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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. COLLINS). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
June 21, 2023. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable MIKE COL-
LINS to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

KEVIN MCCARTHY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 9, 2023, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with time equally 
allocated between the parties and each 
Member other than the majority and 
minority leaders and the minority 
whip limited to 5 minutes, but in no 
event shall debate continue beyond 
11:50 a.m. 

f 

CONGRATULATING LINDA 
RUSHING ON HER RETIREMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Arkansas (Mr. WESTERMAN) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, 
today, I rise to congratulate Linda 
Rushing on her retirement from her 
leadership role as vice chancellor at 
the University of Arkansas at Monti-
cello College of Technology-Crossett. 

Linda has worked tirelessly for al-
most five decades to serve her commu-
nity through dedication to teaching, 

student administration, and academic 
leadership. 

Linda began her career at Forest 
Echoes Vocational Technical School in 
1975 where she was hired as a business 
instructor. She continued to serve this 
institution through 1987 when she was 
named director of the school. 

When Forest Echoes Vocational 
Technical School merged with UAM to 
become UAM-CTC, she was named vice 
chancellor, where she has served for 20 
years. Linda’s commitment to excel-
lence and the success of her faculty, 
staff, and students at the UAM College 
of Technology-Crossett has immensely 
benefited the greater Arkansas commu-
nity. Her passion for serving others in 
leadership has cultivated a campus en-
vironment in which students can thrive 
and one that has served the workforce 
needs of southeast Arkansas and its 
communities. 

I congratulate Linda on a commend-
able career of leadership and public 
service and thank her for all she has 
done for the State of Arkansas. 
CONGRATULATING JOE FOX ON HIS RETIREMENT 

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
also rise today to congratulate my 
good friend, Mr. Joe Fox, on his retire-
ment. 

Joe has had a successful career in 
forestry in my home State of Arkansas 
as State forester, directing the For-
estry Division of the Arkansas Depart-
ment of Agriculture. 

In Arkansas, Joe Fox and forestry 
are synonymous. He brings to the table 
a depth of experience, having served as 
president of the Arkansas Forestry As-
sociation, chairman of the Arkansas 
Forestry Commission, and president of 
the National Association of State For-
esters. 

I express my sincere thanks to Joe 
for his service and dedication to the 
State of Arkansas, his knowledge of 
forestry, and his contributions to the 
industry. I am proud to say that Ar-
kansas serves as a blueprint for forest 

management for the rest of the coun-
try, and that has been enhanced by the 
service and leadership of Joe Fox. 

Without a doubt, through his work in 
forestry and conservation, Joe has left 
a legacy for future generations, not 
only in the example that he set but 
also a tangible one: Our forests are bet-
ter off for our kids and grandkids be-
cause of Joe Fox. 

Mr. Speaker, I will leave with you a 
famous Joe Fox quote: ‘‘Trees are the 
answer. Now, what is your question?’’ I 
couldn’t agree more. 

ARKANSAS IS A WONDERFUL STATE 
Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, Ar-

kansas celebrated its statehood last 
week. Arkansas became the 25th State 
of the United States on June 15, 1836. 

Arkansas is a wonderful State with a 
rich history, breathtaking natural 
beauty, and vibrant communities. 
From the gorgeous Ozark Mountains to 
the mighty Mississippi River, Arkansas 
is a State of limitless opportunities. 

Arkansas has changed and flourished 
since its entry into the Union, leaving 
its imprint on the history of our coun-
try. Arkansas has experienced signifi-
cant events, overcome barriers, and 
built a strong and resilient community 
to be proud of. 

From the Delta blues to the world-re-
nowned Hot Springs National Park, our 
State provides a diverse range of ac-
tivities that reflect our distinct past. 
Let us continue to honor Arkansas’ di-
verse culture, customs, and people. 
PROTECTING OUR TERRITORIES AND FRIENDS IS 

PARAMOUNT 
Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, the 

United States stands as a beacon of 
freedom with a mission to protect the 
inalienable rights for which many have 
given their lives. This mission rings 
from the mountains to the prairies, 
across our oceans, and across the globe. 

This month, the Indo-Pacific Task 
Force was assembled to evaluate Chi-
nese attempts to usurp our interests in 
the Pacific. China is a threat to our de-
mocracy, and they are attempting to 
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gain a foothold not only in Cuba but 
also within our territories across the 
Pacific and Indo-Pacific regions. 

To combat this hostility, our bipar-
tisan team was assembled to support 
our territories and friends in the Free-
ly Associated States to counter the 
communist influence. 

Protecting our territories and our 
friends is paramount. I ask Congress to 
engage in this effort fully, heed the 
suggestions of the Indo-Pacific Task 
Force, and work together to strengthen 
our territories and deter Chinese influ-
ence in the Pacific and here at home. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO 
CHRISTOPHER PARSONS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Minnesota (Ms. MCCOLLUM) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today with a very heavy heart to pay 
tribute to St. Paul firefighter, my 
friend, Captain Christopher Parsons, 
who was just 48 years old when he sus-
tained a major medical event shortly 
after completing his shift and passed 
away last week. 

Christopher’s untimely passing is a 
deep and profound loss for his loved 
ones, fellow firefighters, our entire 
city, and, in fact, the entire State. 

After joining the department in 2000, 
he was promoted to captain in 2007. He 
served in leadership roles for the IAFF 
Local 21, the Minnesota Professional 
Fire Fighters, and the Minnesota Fire 
Service Foundation, and he took his 
expertise and passion for public safety 
to our State capital, where he im-
proved public safety for so many. 

Chris was a guide for me. I learned so 
much from him about firefighting and 
the needs of those who fight fires. 

Captain Parsons had an impact on so 
many lives. He fought to save lives dur-
ing his time on Earth, and he continues 
to do so through the gift of organ dona-
tion. 

I extend my deepest condolences to 
Chris’ family, and I express my grati-
tude for all those who put their lives 
on the line day after day to keep our 
communities safe. 

f 

RECOGNIZING ALEX MEDINA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to rec-
ognize Alex Medina, a man who dem-
onstrates the spirit of giving that is a 
model for all of us. 

Alex is a bone marrow donor, and 
thanks to his generosity, he was able 
to provide Egerton Burroughs, a man 
whom he had never met, with a second 
chance at life. 

Mr. Speaker, donations like Alex’s, 
whether they be bone marrow, blood, 
or other precious resources, help save 
the lives of countless Americans every 
day. 

Mr. Medina and Mr. Burroughs were 
brought together by a wonderful pro-
gram, Be The Match, which matches 
viable bone marrow donors to patients 
across the country. 

We are blessed in North Carolina that 
both Duke University Hospital and 
Wake Forest Baptist play pivotal roles 
in bone marrow and stem cell trans-
plants. Dedicated professionals there 
and at other institutions perform life-
saving work. 

Mr. Speaker, across North Carolina 
and our entire Nation, the kindness 
and generosity of donors like Alex Me-
dina should not only be celebrated but 
also encouraged. 

We can all play a positive role in the 
lives of others, and donating blood and 
other critical resources is one way of 
doing so. The simple actions we take 
can go on to make a profound impact 
upon people we know as well as those 
we do not know. 

Proverbs 11:25 reads: ‘‘A generous 
person will prosper; whoever refreshes 
others will be refreshed.’’ 

Let us never forget how we can serve 
as forces for good and give to others 
the gifts that God has bestowed upon 
us. 

RECOGNIZING BILL FISHER 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to rec-

ognize Bill Fisher, a familiar voice to 
many within the High Country in 
North Carolina’s Fifth District and 
someone I consider to be a dear friend. 

After nearly 50 years of being on the 
radio and keeping the High Country in-
formed on all the news of the day, Bill, 
or Fish, as many of his friends and col-
leagues refer to him, will be hanging up 
his headset one final time and retiring. 

For years, I have been fortunate to 
join Bill on the radio to talk about 
issues ranging from the local to the na-
tional levels. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the most impor-
tant duties that we have as Americans 
is to be an informed citizen, and I can-
not overstate how much Bill embodies 
that role. No matter the topic or issue 
of the day, Bill always takes the time 
to inform people of the developments 
that matter most. He knows how to 
read the pulse of the community he 
proudly serves. 

As Bill enters this new and exciting 
chapter of his life alongside his won-
derful wife, Sheryl, family members, 
friends, and loved ones, I hope he 
knows that he has left an indelible 
mark upon his community that will be 
felt for many years to come. 

Those who tune in to Bill’s show on 
the commute to work, the grocery 
store, and everywhere in between are 
grateful for his work. In my eyes and 
in the eyes of many, Bill is the best 
that western North Carolina has to 
offer. May God continue to bless Bill 
and his family in his well-deserved re-
tirement. 

f 

RESTORING AMERICANS’ 
FUNDAMENTAL RIGHT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
FOXX). The Chair recognizes the gentle-

woman from Colorado (Ms. DEGETTE) 
for 5 minutes. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, Satur-
day marks 1 year since the U.S. Su-
preme Court announced its now infa-
mous decision to overturn Roe v. Wade, 
and for the first time in our Nation’s 
history, it took away one of America’s 
most fundamental rights: the right to 
privacy. 

In overturning Roe v. Wade and tak-
ing away Americans’ right to abortion 
care, the U.S. Supreme Court has 
rolled back the clock on women’s 
rights in this country and put the 
health and lives of millions of women 
at risk. 

Everybody in this country deserves 
the freedom to make their own 
healthcare choices. Nobody should 
have to experience the pain and trauma 
that countless women in this country 
have now suffered as a result of the 
GOP’s efforts to criminalize abortion 
care in this country. 

While poll after poll shows that an 
overwhelming majority of the Amer-
ican public supports women’s rights to 
abortion care, my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle remain intent on 
outlawing it once and for all. 

We may not have the majority in this 
Chamber just now, but there is no 
doubt that we have the majority of 
Americans on our side in this fight. If 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle aren’t willing to stand up for the 
people they represent, then we must. 

Today, Representatives LEE and CHU 
and I announce that we have filed a 
discharge petition to bring the Wom-
en’s Health Protection Act up for a 
vote so that we can restore Americans’ 
fundamental rights to abortion care. 

This is legislation that was passed by 
the Chamber not once but twice last 
year. There is no reason why any Mem-
ber who doesn’t have their head in the 
sand shouldn’t be ready to support it a 
third time. 

Now is the time to end the devasta-
tion that too many Americans have al-
ready experienced. Now is the time to 
let the American public know exactly 
where every Member of this Chamber 
stands. 

I urge my colleagues to sign this pe-
tition that is now at the desk. Madam 
Speaker, 218 of us is all it takes to 
bring this bill to the floor and take us 
one step closer to ending this night-
mare. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. LEE). 

Ms. LEE of California. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman for 
yielding. 

Madam Speaker, never before has 
this country marked the day that a 
fundamental freedom was taken from 
us. This Saturday, for the first time, 
we will. 

Almost 1 year ago, the Supreme 
Court’s shameful and unprecedented 
Dobbs decision stripped a constitu-
tional right from all Americans, and 
the harm it triggered has only grown 
in the year since. 
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We are here to say enough is enough. 
Extremist Republicans around the 
country created this reproductive 
healthcare crisis against the will of the 
people with their out-of-touch, anti- 
choice agenda. 

People should have the right to make 
decisions over their own bodies, espe-
cially healthcare decisions, not this 
body, nor politicians, nor Justices. 
That process has been now aided and 
enabled by Republicans in this Cham-
ber, so it is time for some account-
ability right here and right now. Time 
to put our Speaker and the Members of 
his party on the record in front of their 
constituents. It is time, really, to re-
store the right to abortion. 

One year after the fall of Roe, we 
refuse to back down from the fight for 
reproductive freedom. 

Our bodies, our choices. That is what 
this, in essence, is about: freedom. We 
are here using every single tool at our 
disposal to force action on this issue. 

I am proud to join with our fellow 
Pro-Choice Caucus leaders, our mem-
bership, Representative DIANA 
DEGETTE and Representative JUDY 
CHU, in leading this discharge petition 
on the Women’s Health Protection Act 
and demanding that the Speaker let us 
vote. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to sign it. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Madam Speaker, I 
yield to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. CHU), the author of the 
Women’s Health Protection Act. 

Ms. CHU. Madam Speaker, it has 
been a year since the Supreme Court 
ripped away the rights of millions of 
Americans in an instant by over-
turning the constitutional right to 
abortion care. It has been nearly 1 year 
since American women were forced to 
live in a country where they possessed 
fewer rights than their grandmothers. 

House Republicans are out of step 
with the American people when it 
comes to abortion access, but instead 
of working to restore these funda-
mental freedoms, they have worked to 
further restrict abortion access in this 
country. That is why we are here 
today, to take action. 

I am proud to present this discharge 
petition to force accountability for Re-
publican inaction. 

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

f 

CONGRATULATING DICK JAMES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
Dick James of St. Simon’s Island on 
his induction into the Ranger Hall of 
Fame. 

Mr. James served in the Army for 22 
years, including two tours of duty in 
Vietnam and retiring as a Lieutenant 
Colonel. 

In his first tour, he acted as an ad-
viser for a Vietnamese battalion with 
750 soldiers. This battalion suffered a 
high casualty rate, with two-thirds 
being lost in the 91⁄2 months he served 
with them. He later returned to Viet-
nam as the commander of the 75th 
Ranger Regiment, 173rd Airborne Bri-
gade, where he fearlessly led his Rang-
ers in 450 missions, with 229 of them 
being fights with enemy troops. 

Mr. James has been the rightful re-
cipient of many awards, including four 
Bronze Star medals, a Vietnam Service 
Medal, Superior Service Medal, and a 
National Defense Service Medal, 
among many others. 

I thank Mr. James for his service and 
congratulate him for his induction into 
the Ranger Hall of Fame. His extraor-
dinary dedication to his country and 
his fellow Rangers makes him the per-
fect addition. 
HONORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY OF STARLING 

SUTTON 
Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Madam 

Speaker, I rise today to honor the life 
and the legacy of Mr. Starling Sutton, 
a dedicated servant to his country and 
a community activist. 

During the Vietnam war, Starling 
cross-trained in four different areas, 
airborne, special forces medic, combat 
engineer, and infantry officer. 

His work in the Army’s 82nd Airborne 
Division at Fort Bragg led him to pur-
sue a degree in criminal justice, which 
he then applied to professional and vol-
unteer efforts devoted to helping home-
less and marginalized people. 

Mr. Sutton created two programs for 
the Atlanta Rotary Club to help inner- 
city youth learn about the camaraderie 
of the military, and his work with the 
Golden Isles Rotary helped homeless 
veterans find homes. 

Professionally, he helped create af-
fordable housing in Atlanta and con-
verted two major warehouses into pub-
lic art spaces. 

Starling’s service to our country and 
his impact on our State will continue 
to be felt for years to come, and we 
mourn his loss immensely. 

CONGRATULATING GLYNN ACADEMY BOYS AND 
GIRLS GOLF TEAMS 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
the Glynn Academy boys and girls golf 
teams on their recent 6A State Cham-
pionship wins. 

Both teams took a big lead on day 
one, and they never looked back. After 
day one, they had to fight through 
harsh weather conditions that plagued 
the rest of the tournament, but even 
that could not derail their efforts. 

The Glynn Academy boys shot an im-
pressive score of 591 overall to secure 
their first win since 2001. The Glynn 
Academy girls finished with a score of 
480 to win their second championship 
in a row. 

These impressive scores, and the fact 
that this is the second championship in 
a row for the girls, speaks volumes. 
These young adults are true athletes, 
and I am inspired by their amazing per-
formance on the golf course. 

I look forward to seeing what these 
great teams do in the coming season, 
and I know they will continue to make 
the First District of Georgia proud. 

HONORING THE LIFE OF LIEUTENANT COLONEL 
GEORGE ALLEN TINDLE 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in memory of retired 
Lieutenant Colonel George Allen 
Tindle of the U.S. Army National 
Guard. 

Mr. Tindle was born in Chicago, Illi-
nois, on September 12, 1941. He was a 
proud member of the Chicago Police 
Department for 10 years, until he 
transferred to the Federal Protective 
Service in 1974, right here in Wash-
ington, D.C. 

George began his career at the Fed-
eral Law Enforcement Training Center 
in Glynco, Georgia, in 1986. He was the 
Director of Management Training for 
U.S. Customs until his retirement in 
1999. After his retirement, George 
began his favorite career as an instruc-
tor in the Behavioral Sciences Divi-
sion. 

George was an avid fan of the Fred-
erica Academy football team and a be-
loved member of the Community 
Church on St. Simons Island. 

George was an animal lover with a 
quick wit and a compassionate heart. 

George Tindle passed away on April 
3, 2023, at the age of 81 in Brunswick, 
Georgia. He is survived by a son, a 
nephew, and nieces, along with the leg-
acy he left behind in the Brunswick 
community. 

f 

GUN VIOLENCE AWARENESS 
MONTH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BEAN). The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Ms. TLAIB) for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, firearms 
are now the leading cause of death for 
our children in the United States. This 
is the reality that we are living with, 
and it is one that we should refuse to 
accept. 

Every day, over 100 Americans are 
killed from gun violence and more than 
200 people are shot and wounded. These 
are not just statistics, Mr. Speaker, 
they are human beings with lives and 
futures, with mothers, friends and 
loved ones. 

It is sickening that the NRA and the 
gun lobby have bankrolled many of my 
colleagues in this Chamber into silence 
and inaction on this issue. 

Many of these deaths involve the ac-
cidental discharge of a firearm, often 
by a child, including a number of re-
cent tragic incidents in southeastern 
Michigan. Just this month, there was a 
horrific incident where a 2-year-old 
gained access to an unsecured gun and 
was tragically killed. 

It is alarming that 4.6 million chil-
dren in our country live in homes with 
loaded and unlocked firearms. 

This is Gun Violence Awareness 
Month, and I am proud to introduce 
the Safe Storage Saves Lives Act with 
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colleagues like ROSA DELAURO, MAX 
FROST, and ROBIN KELLY to reduce fire-
arm deaths among our children. 

This legislation requires every fire-
arms seller to provide a gun lock or a 
gun safety device every single time 
that a firearm is sold in the United 
States. 

Far too often, Mr. Speaker, gun own-
ers fail to properly secure their weap-
ons with tragic consequences leading 
to accidental deaths, preventable sui-
cides, and on several occasions, school 
shootings and other mass violence. 

These deaths are preventable through 
proper gun storage and safety. When 
used correctly, a gun lock or secure 
gun storage or safety device makes it 
impossible for the gun to be fired. 

Gun locks, Mr. Speaker, like this 
one, have already saved countless lives, 
and requiring their use is key to com-
bating America’s gun violence crisis. 

This bill does work in tandem with 
Representative DELAURO’s Ethan’s 
Law, which mandates safe storage, re-
quiring gun owners to secure their fire-
arms in their home. 

However, this crisis must be tackled 
with even more urgency because our 
children’s lives depend on it. 

Madam Speaker, this gun lock was 
$10 and $10 could save the life of a 
child. 

These gun locks are a commonsense 
solution that every Member of this 
body should support. This should not 
be controversial. Keeping firearms out 
of the hands of our children should not 
be a partisan issue. 

I will not stop fighting until Con-
gress finally takes action to end the 
gun violence epidemic in our country. 
We must honor the lives of those killed 
with action. 

Our communities deserve better, Mr. 
Speaker. Our families deserve better, 
and our kids deserve so much more 
than prayers. 

HONORING SERGIO MARTINEZ 
Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, I rise to up-

lift one of my LGBTQ+ neighbors. His 
name is Sergio Martinez. 

During this Pride Month, I recognize 
Sergio’s activism and leadership in the 
immigrant rights movement in De-
troit. 

Sergio is an inspiring DACA recipi-
ent. He came here at 5 years old, but 
that didn’t stop him from giving back 
to the community. 

He grew up proudly in southwest De-
troit and serves on the board of Michi-
gan United, leading the Detroit Immi-
grants Rights Organizing Committee. 
He is a passionate advocate for legal 
protection of our undocumented neigh-
bors and a pathway to citizenship for 
Dreamers, TPS holders, farmworkers 
and essential workers. 

Sergio also believes that housing is a 
human right and was recently ap-
pointed to the new statewide housing 
advisory board by Governor Whitmer. 

This Pride Month, join me in hon-
oring Sergio Martinez, a trailblazing 
LGBTQ+ leader in our community. We 
thank him for his commitment in ad-

vancing equality and justice in Detroit 
and across Michigan. 

f 

PRESIDENT BIDEN’S STUDENT 
LOAN FORGIVENESS PLAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. COLLINS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to speak out against the admin-
istration’s egregious student loan for-
giveness plan. 

According to the Congressional Budg-
et Office, this unauthorized handout 
will cost the taxpayers an estimated 
$400 billion over the next decade. That 
means that everyday, hardworking 
Americans who either choose not to at-
tend college or who have paid their 
loans will be on the hook for the finan-
cial decisions of others. 

Tell me: Does that sound like a fair 
shake for the American taxpayer? Of 
course not. 

Additionally, it is not even clear if 
the President has the authority to do 
this because, you see, he hijacked a law 
meant to help veterans, veterans who 
had served their country following 9/11 
just to justify this unprecedented bail-
out. 

But I tell you what: House Repub-
licans are standing up to this adminis-
tration’s unreasonable and irrespon-
sible policies. That is why a few weeks 
ago, the House passed a bipartisan res-
olution to block the administration’s 
student loan forgiveness plan from 
even taking effect. 

Our colleagues in the Senate, well, 
they resoundingly agreed with us by 
sending this to the President’s desk, 
where he then vetoed our resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues in 
both the House and the Senate to de-
fend the American taxpayer and over-
ride this veto. 

f 

HONORING THE MEMORIES OF THE 
VICTIMS OF THE PITTSBURGH 
SYNAGOGUE SHOOTING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Pennsylvania (Ms. LEE) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today, with a heavy heart, to 
honor the memories of the 11 victims of 
the Pittsburgh synagogue shooting, an 
attack on three Jewish congregations 
during Shabbat service on the morning 
of October 27, 2018. 

Back in Pittsburgh, the trial for the 
deadliest anti-Semitic attack in our 
Nation’s history is proceeding. The 
jury convicted the gunman on all 63 
counts. Though this is a step toward 
justice, this trial reopened unimagi-
nably painful wounds that have barely 
begun to heal. 

Congregation Dor Hadash, New Light 
Congregation, and the Tree of Life Con-
gregation all had members taken from 
them. Their names were: Joyce 
Fienberg, Richard Gottfried, Rose 
Mallinger, Jerry Rabinowitz, Cecil 
Rosenthal, David Rosenthal, Bernice 

Simon, Sylvan Simon, Daniel Stein, 
Melvin Wax, and Irving Younger. 

They were fathers, mothers, broth-
ers, sisters, friends, and colleagues. 
They were members of a vibrant com-
munity who sought solace, peace, and 
unity within the walls of their syna-
gogue. 

May their memories be forever a 
blessing. And may the strength and re-
silience shown by the survivors, the 
victims’ family members, and the en-
tire Jewish community throughout 
this heartbreaking trial forever be an 
inspiration to us all. 

They inspire me to work even harder 
to confront the root causes of hatred, 
racism, and bigotry so that no commu-
nity has to live in fear of such sense-
less gun violence ever again. 

They were murdered by a white su-
premacist gunman who targeted them 
because of their faith and because their 
faith called them to welcome immi-
grants and refugees. 

The shooter was motivated by the 
‘‘great replacement theory.’’ This was 
the same white supremacist theory 
that motivated the shooter in Buffalo 
to take the lives of 10 community 
members; the shooter in El Paso to 
take the lives of 23 Hispanic commu-
nity members; and the shooter in 
Christchurch to take the lives of 51 
Muslim worshippers. 

The best prediction of violence 
against our communities is violent lan-
guage. That holds in each of the four 
mass shooting examples I just men-
tioned. We must uphold the right of 
free speech while also working to stem 
the proliferation of violent rhetoric. 

b 1030 

When I visited the synagogue this 
past February, I met with the Tree of 
Life congregation leadership and sev-
eral family members of those mur-
dered. I was profoundly moved, both by 
the unimaginable pain of what I saw, 
but also the beautiful conversations we 
had. 

Together, we discussed what can be 
done to help the community heal from 
the trauma, and we discussed their vi-
sion for transforming the site into a 
center to educate against anti-Semi-
tism and hate, a vision I support. 

The attack on the three Pittsburgh 
Jewish congregations is part of a larger 
pattern of hate-fueled violence that 
plagues our Nation. The Black commu-
nity is all too familiar with the rising 
tide of white supremacy in our coun-
try. 

The Federal Government has the re-
sponsibility to act. We all have the re-
sponsibility to use our platforms and 
condemn the rhetoric and dismantle 
the systems of white supremacy that 
enable this and other kinds of violence 
against our communities. 

We must strengthen our gun laws to 
make sure weapons of war never enter 
the hands of someone capable of such 
violence. We must invest in resources 
to identify and dismantle extremist 
networks. We must work hand in hand 
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with communities, engaging in dia-
logue and support, to address the root 
causes of hatred and prevent future 
acts of violence. 

If we don’t, these things will only get 
worse. It is for this reason that I make 
a commitment—a commitment made 
by Reverend Eric Manning, senior pas-
tor of Mother Emanuel Church AME, 
when he visited Pittsburgh. Mother 
Emanuel was the site of a 2015 shoot-
ing, where a self-avowed white su-
premacist entered the Charleston, 
South Carolina, church during a Bible 
study and killed nine Black 
congregants. 

When Reverend Manning spoke at the 
funeral of Rose Mallinger, the last of 
the 11 victims to be laid to rest, he 
said: ‘‘You are not alone. We mourn 
with you. We are here for you and that 
will never change.’’ 

I commit myself to building bridges 
between marginalized communities and 
fighting back. I want our Jewish sib-
lings to know that we are in this fight 
together every day for as long as it 
takes. 

I end with an excerpt from the Jew-
ish prayer for peace that Rose 
Mallinger led every Saturday service: 

May it be Your will . . . 
that You erase war and bloodshed from the 

world and 
in its place draw down a great and glorious 

peace so 
that nation shall not lift up sword against 

nation, 
neither shall they learn war anymore. . . . 
Let justice come in waves like water and 
righteousness flow like river, for the Earth 

shall 
be full of the knowledge of the Holy One as 

the 
waters covered the sea. 
So may it be. 
And we say: 
Amen. 

f 

STUDENT LOAN GIVEAWAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. ROSE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Speaker, today, I rise 
in opposition to President Biden’s stu-
dent loan scam and urge my colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle to vote to 
override President Biden’s veto of H.J. 
Res. 45, which would overturn this ri-
diculous misuse of taxpayer dollars and 
transfer of wealth from the working 
class to our country’s most wealthy 
and educated citizens. 

Mr. Speaker, middle Tennessee is 
home to many hardworking, blue-col-
lar workers who do everything they 
can to provide for their families and 
live within their means. Many of them 
made tough decisions to forego attend-
ing college to pursue careers in skilled 
trades like becoming an electrician, a 
plumber, or carpenter, each valuable 
skill sets and careers that keep our 
communities running and provide serv-
ices we could never live without. 

In fact, 66 percent of the folks in Ten-
nessee’s Sixth Congressional District 
have no college degree. This, along 

with those who responsibly took out 
student loans and paid them back, 
means that an estimated 759,000 people 
whom I represent are ineligible for the 
Biden administration’s proposed stu-
dent loan giveaway. 

To put this into perspective, the 
total population of Tennessee’s Sixth 
Congressional District is 768,525. A 
whopping 98.7 percent of folks whom I 
represent will never see a penny of the 
billions being wasted on this ill-guided 
proposal. What is even worse is that it 
will cost the folks of my district an es-
timated $1.53 billion, or almost $2,000 
per individual. 

At a time when the U.S. national 
debt has surpassed $32 trillion for the 
first time in our country’s history, 
meaning that each citizen owes almost 
$100,000 of the national debt, the last 
thing Americans need, and that Ten-
nesseans need, is another 2,000 in debt 
to pay for other people’s decisions to 
pursue college degrees. 

Mr. Speaker, when we debated this 
legislation on the floor previously, I 
said that America is a country built on 
the idea of freedom. Freedom does not 
mean freedom from individual respon-
sibility, but freedom from unreason-
able constraints. By forcing Ten-
nesseans to foot the bill for the college 
degrees of wealthy lawyers and doctors 
in New York and California, President 
Biden is chipping away at our freedom. 

Back home in my district, where the 
median household income is $57,373, 
President Biden’s student loan bailout 
will cost almost an entire paycheck for 
the hardworking folks of Tennessee’s 
Sixth District. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I encourage the 
President and those who support this 
transfer of wealth from blue-collar 
folks of Tennessee to coastal elites to 
take a visit to my constituents and tell 
them this news that their hard-earned 
paychecks will be going to some of the 
most well-educated and wealthy Amer-
icans in our country. 

I have a feeling that a lot of folks 
who support this policy would have a 
hard time going door-to-door taking 
paychecks away from people without 
college degrees so that those with col-
lege degrees can reap the rewards and 
benefits of the President’s policy. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s call this proposal 
what it is: An election-year gimmick 
that has no chance of ever becoming 
law through the normal procedures of 
being passed by the House and the Sen-
ate. Even some Democrats understand 
this policy is just plain wrong and that 
is why they joined Republicans to pass 
this legislation, which would have 
stopped this proposal in its track. 

Now is our chance to override the 
President’s veto. Let’s hope more com-
monsense and fiscally responsible 
Democrats will join us to send a mes-
sage to the President to reverse course 
on this disastrous decision. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN REMEM-
BRANCE OF JACQUES ‘‘JAY’’ 
ROUGEAU 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to honor the life 
of Jacques ‘‘Jay’’ Rougeau, a Pennsyl-
vania State trooper who died in the 
line of duty just this past Saturday, 
June 17. 

Trooper Rougeau was shot and fa-
tally injured while responding to a call 
in Juniata, Pennsylvania. Trooper 
Rougeau was only 29 years old. 

Now, Trooper Rougeau is a native of 
Corry, Pennsylvania, which is in my 
district where, today, he remains on 
the minds of so many family, friends, 
neighbors, and loved ones. 

According to reports, a man had ar-
rived at Troop G, Lewistown Station 
armed with a rifle and fired at patrol 
vehicles in the parking lot and shot 
one officer. After a search, troopers lo-
cated the shooter where they ex-
changed gunfire. Both the shooter and 
Trooper Rougeau were shot and killed. 
Those who knew Trooper Rougeau say 
he knew from a young age that he al-
ways wanted to be a police officer. 
After graduating from Corry Area High 
School in 2012, he first interned with 
the city of Corry Police Department in 
2014. 

During the internship, Rougeau said 
his ultimate goal was to become a 
Pennsylvania State trooper. He en-
listed in 2020 and started with Troop G 
just 3 months ago. Trooper Rougeau is 
the 104th member of the Pennsylvania 
State Police to make the ultimate sac-
rifice in the line of duty. 

If we can, take a look at this picture. 
This is somebody that is in the prime 
of their life, just starting off, in the po-
sition that he so coveted being a part 
of this group. He wanted to be a police 
officer. He wanted to serve Pennsylva-
nia’s citizens by being a Pennsylvania 
State policeman. 

Unfortunately, he is gone. He leaves 
behind a wife, Chloe, who I am told was 
his high school sweetheart. I know that 
he has made the city of Corry and the 
entire Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
proud for so bravely serving in law en-
forcement. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank him for his 
service, and offer a moment of silence 
in honor of his memory. I ask if we 
could all please think for a moment 
about this young man, think about the 
unlived part of his life, and all who 
serve in the line of duty. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
House will honor a moment of silence. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I wish his family could be 
here to see that the entire gallery just 
stood up and, even though you did not 
know Trooper Rougeau, you stood up 
to honor what he did in his line of 
duty. 

This is a tragic loss not only for the 
community of Corry, but the entire 
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Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. This 
morning, I am praying for the family, 
friends, and colleagues of Trooper 
Rougeau, another person in law en-
forcement who died while responding 
to help others in danger. 

f 

STANDING UP FOR HUMAN RIGHTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. SANTOS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SANTOS. Mr. Speaker, in March, 
I introduced H.R. 1736, also known as 
the Equality and Fiscal Accountability 
Protection Act of 2023. 

This bill will cut off the cash faucet 
the U.S. Government gives away to 
countries such as Uganda that per-
secutes, criminalizes, or discriminates 
against individuals based on their sex-
ual orientation. 

Since June is Pride Month, I thought 
this bill would be a great way to re-
mind the American people and this 
body that the best way to celebrate the 
history and achievements of gay rights 
is to stand up to countries actively op-
pressing the LGBT community. Many 
countries are light-years behind every-
thing we have worked for to be treated 
civilly and humanely in this country. 

In fact, many countries are still per-
secuting their citizens for the simple 
fact that they are gay. Uganda is just 
one of many countries executing and 
prosecuting its people based on their 
sexual orientation; however, they re-
ceived hundreds of millions of dollars 
in 2022 alone from President Biden’s 
emergency plan for AIDS relief, or 
PEPFAR. 

While waving rainbow flags and 
changing corporate logos is pleasant 
enough lipservice and virtue signaling, 
we need to send a clear message that 
the United States will not offer Federal 
aid to countries that habitually violate 
basic human rights based on sexual ori-
entation. 

We, as a Nation, have a responsibility 
to stand up for the human rights of all 
people, regardless of race, religion, or 
sexual orientation. 

f 

b 1045 

CONGRATULATING HARDIN 
VALLEY ACADEMY AEROHAWKS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. BURCHETT) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BURCHETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate the Hardin Val-
ley Academy AeroHAWKS for their 
achievements at the American Rock-
etry Challenge. 

AeroHAWKS Team 1 came in first 
place, and Team 2 came in 10th place. 
Both teams scored high enough that 
they were invited to participate in 
NASA’s Student Launch Initiative, and 
Team 1 has just headed to Paris, 
France, to represent the United States 
in the International Rocketry Chal-
lenge. 

I say ‘‘Paris, France,’’ because many 
of you realize there is a Paris, Ten-
nessee, and that is home to the world’s 
largest fish fry. I wanted to clarify 
that. 

This was Hardin Valley’s first ap-
pearance in this competition, and they 
competed alongside nearly 800 teams 
from 45 States. The fact they did so 
well demonstrates their intelligence, 
dedication, and teamwork abilities. 
They rose to the challenge and brought 
pride to east Tennessee. 

My office gave these students a tour 
of the U.S. Capitol before their com-
petition here in Washington, and it is 
clear these students are passionate and 
bright and will do great things with 
their future. 

I congratulate everyone from Hardin 
Valley Academy who competed in the 
American Rocketry Challenge. I wish 
the best of luck to Team 1 as they com-
pete in Paris for the world title. They 
are making east Tennessee and the en-
tire Nation proud. 

Mr. Speaker, on a personal note, 
from my days of rocketry with my 
Estes rocket, I believe my V2 rocket is 
still in the tree of my neighbor’s house. 
I will state for the record that if any of 
these young people would like to climb 
up and get it, I would gladly reward 
them. 

HONORING CORPORAL JOE ALLEN VINYARD 
Mr. BURCHETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today to recognize an American hero 
who has finally been laid to rest in 
Blount County. 

Corporal Joe Allen Vinyard was part 
of the 774th Tank Battalion during 
World War II. He tragically lost his life 
in the Battle of Hurtgen Forest, an im-
portant battle on the European front 
right before the Battle of the Bulge. 
Many of the men who sacrificed their 
lives for our freedom that day were not 
identified, including Corporal Vinyard. 

In 2021, folks working at the Defense 
Prisoner of War/Missing in Action Ac-
counting Agency figured out one set of 
remains could have been Corporal Vin-
yard’s. Thanks to DNA testing from 
samples the family provided, scientists 
were able to identify his remains. By 
September 2022, the family had been 
notified that he would be brought back 
to Blount County. 

Corporal Vinyard was laid to rest in 
Grandview Cemetery in Maryville this 
past weekend. He is buried beside his 
parents, just a few miles from his 
home. After almost 80 years, Corporal 
Joe Allen Vinyard has finally come 
home. 
HONORING SERGEANT DANIEL CLIFFORD BRITTON 

Mr. BURCHETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to honor Sergeant Daniel Clifford 
Britton, who served our country during 
the Gulf war. 

Daniel graduated from Temple Bap-
tist Academy in 2006. He went on to the 
University of Tennessee and partici-
pated in the Army ROTC program and 
enlisted in the Army on September 3, 
2008. 

Sergeant Britton attended his initial 
Active-Duty training at Fort Benning, 

Georgia. After graduation, he was as-
signed to the 15th Infantry Regiment. 
He graduated from the air assault 
course in September 2009, and in 2010, 
he deployed in support of Operation 
Iraqi Freedom, where he earned his 
Combat Infantry Badge. During his 
service, he was awarded the Iraq Cam-
paign Medal with two stars, Army 
Commendation Medal, Army Achieve-
ment Medal twice, and many others. 
He was a patriot and loved this country 
to its core. 

Sergeant Britton passed away in May 
and left behind a daughter who he 
loved with his whole being. I offer my 
condolences to his daughter and all his 
friends and family who knew and loved 
him. 

It is my honor to recognize Sergeant 
Daniel Britton as the Tennessee Sec-
ond District’s June 2023 Veteran of the 
Month. His service to this country, his 
community, and his family will never 
be forgotten. 

On a personal note, Mr. Speaker, as a 
Christian, I am not a very good one, 
but I owe everything in my life, except 
for my salvation, to the men and 
women who wore our country’s uni-
form. I thank you for this opportunity. 
I appreciate your testimony here on 
the floor about that man, one of our 
brave officers, who lost his life. I thank 
the people in the gallery for standing 
up and showing him that respect. 

This is a great country we have, Mr. 
Speaker. Thank you, brother, for your 
friendship. 

f 

RECOGNIZING 10TH DISTRICT OF 
MICHIGAN’S DISTRICT OFFICE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KELLY of Pennsylvania). The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. JAMES) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, we had a 
slogan in Army aviation: ‘‘High Above 
the Best.’’ It was a reminder that the 
American people entrusted us, me and 
my men, to provide air support for the 
soldiers fighting for their lives on the 
ground each and every single day. 
Likewise, in Congress, our constitu-
ents, our customers, have entrusted 
our staff and myself to provide air sup-
port to the good people in our district 
fighting for their livelihoods each and 
every single day. 

I stand here to say that my district 
staff has exemplified this slogan, ‘‘High 
Above the Best.’’ In under 6 months in 
this office, my team has already deliv-
ered on a monumental constituent 
casework milestone in a freshman of-
fice. 

Earlier this month, my team sur-
passed $100,000 in Federal casework dol-
lars returned to our constituents, to 
our customers. They are providing that 
air support to Michigan’s 10th Congres-
sional District, just like Army avi-
ators. 

It is a lot of work setting up a con-
gressional office. Both our D.C. and dis-
trict teams have burned the midnight 
oil to get everything up and running so 
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that we can serve you, our constitu-
ents, and deliver on the promises we 
made. 

On top of all the work that had to be 
done getting our district office up and 
running, this staff delivered for the 
constituency and has returned over 
$100,000 in Federal dollars and about a 
trillion-and-a-half passport requests. 

I recognize each and every single 
member of my district staff by name, 
in alphabetical other: Russ Cleary, 
Lisa Damon-Brown, Phil Rode, Linda 
Torp, and Kris Zrinyi. 

I thank them all for helping me serve 
Michigan’s 10th Congressional District, 
the greatest district in the United 
States of America. 

Of the many cases my district team 
has closed this year, there are a couple 
that I reviewed that really stuck out to 
me. 

We got a call from a veteran in our 
district who hadn’t received his VA 
benefits in nearly 2 years. Together, 
my staff elevated this case within the 
VA and got them to act. Now, this vet-
eran in my district has thousands in 
backpay and a monthly payment of 
roughly $2,000 that he earned serving 
our country in uniform. 

My team also helped a single mother 
of two get her tax return from all the 
way back in 2015. This young mother is 
currently attending nursing school to 
better the future for herself and her 
two children and to serve her commu-
nity. Between being a single mom and 
a student, she didn’t have enough time 
in her busy schedule to work with the 
IRS, but she had time to give us a call. 
That is all that mattered. My diligent 
team was able to step up for her and 
help her to retrieve $9,000 from her tax 
return. 

These are just two of the many sto-
ries and constituent cases that our dis-
trict office worked so diligently to 
close over just the past 5 months—in 
under 6 months, under half a year. I am 
so grateful for all the work they have 
done for our constituents. 

I am a combat veteran, but I am also 
a businessman, and I believe that con-
stituent services, customer service, is 
why I am here. 

Customer service, serving constitu-
ents, is my number one priority in Con-
gress. I have served my country in 
combat, but the chance to serve this 
community is the honor of my lifetime. 
We are ready to continue to serve the 
good people of Michigan’s 10th Congres-
sional District. I thank them for trust-
ing me to be High Above the Best. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 52 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 
The recess having expired, the House 

was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 

f 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, the Reverend Margaret 

Grun Kibben, offered the following 
prayer: 

Sovereign God, we look to You to re-
ceive guidance in our lives, strength in 
our battles, comfort in our sorrows, 
and peace in our world. We appeal to 
You on behalf of those at war in 
Ukraine and those who are making de-
cisions affecting this grueling conflict 
and impacting countless lives. Grant 
them the belt of Your truth that their 
leadership would be bound in integrity 
and faithfulness. 

To the men and women on the front 
lines so violently uprooted from their 
families and communities, now fight-
ing a battle to preserve the livelihoods 
they once enjoyed without fear, grant 
Your breastplate of righteousness. Pro-
tect and defend them from the feelings 
of anger, betrayal, and vindictiveness. 
Safeguard them from any deed that 
would bring dishonor or disgrace. May 
the justness of their actions be undis-
puted. 

Comfort the grieving with the shield 
of faith. Preserve their souls and spir-
its from the fiery arrows of heartache 
and despair. In You may they find the 
strength and comfort that transcends 
our finite grasp of Your steadfast and 
eternal love. 

Your work, O God, is powerful. Speak 
into the warring chaos that threatens 
our world and wield Your word of 
peace. 

In Your saving name we pray. 
Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-

ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
the approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1 of rule I, the 
Journal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 

from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina led 
the Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-

tain up to 15 requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 

f 

BIDEN’S IRAN DEAL 
(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 

asked and was given permission to ad-

dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, appeasing Iran endangers 
America and the world, according to 
Matthew Continetti of the American 
Enterprise Institute, as reported in the 
June 17 edition of National Review. 

‘‘For President Biden is on the verge 
of betraying Congress and the Amer-
ican people by rewarding the Islamic 
Republic of Iran for various misdeeds. 

‘‘According to news reports, Biden is 
prepared to authorize billions of dollars 
in payments to Iran in exchange for 
the release of U.S. prisoners. . . . Biden 
will say this perverse arrangement is 
necessary to free innocents. . . . What 
he won’t be able to do is call it a deal. 

‘‘Biden can’t call the agreement a 
deal because he wants to avoid congres-
sional review. The Iran Nuclear Agree-
ment Review Act of 2015 forbids the 
President from relieving nuclear-re-
lated sanctions . . . without congres-
sional approval. 

‘‘Notice that the deal-that-is-no-deal 
says nothing about Iran’s deadliest 
proxy, Hezbollah, or about Iran’s drone 
traffic,’’ to attack Israel and murder 
Ukrainian civilians. 

In conclusion, sadly, the insulting 
plea deal for Hunter Biden exposes the 
Biden crime family has shamefully cor-
rupted the Federal judicial system. 

f 

DEADLIEST FORM OF CANCER 
(Mr. HIGGINS of New York asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. HIGGINS of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, lung cancer is the deadliest 
form of cancer in the United States, 
taking more lives than prostate, 
colorectal, and breast cancers com-
bined. 

The United States Preventive Serv-
ices Task Force recommends annual 
lung screenings for adults ages 50 to 80 
who are at risk, but currently just 6 
percent of eligible Americans are 
screened each year. 

That is why we are introducing the 
Increasing Access to Lung Cancer 
Screening Act. This bipartisan bill will 
reduce barriers to preventive care by 
requiring public and private insurance 
to cover annual screenings for those 
who are eligible. 

Early detection is our best protection 
against all cancer deaths, and this leg-
islation extends coverage for those who 
are at greatest risk. 

I ask my colleagues to join me, along 
with Representatives CASTOR and 
FITZPATRICK, in supporting this life-
saving legislation. Together we can 
take another step toward ending can-
cer as we know it. 

f 

HONORING DON WALTON ON HIS 
RETIREMENT 

(Mr. FLOOD asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize one of Nebraska’s 
finest journalists, Don Walton. 
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Don has long been a trusted source of 

political news across Nebraska. He has 
a unique approach to his craft. He 
quietly builds relationships with people 
as he listens and grows trust. 

During my time in the legislature 
and in Congress, I have worked with 
Don. He believes that people are never 
a means to a story, and he faithfully 
covers politics without engaging in 
them. 

Over a week ago, Don surprised us all 
with his retirement announcement in 
his weekly column. He had shown no 
signs of stepping back, true to form. He 
did not make a spectacle of his fare-
well. In a brief open letter, he thanked 
his readers and encouraged and chal-
lenged them to be their best. He has 
had a 67-year career. 

On behalf of Nebraska’s First Con-
gressional District, I honor Don for his 
service and his work. The way he treat-
ed people as he wrote about them will 
long stand as a testament to the value 
of local journalism. 

f 

CUTS TO WIC ARE ESPECIALLY 
CRUEL 

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, Re-
publicans have said time and time 
again that they don’t want to hurt 
pregnant mothers and young children, 
but they did just that with the FY 2024 
agriculture spending bill that they ad-
vanced out of the House Appropriations 
Committee last week. 

The Republican bill slashes WIC 
funding by $185 million from the cur-
rent funding level and guts WIC’s extra 
fruit and vegetable benefits for 5 mil-
lion pregnant and postpartum moms 
and young children. 

It is the first time ever that WIC has 
been intentionally underfunded. At a 
time when many families are still deal-
ing with pandemic-caused inflation, 
these cuts are especially cruel. I am ap-
palled that Republicans’ idea of fiscal 
responsibility is taking healthy food 
away from pregnant moms and kids 
under 5. Seriously? 

Mr. Speaker, let’s not forget that Re-
publicans also tried to cut Meals on 
Wheels and WIC in their original debt 
ceiling bill, and they have a bill to 
kick moms with young children and 
seniors off of SNAP. 

Taking food away from the most vul-
nerable is completely heartless. It is 
shameful, and we are going to fight 
these cuts. 

f 

PATRIOTS AND HEROES PARK 
REDEDICATION 

(Mr. LANGWORTHY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. LANGWORTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to commemorate the rededi-
cation of Patriots and Heroes Park in 
Lancaster, New York, and the many 

men and women who devoted their 
lives in service to our community. 

Mr. Russell J. Salvatore founded and 
funded this memorial as a place for pa-
triotism and peaceful reflection of the 
imagery honoring veterans, members 
of law enforcement, first responders, 
and the heroes that have dedicated 
their lives to the safety of others. 

These monuments were vandalized 
heartlessly and defaced in March, and 
the images of the destruction shocked 
our community. 

Now, fully restored, thanks to the 
work and support and funding of Mr. 
Russell J. Salvatore, our community is 
gathering once again at Patriots and 
Heroes Park today to honor those who 
served and sacrificed for this great Na-
tion. 

I thank the veterans, police officers, 
and first responders for their valor, 
courage, and service to their fellow 
Americans. 

Mr. Salvatore has been a titan of 
Buffalo, and I know the people of the 
23rd Congressional District are grateful 
for his generosity over the many years. 
I congratulate Mr. Salvatore on his 
many years of success and on the re-
dedication of Patriots and Heroes 
Park. 

Our community has chosen to turn 
this act of hatred into a new monu-
ment to thank our heroes and celebrate 
our patriotism as Americans. I am hon-
ored to join the celebration from the 
Halls of Congress. 

f 

ETHICAL STANDARDS FOR 
SUPREME COURT 

(Mr. LIEU asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LIEU. Mr. Speaker, today we 
learned that it wasn’t just Clarence 
Thomas on the Supreme Court who ac-
cepted lavish gifts from a conservative 
billionaire and didn’t disclose it, vio-
lating ethical rules. 

We learned that Justice Samuel Alito 
also accepted lavish gifts from another 
conservative billionaire and didn’t dis-
close it. 

In addition, both Justices Thomas 
and Alito failed to disclose the private 
jet travel that they received from con-
servative billionaires. That is a viola-
tion of Federal law. 

Americans used to respect the United 
States Supreme Court. Now I think the 
American people can rightfully ask: Is 
it turning into a cesspool of corrup-
tion? That is why I ask the Speaker of 
the House to put on the floor the bill 
authored by Democrats to put ethical 
standards on the United States Su-
preme Court. 

Every Federal judge has to follow 
ethical standards except for these nine 
people. Who do they think they are? 

f 

ILLEGAL IMMIGRANTS IN 
SCHOOLS 

(Mr. ROSE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 

minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Speaker, President 
Biden’s and Secretary Mayorkas’ han-
dling of our southern border has made 
every State, including my home State 
of Tennessee, a border State. Now, ille-
gal immigrants are being housed in 
public schools, threatening our chil-
dren’s ability to learn. 

House Republicans are denouncing 
this heinous action by passing H. Res. 
461, which condemns the use of public 
school facilities to house illegal immi-
grants. 

Housing illegal immigrants at public 
schools diverts resources from students 
already suffering from historic learn-
ing loss. Additionally, schools with 
summer programs or activities will 
now be forced to consider the addi-
tional security threat housing illegal 
immigrants at their facilities poses. 

Mr. Speaker, if the Biden administra-
tion would work with Republicans to 
secure the border, this wouldn’t be hap-
pening. However, since it is, we must 
condemn it, which is why I urge Mem-
bers to join me in supporting H. Res. 
461. 

f 

PENN KINGSMEN REPEAT AS 
STATE CHAMPS 

(Mr. YAKYM asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. YAKYM. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to highlight a very special group 
of Hoosiers. 

Last Saturday, the Penn High School 
baseball team shut out top-ranked Cen-
ter Grove 2–0 to win the Class 4A State 
championship for the second straight 
year. 

Their victory Saturday marks the 
first time in program history that the 
Kingsmen have repeated as State 
champs, and now it is the sixth State 
crown under Hall of Fame Coach Greg 
Dikos’ belt. 

The Kingsmen’s big win came just 1 
week after the Lady Kingsmen softball 
team also won the State title, making 
Penn just the second school in Indiana 
history to win a softball and baseball 
State championship in the same year. 

The most exciting moment in Satur-
day’s game came in the bottom of the 
fourth inning when senior center field-
er Cooper Hums laid out for an amaz-
ing, over-the-shoulder diving catch. In 
fact, Cooper’s catch was so spectacular 
that it landed him a top spot on 
‘‘SportsCenter’s Top 10’’ playlist. I 
watched the clip, and it is worth your 
time to watch. 

Congratulations to Cooper, Coach 
Dikos, and all the Kingsmen on defend-
ing their title and for bringing another 
State championship back to the Second 
District. 

God bless them, and Go Kingsmen. 
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 

OF H.R. 3564, MIDDLE CLASS BOR-
ROWER PROTECTION ACT OF 2023; 
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3799, CUSTOM HEALTH 
OPTION AND INDIVIDUAL CARE 
EXPENSE ARRANGEMENT ACT; 
AND PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H. RES. 461, CON-
DEMNING THE USE OF ELEMEN-
TARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOL 
FACILITIES TO PROVIDE SHEL-
TER FOR ALIENS WHO ARE NOT 
ADMITTED TO THE UNITED 
STATES 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, by di-

rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 524 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 524 
Resolved, That at any time after adoption 

of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3564) to cancel 
recent changes made by the Federal Housing 
Finance Agency to the up-front loan level 
pricing adjustments charged by Fannie Mae 
and Freddie Mac for guarantee of single-fam-
ily mortgages, and for other purposes. The 
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed 
with. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived. General debate 
shall be confined to the bill and amendments 
specified in this section and shall not exceed 
one hour equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Financial Services or 
their respective designees. After general de-
bate the bill shall be considered for amend-
ment under the five-minute rule. In lieu of 
the amendment in the nature of a substitute 
recommended by the Committee on Finan-
cial Services now printed in the bill, an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
consisting of the text of Rules Committee 
Print 118-8, modified by the amendment 
printed in part A of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion, shall be considered as adopted in the 
House and in the Committee of the Whole. 
The bill, as amended, shall be considered as 
the original bill for the purpose of further 
amendment under the five-minute rule and 
shall be considered as read. All points of 
order against provisions in the bill, as 
amended, are waived. No further amendment 
to the bill, as amended, shall be in order ex-
cept those printed in part B of the report of 
the Committee on Rules. Each such further 
amendment may be offered only in the order 
printed in the report, may be offered only by 
a Member designated in the report, shall be 
considered as read, shall be debatable for the 
time specified in the report equally divided 
and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment, 
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the 
Committee of the Whole. All points of order 
against such further amendments are 
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of 
the bill for amendment the Committee shall 
rise and report the bill, as amended, to the 
House with such further amendments as may 
have been adopted. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill, as 
amended, and on any further amendment 
thereto to final passage without intervening 
motion except one motion to recommit. 

SEC. 2. At any time after adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker may, pursuant to 

clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 3799) to amend the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for 
health reimbursement arrangements inte-
grated with individual health insurance cov-
erage. The first reading of the bill shall be 
dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and 
amendments specified in this section and 
shall not exceed 80 minutes equally divided 
among and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce or their respec-
tive designees and the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means or their respective designees. 
After general debate the bill shall be consid-
ered for amendment under the five-minute 
rule. In lieu of the amendment in the nature 
of a substitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means now printed in 
the bill, an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute consisting of the text of Rules 
Committee Print 118-9, modified by the 
amendment printed in part C of the report of 
the Committee on Rules accompanying this 
resolution, shall be considered as adopted in 
the House and in the Committee of the 
Whole. The bill, as amended, shall be consid-
ered as the original bill for the purpose of 
further amendment under the five-minute 
rule and shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill, 
as amended, are waived. No further amend-
ment to the bill, as amended, shall be in 
order except those printed in part D of the 
report of the Committee on Rules. Each such 
further amendment may be offered only in 
the order printed in the report, may be of-
fered only by a Member designated in the re-
port, shall be considered as read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the report 
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject 
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a 
demand for division of the question in the 
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All 
points of order against such further amend-
ments are waived. At the conclusion of con-
sideration of the bill for amendment the 
Committee shall rise and report the bill, as 
amended, to the House with such further 
amendments as may have been adopted. The 
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill, as amended, and on any 
further amendment thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion except one mo-
tion to recommit. 

SEC. 3. Upon adoption of this resolution it 
shall be in order without intervention of any 
point of order to consider in the House the 
resolution (H. Res. 461) condemning the use 
of elementary and secondary school facilities 
to provide shelter for aliens who are not ad-
mitted to the United States. The amend-
ments to the resolution and the preamble 
recommended by the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce now printed in the 
resolution shall be considered as adopted. 
The resolution, as amended, shall be consid-
ered as read. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the resolution and 
preamble, as amended, to adoption without 
intervening motion except one hour of de-
bate equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce 
or their respective designees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DUNCAN). The gentleman from Texas is 
recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 

from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only. 

b 1215 
GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, last 

night the Rules Committee met and re-
ported a rule, House Resolution 524, 
providing for consideration of three 
measures: H. Res. 461, H.R. 3799, and 
H.R. 3564. 

The rule provides for consideration of 
H.R. 3564 under a structured rule with 
1 hour of debate equally divided and 
controlled by the chair and ranking 
minority member of the Committee on 
Financial Services or their designee. 

The rule makes in order four amend-
ments and provides one motion to re-
commit. The rule additionally provides 
for consideration of H.R. 3799 under a 
structured rule with 80 minutes of gen-
eral debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committees on Edu-
cation and the Workforce or their re-
spective designees and Ways and Means 
or their respective designees. The rule 
makes in order three amendments and 
provides one motion to recommit. 

Finally, the rule provides for consid-
eration of H. Res. 461 under a closed 
rule with 1 hour of debate equally di-
vided and controlled and by the chair 
and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Education and the 
Workforce or their respective des-
ignees. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of the rule and in support of the under-
lying bills. 

Today, the Republican majority con-
tinues its long process of reversing and 
repairing the damages inflicted on the 
American people by the Biden adminis-
tration and the previous Democrat ma-
jority. 

Mr. Speaker, included in the rule is 
H.R. 3799, the Custom Health Option 
and Individual Care Expense Arrange-
ment Act, or the CHOICE Arrangement 
Act, introduced by my friend from 
Oklahoma, KEVIN HERN. 

This legislation includes common-
sense changes to help lower health in-
surance costs, increase competition in 
the healthcare market, and ensure ac-
cess to high-quality, low-cost plans for 
Americans and small business owners 
and their employees. 

In 2021, almost 55 percent of Ameri-
cans were covered by employer-based 
health coverage. Employer-based 
health coverage is easily the most pop-
ular option for Americans to receive 
health insurance coverage. According 
to the National Federation of Inde-
pendent Business, of small employers 
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that did not offer health insurance cov-
erage to their employees, two-thirds 
reported that the reason they do not 
offer the health insurance is because it 
is simply too expensive. 

In 2019, President Trump and his ad-
ministration published regulations al-
lowing employers to provide their em-
ployees with a fixed amount of money 
each year in tax-preferred individual 
health coverage reimbursement ac-
counts that an employee could use to 
buy coverage in the individual market. 

Current regulations allow employers 
to establish individual coverage health 
reimbursement accounts which em-
ployees can use to purchase individual 
market coverage and pay for their out- 
of-pocket medical expenses. 

The CHOICE Arrangement Act seeks 
to codify these regulations to provide 
tax-advantaged funds for employees to 
buy portable health insurance plans 
and requires notification to employers 
of the availability of these tax-advan-
taged health insurance benefits. 

The CHOICE Arrangement Act also 
includes provisions codifying the right 
of small businesses to band together 
and form association health plans to 
offer pooled health insurance coverage 
to their employees. 

This legislation will give employers 
maximum flexibility in how they pro-
vide coverage options for their employ-
ees by providing CHOICE arrangements 
while also providing expected benefits 
like dental plans, vision plans, acci-
dent, disability benefits, and more. 

This legislation will also ensure that 
stop-loss coverage is not subject to 
Federal regulation under the Employee 
Retirement Income and Security Act. 
These commonsense changes will stop 
the Biden administration from admin-
istratively making healthcare more ex-
pensive by regulating stop-loss cov-
erage and ensuring that small busi-
nesses can, in fact, remain competi-
tive. 

Mr. Speaker, also included in this 
rule is H. Res. 461. This condemns the 
practice of retrofitting our children’s 
schools to house illegal immigrants. 
President Biden and the Democrats’ 
failures at the southern border are so 
comprehensive, so overwhelming that 
municipalities are now co-opting the 
schools where we educate our children 
because President Biden refuses to se-
cure the southern border. 

Because President Biden cannot or 
will not secure our southern border, 
Mr. Speaker, our local communities 
and municipalities are now casualties 
of President Biden’s border crisis. 

The American people rightfully de-
mand that President Biden and Demo-
crats in Congress acknowledge this cri-
sis. They demand that they not only 
acknowledge the crisis, Mr. Speaker, 
they demand that their Federal Gov-
ernment solve this self-inflicted crisis 
that is pushing our communities well 
past the breaking point. 

New York City and its mayor, Eric 
Adams, are the first to cry uncle. Mr. 
Speaker, 2 months is how long Mayor 

Adams and New York City lasted, suf-
fering under conditions of a size and 
scale not even comparable to the con-
ditions that Texans have been enduring 
these past 21⁄2 years under an adminis-
tration that has only now started to 
pay attention to this humanitarian cri-
sis when it started to affect their con-
stituents. 

Over and over again, we have pleaded 
with the Biden administration to take 
this crisis seriously, only to be rebuffed 
time and again. This humanitarian ca-
tastrophe can be laid squarely at the 
feet of the Secretary of Department of 
Homeland Security, Secretary 
Mayorkas, and, of course, President 
Biden who have chosen to do nothing 
rather than be labeled xenophobes by 
their progressive colleagues for actu-
ally enforcing existing immigration 
law and securing our southern border. 

Mr. Speaker, the temptation for the 
Biden administration has been to bury 
their heads in the sand and hope that 
these waves of illegal immigrants com-
ing across our border will, in fact, 
magically disappear. They will not, Mr. 
Speaker, not until President Biden fi-
nally gets serious about the border cri-
sis by demanding that the Secretary of 
Homeland Security do his job and se-
cure our southern border, or maybe 
find someone else who can do that job. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the rule pro-
vides for consideration of H.R. 3564, the 
Middle Class Borrower Protection Act 
of 2023. This bill would repeal the Fed-
eral Housing Finance Agency’s recali-
brated single-family pricing framework 
to guarantee mortgages which would 
charge borrowers with higher credit 
scores larger fees to subsidize bor-
rowers with lower credit scores. 

If not for our Republican majority, 
Mr. Speaker, one out of every two bor-
rowers with higher credit scores would 
be assessed higher mortgage fees in 
President Biden’s radical equity agen-
da. 

President Biden is telling the Amer-
ican people that if you work hard, if 
you are responsible with your finances, 
if you pay your bills on time, you are 
going to get to subsidize the mortgages 
of those who did not make the same 
sacrifices that you did in order to at-
tain a higher credit score. This sends a 
terrible message to the American peo-
ple. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Mr. DAVIDSON 
for bringing us this final piece of legis-
lation that underscores that the Re-
publican majority stands with those 
middle-class families who have done 
the right thing and should not be 
pushed by a radical administration 
that is obsessed with radical wealth 
distribution schemes. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Texas for 
yielding me the customary 30 minutes, 
and I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, Republicans are in 
charge of the House of Representatives. 

They control the schedule here. They 
control when bills get brought up for 
debate. They make the Calendar. We 
could be debating a bipartisan bill that 
actually helps get more people on to 
healthcare or lowers prescription drug 
costs and makes coverage more afford-
able, but instead Republicans are 
bringing to the floor a bill to chip away 
at the Affordable Care Act. They are 
siding with billionaire corporations 
and insurance companies and actually 
spending money to kick people off of 
healthcare. 

We could be debating bipartisan leg-
islation that makes it easier for reg-
ular middle-class Americans to buy a 
home, but instead, Republicans are 
bringing to the floor a bill that lit-
erally increases mortgage fees charged 
to middle-income borrowers. 

Time and time again, this majority 
brings to the floor bills that benefit 
billionaire corporations, insurance 
companies, the rich and powerful, Big 
Oil, Big Pharma, all at the expense of 
everyday people back home who send 
us here to fight for them. 

b 1230 
We could be debating bipartisan leg-

islation that actually addresses our 
broken immigration system. Instead, 
Republicans are bringing to the floor a 
nonbinding resolution that condemns a 
nonexistent problem so they can go 
after immigrants once again. 

We had a Member in the Rules Com-
mittee last night yelling and scream-
ing and ranting and raving about all he 
thinks is wrong with our immigration 
system and the border. It was actually 
kind of scary. 

Listen, I get being passionate about 
this problem. I am not here to argue 
that our immigration system doesn’t 
need to be fixed. We all know that it 
could use a comprehensive overhaul, 
but we don’t need to be screaming at 
each other about this nonbinding press 
release of a bill that does literally 
nothing to help deal with our border. 
My God. 

Republicans want to talk about im-
migration, so let’s talk about immigra-
tion. 

Let’s talk about how the Republican 
solution to the border is building a stu-
pid wall that even they know won’t 
work. 

Let’s talk about fentanyl. Let’s talk 
about how most of it is trafficked 
through legal ports of entry in the 
United States by U.S. citizens, by the 
way, and let’s talk about how Presi-
dent Joe Biden seizes more fentanyl at 
the border than Donald Trump did. 
That is just a fact. 

Yet, we had a Member last night 
have a complete meltdown over this 
issue. Would Republicans rather the 
Biden administration not seize 
fentanyl? I don’t get it. Make it make 
sense. 

Let’s talk about how, since the end of 
title 42 on May 11, unlawful entries 
along the southern border have plum-
meted. As of June 6, Customs and Bor-
der Protection had an average of 3,700 
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encounters between points of entry or 
unscheduled encounters per day, a de-
crease of over 70 percent. 

Republicans don’t want to talk about 
any of that. Instead, they are going to 
try to get people all worked up by 
scapegoating vulnerable migrants who 
are fleeing awful circumstances in 
search of safety. 

I can’t believe I have to say this, but 
migrants are not political pawns. They 
come to our country seeking a better 
life, often fleeing violence and oppres-
sion. They are human beings and de-
serve to be treated with dignity and re-
spect. Yet, Republican Governors have 
treated migrants like they are garbage, 
busing them across the country like 
luggage, with no advance notice or co-
ordination, dumping them outside after 
they call the press to show up and 
make a scene. I find it disgusting. I 
find it racist. I find it disrespectful to 
all that this country stands for. 

This nonbinding press release that 
they are bringing to the floor isn’t a 
serious attempt to solve a problem. 
They are dropping migrants off in New 
York City and then attacking New 
York City for trying to come up with 
solutions to the problem. This is ab-
surd. 

Then, Republicans claim gyms can’t 
be used to house migrants because they 
want to ‘‘protect students.’’ Give me a 
break. Migrants have never been 
housed in a facility with kids. That is 
just a fact. In the Rules Committee 
last night, we asked the person who 
was bringing the bill before the com-
mittee to give us examples. She 
couldn’t. 

If we want to talk about protecting 
students, let us talk about protecting 
students. A thousand kids have died 
from gun violence this year. Where will 
the next school shooting be? Parents 
are terrified their kid will be next. 
Teachers are terrified that their class 
will be next. Students are terrified 
they will be next. Republicans are here 
regulating gyms instead of guns. What 
the hell is wrong with these people? 

This majority is obsessed with de-
monizing, demeaning, and targeting 
people who are coming to the United 
States in desperate search of a better 
life. Stop appealing to the worst in-
stincts in people. Stop peddling hate. 
Stop fueling racism. 

Here is a contrast I want people to 
know about. President Biden and the 
Democrats are working to expand the 
middle class, to build a strong economy 
from the bottom up and the middle 
out. Democrats are lowering costs for 
working families, helping cut inflation 
by more than half since last summer. 

Democrats have taken on Big 
Pharma to reduce prescription drug 
costs, and Democrats continue to fight 
special interests to lower healthcare 
costs while making childcare and hous-
ing more affordable for working fami-
lies. 

Democrats are investing in America 
and have created more than 13 million 
jobs since President Biden took office. 

Democrats are bringing supply chains 
back home, fixing our roads and 
bridges, and delivering clean water and 
high-speed internet to more commu-
nities. 

Democrats are making our commu-
nities safer. We are committed to 
building on the gun safety legislation 
we passed last year by strengthening 
background checks and keeping dan-
gerous weapons of war off our streets 
to protect America’s kids. 

Democrats know that we don’t have 
to choose between an immigration sys-
tem that reflects our interests and our 
values, and we don’t demonize and at-
tack people who want to come to this 
country in search of a better life. 

You are seeing on the floor today ex-
actly what Republicans have to offer: 
nothing, not a thing, no plans, no 
ideas. They are just interested in help-
ing the rich and powerful and using im-
migrants as political pawns to drive a 
wedge between people. It is a rotten, 
shameful thing to do. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues 
to vote ‘‘no’’ on this rule and the un-
derlying bill, and I urge my colleagues 
on the Republican side to get serious 
about bringing legislation to the floor 
that will actually make a difference, 
that will actually help fix some of the 
challenges that we face in this country. 
This is a joke. 

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

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. LANGWORTHY), a valuable 
new member of the Rules Committee. 

Mr. LANGWORTHY. Mr. Speaker, 
five counties in my district have de-
clared a state of emergency in response 
to the influx of migrants since title 42 
ended. These five counties didn’t de-
clare a state of emergency out of hate 
or a lack of compassion but because 
they simply do not have the resources 
to handle the unprecedented flood of il-
legal immigration. 

Our local taxpayers and tax dollars 
meant to support our kids in schools 
across Chautauqua, Cattaraugus, and 
Allegheny Counties are instead going 
to house illegal immigrants, thanks to 
a crisis that the Biden administration 
created. 

My colleagues across the aisle have 
claimed time and again that by oppos-
ing an unprecedented influx of illegal 
immigration, Republicans somehow 
lack compassion or humanity. Mr. 
Speaker, allowing fentanyl to flood in 
from our southern border, killing thou-
sands of Americans, and offering no 
concrete solutions to combat this epi-
demic is not compassionate. Standing 
back and demonizing our Border Patrol 
agents while the cartels traffic count-
less human beings, including young 
children, into this country is not com-
passionate. The Department of Health 
and Human Services losing track of 
85,000 migrant children, with an untold 
number trafficked and exploited, is not 
compassionate, either. 

Foisting this inhumane crisis onto 
the backs of small-town America after 

the richest, most liberal enclaves in 
our country, like Martha’s Vineyard, 
clutch their pearls at even the sight of 
one group of illegal immigrants is not 
compassionate. 

I am proud to cosponsor H. Res. 461 
to be considered under this rule, and I 
look forward to this and many more 
steps Republicans in the House are tak-
ing to secure our border and to force 
this administration to uphold our im-
migration laws. 

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

I appreciate the gentleman’s tirade 
just now, but the bottom line is that 
nothing in this bill that his party is 
championing as somehow this impor-
tant piece of legislation does anything 
to provide any assistance to any of 
these communities. Not one penny goes 
to offset any of the costs that might be 
incurred—nothing, not a thing. 

I just don’t get it. People come onto 
this floor and speak in sound bites and 
do press releases and then bring legis-
lation to the floor that is nonbinding, 
that means nothing, that does nothing. 
This is ridiculous. 

We need to fix our immigration sys-
tem. We tried to do that when we were 
in charge. We had challenges in the 
Senate trying to overcome the fili-
buster, but we were trying to fix the 
system. That is a contrast to what we 
are doing here now, which is a non-
binding resolution. 

By the way, a nonbinding resolution, 
to anybody who is watching, means it 
is just somebody’s opinion. It doesn’t 
do anything—no money, no assistance, 
no help to anybody. It is just like: ‘‘I 
want to tell you what my opinion is.’’ 
Big deal. 

Mr. Speaker, I am going to urge that 
we defeat the previous question, and if 
we do, I am going to offer an amend-
ment to the rule to provide for consid-
eration of a resolution which states 
that it is the House’s duty to protect 
and preserve Social Security and Medi-
care for future generations and reject 
any cuts to these essential programs. 

We know, because we have heard 
from my friends, that they have their 
eyes on these programs. We need to get 
people on record to make sure that 
they will not vote for any cuts. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment into the RECORD, along with any 
extraneous material, immediately 
prior to the vote on the previous ques-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
YAKYM). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

3 minutes to the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. SORENSEN) to discuss that 
proposal. 

Mr. SORENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I stand 
today in strong support of Social Secu-
rity and the invaluable role that it 
plays in the lives of more than 2.2 mil-
lion people in Illinois and over 150,000 
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of our neighbors and family members 
in the 17th Congressional District of Il-
linois. 

Social Security benefits make up 
one-third of the income of our Nation’s 
seniors, and benefits are the primary 
source of income for most seniors. 

Social Security is not a handout. 
This is a program that working Ameri-
cans have paid into for years with the 
promise that the Federal Government 
would stand by them and respect their 
hard work and their labor. 

Too often over the past few months, 
we have heard threats from my col-
leagues across the aisle about cutting 
off these hard-earned benefits—first 
during the debt ceiling negotiations, 
and most recently, my colleagues in 
the Republican Study Committee re-
cently put forth a budget that renews 
Republican attacks on Social Security 
benefits. 

Their unserious proposal shows my 
colleagues care more about scoring po-
litical points and playing games with 
your future than governing responsibly 
and with your interests in mind. That 
we are having this conversation and 
considering these budgets shows how 
out of touch my colleagues across the 
aisle are with the struggles that real 
Americans face every single day. 

Under their proposal, 9.7 million Illi-
noisans would see their retirement age 
increased, cutting their Social Secu-
rity benefits and forcing them to work 
even longer for less. 

Let me be clear, Mr. Speaker. Social 
Security is a sacred promise to our Na-
tion’s seniors. It is not a political foot-
ball. I will oppose any proposal that 
cuts the earned benefits that provide 
essential financial stability to millions 
of Americans. 

Our communities have worked for 
decades to earn these benefits, and it is 
unconscionable to turn around and 
take that away from people, especially 
as prices still remain high for con-
sumers. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
defeat the previous question so we can 
bring up legislation that protects, not 
undermines, Social Security. 

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

Mr. Speaker, the only entity cutting 
Social Security or Medicare right now 
is the White House, the Biden adminis-
tration. Over the last 21⁄2 years, cuts to 
Medicare have totaled probably $40 bil-
lion in the part B drugs administered 
in physician’s offices and $300 billion in 
Medicare Advantage, all done through 
the Inflation Reduction Act last year. 
The only people talking about cutting 
Medicare right now is the administra-
tion, and that is really what ought to 
be stopped. 

Right now, that is not the business at 
hand. What we are discussing today are 
three important bills that are going to 
be considered on the floor. I urge my 
colleagues to vote in favor of the rule 
and in favor of the underlying bills. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to include in the 
RECORD a Washington Post article ti-
tled: ‘‘House GOP eyes Social Security, 
Medicare amid spending battle.’’ 

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

There was no objection. 
[From the Washington Post, Jan. 24, 2023] 

HOUSE GOP EYES SOCIAL SECURITY, 
MEDICARE AMID SPENDING BATTLE 

(By Tony Romm) 
House Republicans have started to weigh a 

series of legislative proposals targeting So-
cial Security, Medicare and other entitle-
ment programs, part of a broader campaign 
to slash federal spending that could force the 
new majority to grapple with some of the 
most difficult and delicate issues in Amer-
ican politics. 

Only weeks after taking control of the 
chamber, GOP lawmakers under new Speak-
er Kevin McCarthy (R–Calif.) have rallied 
around firm pledges for austerity, insisting 
their efforts can improve the nation’s fiscal 
health. They have signaled they are willing 
to leverage the fight over the debt ceiling— 
and the threat of a fiscal doomsday—to seek 
major policy concessions from the Biden ad-
ministration. 

So far, the party has focused its attention 
on slimming down federal health care, edu-
cation, science and labor programs, perhaps 
by billions of dollars. But some Republicans 
also have pitched a deeper examination of 
entitlements, which account for much of the 
government’s annual spending—and reflect 
some of the greatest looming fiscal chal-
lenges facing the United States. 

In recent days, a group of GOP lawmakers 
has called for the creation of special panels 
that might recommend changes to Social Se-
curity and Medicare, which face genuine sol-
vency issues that could result in benefit cuts 
within the next decade. Others in the party 
have resurfaced more detailed plans to cut 
costs, including by raising the Social Secu-
rity retirement age to 70, targeting younger 
Americans who have yet to obtain federal 
benefits. 

‘‘We have no choice but to make hard deci-
sions,’’ said Rep. Kevin Hern (R–Okla.), the 
leader of the Republican Study Committee, a 
bloc of more than 160 conservative law-
makers that endorsed raising the retirement 
age and other changes last year. ‘‘Everybody 
has to look at everything.’’ 

Any plan to rethink entitlements is likely 
to face steep opposition in the Democratic- 
led Senate and may never gain meaningful 
traction even among other Republicans in 
the House. Adding to the political challenge, 
former president Donald Trump waded into 
the debate Friday, warning his party pub-
licly against cutting ‘‘a single penny from 
Medicare or Social Security.’’ 

Democrats, meanwhile, have been unspar-
ing in their criticisms, saying millions of 
Americans could see their benefits cut at the 
hands of the new House GOP majority. Presi-
dent Biden has stressed he will not negotiate 
such a deal with Republicans, as he prepares 
to discuss a raft of fiscal issues with McCar-
thy in the coming days. 

Speaking to reporters Tuesday, White 
House press secretary Karine Jean-Pierre 
said she had no update on the timing of a 
meeting with McCarthy. But she repeated 
Biden’s belief that the debt ceiling should be 
addressed ‘‘without conditions.’’ The presi-
dent himself later blasted the GOP for being 
‘‘genuinely serious about cutting Social Se-
curity, cutting Medicare,’’ adding: ‘‘Look, I 
have no intention of letting the Republicans 
wreck our economy.’’ 

The early wrangling underscores the 
stakes as Republicans look for aggressive 
ways to limit federal spending. In a time of 
immense, growing debt, the party’s looming 
decisions could carry vast consequences: 
Every cut in Washington, large or small, 
threatens to spell dramatic changes for mil-
lions of Americans’ finances—not to mention 
the GOP’s own political fortunes. 

‘‘We need to be taking this very, very seri-
ously, and the tragic thing is, everybody 
knows it,’’ said Rep. Vern Buchanan (R– 
Fla.), a top lawmaker on the tax-focused 
House Ways and Means Committee, lament-
ing the state of Social Security and Medi-
care. 

But, Buchanan said, the early political 
sniping around the issue threatens to make 
any meaningful overhaul impossible. He 
stressed the two parties have to work to-
gether, or else Republicans could face a po-
litical drubbing if they forge ahead on their 
own. ‘‘It’s a good way to get fired quickly,’’ 
he said. 

For the moment, Republicans are only be-
ginning to plot a new fiscal road map. To 
maximize their leverage, they have pursued 
spending cuts in exchange for their support 
to raise the debt ceiling, the legal cap that 
allows the U.S. to borrow money to pay its 
existing bills. 

Unless Congress enacts a new limit or sus-
pends the current one, the government is set 
to breach the threshold sometime this sum-
mer, which would trigger a historic, calami-
tous default that could thrust the economy 
into a recession. Last week, the Treasury 
Department began taking what it calls ‘‘ex-
traordinary measures’’ to avoid hitting the 
cap, which could sustain the government 
until at least early June. 

Hoping to engage top Democrats and the 
White House, GOP leaders have offered early 
hints of the deep cuts they seek: Some Re-
publicans have suggested they want to pare 
back spending to levels approved in the 2022 
fiscal year, meaning cuts across government 
could exceed $130 billion. Others have eyed 
new caps on key federal agencies and pro-
grams, hoping to keep domestic spending de-
pressed for the next decade in ways Demo-
crats have described as devastating. 

Yet GOP leaders have not said exactly 
what they’d cut, or whether some areas 
might be off-limits, including money for the 
military and its veterans. Instead, they have 
promised to produce a blueprint in the com-
ing weeks that balances the budget over the 
next 10 years. But balancing the federal till 
is no small feat—previous Republican ma-
jorities that passed measures to eliminate 
the deficit used gimmicks and other fiscal 
wizardry, and they only achieved a balanced 
budget on paper. This time, the task is espe-
cially immense, potentially requiring the 
GOP to identify more than $14 trillion in 
cuts through 2032, according to the Com-
mittee for a Responsible Federal Budget. 
which advocates for reducing the deficit. 

So far, the cuts that Republicans have con-
sidered represent only a fraction of the gov-
ernment’s overall ledger, which also includes 
mandatory spending—the category that en-
compasses Social Security, Medicare, Med-
icaid, food stamps and a wide array of other 
federal payments that totaled more than $4.8 
trillion in outlays over the 2021 fiscal year, 
according to the Congressional Budget Office 
(CBO). 

Social Security and Medicare are funded 
through payroll taxes collected from em-
ployers and employees. The programs are 
popular, and for many Americans, they are a 
financial lifeline: In 2022, an average of 66 
million seniors received a Social Security 
check each month, according to the federal 
government; more than 59 million people are 
enrolled in a Medicare plan, recent private 
estimates show. 
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But these entitlements face annual short-

falls, especially as the number of retired 
Americans grows faster than the two pro-
grams’ dedicated tax revenue. The com-
plicated fiscal picture has led CBO to con-
clude that Social Security could exhaust its 
trust fund by 2033, at which point it would 
become insolvent, potentially resulting in a 
23 percent cut to seniors’ monthly checks 
unless Congress intervenes. For Medicare, 
meanwhile, its key hospital-focused trust 
fund faces a similar problem in 2028, risking 
payments toward Americans’ health care, ac-
cording to its trustees. 

‘‘That would represent a substantial reduc-
tion in payments to Social Security bene-
ficiaries, many of whom have very modest 
income and would face real hardship if their 
benefits had to be cut back sharply at one 
fell swoop,’’ said Paul Van de Water, a senior 
fellow at the Center on Budget and Policy 
Priorities, a left-leaning think tank. 

The looming deadlines have emboldened 
some Republicans in Washington to take a 
look at the two programs, which are consid-
ered to be the third rail of American politics. 
GOP lawmakers have been counseled by a 
wide array of right-leaning groups, including 
the Heritage Foundation, that the new ma-
jority should consider significant changes to 
entitlements as part of their commitment to 
cutting spending and balancing the budget. 
But historically, the organization has argued 
against tax increases—and in a new state-
ment on Tuesday, it did not endorse cuts to 
mandatory spending in the context of the 
debt limit. 

‘‘You don’t get out of our current situation 
without tackling entitlement programs,’’ 
said Rachel Greszler, a senior research fellow 
at the Heritage Foundation, noting the coun-
try is getting ‘‘closer and closer to the date 
of insolvency.’’ 

In an early sign of their interest, House 
GOP leaders initially included ‘‘mandatory 
spending’’ as a legislative priority during a 
meeting with rank-and-file lawmakers ear-
lier this month. But Republicans did not 
mention explicitly what they hoped to ad-
dress with Social Security and Medicare. An 
aide to Rep. Jason T. Smith (R–Mo.), the new 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 
only said this week that ‘‘tying those pro-
grams to the debt ceiling has not been a part 
of any conversation’’ he has had. 

Other GOP leaders have ruled out direct 
cuts for seniors currently collecting benefits, 
leaving the door open for discussions about 
other legislative proposals. 

‘‘You’ve got to protect Medicare and Social 
Security. And the path the Democrats are 
going, they are going to go bankrupt,’’ 
McCarthy told reporters last week. ‘‘Let’s sit 
down and find a place that we can protect 
Medicare and Social Security for the future 
generations, let’s put our house in order on 
how we’re going to spend, and let’s make the 
investments we need to make America 
stronger.’’ 

In a sweeping road map unveiled last year, 
the Republican Study Committee—the larg-
est GOP group in the House—called for sig-
nificant revisions to Social Security and 
Medicare. Their plan would raise Medicare 
eligibility to age 67, while allowing for more 
private-sector plans, while lifting Social Se-
curity to age 70 for younger workers and 
changing the way benefits are calculated. 
That proposal also raised the possibility that 
lawmakers could rethink payroll taxes, al-
lowing the money to fund private-sector re-
tirement options. 

Republicans proposed privatizing key ele-
ments of the Social Security system under 
President George W. Bush after the 2004 elec-
tion, only to encounter an onslaught of oppo-
sition that scuttled the White House cam-
paign. Eighteen years later, Biden and his 

top aides lambasted GOP lawmakers in the 
2022 race for trying to ‘‘deny seniors’ benefits 
they have already paid into.’’ The president 
saved some of his most forceful comments 
for proposals put forward by Sen. Rick Scott 
(R–Fla.), who sought to require Congress to 
reauthorize Social Security and Medicare 
every five years. 

Still, some Republican lawmakers have 
signaled renewed interest in those plans. 
Earlier this month, Scott promised to seek 
entitlement reforms in the context of the 
debt limit, promising at the time that a 
‘‘day of reckoning is coming.’’ Hern, the 
leader of the RSC, said in a separate inter-
view that lawmakers should at least be able 
to discuss bipartisan legislation to change 
the retirement age for a ‘‘child who has not 
paid a single dollar in payroll taxes.’’ 

‘‘No one needing Social Security right 
now, or expecting to get it in the near fu-
ture, should be impacted,’’ added Rep. Earl 
L. ‘‘Buddy’’ Carter (R–Ga.), another member 
of the Republican Study Committee, who de-
scribed the debt ceiling as a means of polit-
ical ‘‘leverage.’’ 

‘‘We have a responsibility as guardians of 
the taxpayers’ money to make sure we sta-
bilize Social Security and Medicare,’’ he 
said. 

Other lawmakers have raised the prospect 
they could set up a special panel to explore 
entitlement spending on behalf of Democrats 
and Republicans who are wary of such a 
fight. Even a member of the president’s own 
party, Sen. Joe Manchin III (D–W.Va.), has 
reaffirmed his recent interest in the idea: 
This weekend, he touted bipartisan legisla-
tion chiefly drafted by Sen. Mitt Romney (R– 
Utah) that would analyze entitlements and 
ease the process by which legislation involv-
ing those programs could come to the floor. 

The idea could gain some traction in the 
House, where Buchanan pointed to the bill as 
he stressed the need to ‘‘work together and 
not make this so political.’’ Another top Re-
publican, Rep. Jodey Arrington (Tex.), led a 
group of Democratic and GOP lawmakers 
two years ago in calling for ‘‘special, bipar-
tisan, bicameral rescue committees’’ to 
study Social Security, Medicare and other 
federal trust funds, he wrote at the time. 

‘‘We’re within the budget window of both 
the Medicare trust fund and the Social Secu-
rity trust fund going insolvent. If we don’t 
do something in that respect, then that’s 
going to cause a benefit cut automatically, 
and nobody wants that,’’ Arrington said in 
an interview. 

As the new chairman of the House Budget 
Committee, Arrington is set to oversee Re-
publicans’ efforts to craft a blueprint that 
could eliminate the deficit over the next dec-
ade. He has previously endorsed changes to 
other federal benefit programs, including 
food stamps, seeking to impose new work re-
quirements on poorer Americans. 

But some lawmakers have expressed deep 
reservations about the creation of a new fis-
cal commission, fearing that would open the 
door for cuts—targeting seniors as well as 
those who are not yet eligible for Medicare 
and Social Security. Sen. Bernie Sanders (I– 
Vt.) said Saturday on Twitter that such a 
panel is the ‘‘last thing we need,’’ pointing 
to the fact a prior attempt to impanel ex-
perts on entitlements recommended cuts to 
the program. ‘‘We must instead expand So-
cial Security,’’ Sanders said. 

Appearing on CNN’s ‘‘State of the Union’’ 
a day later, Manchin rejected his liberal col-
league’s claims. ‘‘No cuts. No cuts to any-
body that’s receiving their benefits, no ad-
justments to that. They earned it,’’ he said. 

But Manchin appeared not to rule out 
other changes, as he broke with his own 
party in calling on Biden to negotiate with 
Republicans over the debt ceiling. ‘‘Could we 

put basically something on the floor that we 
will get to vote on it? Let the people decide 
and see if we’re willing to basically get our 
house in order,’’ the senator said. 

At the White House, Biden and his top 
aides broadly have held firm in their posi-
tion that Republicans should not politicize a 
key fiscal deadline. But spokeswoman Jean- 
Pierre did not respond last week when she 
was asked if the White House had its own 
plan for preventing Social Security and 
Medicare from becoming insolvent, as she 
blasted the GOP for ‘‘political gamesman-
ship.’’ 

‘‘We should not put on the chopping blocks 
the very programs that matter to the Amer-
ican people,’’ she said. 

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

Mr. Speaker, it is simple. To lower 
the national deficit, House Republicans 
plan to try to cut Social Security and 
Medicare. This includes potentially 
‘‘raising the Social Security retire-
ment age to 70, targeting younger 
Americans who have yet to obtain Fed-
eral benefits.’’ 

We have a number of Members on the 
Republican side who talk about privat-
ization all the time. That is their fa-
vorite word when it comes to Social 
Security and Medicare. We want to 
make sure the American people under-
stand who is on their side and who is 
trying to undercut things that are very 
meaningful to them. 

Mr. Speaker, I also point out that my 
Republican colleagues have been in dis-
array since they took the majority, 
and they have failed to pass meaning-
ful legislation into law on behalf of the 
American people. As I said, they con-
trol this Chamber, the schedule, the 
committees, and what they bring to 
the floor. 

b 1245 

At this point in the 117th Congress, 
that is the previous Congress, Demo-
crats had passed 17 bills into law. At 
this point in the 116th Congress, under 
divided government, we passed 21 bills 
into law. 

You want to know how much this 
majority has passed into law? 

Six. 
They are failing the American peo-

ple. They are incapable of bringing leg-
islation to the floor that can garner bi-
partisan support that has any chance 
in the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to include in the RECORD a com-
parison of the number of bills passed 
into law by May 31, which dem-
onstrates how utterly unproductive 
this Congress has been. 

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

There was no objection. 
COMPARISON OF THE NUMBER OF BILLS PASSED 

BY CONGRESS BY 6/21 

118TH CONGRESS 

President: Democrat 
Senate: Democratic Majority 
House: Republican Majority 

1. H.J. Res. 26—Disapproving the action of 
the District of Columbia Council in approv-
ing the Revised Criminal Code Act of 2022. 
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2. H.J. Res. 7—Relating to a national emer-

gency declared by the President on March 13, 
2020. 

3. S. 619—COVID–19 Origin Act of 2023 
4. H.R. 346—NOTAM Improvement Act of 

2023 
5. S. 777—Fiscal Responsibility Act of 2023 
6. H.R. 3746—Veterans’ COLA Act of 2023 

117TH CONGRESS 

President: Republican 
Senate: Republican Majority 
House: Democratic Majority 

1. H.R. 335—To provide for an exception to 
a limitation against appointment of persons 
as Secretary of Defense within seven years of 
relief from active duty as a regular commis-
sioned officer of the Armed Forces. 

2. H.R. 1319—American Rescue Plan Act of 
2021 

3. S. 579—A bill to make a technical correc-
tion to the ALS Disability Insurance Access 
Act of 2019. 

4. H.R. 1276—Strengthening and Ampli-
fying Vaccination Efforts to Locally Immu-
nize All Veterans and Every Spouse Act 

5. H.R. 1651—COVID–19 Bankruptcy Relief 
Extension Act of 2021 

6. H.R. 1799—PPP Extension Act of 2021 
7. H.R. 1868—To prevent across-the-board 

direct spending cuts, and for other purposes. 
8. S. 164—Advancing Education on 

Biosimilars Act of 2021 
9. S. 415—A bill to amend the Federal Food, 

Drug, and Cosmetic Act with respect to the 
scope of new chemical exclusivity. 

10. S. 422—Senate Shared Employee Act 
11. S. 578—FASTER Act of 2021 
12. H.R. 2630—Extending Temporary Emer-

gency Scheduling of Fentanyl Analogues Act 
13. S. 937—COVID–19 Hate Crimes Act 
14. H.R. 1318—Alaska Tourism Restoration 

Act 
15. H.R. 941—TRANSPLANT Act of 2021 
16. H.R. 2523—THRIVE Act 
17. S. 475—Juneteenth National Independ-

ence Day Act 
116TH CONGRESS 

President: Republican 
Senate: Republican Majority 
House: Democratic Majority 

1. S. 24—Government Employee Fair Treat-
ment Act of 2019 

2. H.R. 251—Chemical Facility Anti-Ter-
rorism Standards Program Extension Act 

3. H.R. 259—Medicaid Extenders Act of 2019 
4. H.R. 430—TANF Extension Act of 2019 
5. H.J. Res. 28—Further Additional Con-

tinuing Appropriations Act, 2019 
6. H.J. Res. 31—Consolidated Appropria-

tions Act, 2019 
7. H.R. 439—National FFA Organization’s 

Federal Charter Amendments Act 
8. S. 483—Pesticide Registration Improve-

ment Extension Act of 2018 
9. S. 47—John D. Dingell, Jr. Conservation, 

Management, and Recreation Act 
10. S. 49—A bill to designate the outstation 

of the Department of Veterans Affairs in 
North Ogden, Utah, as the Major Brent Tay-
lor Vet Center Outstation. 

11. S. 252—A bill to authorize the honorary 
appointment of Robert J. Dole to the grade 
of colonel in the regular Army. 

12. S. 863—A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to clarify the grade and pay of 
podiatrists of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs. 

13. H.R. 276—Recognizing Achievement in 
Classified School Employees Act 

14. H.R. 2030—Colorado River Drought Con-
tingency Plan Authorization Act 

15. S. 725—A bill to change the address of 
the postal facility designated in honor of 
Captain Humayun Khan. 

16. H.R. 1839—Medicaid Services Invest-
ment and Accountability Act of 2019 

17. H.R. 1222—Target Practice and Marks-
manship Training Support Act 

18. H.R. 2379—To reauthorize the Bullet-
proof Vest Partnership Grant Program. 

19. S. 1693—National Flood Insurance Pro-
gram Extension Act of 2019 

20. H.R. 2157—Additional Supplemental Ap-
propriations for Disaster Relief Act, 2019 

21. S. 1436—A bill to make technical correc-
tions to the computation of average pay 
under Public Law 110–279. 

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

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I spoke about the 
unproductiveness of my Republican 
friends and how they are squandering 
all opportunities to help the American 
people since they have been in control 
but let me just talk to you about some 
of the stuff that we did when we were 
in charge of this place. 

Let me remind people that because of 
the Affordable Care Act, which I think 
almost everybody over there voted 
‘‘no’’ on, 40 million Americans have 
health coverage under the ACA. 
Women have access to preventive 
health services like breast and cervical 
cancer screening at no cost to them. 
Prescription drugs are more affordable 
for older adults. 

Americans with disabilities are pro-
tected from discrimination on the basis 
of medical history or preexisting condi-
tions. Lifetime caps on essential health 
benefits are gone. They are gone. 

Since 2010 when the bill became law, 
Republicans have been obsessed with 
tearing it apart. Under Republican ma-
jorities, we have voted nearly 70 times 
to repeal and undermine the law. Near-
ly 70 times Republicans have tried to 
dismantle a law that provides 
healthcare coverage to 20 million peo-
ple and covers preventive health serv-
ices. 

Today, Republicans are continuing 
this effort to undermine the ACA. It is 
maddening where their priorities are. 
It is maddening. Here is the deal. They 
know that they can’t just repeal it out-
right because everybody doesn’t want 
them to do that. What they are doing 
is they are going after it bit by bit by 
bit, trying to chip away at the edges 
and trying to kill it through a thou-
sand cuts so that maybe people won’t 
notice, that people won’t notice when 
essential benefits are no longer guaran-
teed. 

Healthcare ought to be a right in this 
country, and we ought to be building 
on the ACA, not tearing it apart, not 
tearing it down, not trying to make it 
more difficult for people to get the es-
sential services they need, not to try to 
give people plans that don’t provide the 
coverage for whatever may occur to 
them and their families. 

Mr. Speaker, I think it is important 
to understand—again, the good news 
here is that all the bills they are bring-
ing to the floor today have no chance 
in hell of going anywhere in the Senate 
because they are just over the top and 
extreme. 

Make no mistake about what is hap-
pening here. They have a target on 

healthcare. They have a target on So-
cial Security. They have a target on 
Medicare. Rather than trying to fix our 
immigration laws, what are they 
doing? 

They are trying to tear this country 
apart. They are trying to demonize im-
migrants. They have no solutions, just 
a nonbinding resolution that does 
nothing. It basically addresses a fake 
problem that was totally ginned up by 
FOX News. That is where their prior-
ities are. Certainly, we can spend our 
time doing more productive things. 

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

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 2 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, there are hearings 
going on right now in the Energy and 
Commerce Committee for the reau-
thorization of the SUPPORT Act. 

The SUPPORT Act passed in 2017– 
2018 in that Congress. It was a broadly 
bipartisan bill. It was geared toward 
dealing with the problems that were 
occurring in this country because of an 
opiate crisis. 

Largely, the source of these opiates 
were prescription drugs that were di-
verted to other uses, and the con-
sequence was people taking a good 
overdose and in fact dying from pre-
scription drugs that were actually di-
verted from their intended use. 

Five years later, we are in the proc-
ess of reauthorizing the SUPPORT Act. 
The SUPPORT Act actually functioned 
as intended, it did reduce some of those 
overdose deaths downward until we 
were hit with the pandemic, and obvi-
ously that changed a lot of things. 

In that 5-year interval, this disease 
has changed. It is no longer prescrip-
tion opiates that are diverted, it is 
fentanyl. It is fentanyl that is poi-
soning our young people. It is fentanyl 
that is pouring in from the southern 
border. 

Look, I get it. You want to say it is 
only coming in at the ports of entry— 
that is what you catch. Our Customs 
and Border Protection are so over-
whelmed with the numbers of people 
who are coming in at the invitation of 
the President and the Vice President, 
people are pouring across our border. 

Customs and Border Protection can-
not do their normal job. They are doing 
housekeeping chores, taking care of 
people who are ill, children who are ar-
riving at their doorstep, and they have 
no choice but to take care of them. 

In the meantime, all other areas of 
the surveillance are non vis because 
Customs and Border Protection are 
tied up with this vast increase of hu-
manity that is coming in. The bottom 
line is as we reauthorize the SUPPORT 
Act now, we are actually dealing with 
a different disease because fentanyl 
poisoning has replaced opiate overdose. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I re-
mind the gentleman that fentanyl is 
coming across the southern border be-
cause U.S. citizens are bringing it 
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across through ports of entry. Don’t 
trust me on this. You can look to the 
conservative think tank CATO that 
will reinforce what I just said. 

By the way, this bill that you are 
bringing here does nothing to solve the 
problem. It is a waste of time. There 
are no more resources; nothing to com-
bat it. It is just a press release. What a 
joke that we are here debating some-
thing like this when we could be debat-
ing something that might make a real 
difference. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from New Mexico (Ms. 
LEGER FERNANDEZ), a distinguished 
member of the Rules Committee. 

Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ. Mr. 
Speaker, I too rise in opposition to the 
rule and the underlying bills. As our 
ranking member pointed out, these 
bills do nothing to solve the problems 
that Americans are asking us to face. 

For example, these bills will hurt the 
middle class. Let’s take healthcare. 
Americans want quality healthcare 
that doesn’t discriminate against peo-
ple with pre-existing conditions and 
that does not discriminate against 
women. That is why we passed the Af-
fordable Care Act. Today, we can 
proudly say that only 8 percent of 
Americans are uninsured. The lowest 
level in history. 

Republicans keep trying to repeal the 
Affordable Care Act. In fact, H.R. 3799 
is yet another strike at that good bill. 
This bill that they are proposing, Re-
publicans would expand association 
health plans that are not required to 
cover maternity or prenatal care. 

Republicans rejected an amendment 
to require this essential care for 

women and their babies in all health 
insurance plans. How can you go back 
to our districts and look women in the 
eye and say, we have passed legislation 
that would not cover you when you are 
pregnant, waiting to give birth to the 
children of the future. 

Republicans would also pass H.R. 
3564, which would increase mortgage 
fees for middle-income borrowers and 
decrease fees for the wealthy. Ameri-
cans want to buy a home of their own 
so that they can start saving and build 
their own wealth. They want to be part 
of that middle class, and homeowner-
ship is a key part of that. 

You know what? They called this bill 
the exact opposite of what it is. It does 
not protect middle-income workers. It 
increases fees for the middle class. 

Lastly, H.R. 461. It is an opinion that 
contradicts Americans’ basic sense of 
decency and humanity. Undocumented 
immigrants toil in the hot sun to pick 
the food we place on our table. They 
take the most dangerous jobs in our 
slaughterhouses and on our construc-
tion sites. 

Extreme Republicans will take their 
labor, but they would refuse education 
or shelter to immigrants and their 
children. Is this how we honor National 
Immigrant Heritage Month in this 
Chamber? 

Scripture steers us in a more noble 
direction. In Matthew 25:35–40, it says: 
‘‘I was hungry and you gave me food. I 
was thirsty and you gave me drink. I 
was a stranger and you welcomed me.’’ 

We should be more welcoming to 
those asylum seekers and refugees that 
are bringing so much pain, but also 

contributions to the American land-
scape. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose this rule. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, may I 
inquire as to the time remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 17 minutes remaining. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I have to say, what I am 
a little surprised about today is that 
nobody has raised the deficit or the 
debt because the Republicans were ob-
sessed with that when they basically 
threatened to ruin this economy by not 
allowing us to move forward to in-
crease the debt ceiling. 

We had to have all these cuts from 
programs that help poor people. Throw-
ing people off of programs like SNAP, 
the food benefit, that is what they did. 
I now understand why we are not talk-
ing about the deficit or debt today be-
cause of the bills that they are bring-
ing to the floor. 

One of the bills that we are talking 
about right now, the CHOICE Arrange-
ment Act, cuts more than $348 million. 
That is what the CBO says. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to include in the RECORD the CBO 
score. 

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

There was no objection. 

ESTIMATED DIRECT SPENDING AND REVENUE EFFECTS OF RULES COMMITTEE PRINT 118–9 (H.R. 3799, CHOICE ARRANGEMENT ACT), AS AMENDED BY AMENDMENT 8 (SMITH), AS 
POSTED ON THE WEBSITE OF THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON RULES ON JUNE 13, 2023 

By fiscal year, millions of dollars— 

2023 2024 2025 2026 2027 2028 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033 2023–2028 2023–2033 

Increases or Decreases (¥) in Direct Spending 

Title I. Association Health Plans Act: 
Estimated Budget Authority ............................................................................................................................ 0 0 ¥2 9 20 28 32 33 34 37 40 55 231 
Estimated Outlays ........................................................................................................................................... 0 0 ¥2 9 20 28 32 33 34 37 40 55 231 

Title III. Self-Insurance Protection Act: 
Estimated Budget Authority ............................................................................................................................ 0 * * * * * * * * * * * * 
Estimated Outlays ........................................................................................................................................... 0 * * * * * * * * * * * * 

Title V. Recissions: 
Estimated Budget Authority ............................................................................................................................ 0 ¥245 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¥245 ¥245 
Estimated Outlays ........................................................................................................................................... 0 ¥50 ¥70 ¥82 ¥29 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¥231 ¥231 

Total Changes in Direct Spending: 
Estimated Budget Authority ............................................................................................................................ 0 ¥245 ¥2 9 20 28 32 33 34 37 40 ¥190 ¥14 
Estimated Outlays ........................................................................................................................................... 0 ¥50 ¥72 ¥73 ¥9 28 32 33 34 37 40 ¥176 0 

Decreases in Revenues 

Title I. Association Health Plans Act: 
Estimated Revenues ........................................................................................................................................ 0 0 ¥6 ¥10 ¥25 ¥43 ¥48 ¥51 ¥54 ¥55 ¥56 ¥84 ¥348 

Title III. Self-Insurance Protection Act: 
Estimated Revenues ........................................................................................................................................ 0 * * * * * * * * * * * * 

Total Changes in Revenues: 
On-Budget ........................................................................................................................................................ 0 * ¥5 ¥8 ¥22 ¥39 ¥44 ¥47 ¥49 ¥50 ¥51 ¥74 ¥315 
Off-Budget ....................................................................................................................................................... 0 * ¥1 ¥2 ¥3 ¥4 ¥4 ¥4 ¥5 ¥5 ¥5 ¥10 ¥33 

Total Revenues ....................................................................................................................................... 0 * ¥6 ¥10 ¥25 ¥43 ¥48 ¥51 ¥54 ¥55 ¥56 ¥84 ¥348 
Net Increase or Decrease (¥) in the Deficit From Changes in Direct Spending and Revenues 

Total Effect on the Deficit: 
On-Budget ........................................................................................................................................................ 0 ¥50 ¥67 ¥65 13 67 76 80 83 87 91 ¥102 315 
Off-Budget ....................................................................................................................................................... 0 * 1 2 3 4 4 4 5 5 5 10 33 

Total Deficit ............................................................................................................................................ 0 ¥50 ¥66 ¥63 16 71 80 84 88 92 96 ¥92 348 

Sources: Congressional Budget Office; staff of the Joint Committee on Taxation. 
* = between ¥$500,000 and $500,000. 
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Title I. Association Health Plans Act: CBO 

and the staff of the Joint Committee on Tax-
ation (JCT) estimate that title I would in-
crease federal deficits by $579 million over 
the 2023–2033 period, primarily because more 
self-employed people would take up health 
insurance coverage through association 
health plans. That increase would be slightly 
offset by effects stemming from lower pre-
miums by the movement of people who cur-
rently have insurance from the fully regu-
lated nongroup and small-group market into 
association health plans. 

CBO and JCT estimate that after 2028, 
when the policy would be fully in effect, title 
I would increase the number of people with 
health insurance purchased through associa-
tion plans by about 200,000 per year, on aver-
age. The agencies estimate that under cur-
rent law, about 40,000 (or 20 percent) of that 
group have no insurance, and the rest have 
insurance purchased in the fully regulated 
nongroup or small-group markets. 

Title III. Self-Insurance Protection Act: 
Title III would amend the Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974 (ERISA) to 
exclude stop-loss policies from that act’s def-
inition of health insurance coverage. Stop- 
loss policies insure against excess or unex-
pected losses and are obtained by self-in-
sured group health plans or plan sponsors of 
a group health plan that self-insures. Exclud-
ing stop-loss policies from the definition of 
health insurance coverage would exempt 
those policies from regulation under ERISA. 
The bill also would preempt state laws that 
prohibit group health plans from obtaining 
stop-loss policies. 

CBO and JCT estimate that title III would 
have insignificant effects on direct spending, 
revenues, and the deficit over the 2023–2033 
period. The agencies’ analysis of state laws 
indicates that few states prohibit the sale of 
stop-loss coverage; thus, the bill’s preemp-
tion of state laws would affect only a small 
number of people. 

Title V. Rescissions: In 2024, title V would 
reduce by $245 million the funding available 
to the Prevention and Public Health Fund. 
As a result, CBO estimates, direct spending 
would decline by $231 million over the 2023– 
2033 period. CBO expects that the outlay sav-
ings would be less than the reduction in 
funding because under current law some of 
that funding would not be spent. 

Other Provisions: CBO and JCT estimate 
that title II, the CHOICE Arrangement Act, 
and title IV, the Small Business Flexibility 
Act, would not affect direct spending or reve-
nues. 

Spending Subject to Appropriation: CBO 
has not completed an analysis of any effects 
on spending subject to appropriation. 

Mandates: Title III would impose an inter-
governmental mandate as defined by the Un-
funded Mandates Reform Act (UMRA) by 
preempting any state laws that prevent cer-
tain group health plans from using stop-loss 
policies to insure against excess or unex-
pected claims losses. CBO estimates that the 
cost of the mandate would not exceed the 
intergovernmental threshold established by 
UMRA ($99 million in 2023, adjusted annually 
for inflation). The bill would not impose any 
private-sector mandates. 

Previous CBO Estimate: On June 15, 2023, 
CBO transmitted a cost estimate for H.R. 
2813, the Self-Insurance Protection Act, as 
ordered reported by the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce on June 6, 2023. 
The language in that bill is the same as title 
III and the estimated budgetary effects for 
the provisions are the same. 

PHILLIP L. SWAGEL, 
Director, Congressional Budget Office. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, that is 
just the beginning. House Republicans 

spent half a billion dollars on their 
H.R. 1 bill that would gut environ-
mental protections and take tax cred-
its away from people who want to up-
grade their homes. Half a billion dol-
lars was added to the deficit. 

Mr. Speaker, $6 billion was added to 
the deficit on their deeply flawed H.R. 
2, a bill attacking immigrants and es-
sentially ending asylum as we know it. 

Get this, $114 billion—billion with a 
b—was added through their H.R. 23 to 
protect the wealthy from paying their 
fair share of taxes. That was their very 
first bill on the House floor in this Con-
gress, their top priority adding $114 bil-
lion to the deficit. 

Over $505 million was added through 
the Republicans’ bill last week to en-
hance access to firearm stabilizing 
braces. 

Republicans are on a spending spree, 
all on the backs of real people—not the 
rich, not billionaire corporations, not 
by reallocating funding from the bloat-
ed Pentagon budget. Maybe some of 
you saw the ‘‘60 Minutes’’ piece a few 
weeks ago about the cost overruns, 
where former Pentagon officials said 
that they are spending hundreds of 
thousands of dollars on a switch that 
costs a couple hundred dollars. 

We can’t find a penny, yet they want 
to increase the Pentagon budget with 
no questions asked. 

b 1300 
They can’t touch any of the tax cuts 

for any of the billionaires or multi-
millionaires of big corporations. We 
can’t do that, and we all know why. 
Google where they all spend their 
money on political campaigns. How-
ever, they spend all this money, and 
they want to balance the budget on the 
backs of regular, everyday people, and, 
in particular, the most vulnerable in 
our country. 

Last night everybody was com-
plaining about the CBO score—the CBO 
score. I guess I understand why my col-
leagues across the aisle would not want 
to support the hardworking, non-
partisan people at CBO. Maybe it is be-
cause they keep giving them bad news. 
Maybe it is because they keep saying 
to my friends that they are spending 
and spending and spending and it is 
adding enormously to our deficit and 
our debt. 

Mr. Speaker, I raise this issue be-
cause my Republican friends like to 
come to the floor and talk about the 
deficit. Today they are not. I think it 
is because we had this conversation in 
the Rules Committee last night. I want 
people to know that they are driving 
up the deficit and the debt, and then 
when they want to talk about fiscal re-
sponsibility, where do they go? 

They go to the middle class, and they 
go to the people who are poor. That is 
where their priorities are. So there is a 
big difference here. 

Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman has no 
other speakers, I am prepared to close, 
and I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no other speakers, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I am surprised my 
friend has no further speakers. I 
thought because these bills were so im-
portant and unbelievably essential that 
there would be lots of speakers on the 
other side. 

Mr. Speaker, we all know how valu-
able our time is here. We only have 13 
scheduled legislative weeks until the 
end of the year—13 weeks that could be 
used to improve the lives of everyday 
Americans. 

So how have Republicans in the 
House decided to use this week? 

Are we working to make our commu-
nities safer or our educational system 
better? 

No. We are not. Republicans would 
rather demonize immigrants and ped-
dle hate than regulate guns or invest in 
schools. 

They are in control. They can bring 
what they want to the floor. Don’t take 
my word for it, Mr. Speaker. Look at 
what they are bringing to the floor. 

Are we here to help regular Ameri-
cans purchase their first home? 

No. We are voting on a bill today 
that will make it easier for those well- 
off to get even further ahead while 
making it more difficult on middle- 
class home buyers. 

Mr. Speaker, you can’t make this 
stuff up, but that is what this bill does. 

Are we passing legislation that will 
continue to expand people’s access to 
affordable healthcare? 

No. Republicans want to chip away 
at popular policy that provides quality 
coverage to millions. 

There are very real issues that reg-
ular people in this country face every 
day, and I wish House Republicans 
could wise up and address them. 

This is such a colossal waste of time. 
One of the bills is nonbinding, but the 
other bills aren’t going anywhere. This 
is a waste of time. Rather than work-
ing across the aisle trying to find com-
mon ground, they continue to bring 
these messaging bills. These are bills 
that demonize immigrants and that 
continue to chip away at the Afford-
able Care Act. These are bills that con-
tinue to screw people in the middle 
class, and they continue to bring these 
bills to the floor. 

I don’t know who their base is, but 
apparently it is popular amongst their 
base. 

This is not about legislating. It is not 
about making law, and it is not about 
improving the lives of anybody in this 
country. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I urge a strong ‘‘no’’ 
vote on the underlying legislation and 
a ‘‘no’’ vote on this rule, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, isn’t it interesting that 
thanks to House Republicans and their 
investigative efforts there was a settle-
ment yesterday where a member of the 
President’s family has agreed to pay 
his taxes that he hasn’t been paying. 
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So that is a good thing that delivers 
money to the Treasury. 

Oh, yes, about those background 
checks, it turns out a member of the 
President’s family wasn’t adhering to 
the background checks and the proper 
handling of a firearm. 

So maybe we all learned something 
in that exchange over the last 24 hours. 

I also want to correct a few things on 
the underlying bills. Association 
health plans, like all large employer 
plans, are required to cover preventa-
tive healthcare. This requirement in-
cludes covering women’s preventative 
health services without cost sharing. 
In addition, all AHPs are required to 
cover pregnancy-related conditions and 
coverage of a minimal hospital stay 
after childbirth as mandated by the Af-
fordable Care Act. 

Title VII of the Civil Rights Act re-
quires the plans to cover pregnancy, 
childbirth, and related conditions in 
the same manner as they cover other 
medical conditions under the associa-
tion health plan. 

The Newborns’ and Mothers’ Health 
Protection Act of 1996—that was about 
10 years before the ACA—the Health 
Protection Act of 1996 requires large 
group association health plans to cover 
a hospital stay of at least 48 hours for 
a childbirth and at least 96 hours for a 
birth by caesarean delivery. 

These are all requirements placed on 
large group employer-sponsored health 
plans. Expanding AHPs does not 
change these requirements. What it 
changes is making that valuable insur-
ance available to more employees. 

The CBO score that the gentleman 
referenced also had within it the nota-
tion that 200,000 people would be cov-
ered if this bill, the CHOICE Act, is en-
acted because insurance would not be 
as expensive for employers to provide 
and would give them more possibili-
ties. 

Here is probably the crux of that 
matter: 40,000 of these people have no 
insurance currently. So there will be 
40,000 people moved from uninsured to 
insured by passing the CHOICE Act. I 
would say that is a good thing, and I 
think people would be supportive of 
that. 

I do want to stress that it is impor-
tant to support the rule and the under-
lying measures. I thank my colleagues 
for their diligence and hard work in 
bringing these important pieces of leg-
islation to the floor today. The Repub-
lican majority has demonstrated, yet 
again, that we are putting forward a 
legislative agenda that works for all 
Americans and not just the well-con-
nected few. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 524 OFFERED BY 
MR. MCGOVERN OF MASSACHUSETTS 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. 4. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution, the House shall proceed to the 
consideration in the House of the resolution 
(H. Res. 178) affirming the House of Rep-

resentatives’ commitment to protect and 
strengthen Social Security and Medicare. 
The resolution shall be considered as read. 
The previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the resolution and preamble to 
adoption without intervening motion or de-
mand for division of the question except one 
hour of debate equally divided and controlled 
by the chair and ranking minority member 
of the Committee on Ways and Means or 
their respective designees. 

SEC. 5. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H. Res. 178. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res-
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 6 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1315 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. YAKYM) at 1 o’clock and 
15 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pro-
ceedings will resume on questions pre-
viously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

Ordering the previous question on 
House Resolution 524; and 

Adoption of House Resolution 524, if 
ordered. 

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant 
to clause 9 of rule XX, the remaining 
electronic vote will be conducted as a 
5-minute vote. 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3564, MIDDLE CLASS BOR-
ROWER PROTECTION ACT OF 2023; 
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3799, CUSTOM HEALTH 
OPTION AND INDIVIDUAL CARE 
EXPENSE ARRANGEMENT ACT; 
AND PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H. RES. 461, CON-
DEMNING THE USE OF ELEMEN-
TARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOL 
FACILITIES TO PROVIDE SHEL-
TER FOR ALIENS WHO ARE NOT 
ADMITTED TO THE UNITED 
STATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on ordering 
the previous question on the resolution 
(H. Res. 524) providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 3564) to cancel 
recent changes made by the Federal 
Housing Finance Agency to the up- 
front loan level pricing adjustments 
charged by Fannie Mae and Freddie 
Mac for guarantee of single-family 
mortgages, and for other purposes; pro-
viding for consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 3799) to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for health 
reimbursement arrangements inte-
grated with individual health insur-
ance coverage; and providing for con-
sideration of the resolution (H. Res. 
461) condemning the use of elementary 
and secondary school facilities to pro-
vide shelter for aliens who are not ad-
mitted to the United States, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 215, nays 
207, not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 274] 

YEAS—215 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bean (FL) 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Ciscomani 

Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Crane 
Crawford 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davidson 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duarte 
Duncan 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 

Fry 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garbarino 
Garcia, Mike 
Gimenez 
Gonzales, Tony 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
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Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean (NJ) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Langworthy 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McHenry 
Meuser 

Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Owens 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Salazar 
Santos 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 

Self 
Sessions 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Strong 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (NY) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NAYS—207 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bowman 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Budzinski 
Bush 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crockett 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 

Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Frost 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Garcia, Robert 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Manning 
Matsui 
McBath 
McClellan 

McCollum 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Nickel 
Norcross 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peltola 
Perez 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Stansbury 

Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 

Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 

Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NOT VOTING—11 

Buck 
Crenshaw 
Greene (GA) 
Issa 

Kildee 
Kilmer 
Meng 
Posey 

Pressley 
Ramirez 
Williams (TX) 

f 
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Ms. PEREZ, Mr. COURTNEY, Mses. 
WEXTON and MATSUI changed their 
vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

BABIN). The question is on the resolu-
tion. 

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

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 215, noes 211, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 275] 

AYES—215 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bean (FL) 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Crane 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davidson 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 

Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duarte 
Duncan 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Gallagher 
Garbarino 
Garcia, Mike 
Gimenez 
Gonzales, Tony 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 

Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean (NJ) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Langworthy 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McHenry 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 

Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Owens 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Salazar 
Santos 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 

Stewart 
Strong 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (NY) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NOES—211 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Biggs 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bowman 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Buck 
Budzinski 
Bush 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crockett 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Frost 
Gaetz 
Gallego 
Garamendi 

Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Garcia, Robert 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Manning 
Matsui 
McBath 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Nickel 
Norcross 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 

Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peltola 
Perez 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
Raskin 
Rosendale 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 
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NOT VOTING—8 

Gonzalez, 
Vicente 

Issa 

Kildee 
Kilmer 
Meng 

Posey 
Pressley 
Williams (TX) 

b 1354 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

RAISING A QUESTION OF THE 
PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE 

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
the privileged resolution noticed ear-
lier today. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 521 

Whereas the allegation that President 
Donald Trump colluded with Russia to inter-
fere in the 2016 Presidential election has 
been revealed as false by numerous in-depth 
investigations, including the recent report 
by Special Counsel John Durham, which doc-
uments how the conspiracy theory was in-
vented, funded, and spread by President’s 
Trump’s political rivals; 

Whereas Representative Adam Schiff, who 
served as ranking minority member and then 
Chairman of the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence of the House of Rep-
resentatives (the ‘‘Intelligence Committee’’), 
occupied positions of extreme trust, afford-
ing him access to sensitive intelligence un-
available to most Members of Congress; 

Whereas, for years, Representative Schiff 
abused this trust by alleging he had evidence 
of collusion that, as is clear from reports by 
Special Counsel Robert Mueller, Department 
of Justice Inspector General Michael Horo-
witz, and Special Counsel Durham, never ex-
isted; 

Whereas, for years, Representative Schiff 
has spread false accusations that the Trump 
campaign colluded with Russia; 

Whereas, on March 20, 2017, Representative 
Schiff perpetuated false allegations from the 
Steele Dossier accusing numerous Trump as-
sociates of colluding with Russia into the 
Congressional Record; 

Whereas, once again abusing his privileged 
access to classified information, Representa-
tive Schiff released a memo justifying the 
accuracy of the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act (FISA) warrant application on 
Trump associate Carter Page, of which was 
later found by Inspector General Horowitz to 
have 17 major mistakes and omissions, pro-
voking FISA Court Presiding Judge Rose-
mary Collyer to state unequivocally that the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation ‘‘misled the 
FISC’’; 

Whereas, as ranking minority member and 
Chairman of the Intelligence Committee, 
Representative Schiff behaved dishonestly 
and dishonorably on many other occasions, 
including by publicly, falsely denying that 
his staff communicated with a whistleblower 
to launch the first impeachment of President 
Trump; 

Whereas, as part of his impeachment ef-
forts, during a hearing on September 26, 2019, 
Representative Schiff misled the public by 
reading a false retelling of a phone call be-
tween President Trump and Ukrainian Presi-
dent Volodymyr Zelensky; 

Whereas, on March 28, 2019, every Repub-
lican member of the Intelligence Committee 
signed a letter calling for Representative 
Schiff’s immediate resignation as Chairman; 

Whereas Representative Schiff hindered 
the ability of the Intelligence Committee to 
fulfill its oversight responsibilities over the 
Intelligence Community, an indispensable 
pillar of our national security; and 

Whereas these actions of Representative 
Schiff misled the American people and 
brought disrepute upon the House of Rep-
resentatives: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That— 
(1) the House of Representatives censures 

Adam Schiff, Representative of the 30th Con-
gressional District of California, for mis-
leading the American public and for conduct 
unbecoming of an elected Member of the 
House of Representatives; 

(2) Representative Adam Schiff will forth-
with present himself in the well of the House 
of Representatives for the pronouncement of 
censure; 

(3) Representative Adam Schiff will be cen-
sured with the public reading of this resolu-
tion by the Speaker; and 

(4) the Committee on Ethics shall conduct 
an investigation into Representative Adam 
Schiff’s falsehoods, misrepresentations, and 
abuses of sensitive information. 

b 1400 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution qualifies. 

MOTION TO TABLE 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I have a motion at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Ms. Clark of Massachusetts moves to lay 

the resolution on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to table. 

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

RECORDED VOTE 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 208, noes 218, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 276] 

AYES—208 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bowman 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Budzinski 
Bush 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 

Cherfilus- 
McCormick 

Chu 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crockett 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 

Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Frost 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Garcia, Robert 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jackson Lee 

Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Manning 
Matsui 
McBath 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 

Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Nickel 
Norcross 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peltola 
Perez 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
Raskin 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 

Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NOES—218 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bean (FL) 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Crane 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davidson 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duarte 
Duncan 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 

Emmer 
Estes 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garbarino 
Garcia, Mike 
Gimenez 
Gonzales, Tony 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean (NJ) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kiggans (VA) 

Kiley 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Langworthy 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McHenry 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Owens 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
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Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Salazar 
Santos 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 

Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Strong 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner 
Valadao 

Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (NY) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—8 

Hinson 
Issa 
Kildee 

Kilmer 
Meng 
Posey 

Pressley 
Williams (TX) 

b 1407 

So the motion to table was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated for: 
Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I was unable 

to physically record my vote on the motion to 
table H. Res. 521. Had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall No. 276. 

Stated against: 
Mrs. HINSON. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoid-

ably detained. Had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 276. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I was unable to 
attend votes due to ongoing treatment from 
my recent cancer diagnosis. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall 
No. 274, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 275, and ‘‘yea’’ 
on rollcall No. 276. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CRAWFORD). Pursuant to clause 2 of 
rule IX, the gentlewoman from Florida 
(Mrs. LUNA) and the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. RASKIN) each will con-
trol 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida. 

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

Mr. Speaker, Americans do not trust 
Congress. From the highest levels of of-
fice, an elected Member of this body 
enabled the fraudulent spending of $32 
million out of the pockets of our Amer-
ican people and threw it down the 
drain to knowingly chase ghosts, all 
for political gain. 

This man occupied a position of the 
highest trust and authority. 

As Chair of the House Intelligence 
Committee, Representative SCHIFF 
launched an all-out political campaign 
built on baseless distortions against a 
sitting U.S. President at the expense of 
every single citizen in this country and 
the honor of the House of Representa-
tives. 

With access to sensitive information 
unavailable to most Members of Con-
gress, and certainly not accessible to 
the American people, Representative 
SCHIFF abused his privileges, claiming 
to know the truth, while leaving Amer-
icans in the dark about this web of lies. 
These were lies so severe that they al-
tered the course of the country forever: 
the lie that President Donald Trump 

colluded with Russia to steal the 2016 
Presidential election revealed to be 
completely false by numerous inves-
tigations, including the Durham re-
port; the lie that the Steele dossier—a 
folder of falsified and since completely 
debunked collusion accusations funded 
by the Democratic Party—had any 
shred of credibility, yet Representative 
SCHIFF read it into the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD as fact; the lies concocted and 
compiled in a false memo that was used 
to lie to the FISA court, to precipitate 
domestic spying on U.S. citizen, Carter 
Page, violating American civil lib-
erties. 

Not only was this an egregious abuse 
of Representative SCHIFF’s privileged 
access to classified information, but 
this memo was littered with 17 major 
mistakes and omissions. The ground-
less memo violated Carter Page’s civil 
liberties, publicly assassinated his 
character, and subjected him to mul-
tiple, abusive, unlawful investigations. 

Representative SCHIFF exploited his 
position as Chair of the Intel Com-
mittee at every opportunity possible, 
threatening national security, under-
mining our duly-elected President, and 
bringing dishonor upon the institution. 
Perhaps most unforgivable, Represent-
ative SCHIFF ripped apart American 
families across the country with re-
peated false narratives. 

His own political good was served by 
permanently destroying family rela-
tionships and sowing lasting division 
across our land, which we live with 
every single day. 

The perpetrators of this web of deceit 
became mainstays on cable news, wak-
ing up every morning with one goal: to 
lie, lie, lie to the American people that 
there was direct evidence of a Russia 
collusion. 

Despite transcripts from Representa-
tive SCHIFF’s investigation showing 
that the Director of National Intel-
ligence, former Obama Attorney Gen-
eral, former Deputy Attorney General, 
and FBI Director, to name a few, went 
on record telling Representative 
SCHIFF’s committee that there was no 
direct evidence for his criminal con-
spiracy, yet to this day, Representative 
SCHIFF actively fundraises off of his ex-
ploitation of Americans, as if robbing 
them from the truth and $32 million in 
taxpayer dollars is not enough. 

b 1415 

Can anyone in this Chamber com-
prehend this list of crimes and yet 
somehow believe there should not be an 
answer for it? 

This is not a partisan act. This is not 
a conservative versus liberal vote. This 
is a clear vote between right and 
wrong, and I urge my colleagues to do 
the right thing. 

I will end with repeating what I 
started with. The American people do 
not trust Congress. The cyclical pat-
tern of lies has worn down the credi-
bility of every institution and every of-
ficial in the United States Govern-
ment. You see it. I see it. 

If we run away from this opportunity 
to hold this man accountable, there is 
only one fault and that is of ourselves. 
We will betray the people who trusted 
us and sent us here to do the right 
thing. We will be responsible for the 
end of any shred of justice in this body. 
We will reject the duty that we swore 
an oath to protect upon taking office. 

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

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

Today, we meet not to lower the 
costs of prescription drugs, nor to ex-
pand President Biden’s infrastructure 
plan, nor to protect the voting rights 
of the people, nor to protect the 
healthcare choices of women across 
America because we know they are 
definitely not interested in that. No, 
we meet, rather, for another stop on 
the GOP’s endless revenge tour against 
Democrats who dared to tell the truth 
about Donald Trump and his repeated 
sellouts and betrayals of the American 
people over the last 6 years. 

It is all about Donald Trump tight-
ening his stranglehold over Repub-
licans for the 2024 campaign and driv-
ing out anyone who dares to think for 
himself or herself. 

Don’t take my word for it. Just read 
Friday’s statement by the twice-im-
peached inciter of insurrection, sexual 
abuser, defamer of women, and indicted 
pilferer of national security secrets, 
war plans, and top-secret classified 
documents himself. On Friday, Trump 
posted this order to his followers in 
this unveiled threat to anyone who 
would dare to defy his control over the 
GOP: ‘‘Any Republican voting against 
[ADAM SCHIFF’s] censure, or worse, 
should immediately be primaried.’’ 

The Luna resolution is a weapon of 
mass distraction from Trump’s indict-
ment by a Florida grand jury on 37 
Federal charges relating to obstruction 
and unlawful retention of defense infor-
mation for storing dozens of classified, 
secret, and top-secret documents at his 
Florida resort in his bathroom, his bed-
room, and beyond, and then refusing 
repeatedly for more than a year to re-
turn any of these official documents to 
the National Archives and the FBI. 

It is amazing to me that they have to 
change the subject from one of Donald 
Trump’s current offenses against 
America to one of his older offenses, 
welcoming Russian interference in the 
2016 Presidential campaign. 

Russia repeatedly intervened in the 
2016 campaign to help Donald Trump, 
and that is not a matter of opinion. 
That is a question of direct, positive 
fact. 

Special Counsel Robert Mueller, the 
former FBI Director whose report is 
cited authoritatively by Mrs. LUNA, 
found right at the beginning of his re-
port that ‘‘the Russian Government 
interfered in the 2016 Presidential elec-
tion in sweeping and systematic fash-
ion.’’ 

Here is what the CIA, the FBI, the 
NSA, and the Office of the Director of 
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the National Intelligence found in 2017: 
‘‘Russian President Vladimir Putin or-
dered an influence campaign in 2016 
aimed at the U.S. Presidential elec-
tion.’’ 

The Mueller investigation and the 
Moscow Project documented more than 
250 episodes of collaboration and meet-
ings between Russia and the Trump 
campaign, including Paul Manafort’s 
repeated passing of campaign secrets, 
such as polling data, to Konstantin 
Kilimnik, a Russian agent, and the in-
famous meeting on June 9, 2016, at 
Trump Tower led by Donald Trump, 
Jr., Jared Kushner, and Russian lawyer 
Natalia Veselnitskaya. 

Senator MARCO RUBIO, the Florida 
Republican, stated that the U.S. Sen-
ate bipartisan Select Committee on In-
telligence ‘‘found irrefutable evidence 
of Russian meddling’’ in the American 
campaign. 

The Mueller report, if you read it, 
makes no pronouncement on collusion, 
the punitive crux of the distinguished 
gentlewoman’s complaint, because, as 
Mueller writes, ‘‘collusion’’ is not a 
legal offense or a legal concept. 

The whole question of Trump’s collu-
sion with Russia is in the realm of 
opinion, and most Americans would see 
a lot of collusive activity, all the way 
up to the present day when Donald 
Trump refuses even to take the side of 
the Ukrainian people against Vladimir 
Putin’s filthy, bloody, imperialist inva-
sion of their country, which has been 
filled with lies, atrocities, and war 
crimes. 

In any event, we don’t censure Mem-
bers over a difference of opinion. 

Mr. Speaker, we are seeing the com-
plete ethical collapse of a once-great 
political party. The Republican Party 
began as a pro-freedom, antiracist, pro- 
immigrant, anti-Know-Nothing party. 
It has become an authoritarian cult of 
personality taking orders from an in-
citer of insurrection, bully, and brag-
gart whose rage toward Mike Pence 
and whose spectacular disrespect for 
the rule of law endangered not only our 
entire constitutional order but every-
one in this room. The party of Lincoln 
and his Lincolnites has become the 
party of LUNA and her LUNA followers. 

Today’s madcap antics are an obvi-
ous deflection from Trump’s deepening 
legal troubles. His allegedly criminal 
conduct in pilfering, hoarding, and re-
fusing to return national security doc-
uments has caused his own Attorney 
General, William Barr, to say that: 
‘‘Trump’s conduct is indefensible. . . . 
He is not a victim here. He was totally 
wrong.’’ And, ‘‘There is no excuse for 
what he did here.’’ 

Yesterday, Representative BOEBERT 
offered a resolution of impeachment 
against President Biden. The GOP sim-
ply has no ideas for our economy, no 
ideas for our country, and no ideas for 
our people but is on an embarrassing 
revenge tour on behalf of Donald 
Trump, who treats them like a ven-
triloquist dummy. 

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. OGLES). 

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
colleague and dear friend, Congress-
woman LUNA, for leading the charge to 
hold our Democrat counterparts re-
sponsible for their gross misuse of 
power. 

ADAM SCHIFF abused his power as 
chairman of the House Intelligence 
Committee to create false narratives 
that were sold to the American people 
about President Trump. The Mueller 
report and Durham report both proved 
that the basis for the so-called Russian 
collusion investigation was non-
existent. 

The Representative from California 
misled the American people and com-
promised the interests of the United 
States of America in service of defeat-
ing, persecuting, attacking, and defam-
ing President Donald Trump. 

Mr. Speaker, he was hasty, preju-
diced, and wrong. It is clear he was 
concerned for no one but himself and 
the advancement of the Democratic 
Party’s political agenda. Now, $32 mil-
lion later, the American people are left 
with lies and the obligation to pick up 
the tab for this boondoggle of a polit-
ical witch hunt. 

The Representative from California 
prioritized personal political gain over 
the interests of our Nation, and he 
more than deserves to be censured by 
the people’s House. 

The Democratic Party has allowed an 
invasion on our southern border where 
every small town in America is now a 
border town. Every one of us knows 
someone who has been poisoned or 
overdosed because of fentanyl. Illegals 
are raping and killing people across our 
country. What do they do? They claim 
to have a solution, and they have none. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
SCHIFF). 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, to my Re-
publican colleagues who introduced 
this resolution, I thank you. You honor 
me with your enmity. You flatter me 
with this falsehood. 

You, who are the authors of a big lie 
about the last election, must condemn 
the truthtellers, and I stand proudly 
before you. Your words tell me that I 
have been effective in the defense of 
our democracy, and I am grateful. 

Yet, this false and defamatory reso-
lution comes at a considerable cost to 
the country and to the Congress. At a 
moment when many millions of people 
in our home State of California are un-
able to find a place to live or afford a 
place to live, Speaker MCCARTHY 
chooses to occupy the resources of Con-
gress for 2 straight weeks on this hol-
low sop to the MAGA crowd. He offers 
nothing to those who are homeless or 
addicted to opioids, or to millions of 
college students mired in debt, but this 
paltry distraction. 

Donald Trump is under indictment 
for actions that jeopardize our national 

security, and MCCARTHY would spend 
the Nation’s time on petty political 
payback, thinking he can censure or 
fine Trump’s opposition into submis-
sion. 

But I will not yield, not one inch. 
The cost of the Speaker’s delin-

quency is high, but the cost to Con-
gress of this frivolous and yet dan-
gerous resolution may be even higher, 
as it represents another serious abuse 
of power. 

Donald Trump has threatened that 
any of you who defy him and vote 
against this partisan resolution will be 
met by a primary challenge. 

He calls for my imprisonment. If a 
transient majority can punish and at-
tempt to silence Members who hold a 
corrupt President to account, there is 
no telling what further corruption of 
office will follow. 

I say this to Speaker MCCARTHY and 
others who wish to gratify Donald 
Trump with this act of subservience or 
bend to his demands: Try as you might 
to expel me from Congress or silence 
me with a $16 million fine, you will not 
succeed. You might as well make it 
$160 million. You will never deter me 
from doing my duty. 

No matter how many false justifica-
tions or slanders you level against me, 
you but indict yourselves. As LIZ CHE-
NEY said: ‘‘There will come a day when 
Donald Trump is gone, but your dis-
honor will remain.’’ 

This resolution attacks me for initi-
ating an investigation into the Trump 
campaign’s solicitation and acceptance 
of Russian help in the 2016 election, 
even though the investigation was first 
led not by me but by a Republican 
chairman. 

It would hold that when you give in-
ternal campaign polling data to a Rus-
sian intelligence operative while Rus-
sian intelligence is helping your cam-
paign, as Trump’s campaign chairman 
did, that you must not call that collu-
sion, though that is its proper name, as 
the country well knows. 

It would fine me for the costs of the 
critically important Mueller investiga-
tion into Trump’s misconduct, even 
though the special counsel was ap-
pointed by Trump’s own Attorney Gen-
eral. 

It would reprimand me over a flawed 
FISA application, as if I were its au-
thor or I were the Director of the FBI, 
and over flaws only discovered years 
later and by the inspector general, not 
Mr. Durham. 

In short, it would accuse me of om-
nipotence, the leader of some vast deep 
state conspiracy. Of course, it is non-
sense. 

Here is the real gravamen of my of-
fense: I led the first impeachment of 
Donald Trump for one of the most egre-
gious Presidential abuses of power in 
our history, and I led a trial which re-
sulted in the first bipartisan vote to re-
move a President in history. I would do 
so again. 

I warned that if Trump was not held 
accountable, he would go on to try to 
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cheat in even worse ways in the next 
election, and he did, inciting a violent 
attack on this very Capitol. 

After that, I participated in some of 
the most important hearings in con-
gressional history, hearings that ex-
posed Donald Trump’s incitement of a 
dangerous insurrection to prevent the 
peaceful transfer of power. 

My colleagues, if there is cause for 
censure in this House, and there is, it 
should be directed at those in this body 
who sought to overturn a free and fair 
election. 

The question, my Republican col-
leagues, is not why I am the subject of 
this false resolution for doing my con-
stitutional duty, but why are you not? 
Why are you not standing beside me, 
the subject of a similar rebuke for 
speaking the truth? 

Why did you not stand up to Donald 
Trump? Why did you not reject his im-
mortality? Why did you not condemn 
his dishonesty? 

Why did you not speak out when his 
horde attacked this Capitol or now 
when he treats the Nation’s secrets 
with such carelessness, lawlessness, 
and disdain? Why did you hide from ef-
forts to hold him accountable? 

Why were you silent, afraid, unwill-
ing to do your ethical, constitutional 
duty? Why did you cower? Why did you 
cower, and why do you still? 

Will it be said of you that you lacked 
the courage to stand up to the most 
immoral, unlawful, and unethical 
President in history but consoled your-
selves by attacking those who did? 

Today, I wear this partisan vote as a 
badge of honor, knowing that I have 
lived my oath, knowing that I have 
done my duty to hold a dangerous and 
out-of-control President accountable, 
and knowing that I would do so again 
in a heartbeat if the circumstances 
should ever require it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair and not each other 
in the second person. 

b 1430 

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Mrs. MILLER). 

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank Mrs. LUNA for leading on 
this resolution. 

Representative SCHIFF used his posi-
tion as the chairman of the House In-
telligence Committee to mislead the 
American people by falsely claiming 
that there was classified evidence of 
Russia colluding with President 
Trump, which was not true. 

The Mueller report and the Durham 
report make clear that the Russia col-
lusion hoax was a political lie designed 
to hurt President Trump and mislead 
the American people. 

Representative SCHIFF used the Intel-
ligence Committee to advance a polit-
ical narrative against his political op-
ponents, which violated the important 
nonpartisan tradition of the com-
mittee. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to join my 
colleagues today in holding Represent-
ative SCHIFF accountable for his ac-
tions because the American people de-
serve justice. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. AGUILAR), the chairman of 
the Democratic Caucus and a former 
member of the January 6th Select 
Committee. 

Mr. AGUILAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong opposition to the reso-
lution. 

It is shameful that the temporary 
Republican majority continue to waste 
the American people’s time with base-
less accusations and rightwing con-
spiracy theories. 

Instead of joining House Democrats 
to address the gun violence epidemic, 
we are forced to debate on gas stoves 
and partisan grudges. This resolution 
today is motivated by the same groups 
and individuals who to this day pro-
mote the lie that the 2020 election was 
stolen—a lie that ADAM SCHIFF stood 
up to time and time again. 

I have had the privilege of serving 
alongside ADAM in the California dele-
gation and the January 6th Committee. 
He has never shied away from taking 
on the toughest fights, and he is not 
going to be intimidated by anyone, in-
cluding the former President or his al-
lies. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to stand 
with the gentleman from California 
today, and I urge my colleagues to join 
me in opposition to this resolution. 

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. LANGWORTHY). 

Mr. LANGWORTHY. Mr. Speaker, in 
this body we are privileged to serve our 
districts and do right by the American 
people. We have been entrusted with a 
tremendous responsibility that shapes 
the future of our Nation. 

First and foremost, we must remem-
ber that we are not here to serve our 
own interests or pursue personal agen-
das. 

Unfortunately, one of the most pow-
erful members of the Democratic Cau-
cus, ADAM SCHIFF, abused his role and 
violated the trust of the American peo-
ple. As chairman of the House Intel-
ligence Committee, SCHIFF initiated an 
unfounded investigation into the leftist 
lies around Russian collusion. 

This investigation was predicated on 
nothing more than political propa-
ganda. The Durham report clearly 
shows that the Russia hoax was manu-
factured by the left to divide our Na-
tion and discredit and derail President 
Trump’s agenda. 

He not only wasted countless hours 
of committee work, but he also wasted 
nearly $32 million in taxpayer dollars. 

SCHIFF repeatedly used the authority 
he was afforded in his position as chair-
man to lie to the American people to 
support his political agenda. Even after 
the Durham report discredited the Rus-
sia hoax, he continued to knowingly lie 
and peddle this false narrative. 

These actions leave a real and lasting 
stain on this institution. We cannot 
allow Representative SCHIFF to con-
tinue to serve in this body with no con-
sequences for the abuse of his power. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this resolution and to send a 
clear message to the American people 
that we will hold Members of Congress 
accountable. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. JEFFRIES), the minority 
leader and a member of the first House 
impeachment team. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the distinguished gentleman for yield-
ing and for his leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
opposition to this fake, phony, and 
fraudulent censure resolution brought 
against ADAM SCHIFF, the distinguished 
gentleman from the great State of 
California. 

House Democrats will continue to 
put people over politics, to fight for 
lower costs, better-paying jobs, safer 
communities, defend democracy, fight 
for freedom, and build an economy that 
invests and grows the middle class. 

This is a do-nothing Republican-con-
trolled Congress, that is why this cen-
sure resolution is on the floor today. 
Extreme MAGA Republicans have no 
vision, have no plan, and have no agen-
da to make life better for everyday 
Americans. 

House Democrats will continue to 
work for the people. Clearly, as this 
resolution demonstrates, extreme 
MAGA Republicans work for the twice- 
impeached, disgraced former President 
of the United States of America, the 
insurrectionist in chief, the extreme 
puppet master, who clearly ordered 
that this fake, phony, and fraudulent 
resolution be brought to the floor 
today after it failed last week. 

In fact, the supreme puppet master 
even threatened the other side of the 
aisle with primaries if they didn’t bend 
the knee. When he says, ‘‘bend the 
knee,’’ extreme MAGA Republicans 
say, ‘‘how high.’’ 

ADAM SCHIFF has done nothing 
wrong. ADAM SCHIFF is a good man. 
ADAM SCHIFF has served this country 
with distinction. ADAM SCHIFF served 
this country well as a Federal pros-
ecutor, fighting to keep communities 
safe. ADAM SCHIFF served this country 
well as the chair of the House Intel-
ligence Committee, investigating peo-
ple without fear or favor, including 
those at 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue be-
cause he believes in the Constitution 
and his oath of office. 

ADAM SCHIFF served his country well 
as the lead impeachment manager dur-
ing the first impeachment trial of the 
former President of the United States, 
prosecuting his corrupt abuse of power. 
Yes, ADAM SCHIFF served this country 
well in the aftermath of the violent in-
surrection. He pushed back against the 
big lie told by the puppet master in 
chief and participated as a prominent 
member of the January 6th Committee 
to defend our democracy. 
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ADAM SCHIFF has done nothing 

wrong. He has worked hard to do right 
by the American people. The extreme 
MAGA Republicans have no vision, no 
agenda, and no plan to make life better 
for the American people, so we have 
this phony, fake, and fraudulent cen-
sure resolution. 

ADAM SCHIFF will not be silenced. We 
will not be silenced. House Democrats 
will not be silenced today. We will not 
be silenced tomorrow. We will not be 
silenced next week. We will not be si-
lenced next month. We will not be si-
lenced next year. We will not be si-
lenced this decade. We will not be si-
lenced this century. You will never 
ever silence us. 

We will always do what is right. We 
will always fight for the Constitution, 
fight to defend democracy, fight for 
freedom, expose extremism, and con-
tinue America’s long, necessary, and 
majestic march toward a more perfect 
Union. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no’’ against this phony, fake, and 
fraudulent censure resolution. 

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. NORMAN). 

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I proudly 
stand with Congresswoman LUNA to 
back this censure of a man that has 
been long overdue. I am glad the gal-
leries are now open where people can 
see firsthand that you cannot get up in 
front of Congress or the American peo-
ple and completely deny the truth and 
continue to spread falsehoods. 

There is no TV that could have been 
turned on over the last couple of years 
when you didn’t see ADAM SCHIFF being 
questioned: Where is your evidence on 
the Russia collusion? Where is it? 

He couldn’t answer it. It was always 
coming. 

He used his position on the Intel 
Committee—and for those of you who 
are listening, it is information we don’t 
get as regular Congresspeople. He used 
his position on the Intel Committee to 
spread continuous lies with no facts. 
How did he do that? 

He had access not only to the most 
sensitive information, he also did not 
share the access or facts that backed 
what he was saying. The trusted and 
sensitive position was abused by Con-
gressman SCHIFF to weave purposeful 
falsehoods around the Russia collusion. 

The Mueller report and the Durham 
report make clear that the foundations 
of his investigations were bogus. It 
showed that the Director of National 
Intelligence, a former Obama Attorney 
General, former Deputy Attorney Gen-
eral, and the FBI Director, among oth-
ers, all told his committee there was 
no direct evidence of criminal con-
spiracy. Yet, he kept making the state-
ments that his evidence was coming, 
and it just never did. 

Not only did he spread falsehoods 
that abused his power, he went after a 
man, Carter Page, who was completely 
innocent. Inspector General Horowitz 
found 17 major mistakes. 

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. NORMAN. Inspector General 
Horowitz later found 17 major mistakes 
and omissions, which provoked the 
FISA court presiding judge, Rosemary 
Collyer, to state unequivocally that 
the FBI misled FISA. 

The public smearing of Carter Page 
as a Russian collaborator, and jus-
tification of spurious investigations of 
him were carried out with Representa-
tive SCHIFF’s contribution. This is a 
violation of American civil liberties, 
and it is the very abuse that should not 
be warranted in Congress. 

All this to spend $32 million on an in-
vestigation that went nowhere. It is an 
insult to the American people. The 
American people deserve better. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate Congress-
woman LUNA bringing this up. Words 
have actions. Just because they con-
tinue to say it, does not make it true. 
That is the case of what ADAM SCHIFF 
has done. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. QUIGLEY). 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I had 
the honor of serving with the gen-
tleman from California on the House 
Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence for 8 years. I had an in-the-ring 
view of his work. 

Obviously, it is not what Mr. SCHIFF 
did that was wrong, it is what he did so 
well. That is what bothers the major-
ity. He defended our country from 
threats, foreign and domestic. He de-
fended the rule of law. He defended our 
democracy at one of its most critical 
and pivotal points. He held the ethi-
cally and legally challenged former 
President accountable. 

What really gnaws on the majority 
and what really bothers them is that 
Mr. SCHIFF was way better than any-
body on their team at debate, at lead-
ership, at messaging, and at legal 
knowledge. He kicked their ass. He was 
better, he was more effective, and that 
still bothers them. 

They couldn’t beat him on the field, 
so they voted him off. We voted people 
off committees because they posted 
threats, not because they can’t com-
pete. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from pro-
fanity in their remarks. 

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GOOD). 

Mr. GOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman from Florida 
for her leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sorry to report to 
my friends on the other side that we 
are not voting today on whether or not 
to censure President Trump, but one 
ADAM SCHIFF. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
censure resolution. ADAM SCHIFF has 
denigrated the office which he holds, 

and the standards of this very body. 
The American people, when they elect 
their Representatives, place trust in 
them that they will act with honesty 
and integrity. 

ADAM SCHIFF had access to our Na-
tion’s secrets and then intentionally 
created a web of lies, falsely alleging 
his tales of foreign interference and 
Russia collusion. He perpetrated bla-
tant falsehoods, publicly, loudly, and 
repeatedly to the American people. 

b 1445 
How many times did we hear him 

claim that he had seen evidence of Rus-
sian collusion? 

He betrayed the trust of the Amer-
ican people. This resolution will cen-
sure SCHIFF for his gross abuse of 
power using his position as chairman of 
the House Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence to access our 
Nation’s most sensitive information to 
then mislead the American people and 
his colleagues here in this Congress. 

The other side often speaks of deco-
rum and holding up the integrity of 
this body. Now it is time for them to 
put their actions to their words. 

Will they continue to support the lies 
promoted by the Congressman from 
California, or will they vote in favor of 
maintaining the integrity of this dis-
tinguished body? 

I challenge them to vote today for in-
tegrity, to vote for truth, and to vote 
to censure ADAM SCHIFF in this House. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentleman 
from New York (Mr. GOLDMAN). 

Mr. GOLDMAN of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman from Maryland for yielding. 

Boy, is ADAM SCHIFF powerful. He 
can, at once, be the chairman of the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence, the special counsel inves-
tigating Donald Trump, manage and 
run the FBI, and be a judge ruling on 
FISA applications. It is remarkable 
that he from his perch in Congress can 
do all of that. 

Of course, he didn’t do any of that. 
All he did was properly impeach the 
President of the United States for his 
gross abuse of power. 

Mr. Speaker, do you want to talk 
about collusion? 

Let me ask my Republican col-
leagues: If a campaign manager for a 
campaign is giving internal informa-
tion to a Russian intelligence agent, is 
that collusion? 

Because that was the once-classified 
information that is now public and now 
constitutes collusion. There are so 
many other issues. There is nothing in 
this resolution that is true. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 20 seconds to the gentleman. 

Mr. GOLDMAN of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, one of my colleagues said 
that we will hold Members account-
able. 

The Republicans are the party of 
GEORGE SANTOS. 
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Whom are they holding accountable? 
The guy is an alleged and acknowl-

edged liar and indicted, and the Repub-
licans protect him every day. 

Mr. Speaker, don’t lecture us with 
your projection and your defense of 
Donald Trump. It is pathetic, it is be-
neath you, and it is beneath this body. 

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCCLINTOCK). 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I op-
posed the original version of this reso-
lution, not to defend Mr. SCHIFF’s lies, 
but to defend the process that exposed 
those lies. We must never punish 
speech in this House, only acts. The 
only way to separate truth from false-
hoods or wisdom from folly is free and 
open debate. We must never impose ex-
cessive fines that would effectively re-
place the constitutional two-thirds 
vote for expulsion with a simple major-
ity. 

This new version removes the fine 
and focuses instead on specific acts, 
most particularly the abuse of his posi-
tion as Intelligence Committee chair-
man by implying he had access to clas-
sified information that did not exist 
and his placement into the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD of the Steele dossier 
that he knew or should have known 
was false. 

I hope, however, that we will here-
after return to the principles of due 
process that the Democrats stripped 
from our precedents in the last session. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LOFGREN). 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I could 
go point by point and prove that the 
resolution is false, but time is short. I 
will just say: ADAM tells the truth. 

He told the truth when we were man-
agers on the first impeachment that re-
sulted in a bipartisan vote for convic-
tion. 

He told the truth when we served on 
the January 6 Committee and found 
that the ex-President was the leader of 
a plot to overturn the Constitution and 
the electoral vote. 

Why is this before us today? 
The truth hurts, doesn’t it? 
I think it is before us today because 

the ex-President has recently been 
charged with dozens of felonies. 

I am a former chair of the Ethics 
Committee. This resolution is a depar-
ture from what has been the norm in 
the Congress in terms of censure. Not 
only does this resolution disgrace the 
MAGA Republicans who advanced it, 
but it also disgraces this institution. 

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Col-
orado (Mrs. BOEBERT). 

Mrs. BOEBERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague, ANNA PAULINA LUNA, for 
leading on this very important issue. 

ADAM SCHIFF is a complete disgrace 
to our Nation and to our Constitution. 
He put the American people through 4 
years of an endless impeachment hoax 
that he knew from the beginning was a 
lie. He represents the worst of perma-

nent Washington, using his position of 
trust to lie to the American people. 

He received intelligence briefings 
that other Members and the public did 
not have access to. He used this posi-
tion of trust to lie and to advance his 
own partisan agenda. SCHIFF’s dis-
graceful time in Congress has de-
stroyed Americans’ faith in our insti-
tutions. 

Today, I am proud to stand with my 
colleague and friend from Florida, 
ANNA PAULINA LUNA, to try to undo 
some of the damage that ADAM SCHIFF 
has done by finally holding this crook 
accountable. 

Today, we are saying that enough is 
enough by censuring him and referring 
him to the Ethics Committee. 

He told the American people that he 
had proof that the Trump campaign 
asked the Russians for help in a con-
spiracy. That was a lie. 

He claimed that he was not working 
with anonymous informants during the 
impeachment hoax. That was a lie. 

Everyone with common sense knew 
that ADAM SCHIFF was lying all along, 
including the Director of Intelligence, 
Obama’s former Attorney General, the 
FBI deputy director, and more. How-
ever, ADAM SCHIFF doubled down on his 
big lie claiming he had a smoking gun 
proof of a conspiracy, but the only con-
spiracy going on was his conspiracy to 
defraud the American people by taking 
down their duly elected President. 

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 21⁄2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Colorado. 

Mrs. BOEBERT. When ADAM SCHIFF 
got caught lying, he did what all liars 
do and tried to cover the truth even 
more. He even used his taxpayer-funded 
staff to ask Twitter to censor journal-
ists fact-checking his lies, but ADAM 
SCHIFF won’t get out of this one by 
calling in a favor. Today, we are hold-
ing him accountable and censuring him 
for his lies to the American people. 

In order to restore the trust-
worthiness of the House of Representa-
tives, every Member should vote to 
censure ADAM SCHIFF so that we can 
speak with one voice to assure the 
American people that these lies will 
not be tolerated. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge every one of my 
colleagues with good and decent inten-
tion to vote for this resolution. 

If ADAM SCHIFF has a shred of human 
decency left, he would resign from Con-
gress in disgrace. His tombstone should 
read of his failed career in Congress 
and should be one word: liar. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. HIMES). 

Mr. HIMES: Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Maryland for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I just heard the gen-
tleman from Virginia say that this is 
not a censure of Donald Trump, and he 
is right about that, and, boy, is he 
right about that because there is no be-
havior—not a discussion of how he 

would handle women, not an attack on 
this Capitol, and not the misuse of 
classified information—that will ever 
result in a peep from the Republican 
majority much less a censure of that 
behavior. This is a question of stand-
ing, Mr. Speaker, amongst other 
things, if that is what you stand upon. 

As my colleagues pointed out, we 
don’t hear anything about a colleague 
whose entire campaign and entire re-
sume was built on falsehood. Instead, 
we hear that Russia was a hoax. 

Mr. Speaker, I was there. The inves-
tigation began by a Republican chair-
man. All these investigations were 
predicated on the fact that a Donald 
Trump foreign policy aide told the Aus-
tralian ambassador that they were ex-
pecting dirt from the Russians. 

The most important thing I can say 
is that I sat next to ADAM SCHIFF for 
years. He is a man of integrity and dig-
nity. This vote, quite frankly, Mr. 
Speaker, is a testament to your dignity 
or lack thereof. 

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Georgia (Ms. GREENE). 

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, there are a lot of things that hap-
pen here in Congress that waste the 
American people’s hard-earned tax dol-
lars, but one of the most outrageous 
wastes of hard-earned taxpayer dollars 
has been the Russian collusion hoax led 
by ADAM SCHIFF. 

ADAM SCHIFF lied to American people 
by leading the fake Russian witch hunt 
against President Trump. He 
weaponized the House Intelligence 
Committee to abuse all principles of 
due process and perpetuate the lies of 
Russian collusion, and he did that in 
the media over and over again. 

His committee conducted approxi-
mately 53 interviews during its 2017– 
2018 Russia probe. These transcripts 
from the Director of National Intel-
ligence, former Obama Attorney Gen-
eral, former Deputy Attorney General, 
and the FBI director, among others, 
proved that there was zero direct evi-
dence of criminal conspiracy. 

He not only refused to release these 
interview transcripts, but he also con-
tinued to peddle lies to the American 
people that Russia interfered in the 
elections. 

He falsely claimed that Russians of-
fered help, that the campaign accepted 
help, that the Russians gave help, and 
that the President made full use of 
that help when referring to allegations 
between President Trump and Russia 
during the 2016 election. 

In November 2020, he specifically 
asked Twitter to take action against 
spreaders of misinformation by remov-
ing content that questioned his base-
less claims of Russian collusion. The 
biggest spreader of misinformation was 
ADAM SCHIFF. 

As we know, the Mueller report de-
termined there was no criminal collu-
sion between the Trump campaign and 
Russia. Thanks to the Durham report, 
we know now the entire Russian hoax 
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was bought and paid for by Hillary 
Clinton and the DNC. 

During the probe, SCHIFF also abused 
his position on the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence and vio-
lated civil liberties by subpoenaing 
phone records from AT&T and a former 
Republican colleague on an entirely 
baseless claim. 

His lies and abuse of power continued 
during the sham. During the Holly-
wood-produced January 6 Committee 
witch hunt, he and his staff doctored a 
text message between Representative 
JIM JORDAN and former White House 
Chief of Staff MARK MEADOWS to delib-
erately manipulate information pre-
sented to the American people. What a 
lie. 

He displayed a graphic of a text mes-
sage which cut a sentence in half—in 
half—and eliminated the final two 
paragraphs of a detailed legal summary 
that were contained in the original 
text message. 

He did this to peddle more lies to the 
American people and to perpetuate the 
fake narrative that January 6 was an 
insurrection, and it was not. 

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 1 minute to the gentle-
woman. 

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, now ADAM SCHIFF is running for 
Senate in California. California has a 
lot of things messed up, and California 
is not the model that the United States 
needs. As a matter of fact, their gov-
ernment policies are atrocious. 

So if California decides to send ADAM 
SCHIFF to the Senate, they will be 
sending a proven liar, and that is what 
he is aiming to do. He is raising money 
off of being a liar and running for Sen-
ate. 

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

Mr. SWALWELL. Mr. Speaker, this is 
not a House floor proceeding. This is a 
partners meeting of Insurrection, LLC. 

I ask them to tell me where ADAM 
was wrong. 

He said at the first impeachment: 
Can we be confident that Donald 
Trump will not continue to try to 
cheat this 2020 election? 

The answer is: No, we can’t. 
We can’t trust this President to do 

the right thing, not for 1 minute, and 
not for one election. He will not 
change, Mr. Speaker, and you know it. 

Was he wrong when that President 
aimed and sent a mob into this Cham-
ber and made all of us leave? 

Was he wrong when he said that Don-
ald Trump has betrayed our national 
security and will do so again? Was he 
wrong when he said that Donald Trump 
stole and shared classified informa-
tion? 

Was he wrong when he said that? 
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Maybe he was wrong when he said to 
the country, you are decent. Donald 
Trump is not who you are. 

I ask my colleagues: Are you as inde-
cent as Donald Trump? Will you be re-
membered as footnotes and foot sol-
diers in history’s books that chronicle 
Donald Trump’s corruption, or will you 
be as decent as ADAM SCHIFF? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair. 

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

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
favor of H. Res. 521 to censure and con-
demn Congressman ADAM SCHIFF. 

The bottom line is this: Congressman 
SCHIFF utilized his position and hid be-
hind classifications to mislead the 
American people. 

He abused his congressional author-
ity and security clearance to push his 
own party’s political agenda. This was 
not meant to be an unbiased jurisdic-
tion of change; this was meant to be a 
political witch hunt. 

When Members are appointed to the 
select committees on intelligence, they 
are trusted with privileged informa-
tion. Other Members of the House are 
taking them for their word. 

As someone who has worked within 
the intelligence community, I can tell 
you that our classifications that were 
available to take and read is not to be 
abused for our own ulterior motives. 

I hope my colleagues will join Con-
gresswoman LUNA to censure and hold 
Congressman SCHIFF accountable and 
to put an end to the waste, fraud, 
abuse, and the gross neglect in how we 
take advantage of the American peo-
ple. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I just 
want to observe that there are dozens 
of Members on our side who have come 
to stand with Mr. SCHIFF, and it ap-
pears to have been evacuated on the 
other side. There is nobody standing 
with the Luna resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. GARCIA). 

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
ADAM SCHIFF is tough. ADAM SCHIFF is 
smart. ADAM SCHIFF gets the job done. 
ADAM SCHIFF holds the powerful ac-
countable. 

That is exactly why we are here 
today. Extreme MAGA Republicans are 
trying to punish our colleague for 
doing his job, holding the twice-im-
peached, twice-indicted former Presi-
dent accountable. 

The MAGA wing of the Republican 
Party can’t stop ADAM. My friend 
ADAM SCHIFF will always fight to de-
fend our democracy. He will always do 
what is right. 

Trump’s pals in Congress can create 
whole committees to defend him. They 
can try threatening outrageous fines. 
They can try to outright waste all of 
our time trying to prop up a man that 
has threatened our democracy over and 
over again. 

It is no surprise that former Presi-
dent Donald Trump was in a Miami 
courthouse last week, and we are here 
today discussing this topic. 

Mr. Speaker, we have to stop ena-
bling this nonsense. When the whole 
House entertains conspiracy theories, 
nonsense, and political vendettas, it is 
the entire GOP that is responsible. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Penn-
sylvania (Ms. DEAN), a member of the 
second House impeachment team. 

Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in opposition to 
H. Res. 521 because this is not a serious 
resolution. 

This is political theater by the au-
thor, who clearly was not here, to dis-
tract from Donald Trump’s history of 
transgressions and now indictments. It 
is also an attempt to punish Congress-
man ADAM SCHIFF for effectively hold-
ing Trump to account. 

Congressman SCHIFF protected us 
from fascism at home and abroad. 
First, on the so-called perfect call, 
Donald Trump withheld a meeting and 
crucial weapons from President 
Zelenskyy to protect Ukraine from 
Russia unless they gave him dirt on 
now-President Joe Biden. 

Mr. SCHIFF stepped up as chairman of 
the Intelligence Committee and even-
tually as lead manager to defend 
against executive corruption. 

Then, when the former President lost 
the 2020 election and summoned his 
supporters to storm this very Capitol, 
Mr. SCHIFF stood up again on the Janu-
ary 6th Committee to expose the 
former President’s grotesque role. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 10 seconds to the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania. 

Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I don’t know why my col-
leagues are so intimidated here, but I 
think it reveals their weakness. 

They are intimidated by a bully, and 
this censure attempt reveals they are 
also intimidated by a patriot and the 
truth. Lucky us to serve with ADAM 
SCHIFF. 

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Wy-
oming (Ms. HAGEMAN). 

Ms. HAGEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I take 
my duties as Wyoming’s lone congres-
sional Representative very seriously, 
and my obligation to be honest and 
trustworthy is the foundation of my 
ability to carry them out. 

This privileged resolution isn’t about 
politics. It is about the seriousness of 
being honest and forthright as a Mem-
ber of Congress and upholding the oath 
of office that we all take upon being 
sworn in. 

It is true that the gentleman from 
California wouldn’t be the first Mem-
ber of Congress to exaggerate or 
stretch the truth; however, willfully 
lying about serious issues our country 
has faced is something entirely dif-
ferent and claiming that a sitting 
President has committed what 
amounts to treason is beyond simple 
hyperbole. 
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This Member’s lies led to the wasting 

of millions of taxpayer dollars for un-
necessary investigations and the de-
flection of our attention from the most 
pressing issues at hand to focus on a 
made-up crisis. 

This Member’s actions were designed 
to delegitimize the 2016 election and to 
hamstring the Trump administration. 

For all the talk about not accepting 
the election results in 2020, perhaps 
Democrats and the media, which are 
mostly one and the same, might want 
to look at their actions in 2016. 

To make matters worse, this Rep-
resentative perpetuated these lies 
while he was chair of the House Intel-
ligence Committee and consistently 
implied, if not outright stated, that he 
had inside information. 

In that capacity, he lied about the 
following: 

How the FBI and DOJ obtained and 
renewed a FISA warrant; that FBI and 
DOJ officials did not omit material in-
formation from the FISA warrant; how 
the DOJ used the Steele dossier; what 
was collected by the FISA warrant; the 
FBI’s vetting process for the Steele 
dossier; that he had an alleged smoking 
gun showing that President Trump 
colluded with Russia. 

Each of these claims has proven to be 
false. 

The lies have continued. In fact, they 
have become compulsive, and they con-
tinue right through to this very day. 

The lies weaken this body, and if left 
unchecked, threaten the rule of law, 
our election integrity, and the civil 
rights of his targets. 

The words and actions of this Mem-
ber were dangerous and untrue—know-
ingly untrue. There must be a serious 
consequence for that. Being censured is 
the least of what he should be sub-
jected to, and I support this resolution. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 
seconds to the distinguished gentleman 
from California (Mr. MULLIN). 

Mr. MULLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong opposition to the reso-
lution. This latest stunt reeks of par-
tisan politics and does nothing but ad-
vance an extremist agenda. Worst of 
all, this resolution attacks a great de-
fender of democracy, a Member who is 
among our best. 

There is a legitimate role for censure 
in this institution, but the majority 
has debased it and rendered it mean-
ingless in a cheap partisan slap. 
Shameful. 

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

I take a second to thank all of my 
colleagues from across the aisle who 
have spoken today for putting them-
selves on the RECORD defending the 
Russia collusion hoax, even after the 
Burisma payments to Hunter Biden 
and the big guy have been made public. 
The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is a very 
useful accountability tool. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, they de-
fend the big lie, they defend the insur-

rection, they defend GEORGE SANTOS, 
but they attack ADAM SCHIFF. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. CARSON). 

Mr. CARSON. Mr. Speaker, what I do 
know is that ADAM SCHIFF defended the 
U.S. Constitution. He led an impartial 
investigation which followed the facts 
and led to the first of two impeach-
ments of a former President. 

As a senior member of the Intel-
ligence Committee, I have had the 
honor of working closely with Mr. 
SCHIFF for years. 

He is a man of integrity, and he deep-
ly loves this country like we all do. I 
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
this dangerous and purely vindictive 
attempt to silence someone because of 
his work to hold Donald Trump ac-
countable. 

I urge my colleagues not to be fooled 
by these distractions. Don’t ignore the 
facts. This resolution is a fig leaf to 
hide the very clear facts about a twice- 
impeached President, a twice-indicted 
ex-President who has put our national 
security at risk. 

I urge my colleagues to stop these 
political games and get back to the 
business of the American people. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), the ranking 
member of the Rules Committee. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, Re-
publicans care more about personal 
vendettas and sucking up to Trump 
than about doing what is right for the 
country. 

ADAM SCHIFF has been an incredible 
Member of Congress. He exposed 
Trump’s lies and corruption, im-
peached him, and got a bipartisan con-
viction vote in the Senate. He has 
passed real and consequential laws that 
solve real problems and help real peo-
ple. 

What has the sponsor of this censure 
done? What is Congresswoman LUNA’s 
record? I want her constituents to 
know in her congressional career, five 
of the six legislative items she has ever 
introduced are about ADAM SCHIFF. 
Doesn’t she have anything better to 
do—like, I don’t know, help her dis-
trict? 

This is what is known as lunacy, and 
it is all about deflection, retaliation, 
and distraction from Trump’s 37 felony 
charges. 

The people who came up with the big 
lie want to censure ADAM SCHIFF for 
telling the obvious truth, all so they 
can defend a three-time loser ex-Presi-
dent who has been indicted more times 
than he has been elected. 

What an embarrassing day for this 
institution. What an insult to the 
American people. I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote, 
and I stand proudly with Congressman 
SCHIFF. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the ranking member of the Rules Com-
mittee for those astute remarks. I note 
that dozens of Members of our caucus 

have come to stand with Mr. SCHIFF 
today, while the sponsor of this resolu-
tion, Mrs. LUNA, appears to be com-
pletely isolated over on her side of the 
aisle. 

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

Mrs. LUNA. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. I re-
mind people that this is on behalf of 
the American people in restoring order 
to the House and in an effort to bring 
back trust, which is something that 
this institution has lacked for many 
years. 

I am very proud and I own my vote in 
saying that I will be voting for the cen-
sure of ADAM SCHIFF. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 
seconds to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI). 

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Speak-
er, in reviewing this censure measure, I 
am reminded of Will Rogers’ quip: ‘‘I 
don’t make jokes. I just watch the gov-
ernment and report the facts.’’ 

This month, despite the pressing 
needs of the American people, we have 
spent a week and a half arguing about 
gas stoves. Next week it will be about 
toaster ovens. 

Today, we are voting on a joke of a 
measure to censure ADAM SCHIFF, a 
true public servant and patriot. I urge 
a strong ‘‘no’’ against this resolution 
targeting a true American hero. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. CROW), a member of the first 
impeachment team. 

Mr. CROW. Mr. Speaker, here are 
some facts. 

Fact number one, Donald Trump re-
mains one of the greatest dangers to 
our democracy that we have ever seen, 
and he is a demagogue. 

Fact number two, demagogues don’t 
like people who call them out, who 
speak the truth, and who pose a threat 
to their grand designs to destroy our 
democracy. 

Fact number three, I have spent my 
life serving this country in uniform, 
out of uniform, and I would be hard- 
pressed to find somebody who is more 
committed to democracy, who has 
more integrity, and who is more com-
mitted to the rule of law than ADAM 
SCHIFF. 

I call on my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle to reject this absurd pro-
posal, to set yourself free from your 
servitude of Donald Trump so we can 
move forward as a country. 

Set yourself free. You know the 
truth, and the truth shall set you free. 

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

As a United States Air Force veteran 
and a proud Mexican-American woman 
that happens to be almost 8 months 
pregnant, I say that in regard to integ-
rity, what happened in this country, 
what happened with the divide that oc-
curred after the fact that the Russia 
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collusion hoax was pushed down the 
throats of the American people is not 
what I would consider integrity. 

If we want to talk about these little 
fun games and comments back and 
forth, we are not here about Donald 
Trump. We are not here about January 
6. We are here about the former chair-
man of the Intelligence Committee 
who used a lie that broke apart this 
country. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, we are 
here precisely because of Donald 
Trump, because he wants this retribu-
tion exacted against ADAM SCHIFF for 
standing up against Donald Trump’s 
lies and assaults on American democ-
racy. 

I congratulate the gentlewoman on 
her forthcoming baby. That is awesome 
news. I am wondering if she would 
share some of her time with me be-
cause I have started to run out of time, 
and she has no speakers over on her 
side, so consider that. 

In the meantime, I recognize for 1 
minute the gentlewoman from Colo-
rado (Ms. DEGETTE). I recognize for 1 
minute the gentleman from Colorado 
(Mr. NEGUSE). 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
THOMPSON), the chairman of the Janu-
ary 6th Select Committee. 

b 1515 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding me the time. 

Mr. Speaker, with all the challenges 
our Nation faces today, why are we re-
litigating the ex-President’s first im-
peachment from 2019? 

After a similar resolution failed last 
week, why are extreme MAGA Repub-
licans hijacking this House yet again 
by devoting precious floor time to at-
tacking my friend and colleague ADAM 
SCHIFF? 

Maybe it has something to do with 
the fact that the leader of their party 
is facing trial on 37 felony counts of 
conspiracy and mishandling of classi-
fied documents. The disgraced ex- 
President even stored some of the Na-
tion’s most sensitive secrets in the 
bathroom of his Florida club. 

These attempts to censure ADAM 
have been orchestrated to distract, but 
no one is fooled. 

Extreme MAGA Republicans are tar-
geting ADAM because he is everything 
they wish they could be. He is tough, 
principled, and effective. 

I have stood shoulder to shoulder 
with ADAM. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 10 seconds to the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I am proud of the work we did 
on January 6. It speaks for itself. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 
seconds to the gentlewoman from 
Pennsylvania (Ms. SCANLON). 

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
honor the steadfast patriotism and in-
tegrity of ADAM SCHIFF. This scurrilous 
resolution is so dishonest and defama-
tory that it would justify a lawsuit if it 
were made anywhere other than the 
Halls of Congress. 

This is pure political revenge and ex-
poses both the depths to which the 
House Republican majority has sunk 
and their threat to our constitutional 
order. 

I encourage our colleagues to seri-
ously consider how stunts like this 
bring dishonor upon this House and to 
condemn it unequivocally. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 
seconds to the distinguished gentleman 
from California (Mr. ROBERT GARCIA). 

Mr. ROBERT GARCIA of California. 
Mr. Speaker, this resolution is a joke. 

They are trying to smear Congress-
man SCHIFF for his work to defend our 
institutions. Meanwhile, the same peo-
ple who attack ADAM SCHIFF for seek-
ing the truth refuse to take action 
against a serial and admitted fraudster 
in their own Conference. 

ADAM SCHIFF did not win his elec-
tions on false pretenses. He has not 
been accused of crimes in the U.S., nor 
has he admitted to crimes in Brazil. 
Unfortunately, not all my House col-
leagues on the Republican side can say 
the same. 

Thirty-five days ago, every House Re-
publican voted to defend GEORGE 
SANTOS. Instead, they want to censure 
someone who stands for truth and jus-
tice, ADAM SCHIFF. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 
seconds to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SHERMAN). 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, today 
is a proud day for California, but par-
ticularly for the San Fernando Valley. 

Hundreds of Members of this House 
did their best to protect America from 
Donald Trump, but only one did it so 
well that he is the focus of this ridicu-
lous resolution. He was effective, he 
was direct, and Donald Trump has de-
manded that he be attacked. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank ADAM for doing 
his job so well. California is proud, and 
America is grateful. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 
seconds to the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. CASTRO). 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
ADAM SCHIFF did his job. That is why 
they are trying to censure him today. 

Mr. Speaker, he held a mirror up to 
today’s Republican Party, and they 
can’t stand the ugliness. Instead, they 
want to protect the most corrupt, in-
dicted, and perhaps soon-to-be-con-
victed President of the United States. 

We should vote ‘‘no’’ on this censure 
resolution. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 
seconds to the distinguished gentle-
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI), 
the former Speaker of the House of 
Representatives. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding and for his 
great presentation today. 

Today, we are on the floor of the 
House where the other side has turned 
this Chamber where slavery was abol-
ished, where Medicare and Social Secu-
rity and everything were instituted, 
into a puppet show. 

Do you know what? The puppeteer, 
Donald Trump, is shining a light on the 
strings. You look miserable. You look 
miserable. 

The only advantage to all of this is 
that instead of reversing what we did 
on the IRA to save the planet or re-
versing what we did to reduce the cost 
of prescription drugs, we are wasting 
time. 

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

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 10 seconds to the gentle-
woman from California. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Maryland 
has expired. 

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

Again, as I said, this is not about 
Donald Trump. This is about holding 
accountable someone who exploited 
their official position and had access to 
information that most Members of 
Congress do not have access to and 
bringing accountability back to the 
American people. 

Regardless of whatever the gentle-
woman from California says or anyone 
else, you guys are not being honest 
about the focus of this resolution and 
this censure. That is exactly why we 
are here today to debate it out. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman has the only time remaining. 

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

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

Without objection, the previous ques-
tion is ordered on the resolution. 

There was no objection. 
The question is on adoption of the 

resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

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

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question are post-
poned. 
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CUSTOM HEALTH OPTION AND IN-

DIVIDUAL CARE EXPENSE AR-
RANGEMENT ACT 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Madam 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members have 5 legislative days to 
revise and extend their remarks and 
submit extraneous material on H.R. 
3799. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
HAGEMAN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 524 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 3799. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Arkansas (Mr. CRAWFORD) to pre-
side over the Committee of the Whole. 

b 1524 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3799) to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide for health reimburse-
ment arrangements integrated with in-
dividual health insurance coverage, 
with Mr. CRAWFORD in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 

bill is considered read the first time. 
General debate shall be confined to 

the bill and shall not exceed 80 minutes 
equally divided among and controlled 
by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, or their re-
spective designees, and the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, or their re-
spective designees. 

The gentlewoman from North Caro-
lina (Ms. FOXX), the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. SCOTT), the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. SMITH), and the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. SMITH). 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Chair, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chair, we are here today consid-
ering this legislation because we have 
listened to the American people and 
are taking action on their behalf. 

The Ways and Means Committee has 
traveled over 5,000 miles to hear di-
rectly from working Americans about 
the impact today’s economy has had on 
them and their communities. Whether 
it be in a lumber mill in West Virginia 
or a cattle ranch in Oklahoma, work-
ers, families, farmers, and small busi-
nesses have told us the same thing: 
They need relief from the Biden econ-
omy. 

The legislation before us today will 
help make life a little bit easier on 
small businesses. It allows them to pro-
vide more options to their employees 

when it comes to health insurance ben-
efits. 

The CHOICE Arrangement Act gives 
small businesses more flexibility to 
provide health insurance benefits to 
current and future workers. Introduced 
by Representative HERN, this legisla-
tion codifies a Trump administration 
rule allowing small businesses to reim-
burse employees for buying their own 
health insurance on the individual 
market. 

Washington should not stand in the 
way of workers getting the healthcare 
coverage that is best for them and 
their families. Just as important, 
workers should be able to take their in-
surance plan with them if they leave 
their current job. This bill gives small 
businesses the opportunity, if they so 
choose, to shed the administrative bur-
den of managing traditional insurance 
coverage. At the same time, it gives 
workers more options for their own 
healthcare and makes the coverage 
portable. 

Also included in the underlying bill 
is a provision from Representative 
TENNEY that ensures small businesses 
are made aware of the flexible, tax-ad-
vantaged insurance coverage options 
available to them and their employees. 
We have heard that 70 percent of small 
businesses are not aware of the various 
health insurance options out there, 
such as CHOICE arrangements, quali-
fied small employer health reimburse-
ment arrangements, or the small busi-
ness healthcare tax credit. This bill 
would make sure small businesses are 
notified about the availability and tax 
benefits of these options so businesses 
can make more informed decisions 
about how to support their employees’ 
healthcare choices. 

This legislation also includes impor-
tant provisions to increase access to 
stop-loss insurance and expand associa-
tion health plans, which will create 
more choices for American small busi-
nesses to offer health benefits to their 
workers at lower costs. 

Mom-and-pop stores did not set out 
to be paper pushers and benefit man-
agers, and we should not force them 
into that role. I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill to help small busi-
nesses support their workforce and let 
them focus on what they do best: serv-
ing their customers and employees. 

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

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Millions of Americans are finding the 
security and the peace of mind that 
comes from having access to a family 
physician through the Affordable Care 
Act. If the gentleman has been listen-
ing to the American people, he has 
turned a tin ear to the 16 million 
Americans that have now enrolled in 
the marketplaces under the Affordable 
Care Act. 

Republicans, unwilling to accept the 
success of what they demeaned as 
ObamaCare, Republicans who failed 
more than 60 times in this House to re-

peal ObamaCare, who failed three 
times in the Supreme Court to under-
mine ObamaCare, have now embarked 
on a new strategy, which is to cir-
cumvent and undermine the invaluable 
protections of the Affordable Care Act. 

b 1530 
With this bill, Republicans are de-

manding that every individual who 
gets stuck in one of these newfangled 
plans that they have is denied protec-
tion from having their insurer exclude 
preexisting conditions, no assurance of 
coverage for essential medical care, 
and no assurance of affordability. 

I offered an amendment to correct 
one part of this defective bill to give 
Americans statutory protection, so 
they are not back in the old pre-Afford-
able Care Act period of losing coverage 
when they needed it most because they 
had something the insurance company 
defined as a preexisting condition, but 
that was rejected. 

At the time, they claimed that was 
their intent, but when you look at the 
specific statutory language, there is no 
doubt that the protection for pre-
existing conditions and essential condi-
tions is excluded from their legislation. 

These so-called Individual Coverage 
Health Reimbursement Arrangements, 
ICHRAs, are about as convoluted as the 
name suggests. They are as my grand-
son, Canyon, would say, they are icky. 

Handing people a voucher and telling 
them to go shop for coverage follows 
the same ill-conceived Republican ap-
proach to sabotage Medicare, which 
they continue to promote in their lat-
est budget. Instead of giving Medicare 
beneficiaries guaranteed coverage, 
they would give seniors a voucher with 
declining value and tell them to go find 
coverage. 

Instead of the guaranteed, com-
prehensive coverage workers now re-
ceive, this bill would force so many 
people to find healthcare in a sea of 
junk, exposing them to misleading 
marketing and aggressive brokers. An 
estimated 2 million workers would be 
immediately impacted by this sorry 
bill, and with another provision that is 
in the bill that directs the Treasury 
Department to go out and promote ac-
cess to junk plans, we could expect 
these numbers of impacted workers to 
increase. 

Inevitably, the result is bare-bones, 
junk insurance that misleads on cov-
erage, has high out-of-pocket costs, 
and abandons those with preexisting 
conditions. The policy’s fine print 
takes away all the bold promises of the 
marketing. Those who need coverage 
the most will be unable to afford it or 
receive minimal junk coverage. 

In a Nation that is as rich as Amer-
ica, going broke shouldn’t be a side ef-
fect of trying to get healthcare, but ex-
posing more people to financial ruin is 
exactly what this kind of legislative 
approach will achieve. 

This misguided scheme suffers, I 
think, from a form of preexisting con-
dition itself. It is called amnesia, be-
cause they forget the conditions that 
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existed for so many Americans in this 
country before the Affordable Care Act 
became law. Situations like those who 
contacted me from Texas: Someone 
who had been a victim of domestic vio-
lence declared to have a preexisting 
condition; an infant born with some 
preexisting condition denied the cov-
erage that they need; any number of 
excuses when coverage was needed the 
most because of preexisting conditions. 

That is why I thought it was so im-
portant to amend this legislation, and 
the refusal of my Republican col-
leagues to clarify that now sends for-
ward loud and clear that that is their 
objective. 

There is even more ick to the ICHRA 
bill that is being introduced, and that 
is the opportunity that is created for 
class discrimination. This bill legalizes 
that discrimination. My amendment 
would have prevented that also. 

Employees that are out there on the 
assembly line; those who are in the 
chicken processing plant, or the meat- 
packer, or out in the cornfields; they 
are in the dirtiest, most difficult, and 
usually the lowest-paid jobs. They can 
be treated one way under this bill, 
while the executives sitting off in the 
office tower are treated another and 
getting an entirely different kind of 
coverage because of the way they have 
written their bill. 

Lower-wage workers who would be el-
igible, in fact, for a better policy under 
the Affordable Care Act with a no-pre-
mium or low-premium policy, would 
instead be required to search for a pol-
icy with more holes than safety net. 

Finally, we discover something on 
which Republicans are pro-choice. I 
didn’t think they were pro-choice on 
anything, but the genuine choice they 
provide is to the employer, not to the 
employee, a choice to divide employees 
into the haves and the have-nots; pro-
viding employer coverage to some and 
leaving others to fend for themselves. 

Predictably, that burden will fall on 
the low-wage workers and the sick em-
ployees that employers don’t want to 
cover. One survey already of employers 
found that 60 percent of large firms in-
tended to offer ICHRA to only low- 
wage workers. That is icky. 

To prohibit discrimination by em-
ployers and junk plans alike, the 
amendment I offered would have of-
fered protection. This bill, as it stands, 
does not. It should be rejected. 

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Chair, 
all CHOICE Arrangement Act plans 
must cover preexisting conditions, cap 
out-of-pocket expenses, and cover key 
health benefits. 

CHOICE arrangements do not allow 
employers to discriminate against any 
group of employees. They require equal 
contributions to all employees with the 
same employment status, and only ad-
just contribution amount for age and 
family size, to make the record 
straight. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Oklahoma (Mr. HERN), the spon-
sor of this legislation. 

Mr. HERN. Mr. Chairman, as a small 
business owner and job creator for over 
the past 35 years, I offered healthcare 
plans to my employees and worked 
with them to find the best coverage for 
their families. I have seen firsthand the 
impact of increasing healthcare, and I 
have also done the burdensome paper-
work to manage the plans on the back 
end. 

I came to Congress 4 years ago, and 
the reason I came was because of the 
burden that this Congress over the 
years has put on job creators across 
America. 

The small business healthcare pack-
age being debated today helps simplify 
healthcare and empower people in one 
of their most personal decisions, their 
healthcare. 

I find it ironic that the gentleman 
across the aisle identifies the ACA re-
quirements as junk because the 
CHOICE Arrangement Act follows the 
ACA guidelines. It encourages people 
to go out and shop. It follows the rules 
on preexisting conditions. 

But what we really know, what they 
don’t like about this is it doesn’t go in 
the direction they want to go, which is 
to federalize all healthcare. That has 
been the mission since day one, for the 
government to run your healthcare. 
That just simply won’t work. 

I am proud that this package in-
cludes my bill, the CHOICE Arrange-
ment Act, which allows employees to 
use money from their employer to buy 
the healthcare plan that works best for 
them. 

Four years ago, the Trump adminis-
tration finalized a rule to create 
CHOICE accounts, allowing businesses 
to reimburse their employees for the 
cost of the health insurance plan of 
their choosing. CHOICE accounts put 
individuals—individuals, not the Fed-
eral Government—in the driver’s seat 
when it comes to picking their 
healthcare plan and lets their employer 
financially support their decision. 

This bill would codify that rule into 
law, benefiting everyone and, overall, 
increasing the amount of people who 
have health insurance. You would 
think that would be a good thing, but 
apparently not with my Democratic 
colleagues. 

Every patient’s health needs are 
unique, and every person’s situation is 
different. This is why it is so important 
to expand and protect the different op-
tions available to employers to provide 
health benefits in different ways. 

I am happy to see Congress address 
the burdens small businesses face when 
providing healthcare benefits to their 
employees. This bill fulfills part of a 
promise that the Republican Party has 
made to America, to bring back true 
choice to American healthcare by ena-
bling small businesses to provide the 
best care for their employees. 

As the chairman said, time and time 
again, in hearings that we have been at 
across America talking to people that 
are experiencing the burdens that come 
out of this Congress, it is amazing to 

me that the Democrats who are 
businesspeople that are on the com-
mittee, when talking without their 
talking points identify— 
The CHAIR. The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Chair, I 
yield an additional 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. HERN.—businesses as people who 
apparently abuse their employees and 
the employees continue to come to 
work. That is the irony of this. They 
have no idea what they are talking 
about. 

The reality is there are other job 
openings for everybody to go to, and 
yet, people continue to work. The only 
way you are prosperous in America and 
run a great business is if you take care 
of your people. That is it. That is all 
you have. That is what differentiates 
you in the world of a free market. I 
would hope that my Democratic col-
leagues would recognize that and give a 
little credit to the people who are out 
there putting their money and their 
risk on the line. 

In addition to my bill, this small 
business package includes legislation 
from my colleagues BOB GOOD, CLAUDIA 
TENNEY and TIM WALBERG that will 
provide small businesses access to the 
association health plans to build their 
negotiating power, stop-loss insurance 
to protect from catastrophic losses, 
and reporting from Treasury to update 
small business owners on new 
healthcare plans. 

Small businesses make up the foun-
dation of the American economy and 
have true incentives, moral and finan-
cial, to pay to keep Americans healthy. 
We should enable them to do so. I urge 
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on this 
bill. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

The gentleman has repeated his stat-
ed intent to provide the protection 
that his bill denies, and I would refer 
him, again, to page 3, line 2 of this bill 
as it was presented in committee, and 
the failure to refer to section 2791(b)(5) 
of the Public Health Service Act means 
that that protection will not be there. 
It could easily have been added if that 
were the true intent. It is omitted. 

Same page, line 12, the failure to in-
clude guarantees against non-
discrimination is not there. 

He is concerned about federalizing 
healthcare. Well, all that I want to do 
is set a minimum Federal standard 
that no person in this country will be 
denied because of a preexisting condi-
tion the healthcare that they deserve. 
That is what the Affordable Care Act 
was designed to achieve, not only for 
those in the marketplace, but beyond. 

Secondly, I want to ensure that dif-
ferent classes of employees are not 
treated differently. Let me just de-
scribe a little more of what is involved 
there. 

Just as they would allow insurers to 
discriminate against a newborn with a 
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heart murmur and call that a pre-
existing condition, their bill would per-
mit an employer to discriminate 
against their own employees. 

Just to give you a practical example. 
We have a lot of chicken processing 
plants down in northeast Texas. If 
there is a facility out there where the 
chicken pluckers are chasing the 
chickens, removing the feathers that 
are flying, those tough, dirty, hot jobs 
processing them may be managed by a 
group in some high-rise in Dallas or 
Tyler. 

Well, this bill, as it is written, will 
allow those executives to get their 
group health insurance policy with all 
the protections against preexisting 
conditions and being able to see, per-
haps, a concierge service for their 
healthcare. But the folks that are down 
there chasing the chickens and pluck-
ing the chickens, they get an ICHRA. 
All they get is ick. That is wrong. 

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, the CHOICE Arrangement Act 
will expand coverage for more types of 
workers by allowing employers to offer 
a CHOICE Arrangement to different 
groups of employees who may not have 
been offered health insurance pre-
viously, such as part-time or seasonal 
workers. 

Under this policy, nearly 1 million 
workers will have health insurance 
coverage for the very first time. 

Mr. Chair, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
TENNEY), who is an author of a piece of 
this legislation. 

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Chair, I rise today 
in support of the CHOICE Arrangement 
Act and my Small Business Flexibility 
Act, which is included in the under-
lying bill as the chairman just recog-
nized. 

Over the past 10 years, health insur-
ance premiums have gone up 130 per-
cent, and deductibles have increased by 
125 percent, and that is on average. It 
is even greater in some areas, espe-
cially for small business owners. 

This lack of affordability has led to 
the percentage of small businesses pro-
viding health insurance decreasing 
from almost 45 percent to 31 percent 
today. In addition, 75 percent of busi-
nesses with fewer than 200 employees 
now only offer one healthcare choice. 
That is no choice. 

Small business operators want to 
provide for their employees. They want 
to offer competitive benefits that pro-
mote choice in the marketplace while 
prioritizing excellent care, quality, and 
affordability. The problem is these 
costs are simply prohibitive. 

We should not accept this as the sta-
tus quo, and, thankfully, there are 
commonsense solutions that can help 
small businesses lower cost and in-
crease choice for their employees. 

Recent surveys have found that 70 
percent of small businesses are not 
even aware of the flexible opportuni-
ties to help them provide affordable 

health insurance as a benefit to their 
employees, such as the Small Business 
Healthcare Tax Credit, CHOICE Ar-
rangement Act, and Qualified Small 
Employer Health Reimbursement Ar-
rangements. 

My Small Business Flexibility Act 
will close this awareness gap by requir-
ing the Treasury Department to notify 
and educate small businesses on the 
flexible coverage options. 

Small employers want to provide 
these benefits to their employees for, 
among so many other reasons, long- 
term retention to allow them to ensure 
that they have high quality of life, and 
each of them has access to healthcare. 

It is time that we increased aware-
ness of these programs and address any 
obstacles to their successful and effec-
tive implementation. Therefore, I urge 
my colleagues to support the CHOICE 
Arrangement Act and the Small Busi-
ness Flexibility Act. 

b 1545 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Chairman, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
SMUCKER). 

Mr. SMUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of H.R. 3799. 

The comments by Mr. DOGGETT and 
others would make you think it is an 
entirely different bill. There is nothing 
in this bill that would change coverage 
for preexisting conditions. I don’t know 
what he is talking about with icky be-
cause more people will have healthcare 
available to them as a result of this 
bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I serve on two com-
mittees that have crafted pieces of this 
legislation, the Ways and Means Com-
mittee and the Education and the 
Workforce Committee. I think that all 
of us—and I think this is probably 
shared on both sides of the aisle—want 
all Americans to have access to the 
healthcare and to the insurance that 
they choose for themselves. As I said, I 
think we share that. 

Certainly, as a small business owner 
myself, I can relate to businessowners 
who want to ensure that their employ-
ees, their team members have access to 
the healthcare. They want them to be 
healthy; they want them to go home 
from work healthy; and they are very 
interested in ensuring that their em-
ployees have affordable coverage. 

This committee focused on expanding 
the CHOICE arrangements, which is a 
system that will provide numerous 
benefits for employees and small busi-
nesses because it lets job creators offer 
their workers cash to purchase indi-
vidual health plans, which will help by 
ensuring that if workers move from 
one job to another, they can take their 
health plan with them. They are more 
portable, so that is a great change that 
will help a lot of individuals. 

On the Education and the Workforce 
Committee, we wrote legislation that 

expands association health plans, or 
AHPs, which enable employers and the 
self-employed to band together. I have 
heard from a lot of self-employed indi-
viduals in my community who are hav-
ing trouble accessing health insurance 
that they prefer. This would allow 
them to band together across State 
lines to purchase health coverage for 
themselves and, in the case of small 
businesses, for their workers. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Chair, I 
yield an additional 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SMUCKER. Mr. Chair, there is 
one other thing in this bill which I 
think is very positive. We took action 
to preserve self-insurance. This is a 
system in which large and small em-
ployers pay for healthcare services di-
rectly instead of purchasing plans with 
a large insurer, which leads to savings 
and leads to collaboration between em-
ployers and workers at their company 
to ensure better wellness approach to 
keep employees healthy and not be re-
quired to access healthcare costs. It 
helps the workers, and it saves costs 
across the board. Self-insurance is an-
other part of this bill that we preserve, 
which I think is very great. 

The bottom line is that American 
workers and businesses need affordable 
and flexible healthcare options. This 
package of bills achieves those goals, 
and I urge my colleagues to support 
this legislation. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Let me respond to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. He says there is 
nothing in this bill about preexisting 
conditions and discrimination, and he 
is absolutely right. That is the whole 
failing of this bill. It does not include 
the protections that are necessary to 
ensure that no American is discrimi-
nated against on the basis of pre-
existing conditions and that no em-
ployer can discriminate among groups 
of its employees. 

He also says this is going to open 
more opportunities for more people to 
get health coverage. I would point out 
that studies have shown that 95 percent 
of the people who are in these icky 
plans now once had good group health 
coverage. My concern is that we will 
see even more people lose their good 
group health coverage and be put into 
an icky plan. 

As for the Small Business Flexibility 
Act, I am for the Treasury and others 
educating all employers and employees 
about their rights and opportunities, 
but I think this part of the overall 
package is very slanted. Treasury 
needs to be out there educating em-
ployers, some of whom may not know 
themselves the limitations that these 
junk plans have and how much they 
will disserve their employees. We need 
education of employees on how to un-
derstand whether their employer’s 
offer of coverage meets the minimum 
standard and is truly affordable for the 
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purposes of being able to otherwise en-
roll in subsidized marketplace cov-
erage. I think there are limitations on 
that portion of the bill as well and that 
it, therefore, should be rejected. 

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, when Democrats expanded 
ObamaCare subsidies in the Inflation 
Reduction Act, those billions of dollars 
flow directly to large health insurers. 
CHOICE arrangements, however, allows 
small businesses—small businesses—to 
reimburse their own employees di-
rectly for them to shop and purchase 
their own health insurance. This is how 
Washington should be empowering 
small businesses, not bailing out large 
health insurers. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentlewoman from Oregon (Mrs. CHA-
VEZ-DEREMER). 

Mrs. CHAVEZ-DEREMER. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in support of the CHOICE 
Arrangement Act. 

Small business owners are being 
hamstrung by soaring healthcare costs. 
I know firsthand because I am a small 
business owner, but you don’t have to 
take my word for it. The data speaks 
for itself. 

In Deschutes County in my district, 
the average small business premium 
for a family has increased by 111 per-
cent from 2014 to 2022. 

It is past time to provide small busi-
ness owners with more options so 
workers can access cheaper coverage. 
We can accomplish this by expanding 
association health plans and providing 
more flexibility to ensure employees 
can get the coverage that fits their 
needs best. 

Mr. Chairman, I am proud to support 
small businesses, which create jobs, 
foster innovation, and keep our econ-
omy running strong. 

Let’s get this done to ensure these 
employers can keep their doors open. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

The chairman of our committee says 
that there were great gifts to insurance 
companies. What the Build Back Better 
bill did was to give individuals addi-
tional tax credits. Some Republicans 
call those tax cuts, but they were cred-
its given to people to be able to afford 
insurance. As a result of that improve-
ment, many more Americans got the 
insurance that they need. 

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I remind the body that Build 
Back Better was never signed into law 
because neither the Democrats in the 
Senate nor the White House would even 
support it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
MEUSER). 

Mr. MEUSER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the chairman of Ways and Means, my 
good friend from Missouri, very much 
for having this important debate for 
the CHOICE Arrangement Act. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill does nothing 
more than expand the association 
health plans. Businesses want to have 
current coverage that exists today. 
They can keep it. President Trump 
years back enacted an expansion of as-
sociation health plans which greatly 
benefited the farmers in my district 
and the small businesses in my district 
to find plans that suited them. 

They used the power of their num-
bers to reduce costs 29 percent. We 
have better coverage, preferable to the 
entities, at lower costs. If they like 
their current coverage, they can keep 
it. It sounds way too logical, appar-
ently, for this body. There is no logical 
reason to oppose H.R. 3799 other than 
for special interests or political moti-
vation. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I say to the chairman, he is abso-
lutely correct. I referred to the Build 
Back Better instead of the American 
Rescue Plan. It is easy to get confused 
about them. The American Rescue 
Plan was, of course, signed into law 
and has helped so many Americans. 
However, we always know that what-
ever the name, Republicans are against 
all of them, as they were, and voted 
unanimously against all of the oppor-
tunity that they created for millions 
more Americans to get and keep health 
insurance and provide themselves secu-
rity. 

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, if the gentleman from Texas has 
no further speakers, I am prepared to 
close. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself the balance of my time to close. 

I focused on one part of this entire 
package of bills, but together it is 
truly a thinly veiled attempt to cir-
cumvent the Affordable Care Act. 
Being unable to repeal it, having noth-
ing but nothing care to replace it with 
is really kind of a death by a thousand 
cuts, making healthcare less accessible 
and affordable for so many at-risk 
workers. 

The bills in this package include a 
codification of the Trump-era rule that 
allows employers to offer these ICHRA 
plans to their employees instead of em-
ployer-sponsored health plans. 

Under this plan, employers may offer 
a voucher and force their employee to 
shop for their own coverage. 

Under this bill, employers are per-
mitted to pick and choose among their 
employees and discriminate against 
some with their vouchers. 

This bill also includes an expansion 
of the association health plans, which 
my colleague from Virginia will dis-
cuss at greater length. That has been a 
standard tenet of Republicans’ assault 
on the Affordable Care Act. It is a pro-
vision that would allow self-employed 
individuals and small businesses to cir-
cumvent the guarantees of the Afford-
able Care Act and steer consumers into 
shoddy coverage that does not cover 

the healthcare they most need when 
they need it, the essential health bene-
fits. 

It also does not offer them protection 
against preexisting conditions or age 
or the fact that before the Affordable 
Care Act was adopted, women were dis-
criminated against at a great rate and 
often denied the coverage that they 
needed or it was priced so high they 
could not afford it. 

The bill would also preempt State 
regulation of association health plans 
and disrupt risk pools as these plans do 
not have to follow standard premium- 
setting rules and risk adjustment. This 
bill is similar to the Trump adminis-
tration rule that was struck down in 
2019. 

If you are beginning to recognize a 
pattern here, this is all Trump, Trump, 
Trump because he is still the Pied 
Piper for the Republican Conference, as 
we just saw in this disgraceful presen-
tation about our honorable colleague 
ADAM SCHIFF. 

This package also contains a provi-
sion to encourage employers to offer 
self-funded plans, which are not re-
quired to comply with ACA protec-
tions, again, on preexisting conditions, 
on essential health benefits, and more. 
Most employers do not want to take on 
the risk of offering a self-funded plan. 
However, by expanding stop-loss cov-
erage, which sets a catastrophic 
amount the employer will be respon-
sible for, and then covers any other 
costs that may come up from covering 
their employees, self-funded plans will 
be more attractive. 

This legislation prevents Federal and 
State governments from regulating 
stop-loss coverage and risks more em-
ployers opting for self-funded plans 
that do not protect healthcare con-
sumers. 

Finally, without providing any addi-
tional resources, this legislative pack-
age tells the Treasury Department to 
educate employers about how great 
these new icky plans are and their 
health reimbursement accounts, which 
would bar workers from more afford-
able coverage under the marketplace 
already available. 

At the heart of this effort is just the 
perpetual push by House Republicans 
to weaken the protections of the Af-
fordable Care Act, which have pre-
vented financial ruin for so many peo-
ple and assured access to healthcare for 
so many people. 

Under the provisions of this bill, em-
ployers can form association health 
plans to skirt some of the requirements 
of the ACA like the essential health 
benefits. State and Federal regulators 
will be hamstrung in their ability to 
protect small businesses and workers 
in self-funded plans. 

Utilizing these icky ICHRA plans, 
employers can also push those with 
preexisting conditions, women, and 
older workers into the individual mar-
ket with vouchers while keeping their 
younger and healthier employees on 
employee-sponsored insurance. There-
fore, the sick get treated differently. 
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Those who have disabilities, who have 
had long-term chronic conditions, 
could be treated very differently and 
put at great risk. 

I think for all these reasons that this 
legislation should be soundly rejected. 
This is an opportunity to defend all 
that the Affordable Care Act has meant 
to Americans and offer that oppor-
tunity to more people rather than de-
ception that is the hallmark of this bill 
and following the Trump approach that 
junk insurance is what would be most 
available to Americans. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

b 1600 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Chair, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

Congress has an opportunity to help 
small businesses by making it easier 
for those who choose to provide health 
insurance for their employees. 

This bill is the best of both worlds for 
small businesses and workers. It re-
lieves many small businesses of the 
burden of administering a complex 
health insurance plan by allowing 
them to instead offer meaningful finan-
cial support to employees so that they 
can buy their own insurance. It takes 
some of the guessing game out of offer-
ing coverage by making sure small 
businesses are informed of the various 
options they have. It gives workers the 
freedom to choose the best possible 
coverage for themselves and their fam-
ilies. 

By passing this legislation, we will 
allow small businesses to get back to 
the basics, helping their customers, 
taking care of their employees, and 
serving their communities. 

I want to address the misleading 
claims we have heard from our Demo-
crat colleagues. At our markup, one of 
my Democrat colleagues called the 
health plan options under this bill junk 
plans. That is unequivocally false. 
These funds can only be used to pur-
chase plans that cover preexisting con-
ditions. Regardless of what you hear on 
the other side, this covers plans with 
preexisting conditions. It covers plans 
that cap out-of-pocket expenses and 
guarantees coverage during open en-
rollment. 

They also claim that we are opening 
a backdoor for businesses to discrimi-
nate in the health benefits offered to 
their employees. CHOICE arrange-
ments provide the opposite of discrimi-
nation. They provide equal contribu-
tions to all employees with the same 
employment status, only adjusting for 
age and family size. 

In fact, many businesses today don’t 
offer health benefits to any of their 
part-time employees. Through CHOICE 
arrangements, these employees may be 
seeing their first offer of meaningful 
health benefits. 

Today, we are taking another step 
forward to cut the bureaucratic red 
tape holding back small businesses. We 
should make it easier, not harder, to 
give America’s workers, families, farm-

ers, and small businesses access to 
flexible healthcare options. 

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues 
to support this legislation, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mrs. WAGNER). 
The Chair now recognizes the Com-
mittee on Education and the Work-
force. The gentlewoman from North 
Carolina (Ms. FOXX) and the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from North Carolina. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Madam Chair, I rise today to support 
the House Republican package to al-
leviate rising healthcare costs for 
small businesses. I am proud that the 
Committee on Education and the 
Workforce has taken a leading role in 
this effort. 

Healthcare cost is the number one 
issue facing small businesses today. In 
fact, according to the NFIB, it has been 
their top issue for over 30 straight 
years. Through the dot-com bubble, the 
Great Recession, the COVID–19 pan-
demic, and record inflation, small busi-
nesses have consistently identified 
healthcare costs as their greatest con-
cern. 

House Republicans recognize that 
these small businesses are the engines 
of the American economy, and this 
package is the first step toward much- 
needed relief. 

I will take a moment to discuss the 
two pieces of this package from the ju-
risdiction of the Education and the 
Workforce Committee. First, this 
package incorporates Representative 
GOOD’s Self-Insurance Protection Act. 
We passed the Self-Insurance Protec-
tion Act through committee because 
small businesses are being squeezed. 
There is no other way to put it. 

On the one hand, premiums are sky-
rocketing, and it is costing small busi-
nesses a fortune to cover their employ-
ees. Single-coverage premiums cost 
about $8,000 per year now, and they are 
drastically outpacing inflation. The 
bottom-up inflationary pressures have 
inevitably forced small businesses out 
of the insurance marketplace, and 
more and more are deciding to self-in-
sure. Experts predicted this when the 
ACA passed, and it has held true. 

On the other hand, the government is 
coming from the top down and telling 
small businesses they cannot access 
stop-loss insurance. Stop-loss insur-
ance is a financial tool that self-in-
sured businesses typically buy to pro-
tect themselves from catastrophic 
costs, but the government overreaches, 
overregulates, and denies many small 
businesses this critical tool. 

For example, in New York, insurers 
are expressly prohibited from selling 
stop-loss insurance to employers with 
fewer than 100 employees. The New 
York State Association of Health Un-
derwriters wrote regarding the law: 
‘‘Some groups have already lost their 
employer-provided health coverage al-

together and have had to go into the 
New York health insurance market-
place exchange to obtain coverage, 
only to find that their new coverage 
has higher copays, larger deductibles, 
greater total out-of-pocket annual lim-
its, narrower in-plan healthcare pro-
vider networks, and fewer out-of-net-
work medical specialists.’’ 

Like in a pincer maneuver, the gov-
ernment is coming from both sides and 
trapping small businesses in the middle 
with no options. 

The Self-Insurance Protection Act is 
the solution. It provides a lifeline to 
small businesses and hardworking 
Americans who are being squeezed by 
the soaring cost of traditional health 
insurance. It would stop Federal and 
State overregulation of stop-loss insur-
ance, allowing self-insured small busi-
nesses a way out of the government’s 
two-sided trap. 

Next, this package also incorporates 
Representative WALBERG’s Association 
Health Plans Act, which is perhaps the 
single best cost-saving tool at our dis-
posal. The Association Health Plans 
Act would offer immediate relief for 
everyday workers, taxpayers, and job 
creators. I know this because it has 
been tested. 

In 2019, before the courts stopped 
President Trump’s association health 
plan, AHP rule, America got a chance 
to see and feel the impact of deregula-
tion. AHPs produced savings of up to 29 
percent on average. At the upper limit, 
groups saved 50 percent with their 
newly formed AHPs. 

AHPs achieve these savings by allow-
ing small businesses to band together 
to increase their bargaining power 
when purchasing health insurance. 
Currently, many regulations restrict 
small businesses and individuals from 
doing so. 

Enabling small economic actors to 
pool resources is critical to their com-
petitiveness in the market. In 
healthcare, big companies enjoy large 
economies of scale, and only more so 
with each passing year. 

Countless studies and evidence point 
toward this worrisome trend of market 
consolidation. Three pharmacy benefit 
managers own 80 percent of the mar-
ket. Physician practices and hospitals 
are merging at a rapid pace. Thank-
fully, hospital mergers have slowed 
during and after the pandemic, but it is 
not enough. This bill helps mom-and- 
pop shops and self-employed workers 
fight back. 

I should also clarify that this bill 
does not turn healthcare into the Wild 
West, like some Members claim. Impor-
tant regulatory guidelines exist to 
make sure enrollees would not be de-
frauded under AHPs. 

For example, every AHP must have a 
board consisting of at least 75 percent 
employer membership. This ensures 
that AHPs are maintained in good 
faith. 

They are also required to abide by ex-
isting consumer protections, such as 
prohibitions against discriminating 
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based on an individual’s health status 
and prohibitions against using pre-
existing conditions to deny coverage, 
increase premiums, or impose waiting 
periods. 

The benefits of the Association 
Health Plans Act can be summed up in 
the words of Trump’s DOL: ‘‘AHPs are 
about more choice, more access, and 
more coverage.’’ I agree. 

Let’s help small businesses get the 
relief they need and working Ameri-
cans the coverage they deserve. 

Madam Chair, I urge passage of this 
healthcare package, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam 
Chair, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Madam Chair, the proposals in H.R. 
3799 are yet another recycled, futile at-
tempt to sabotage the Affordable Care 
Act and actually make it harder for 
workers and families to find affordable, 
high-quality health insurance. 

This legislative package includes two 
bills that were marked up by the Com-
mittee on Education and the Work-
force. 

The first is the Association Health 
Plans Act. This act undermines a core 
promise of the ACA, access to afford-
able healthcare for all. This faulty leg-
islation may provide lower costs for 
some enrollees, but it would do so by 
skimping on benefits and increasing 
costs for everybody else. 

Specifically, the bill would allow as-
sociation health plans to cherry-pick 
low-risk, young individuals for a pool 
separate from the ACA marketplace. 
You may hear my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle tout the bill’s 
nominal protections against discrimi-
nation based on preexisting conditions, 
but they omit the details regarding the 
other large loopholes that leave con-
sumers vulnerable in this bill, such as 
charging higher risk groups more so 
that the plan will not be attractive to 
them and charging low-risk groups less 
so that they will be the ones that come 
in. 

In fact, this legislation explicitly au-
thorizes AHPs to set premiums based 
on the ‘‘specific risk profile’’ of em-
ployer members, enabling them to 
charge higher premiums to groups 
based on their age, gender, and other 
factors. AHPs could also exclude cer-
tain categories of coverage, such as 
maternity care, mental health, or sub-
stance abuse disorder, to dissuade cer-
tain groups or individuals from enroll-
ing. Under the bill, association health 
plans could also evade essential health 
benefits and other consumer protec-
tions under State and Federal law. 

It is a bad idea because of simple 
arithmetic. If healthy, low-risk indi-
viduals can leave the Affordable Care 
Act marketplace risk pool and join a 
separate association and pay lower 
rates on average, those that did not get 
into these plans will, on average, pay 
higher premiums. 

Let’s be clear. Only low-cost groups 
will be in these plans because if you are 

a high-risk group, the cost will be too 
much and will not be attractive. If 
they are high-risk groups with pre-
existing conditions, older groups, and 
whatnot, they will not be able to form 
groups that charge less than the ACA 
marketplace, and nobody will want to 
join. 

Under the ACA, everybody pays an 
average. If you have a preexisting con-
dition or do not have a preexisting con-
dition, everybody pays the same, and 
everybody gets insurance at an afford-
able cost. 

Everybody enjoys all the essential 
benefits under the ACA. Association 
plans, for example, do not have to pro-
vide coverage for essential benefits like 
maternity benefits. All the costs of ma-
ternity care will be borne by fewer and 
fewer people. 

The average cost of insurance for 
those not in the plans will slowly grow 
as the number of association plans 
grows. 

b 1615 

Various versions of this legislation 
have been pushed by Republicans for 
decades, but all iterations suffer from 
the same fundamental flaw, they shift 
costs to the most vulnerable. That is 
why more than 30 leading consumer 
and patient groups have expressed seri-
ous concerns with this harmful legisla-
tion. 

The other bill marked up in the Edu-
cation and the Workforce Committee 
was the Self-Insurance Protection Act, 
legislation that further erodes the ACA 
by exempting stop-loss insurance from 
key consumer protections. 

The bill would prevent the Secre-
taries of Health and Human Services, 
Labor, and the Treasury from regu-
lating stop-loss insurance coverage. 
Even more troubling, the bill makes it 
virtually impossible for States to pro-
tect consumers from abusive practices 
by invalidating State laws that regu-
late stop-loss. 

Stop-loss insurance usually covers 
costs above a catastrophic level, over a 
million dollars or something like that. 
They can be written to cover every-
thing over a thousand dollars when 
they become essentially regular insur-
ance except that they are not regu-
lated. There are no solvency regula-
tions, no benefit regulations, no noth-
ing. 

We can all agree that small busi-
nesses and self-insured people deserve 
access to affordable healthcare, and 
that is what you get under the Afford-
able Care Act. We should also agree 
that people deserve basic consumer 
protections to ensure that they have 
insurance with quality, solvency, an 
agency to call if something goes wrong, 
and coverage for essential benefits. 
That is why we passed the Affordable 
Care Act in the first place. It is also 
why, when Democrats were in charge 
in the last Congress, we passed the 
American Rescue Plan and the Infla-
tion Reduction Act to make coverage 
even more affordable. 

The question before us is: Do we want 
to make sure that every individual can 
continue to find affordable and quality 
healthcare coverage, or do we want to 
pass H.R. 3799 and create roadblocks 
for Americans seeking care? 

Madam Chair, I would hope that we 
would oppose this bill, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Chair, our col-
leagues are opposed to freedom in 
choosing healthcare. They want every-
one in government-controlled 
healthcare and are quite willing to 
mislead the American people on what 
these bills do. 

Madam Chair, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
WALBERG), a member of the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Chair, I rise 
in support of H.R. 3799, the CHOICE Ar-
rangement Act. I thank both the Ways 
and Means Committee and the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce 
for their hard work in bringing this im-
portant bill to the floor. 

I must state that what I have heard 
over the last 20 minutes of sitting here 
and listening to my colleagues, it 
would lead me to believe that they 
think Republicans don’t want good 
healthcare, that we don’t need good 
healthcare, that we don’t use good 
healthcare, and that we would support 
employers not giving us good 
healthcare or our constituents good 
healthcare, and that we would expect 
that Republican employers wouldn’t 
feel the same impact of trying to com-
pete with other employers whose bene-
fits their employees look for. 

That is just not true. I don’t think 
the American public believes that. We 
have the same concerns. We want good 
healthcare. That is why this bill has 
been put forward. 

With the ACA, true, everybody had 
insurance, but not everybody had 
healthcare when they tried to use it. 
The high cost of healthcare remains a 
struggle for small businesses, many of 
whom are facing lingering hardships 
from the pandemic as well as inflation. 

In fact, a recent survey from the 
NFIB showed that while employers by 
and large believe offering health bene-
fits is important, 98 percent of small 
businesses are concerned that 
healthcare costs will become 
unsustainable within the next 5 to 10 
years. 

The CHOICE Arrangement Act pro-
vides innovative healthcare solutions 
to bring down healthcare costs for 
small businesses. 

I am proud that H.R. 3799 includes 
my legislation to expand association 
health plans. AHPs are commonsense 
solutions that empower small employ-
ers and their employees when making 
health coverage decisions. 

Right now, small businesses are often 
on an unequal playing field with larger 
companies and unions. Because they 
have fewer employees, small businesses 
have limited bargaining power when it 
comes to negotiating for lower insur-
ance costs for their workers and higher 
care coverage. 
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By providing small businesses with 

greater bargaining power, the Associa-
tion Health Plans Act allows them to 
offer more quality options for workers 
at a better price. 

Madam Chair, the Association Health 
Plans Act will level the playing field 
for small businesses and empower their 
employees to access quality healthcare 
at a lower cost. It also represents an 
important step toward purchasing 
health insurance across State lines. 

Today’s vote is an immediate first 
step to help job creators provide afford-
able healthcare options to their em-
ployees and transition toward a pa-
tient-centered healthcare system that 
works for Republicans and Democrats. 

Madam Chair, I encourage support of 
H.R. 3799. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam 
Chair, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
DOGGETT), the ranking member of the 
Health Subcommittee of the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Chair, I 
would say to the gentleman from 
Michigan, I am sure there are many 
Republicans who want to assure good 
healthcare to all people. The problem 
is with this specific bill. 

The one-page amendment that I of-
fered could have guaranteed these 
ICHRA employees that they would face 
no discrimination among classes of em-
ployees and no barrier of preexisting 
conditions. 

That clarification would have solved 
this problem, and their failure repeat-
edly to accept that one-page amend-
ment, with no explanation other than 
that they wanted to do the same thing, 
or that it was duplicative, betrays the 
promise of this bill and suggests that 
discrimination and denial of coverage 
based on preexisting conditions is what 
Americans in these plans will face. 

The chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee, our colleague from Mis-
souri (Mr. SMITH) closed by saying that 
his goal is to cut red tape. Well, that is 
a goal that I think all of us can share, 
but I am afraid that this bill, as writ-
ten, will only throw more Americans 
into the red and into medical debt, 
which is already high despite the pro-
tections that we have provided to date. 

There are so many families over-
whelmed by medical debt, and some 
who will be denied the opportunity to 
get the protection they need from their 
healthcare providers because they sim-
ply cannot afford it. 

Madam Chair, I would say at the ap-
propriate time I will offer a motion to 
recommit to this bill and send it back 
to committee. If the House rules per-
mit it, I would have offered this motion 
with an appropriate amendment to the 
bill. 

My amendment would ensure that 
this bill does not take effect unless the 
Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices certifies that this bill will not re-
sult in anyone losing access to cov-
erage of essential health benefits or see 
their healthcare costs rise, the very ob-
jective that the gentleman from Vir-
ginia has been discussing. 

Madam Chair, I include in the 
RECORD the text of this amendment. 

Mr. Doggett moves to recommit the 
bill H.R. 3799 to the Committee on 
Ways and Means with instructions to 
report the same back to the House 
forthwith, with the following amend-
ment: 

Add at the end the following new 
title: 

TITLE VI—EFFECTIVE DATE 
SEC. 601. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this Act, the provisions of this Act and the 
amendments made by this Act shall not 
apply unless the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services submits to Congress a cer-
tification that such provisions and amend-
ments will not result in— 

(1) individuals losing access to coverage of 
essential health benefits (as defined for pur-
poses of section 1302(b) of the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act (42 U.S.C. 
18022(b))); or 

(2) higher costs to individuals for coverage 
that includes such benefits. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Chair, I hope 
my colleagues will join us in sup-
porting it, recommitting this, pursuing 
the objective of better healthcare for 
all, and protecting all Americans from 
preexisting condition barriers, and en-
suring they are not the subject of dis-
crimination. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Chair, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GOOD), who introduced this 
resolution, and is chair of the Health, 
Employment, Labor, and Pensions Sub-
committee. 

Mr. GOOD of Virginia. Madam Chair, 
I rise in support of the CHOICE Ar-
rangement Act because it charts a 
course for Americans to take charge of 
their healthcare. 

This bill includes several important 
provisions, including one of my bills, 
the Self-Insurance Protection Act. 
Self-insured healthcare plans give em-
ployers more choices to build and tai-
lor health plans that best meet the 
needs of their employees. 

Self-insured plans are popular. In 
fact, in 2022, 65 percent of workers were 
enrolled in self-insured plans. Small 
and midsize businesses are turning to 
self-insured plans because of the flexi-
bilities they provide in offering high- 
quality healthcare coverage at an af-
fordable cost to employees. 

Stop-loss insurance is a critical com-
ponent of an employer’s ability to suc-
cessfully self-insure in a way that best 
suits their needs. Most employers 
choose to purchase stop-loss insurance 
to manage financial risk, shielding 
them from potentially catastrophic 
medical claims that could sink their 
businesses. 

Unfortunately, Washington bureau-
crats have tried to regulate stop-loss 
insurance into nonexistence. The 
Obama administration threatened to 
regulate stop-loss as traditional health 
insurance, a move that would make 
self-insurance inaccessible, and force 
individuals onto the ObamaCare ex-
change and drive up costs. 

My bill would make sure the Biden 
administration can’t mandate the deci-

sion of small business owners and 
weaponize regulations to prevent ac-
cess to stop-loss policies for small busi-
ness owners. 

Additionally, some State laws un-
fairly limit small businesses from ac-
cessing the self-insured market solely 
based on the size of their operations. 
My legislation would protect the abil-
ity for businesses to self-insure and en-
sure that no government entity can 
prevent them from making the best 
possible decision for their business and 
their employees. 

Another key provision of the CHOICE 
Arrangement Act would make Associa-
tion Health Plans more accessible for 
small businesses and self-employed 
workers. 

This policy is a big win for my home 
State of Virginia. Last year, Virginia 
passed a law allowing realtors to form 
Association Health Plans. Sadly, the 
Biden administration has threatened to 
block implementation of the State law 
because it doesn’t comply with 
ObamaCare. 

Voting for the legislation today 
would allow for the Virginia law to 
flourish without Federal Government 
intervention. The Medicare for All 
mentality thinks that businessowners 
aren’t equipped to provide quality 
health coverage for their employees. 
That simply is not the case. 

A majority of Americans, 159 million, 
in fact, have health benefits through 
their jobs, and they like their plans. 
Madam Chair, 78 percent of employers 
decide to enroll in employer-sponsored 
insurance when given the option. 

The CHOICE Arrangement Act re-
sponds to the needs of the American 
people, and I hope all of my colleagues 
can support this effort to empower 
small business owners across America. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam 
Chair, I would inquire as to how much 
time is remaining. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Virginia has 111⁄2 minutes remain-
ing, and the gentlewoman from North 
Carolina has 71⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam 
Chair, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Madam Chair, the gentleman from 
Michigan talked about the motive of 
employers. I think the employers want 
to give good coverage. The problem 
with this bill is it enables one company 
to find loopholes to get a good deal for 
that company even if it results in high-
er costs for everybody else. That is the 
problem with this legislation. 

Madam Chair, I include in the 
RECORD a letter of opposition written 
by the AFL–CIO. 

Among other things, the letter states 
that this bill undermines comprehen-
sive coverage and subjects workers to 
financial risk. 

AFL–CIO 
LEGISLATIVE ALERT, 

June 20, 2023. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 

AFL–CIO, I urge you to oppose the CHOICE 
Arrangement Act (H.R. 3799). This package 
would make two substantial changes in 
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health coverage policy—both harmful to 
workers. 

First, H.R. 3799 will loosen the definition of 
association health plans (AHPs), opening the 
door for more employers to establish plans 
that evade Affordable Care Act (ACA) re-
quirements to cover essential health benefits 
and participate in market-wide risk pools. 
Despite what their name suggests, associa-
tion health plans are not a form of niche cov-
erage for professional associations. Under 
current rules, AHPs may be established by 
multiple employers and draw broadly from 
insurance markets to enroll self-employed 
individuals. With the ability to set rates 
based on a limited pool of enrollees, AHPs 
have been able to offer coverage with lower 
premiums, but their track record is poor. 
Too often, these plans misjudged the risks 
involved and have gone insolvent, leaving 
enrollees in the lurch. In other cases, enroll-
ees have been defrauded by scammers who 
exploited the AHP regulatory loopholes. 

Second, under the guise of ‘‘protecting’’ 
stop-loss insurance for self-funded group 
health plans, H.R. 3799 would allow employer 
health plans to avoid the ACA requirement 
that insured plans cover essential health 
benefits. The policy is intended to allow 
plans that are unable to actually self-fund 
with adequate reserves to instead purchase a 
high level of stop-loss insurance. Lack of 
adequate reserves leave many of these plans, 
and their enrollees, at risk since stop-loss in-
surers often retain the right to drop the in-
surance if medical costs for the group begin 
to climb. This is not a stable form of cov-
erage. 

By allowing plans to offer coverage that 
does not comply with ACA essential health 
benefits requirements, both of these policies 
would allow plans to cherry pick healthier, 
less-costly enrollees from the small group 
and individual markets. This will increase 
premiums for good comprehensive coverage 
because risks cannot be spread widely to re-
duce costs for all. 

We urge you to protect working people by 
opposing this legislation that undermines 
comprehensive coverage and subjects work-
ers to financial risk. 

Sincerely, 
WILLIAM SAMUEL, 

Director, Government Affairs. 
Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam 

Chair, I include in the RECORD a broad 
post written by the Center on Budget 
and Policy Priorities. 

Among other things, the post states 
that the bill will undermine consumer 
protections, segment insurance mar-
kets, and impose new burdens on indi-
viduals to navigate an already complex 
system. 

[From the Center on Budget and Policy 
Priorities, June 20, 2023] 

HEALTH BILLS HEADED FOR A VOTE IN THE 
HOUSE UNDERMINE CONSUMER PROTECTIONS 
AND MARKET RULES 

(By Sarah Lueck) 

The House is moving toward a vote on leg-
islation that would weaken Affordable Care 
Act (ACA) consumer protections and private 
market rules. Proponents of these changes 
claim they will increase choices and reduce 
red tape for employers, but a closer look 
shows the problems they would create. The 
legislation would: 

Expand association health plans (AHPs). 
The legislation would allow AHPs, a type of 
health plan that trade associations, profes-
sional groups, and other organizations may 
offer their members, to cover self-employed 
individuals and small businesses as if they 
were large employers. This would exempt 

them from ACA standards that otherwise 
apply to health plans in the individual and 
small group markets. Similar to a Trump- 
era rule a court struck down in 2019, the bill 
would segment insurance risk pools: some in-
dividuals who are younger and healthier, or 
small businesses whose employees have that 
profile, could get plans with lower premiums 
because they would be priced separately 
from ACA-compliant coverage and would not 
have to meet ACA standards, such as a re-
quirement to cover a set of essential health 
benefits. As a result, other individuals and 
small businesses remaining in ACA-regu-
lated markets would see higher premiums. 

Expand Individual Coverage Health Reim-
bursement Arrangements (ICHRAs). The leg-
islation would codify provisions similar to a 
Trump-era rule currently in place that al-
lows employers to forgo offering a regular 
group health insurance plan and instead 
offer an HRA (a tax-favored, employer-fund-
ed account) that workers could use to buy 
their own individual insurance coverage. In-
creasing such arrangements could raise ACA 
marketplace premiums; they are likely to 
attract sicker-than-average firms that can 
spend less to fund an ICHRA than they must 
pay for a group health plan. And firms may 
find strategies to shift sicker workers to 
HRAs, even with guardrails in the legislation 
meant to prevent this. 

Plus, these arrangements require employ-
ees to do considerable work compared with 
signing up for an employer plan—they must 
apply for and select a plan, set up premium 
payments, and understand what expenses the 
ICHRA covers. Also, workers offered an 
ICHRA could be confused about whether the 
offer renders them ineligible for a market-
place premium tax credit—that is, whether 
it constitutes an ‘‘affordable’’ employer offer 
that precludes credit eligibility. And while 
employers must give workers a notice of 
HRA rules, they needn’t personalize them to 
tell individual workers whether their plan is 
affordable. These complications for employ-
ees could drive down coverage. 

Increase self-insured employer plans. An-
other provision would encourage more small 
employers with healthier workers to self-in-
sure (meaning that the employer bears the 
financial risk), rather than offering a fully 
insured health plan (for which an insurer 
bears the risk). Specifically, the bill would 
protect a complex self-insurance arrange-
ment known as level funding from tighter 
regulation. Similar to AHPs, this scheme al-
lows small firms with healthier workers to 
provide plans that avoid ACA small-group 
market premium and benefit standards with-
out being a large employer or taking on the 
risk of self-insurance. This provision would 
make level funding an even more common 
way for smaller firms to avoid having to 
offer plans that meet ACA market rules— 
this would raise premiums for small busi-
nesses that remain in the fully insured, 
small-group market if small firms with 
younger and healthier workers move to self- 
insure. 

House committees recently approved other 
health bills that raise concerns. The Ways 
and Means Committee moved to expand 
health savings accounts (HSAs), which over-
whelmingly benefit high income people and 
exacerbate racial and ethnic inequities in 
coverage access and wealth accumulation. 
HSA tax benefits currently are only avail-
able when someone has a high-deductible 
health plan that meets certain federal rules. 
But the committee approved a bill that 
would allow high-deductible plans to cover 
telehealth services pre-deductible, while still 
qualifying for HSA tax benefits. It is esti-
mated to cost $5 billion from 2025 through 
2033. 

Another bill, approved by the House Edu-
cation and Workforce Committee, would let 

employers offer workers stand-alone tele-
health-only plans and exempt the plans from 
providing ACA consumer protections or 
meeting other federal laws that otherwise 
apply to employer coverage. The bill would 
exempt telehealth plans from, for example, 
covering mental health care at parity with 
other care and providing preventive services 
at no cost to enrollees. The plans could also 
impose annual and lifetime limits on cov-
erage and sharply limit the types of condi-
tions they would address. 

Additional policy changes are needed to 
make health coverage and care more afford-
able for many people, despite the ACA’s sig-
nificant benefits for individuals and small 
businesses. But the legislation heading to 
the House floor is misguided. It would under-
mine consumer protections, segment insur-
ance markets, and impose new burdens on in-
dividuals to navigate an already complex 
system. 

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

Ms. FOXX. Madam Chair, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. ALLEN), a member of the Com-
mittee on Education and the Work-
force. 

Mr. ALLEN. Madam Chair, I rise 
today to urge a vote in support of the 
CHOICE Arrangement Act to enhance 
the flexibility and affordability of 
healthcare options for small busi-
nesses. Competition is the only way to 
drive down costs. 

b 1630 
Democratic policies like ObamaCare 

have led to consolidation in the mar-
ketplace, skyrocketing premiums, and 
a broken individual health market that 
costs taxpayers more than $1 trillion a 
year while covering only 4.6 percent of 
the population. Make no mistake, 
Madam Chair, the Federal Government 
owns healthcare, and there is no pri-
vate system to compete with it. 

As a small business owner, I was for-
tunate to be able to offer my employ-
ees private health insurance without 
having to send them to the ACA ex-
change, and I understand how much 
employers want to be able to offer 
their employees quality healthcare 
coverage at a low cost. I guarantee 
you, Madam Chair, that the business 
community will figure out healthcare 
and how to lower costs. 

Unfortunately, many small busi-
nesses lack the economies of scale 
needed to negotiate lower prices with 
insurance companies. This common-
sense package aims to reduce adminis-
trative burdens and empower small em-
ployers to be able to provide healthcare 
coverage to their employees by remov-
ing barriers and implementing innova-
tive solutions like association health 
plans. 

Small businesses and private employ-
ers can band together in association 
health plans to be in a better bar-
gaining position to reduce healthcare 
costs for their employees. As an origi-
nal cosponsor of the Association 
Health Plans Act, I am pleased it was 
included in the package we have before 
us today. 

This legislation will also expand as-
sociation health plans by allowing self- 
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employed individuals to participate in 
an ERISA-covered health plan. 

I was proud to work with Congress-
man HERN on the Healthy Future Task 
Force Affordability Subcommittee last 
Congress, and the legislation we are de-
bating today is a culmination of our 
hard work. We were able to produce so-
lutions to provide high quality, afford-
able, and personalized healthcare for 
workers and their families, as well as 
innovative policies so more small busi-
nesses can offer healthcare benefits. 

I am proud to have worked on the so-
lutions included in the CHOICE Ar-
rangement Act which will give small 
businesses the freedom to focus on 
serving their customers and employees. 

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues 
to support this bill. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam 
Chair, I am prepared to close, and I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

Madam Chair, I regret that my Re-
publican colleagues continue to reliti-
gate the Affordable Care Act. However, 
what we have seen is not new. It is 
what we have seen time and time again 
over the last 13 years. They continue 
using every tool they can to undermine 
the ACA and limit access to quality 
healthcare, weaken consumer protec-
tions, and increase average costs. 

The provisions of this package do 
nothing to lower overall healthcare 
costs for workers and their families. In 
fact, for most consumers, the result of 
this legislation is that while some may 
save a little bit, most consumers will 
end up paying more. 

Madam Chair, I strongly urge my col-
leagues to oppose the bill, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Chair, I yield my-
self the balance of my time. 

Madam Chair, my colleagues have ex-
plained that many things that our col-
leagues across the aisle have said about 
these bills are not accurate. 

I am not going to say it again, but I 
think it is important that we say that 
these bills are going to do good things 
for the American people. It is going to 
provide choice and it is going to pro-
vide lower costs. 

I am certain of two things: one, 
healthcare costs present a significant 
burden on small businesses; and, two, 
inaction is not going to cut it. 

This comprehensive small business 
healthcare package is a proven first 
step on free market principles and re-
ducing government interference. By 
empowering small businesses with 
choice in competition, we can lower 
healthcare costs and increase access to 
high-quality care. 

I hope the other side of the aisle 
gives this legislation the serious con-
sideration it deserves. I often hear 
complaints that Republicans don’t 
have a plan to fix healthcare costs. 
Here it is. 

Let’s reduce healthcare costs to-
gether and pass this package. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen-
eral debate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

In lieu of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 
printed in the bill, an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute consisting of 
the text of Rules Committee Print 118– 
9, modified by the amendment printed 
in part C of House Report 118–115, shall 
be considered as adopted. The bill, as 
amended, shall be considered as the 
original bill for the purpose of further 
amendment under the 5-minute rule 
and shall be considered as read. 

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

H.R. 3799 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembly, 

TITLE I—ASSOCIATION HEALTH PLANS 
ACT 

SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Association 

Health Plans Act’’. 
SEC. 102. TREATMENT OF GROUP OR ASSOCIA-

TION OF EMPLOYERS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3(5) of the Employee 

Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 (29 
U.S.C. 1002(5)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘The term’’ and inserting ‘‘(A) 
The term’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) For purposes of subparagraph (A), a 

group or association of employers shall be treat-
ed as an ‘employer’, regardless of whether the 
employers composing such group or association 
are in the same industry, trade, or profession, if 
such group or association— 

‘‘(i)(I) has established and maintains an em-
ployee welfare benefit plan that is a group 
health plan (as defined in section 733(a)(1)); 

‘‘(II) provides coverage under such plan to at 
least 51 employees after all of the employees em-
ployed by all of the employer members of such 
group or association have been aggregated and 
counted together as described in subparagraph 
(D); 

‘‘(III) has been actively in existence for at 
least 2 years prior to establishing and maintain-
ing an employer welfare benefit plan that is a 
group health plan (as defined in section 
733(a)(1)); 

‘‘(IV) has been formed and maintained in 
good faith for purposes other than providing 
medical care (as defined in section 733(a)(2)) 
through the purchase of insurance or otherwise; 

‘‘(V) does not condition membership in the 
group or association on any health status-re-
lated factor (as described in section 702(a)(1)) re-
lating to any individual; 

‘‘(VI) makes coverage under such plan avail-
able to all employer members of such group or 
association regardless of any health status-re-
lated factor (as described in section 702(a)(1)) re-
lating to such employer members; 

‘‘(VII) does not provide coverage under such 
plan to any individual other than an employee 
of an employer member of such group or associa-
tion; 

‘‘(VIII) has established a governing board 
with by-laws or other similar indications of for-
mality to manage and operate such plan in both 
form and substance, of which at least 75 percent 
of the board members shall be made up of em-
ployer members of such group or association 
participating in the plan that are duly elected 
by each participating employer member casting 1 
vote during a scheduled election; 

‘‘(IX) is not a health insurance issuer (as de-
fined in section 733(b)(2)), and is not owned or 
controlled by such a health insurance issuer or 

by a subsidiary or affiliate of such a health in-
surance issuer, other than to the extent such a 
health insurance issuer— 

‘‘(aa) may participate in the group or associa-
tion as a member; and 

‘‘(bb) may provide services such as assistance 
with plan development, marketing, and adminis-
trative services to such group or association; 

‘‘(ii) meets any set of criteria to qualify for 
such treatment in an advisory opinion issued by 
the Secretary prior to the date of enactment of 
the Association Health Plans Act; or 

‘‘(iii) meets any other set of criteria to qualify 
for such treatment that the Secretary by regula-
tion may provide. 

‘‘(C)(i) For purposes of subparagraph (B), a 
self-employed individual shall be treated as— 

‘‘(I) an employer who may become a member 
of a group or association of employers; 

‘‘(II) an employee who may participate in an 
employee welfare benefit plan established and 
maintained by such group or association; and 

‘‘(III) a participant of such plan subject to the 
eligibility determination and monitoring require-
ments set forth in clause (iii). 

‘‘(ii) For purposes of this subparagraph, the 
term ‘self-employed individual’ means an indi-
vidual who— 

‘‘(I) does not have any common law employ-
ees; 

‘‘(II) has an ownership right in a trade or 
business, regardless of whether such trade or 
business is incorporated or unincorporated; 

‘‘(III) earns wages (as defined in section 
3121(a) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986) or 
self-employment income (as defined in section 
1402(b) of such Code) from such trade or busi-
ness; and 

‘‘(IV) works at least 10 hours per week or 40 
hours per month providing personal services to 
such trade or business. 

‘‘(iii) The board of a group or association of 
employers shall— 

‘‘(I) initially determine whether an individual 
meets the requirements under clause (ii) to be 
considered a self-employed individual for the 
purposes of being treated as an— 

‘‘(aa) employer member of such group or asso-
ciation (in accordance with clause (i)(I)); and 

‘‘(bb) employee who may participate in the 
employee welfare benefit plan established and 
maintained by such group or association (in ac-
cordance with clause (i)(II)); 

‘‘(II) through reasonable monitoring proce-
dures, periodically determine whether the indi-
vidual continues to meet such requirements; and 

‘‘(III) if the board determines that an indi-
vidual no longer meets such requirements, not 
make such plan coverage available to such indi-
vidual (or dependents thereof) for any plan year 
following the plan year during which the board 
makes such determination. If, subsequent to a 
determination that an individual no longer 
meets such requirements, such individual fur-
nishes evidence of satisfying such requirements, 
such individual (and dependents thereof) shall 
be eligible to receive plan coverage. 

‘‘(D) For purposes of subparagraph (B), all of 
the employees (including self-employed individ-
uals) employed by all of the employer members 
(including self-employed individuals) of a group 
or association of employers shall be— 

‘‘(i) treated as employed by a single employer; 
and 

‘‘(ii) aggregated and counted together for pur-
poses of any regulation of an employee welfare 
benefit plan established and maintained by such 
group or association.’’. 

(b) DETERMINATION OF EMPLOYER OR JOINT 
EMPLOYER STATUS.—The provision of employee 
welfare benefit plan coverage by a group or as-
sociation of employers shall not be construed as 
evidence for establishing an employer or joint 
employer relationship under any Federal or 
State law. 
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SEC. 103. RULES APPLICABLE TO GROUP HEALTH 

PLANS ESTABLISHED AND MAIN-
TAINED BY A GROUP OR ASSOCIA-
TION OF EMPLOYERS. 

Part 7 of subtitle B of title I of the Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 (29 
U.S.C. 1181, et seq.) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 736. RULES APPLICABLE TO GROUP 

HEALTH PLANS ESTABLISHED AND 
MAINTAINED BY A GROUP OR ASSO-
CIATION OF EMPLOYERS. 

‘‘(a) PREMIUM RATES FOR A GROUP OR ASSO-
CIATION OF EMPLOYERS.— 

‘‘(1)(A) In the case of a group health plan es-
tablished and maintained by a group or associa-
tion of employers described in section 3(5)(B), 
such plan may— 

‘‘(i) establish base premium rates formed on 
an actuarially sound, modified community rat-
ing methodology that considers the pooling of 
all plan participant claims; and 

‘‘(ii) utilize the specific risk profile of each em-
ployer member of such group or association to 
determine contribution rates for each such em-
ployer member’s share of a premium by actuari-
ally adjusting above or below the established 
base premium rates. 

‘‘(B) For purposes of paragraph (1), the term 
‘employer member’ means— 

‘‘(i) an employer who is a member of such 
group or association of employers and employs 
at least 1 common law employee; or 

‘‘(ii) a group made up solely of self-employed 
individuals, within which all of the self-em-
ployed individual members of such group or as-
sociation are aggregated together as a single em-
ployer member group, provided the group in-
cludes at least 20 self-employed individual mem-
bers. 

‘‘(2) In the event a group or association is 
made up solely of self-employed individuals 
(and no employers with at least 1 common law 
employee are members of such group or associa-
tion), the group health plan established by such 
group or association shall— 

‘‘(A) treat all self-employed individuals who 
are members of such group or association as a 
single risk pool; 

‘‘(B) pool all plan participant claims; and 
‘‘(C) charge each plan participant the same 

premium rate. 
‘‘(b) DISCRIMINATION AND PRE-EXISTING CON-

DITION PROTECTIONS.—A group health plan es-
tablished and maintained by a group or associa-
tion of employers described in section 3(5)(B) 
shall be prohibited from— 

‘‘(1) establishing any rule for eligibility (in-
cluding continued eligibility) of any individual 
(including an employee of an employer member 
or a self-employed individual, or a dependent of 
such employee or self-employed individual) to 
enroll for benefits under the terms of the plan 
that discriminates based on any health status- 
related factor that relates to such individual 
(consistent with the rules under section 
702(a)(1)); 

‘‘(2) requiring an individual (including an em-
ployee of an employer member or a self-em-
ployed individual, or a dependent of such em-
ployee or self-employed individual), as a condi-
tion of enrollment or continued enrollment 
under the plan, to pay a premium or contribu-
tion that is greater than the premium or con-
tribution for a similarly situated individual en-
rolled in the plan based on any health status-re-
lated factor that relates to such individual (con-
sistent with the rules under section 702(b)(1)); 
and 

‘‘(3) denying coverage under such plan on the 
basis of a pre-existing condition (consistent with 
the rules under section 2704 of the Public Health 
Service Act).’’. 
SEC. 104. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION. 

Nothing in this title shall be construed to ex-
empt a group health plan which is an employee 
welfare benefit plan offered through a group or 
association of employers from the requirements 

of part 7 of subtitle B of title I of the Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 (29 
U.S.C. 1181 et. seq.), including the provisions of 
part A of title XXVII of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act as incorporated by reference into this 
Act through section 715. 

TITLE II—CHOICE ARRANGEMENT ACT 
SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Custom Health 
Option and Individual Care Expense Arrange-
ment Act’’ or the ‘‘CHOICE Arrangement Act’’. 
SEC. 202. TREATMENT OF HEALTH REIMBURSE-

MENT ARRANGEMENTS INTEGRATED 
WITH INDIVIDUAL MARKET COV-
ERAGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 9815(b) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding 
subsection (a)’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘EXCEPTIONS.— 

‘‘(1) SELF-INSURED GROUP HEALTH PLANS.— 
Notwithstanding subsection (a)’’, and 

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

‘‘(2) CUSTOM HEALTH OPTION AND INDIVIDUAL 
CARE EXPENSE ARRANGEMENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-
chapter, a custom health option and individual 
care expense arrangement shall be treated as 
meeting the requirements of sections 2711 and 
2713 of title XXVII of the Public Health Service 
Act. 

‘‘(B) CUSTOM HEALTH OPTION AND INDIVIDUAL 
CARE EXPENSE ARRANGEMENTS DEFINED.—For 
purposes of this section, the term ‘custom health 
option and individual care expense arrange-
ment’ means a health reimbursement arrange-
ment— 

‘‘(i) which is an employer-provided group 
health plan funded solely by employer contribu-
tions to provide payments or reimbursements for 
medical care subject to a maximum fixed dollar 
amount for a period, 

‘‘(ii) under which such payments or reim-
bursements may only be made for medical care 
provided during periods during which the indi-
vidual is covered— 

‘‘(I) under individual health insurance cov-
erage (other than coverage that consists solely 
of excepted benefits), or 

‘‘(II) under part A and B of title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act or part C of such title, 

‘‘(iii) which meets the nondiscrimination re-
quirements of subparagraph (C), 

‘‘(iv) which meets the substantiation require-
ments of subparagraph (D), and 

‘‘(v) which meets the notice requirements of 
subparagraph (E). 

‘‘(C) NONDISCRIMINATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—An arrangement meets the 

requirements of this subparagraph if an em-
ployer offering such arrangement to an em-
ployee within a specified class of employee— 

‘‘(I) offers such arrangement to all employees 
within such specified class on the same terms, 
and 

‘‘(II) does not offer any other group health 
plan to any employees within such specified 
class. 

‘‘(ii) SPECIFIED CLASS OF EMPLOYEE.—For pur-
poses of this subparagraph, any of the following 
may be designated as a specified class of em-
ployee: 

‘‘(I) Full-time employees. 
‘‘(II) Part-time employees. 
‘‘(III) Salaried employees. 
‘‘(IV) Non-salaried employees. 
‘‘(V) Employees whose primary site of employ-

ment is in the same rating area. 
‘‘(VI) Employees who are included in a unit of 

employees covered under a collective bargaining 
agreement to which the employer is subject (de-
termined under rules similar to the rules of sec-
tion 105(h)). 

‘‘(VII) Employees who have not met a group 
health plan, or health insurance issuer offering 
group health insurance coverage, waiting period 

requirement that satisfies the of section 2708 of 
the Public Health Service Act. 

‘‘(VIII) Seasonal employees. 
‘‘(IX) Employees who are nonresident aliens 

and who receive no earned income (within the 
meaning of section 911(d)(2)) from the employer 
which constitutes income from sources within 
the United States (within the meaning of section 
861(a)(3)). 

‘‘(X) Such other classes of employees as the 
Secretary may designate. 
An employer may designate (in such manner as 
is prescribed by the Secretary) two or more of 
the classes described in the preceding subclauses 
as the specified class of employees to which the 
arrangement is offered for purposes of applying 
this subparagraph. 

‘‘(iii) SPECIAL RULE FOR NEW HIRES.—An em-
ployer may designate prospectively so much of a 
specified class of employees as are hired after a 
date set by the employer. Such subclass of em-
ployees shall be treated as the specified class for 
purposes of applying clause (i). 

‘‘(iv) RULES FOR DETERMINING TYPE OF EM-
PLOYEE.—For purposes for clause (ii), any deter-
mination of full-time, part-time, or seasonal em-
ployment status shall be made under rules simi-
lar to the rules of section 105(h) or 4980H, 
whichever the employer elects for the plan year. 
Such election shall apply with respect to all em-
ployees of the employer for the plan year. 

‘‘(v) PERMITTED VARIATION.—For purposes of 
clause (i)(I), an arrangement shall not fail to be 
treated as provided on the same terms within a 
specified class merely because the maximum dol-
lar amount of payments and reimbursements 
which may be made under the terms of the ar-
rangement for the year with respect to each em-
ployee within such class— 

‘‘(I) increases as additional dependents of the 
employee are covered under the arrangement, 
and 

‘‘(II) increases with respect to a participant as 
the age of the participant increases, but not in 
excess of an amount equal to 300 percent the 
lowest maximum dollar amount with respect to 
such a participant determined without regard to 
age. 

‘‘(D) SUBSTANTIATION REQUIREMENTS.—An ar-
rangement meets the requirements of this sub-
paragraph if the arrangement has reasonable 
procedures to substantiate— 

‘‘(i) that the participant is, or will be, enrolled 
in coverage described in subparagraph (B)(ii) as 
of the beginning of the plan year of the ar-
rangement (or as of the beginning of coverage 
under the arrangement in the case of an em-
ployee who first becomes eligible to participate 
in the arrangement after the date notice is given 
with respect to the plan under subparagraph (E) 
(determined without regard to clause (iii) there-
of), and 

‘‘(ii) any requests made for payment or reim-
bursement of medical care under the arrange-
ment and that the participant remains so en-
rolled. 

‘‘(E) NOTICE.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (iii), an arrangement meets the require-
ments of this subparagraph if, under the ar-
rangement, each employee eligible to participate 
is, not later than 90 days before the beginning 
of the plan year, given written notice of the em-
ployee’s rights and obligations under the ar-
rangement which— 

‘‘(I) is sufficiently accurate and comprehen-
sive to appraise the employee of such rights and 
obligations, and 

‘‘(II) is written in a manner calculated to be 
understood by the average employee eligible to 
participate. 

‘‘(ii) NOTICE REQUIREMENTS.—Such notice 
shall include such information as the Secretary 
may by regulation prescribe. 

‘‘(iii) NOTICE DEADLINE FOR CERTAIN EMPLOY-
EES.—In the case of an employee— 

‘‘(I) who first becomes eligible to participate in 
the arrangement after the date notice is given 
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with respect to the plan under clause (i) (deter-
mined without regard to this clause), or 

‘‘(II) whose employer is first established fewer 
than 120 days before the beginning of the first 
plan year of the arrangement, 
the requirements of this subparagraph shall be 
treated as met if the notice required under 
clause (i) is provided not later than the date the 
arrangement may take effect with respect to 
such employee.’’. 

(b) NO INFERENCE.—To the extent not incon-
sistent with the amendments made by this sec-
tion— 

(1) no inference shall be made from such 
amendments with respect to the rules prescribed 
in the Federal Register on June 20, 2019, (84 
Fed. Reg. 28888) relating to health reimburse-
ment arrangements and other account-based 
group health plans, and 

(2) any reference to custom health option and 
individual care expense arrangements shall for 
purposes of such rules be treated as including a 
reference to individual coverage health reim-
bursement arrangements. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to plan years begin-
ning after December 31, 2023. 
TITLE III—SELF-INSURANCE PROTECTION 

ACT 
SEC. 301. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Self-Insurance 
Protection Act’’. 
SEC. 302. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) Small and large employers offer health 

benefit plan coverage to employees in self-fund-
ed arrangements using company assets or a 
fund, or by paying premiums to purchase fully- 
insured coverage from a health insurance com-
pany. 

(2) Employers that self-fund health benefit 
plans will often purchase stop-loss insurance as 
a financial risk management tool to protect 
against excess or unexpected catastrophic 
health plan claims losses that arise above pro-
jected costs paid out of company assets. 

(3) Stop-loss coverage insures the employer 
sponsoring the health benefit plan against un-
foreseen health plan claims, does not insure the 
employee health benefit plan itself, and does not 
pay health care providers for medical services 
provided to the employees. 

(4) Employer-sponsored health benefit plans 
are regulated under the Employee Retirement 
Income Security Act of 1974, however, States 
regulate the availability and the coverage terms 
of stop-loss insurance coverage that employers 
purchase to protect company assets and to pro-
tect a fund against excess or unexpected claims 
losses. 

(5) Both large and small employers that 
choose to self-fund must also be able to protect 
company assets or a fund against excess or un-
expected claims losses and States must reason-
ably regulate stop-loss insurance to assure its 
availability to both large and small employers. 
SEC. 303. CERTAIN MEDICAL STOP-LOSS INSUR-

ANCE OBTAINED BY CERTAIN PLAN 
SPONSORS OF GROUP HEALTH 
PLANS NOT INCLUDED UNDER THE 
DEFINITION OF HEALTH INSURANCE 
COVERAGE. 

Section 733(b)(1) of the Employee Retirement 
Income Security Act of 1974 (29 U.S.C. 
1191b(b)(1)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following sentence: ‘‘Such term shall not include 
a stop-loss policy obtained by a self-insured 
group health plan or a plan sponsor of a group 
health plan that self-insures the health risks of 
its plan participants to reimburse the plan or 
sponsor for losses that the plan or sponsor in-
curs in providing health or medical benefits to 
such plan participants in excess of a predeter-
mined level set forth in the stop-loss policy ob-
tained by such plan or sponsor.’’. 
SEC. 304. EFFECT ON OTHER LAWS. 

Section 514(b) of the Employee Retirement In-
come Security Act of 1974 (29 U.S.C. 1144(b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(10) The provisions of this title (including 
part 7 relating to group health plans) shall pre-
empt State laws insofar as they may now or 
hereafter prevent an employee benefit plan that 
is a group health plan from insuring against the 
risk of excess or unexpected health plan claims 
losses.’’. 

TITLE IV—SMALL BUSINESS FLEXIBILITY 
ACT 

SEC. 401. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Small Business 

Flexibility Act’’. 
SEC. 402. NOTIFICATION OF FLEXIBLE HEALTH 

INSURANCE BENEFITS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter C of chapter 100 

of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
by adding at the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 9835. NOTIFICATION OF FLEXIBLE HEALTH 

INSURANCE BENEFITS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this section, the Sec-
retary shall notify employers of the availability 
of tax-advantaged flexible health insurance ben-
efits, with an initial focus on small businesses. 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) EMPLOYER.—The term ‘employer’ has the 

meaning given such term in section 3(5) of the 
Employee Retirement Income Security Act (29 
U.S.C. 1002(5)). 

‘‘(2) FLEXIBLE HEALTH INSURANCE BENEFITS.— 
The term ‘flexible health insurance benefits’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) an individual contribution health reim-
bursement arrangement (as described in the rule 
entitled ‘Health Reimbursement Arrangements 
and Other Account-Based Group Health Plans’ 
(84 Fed. Reg. 28888 (June 20, 2019)); 

‘‘(B) a qualified small employer health reim-
bursement arrangement (as defined in section 
9831(d)(2)); and 

‘‘(C) the small employer health insurance 
credit determined under section 45R.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions for subchapter C of chapter 100 of such 
Code is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new item: 

‘‘Sec. 9835. Notification of flexible health in-
surance benefits.’’. 

TITLE V—RESCISSIONS 
SEC. 501. PREVENTION AND PUBLIC HEALTH 

FUND. 
Section 4002(b)(7) of the Patient Protection 

and Affordable Care Act (42 U.S.C. 300u– 
11(b)(7)) is amended by striking ‘‘for each of fis-
cal years 2024 and 2025, $1,300,000,000’’ and in-
serting ‘‘for fiscal year 2024, $1,055,000,000, and 
for fiscal year 2025, $1,300,000,000’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. No further 
amendment to the bill, as amended, 
shall be in order except those printed 
in part D of House Report 118–115. Each 
such further amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the 
report, by the Member designated in 
the report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and 
controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MRS. HAYES 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in 
part D of House Report 118–115. 

Mrs. HAYES. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 23, after line 13, insert: 

TITLE V—EFFECTIVE DATE 
SEC. 501. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act shall not take effect unless the 
Secretary of Labor certifies that the amend-
ments made by this Act would not result in 
higher premium rates for older workers. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 524, the gentlewoman 
from Connecticut (Mrs. HAYES) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Connecticut. 

Mrs. HAYES. Madam Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Madam Chair, I rise in support of my 
amendment to the CHOICE Arrange-
ment Act. 

This bill, as written, makes 
healthcare less accessible and afford-
able for our most at-risk workers. My 
amendment prevents older workers 
from obscene healthcare premiums and 
discrimination. 

As of January 2023, a record 16.3 mil-
lion people, including older Americans, 
were insured under the Affordable Care 
Act. 

According to the Center on Budget 
and Policy Priorities, under the Afford-
able Care Act, older adults’ uninsured 
rate has dropped by one-third, a factor 
that is a key indicator their health and 
wellness has improved. Further, they 
are now protected from coverage exclu-
sions and cost increases due to pre-
existing conditions. 

In 2019, people aged 55 to 64 had the 
lowest uninsured rate among non-
elderly adults, but instead of working 
to build upon this success, my col-
leagues are bolstering individual cov-
erage health reimbursement arrange-
ments and association health plans 
which have a long, well-documented 
history of cutting costs for themselves 
by cherry-picking the cheapest people 
to cover, leaving the more expensive 
and vulnerable ones behind. This raises 
costs for those not chosen and causes 
premiums to go up for the rest of the 
insurance market. 

Republicans have been pushing these 
efforts for decades, and experts have 
consistently found it to be harmful. In 
its final rule adopted in 2018 by the 
Trump administration, the Department 
of Labor acknowledged as much, noting 
the ‘‘AHPs could use their regulatory 
flexibility to design more tailored, less 
comprehensive health coverage . . . 
Which will necessarily lead to some fa-
vorable risk selection toward AHPs and 
adverse selection against individuals 
and small group markets.’’ 

They predicted this would raise pre-
miums for consumers who are left be-
hind in the small group and individual 
markets. 

For decades, independent experts at 
the American Academy of Actuaries 
and the Congressional Budget Office 
have repeatedly found premiums for 
older workers would be higher as a re-
sult of the association health plan leg-
islation. 

The bill has only superficial protec-
tions from discrimination based on 
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health status and is entirely silent on 
discrimination and pricing against 
older individuals. In fact, by explicitly 
allowing associations to base premiums 
on the risk factor on each employee 
within the group, it invites them to 
discriminate against other characteris-
tics. 

My amendment requires the Depart-
ment of Labor to certify that the bill 
would not raise premiums for older 
Americans before taking effect. 

I ask my colleagues to support my 
amendment to protect older Americans 
and implore that we work together to 
address the real healthcare problems in 
our Nation and move toward a more eq-
uitable healthcare system for older 
workers. 

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Chair, I rise in op-
position to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from North Carolina is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Madam Chair, I am pleased my 
Democratic colleagues are finally ex-
pressing some concern for rising 
healthcare costs, particularly the bur-
den those costs can impose on our Na-
tion’s seniors. 

I remind my Democrat colleagues 
that Medicare is expected to become 
insolvent in 8 years. Increasing access 
to AHPs may be a lifesaving option for 
these seniors if Congress does not ad-
dress Medicare’s insolvency issues. 

Unfortunately, for seniors, premiums 
of older Americans have risen dras-
tically thanks to ObamaCare. In fact, 
health plans in New York just re-
quested rate bumps of up to 40 percent. 

The percentage of healthcare costs 
paid by a health insurance plan is 
known as the actuarial value, AV. On 
average, the AV of an individual em-
ployer-sponsored plan is 83 percent. 
When compared to the 70 percent AV of 
a silver plan and even the 80 percent 
AV of a gold plan on the Affordable 
Care Act exchanges, employer-spon-
sored plans provide affordable and 
more comprehensive coverage than 
ACA plans. 

Employer-sponsored plans also have 
lower average deductibles: $1,763 for an 
individual employer-sponsored insur-
ance plan compared with $5,155 for an 
individual ACA exchange silver plan. 

I will repeat that: $1,763 on an em-
ployer-sponsored plan, for an indi-
vidual employer-sponsored insurance 
plan, compared with $5,155 for an indi-
vidual ACA exchange silver plan. 

Individual employer-sponsored plans 
have lower average out-of-pocket costs 
than ACA exchange plans. 

Madam Chair, $4,355 is the average 
maximum for an individual-sponsored 
insurance plan compared with an aver-
age maximum of $8,519 for an indi-
vidual marketplace silver/ACA plan. 

Clearly, our government-run and gov-
ernment-subsidized healthcare pro-
grams are facing incredible fiscal chal-

lenges. I urge my colleagues to be more 
concerned with the older adults en-
rolled in those programs than those en-
rolled in large group employer plans. 

This amendment is an insincere at-
tempt to delay implementation of com-
monsense policy that will increase 
health coverage options for all Ameri-
cans. Instead, AHPs and the coverage 
options provided under this bill give 
older Americans more affordable cov-
erage options. 

Madam Chair, for these reasons, I 
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the 
amendment and ‘‘yes’’ on the under-
lying bill, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mrs. HAYES. Madam Chair, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. SCOTT), who is the distin-
guished ranking member of the Com-
mittee on Education and the Work-
force. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam 
Chair, I thank the gentlewoman for 
yielding. 

Madam Chair, I rise in support of this 
amendment. Association health plans 
have a long, well-documented history 
of cutting costs for themselves by cher-
ry-picking the cheapest people to cover 
and leaving the more expensive behind. 
This raises costs for everybody else and 
causes premiums to go up in the rest of 
the market. Republicans have been 
pushing this idea for decades, and ex-
perts have consistently found it to be 
harmful. 

The Affordable Care Act made a num-
ber of reforms to commercial insurance 
markets, including a requirement that 
plans in the individual and small group 
markets cover essential health benefits 
such as maternity care and prescrip-
tion drugs. The ACA also prevented 
these plans from charging higher rates 
based on health status and limited the 
premium amount that older people 
could be charged compared to younger 
people. This was a vital protection that 
ensured that an age tax would not 
make coverage unaffordable for older 
individuals. 

b 1645 
This legislation has no protection 

without this amendment. The bill is 
entirely silent on discriminatory pric-
ing against older people. In fact, by ex-
plicitly allowing associations to base 
premiums on risk factors of each em-
ployer within the group, it actually in-
vites them to charge older Americans 
much more. 

This amendment would ensure that 
older workers are protected by pro-
viding in this bill that it would not 
take effect until the Secretary of 
Labor certifies that it would not have 
the impact of raising premiums for 
older workers. 

I thank the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut for her leadership on the Edu-
cation and the Workforce Committee. 

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues 
to support the amendment. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Chair, I believe I 
have the right to close, so I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mrs. HAYES. Madam Chair, I urge 
my colleagues to support this common-
sense amendment to protect older 
Americans with preexisting conditions. 

The ACA expanded Medicaid for low- 
income Americans and protected cov-
erage for people with preexisting condi-
tions. We want to make sure we con-
tinue that tradition and make sure 
that the CHOICE Arrangement Act will 
not go into effect until the Secretary 
of Labor certifies that this bill will not 
result in higher premiums for older 
Americans and seniors. It is critical 
that we protect this access. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Chair, again, our 
colleagues continue to try to mislead 
the American people about what this 
bill does. These plans cannot cherry- 
pick, cannot exclude, and must cover 
preexisting conditions. 

The opposition to this bill from our 
colleagues across the aisle, unfortu-
nately, is to freedom of choice. The 
title of this bill is the CHOICE Ar-
rangement Act, freedom of choice, 
which would allow people to stay out of 
the non-affordable care act, known as 
ObamaCare, but still have affordable 
health insurance. 

This bill is about choice, freedom, 
and good healthcare coverage, and we 
should approve the bill without this 
amendment. 

Madam Chair, I ask my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on the amendment, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Connecticut (Mrs. 
HAYES). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mrs. HAYES. Madam Chair, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Connecticut 
will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. MOLINARO 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
part D of House Report 118–115. 

Mr. MOLINARO. Madam Chair, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 22, line 17, insert ‘‘, particularly in 
rural areas (as defined in section 1393(a)(2))’’ 
after ‘‘businesses’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 524, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. MOLINARO) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. MOLINARO. Madam Chair, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Chair, I appreciate the oppor-
tunity this afternoon to speak on my 
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amendment to the underlying bill, 
which, as we know, does help to unlock 
the growth and prosperity of our Na-
tion’s small businesses and their em-
ployees. 

My amendment is simple and 
straightforward. It will ensure that 
small businesses and employers, par-
ticularly those in rural communities 
across the country, are made aware of 
tax-advantaged flexible health insur-
ance benefits. Employers, especially in 
the rural areas like the ones I rep-
resent in upstate New York, should 
have the tools to provide their employ-
ees with various options to lower their 
healthcare costs and to access quality 
care. 

As a member of the House Committee 
on Small Business, I know the unique 
challenges businesses in rural commu-
nities and those businessowners and 
employees face every day. With a com-
prehensive focus on rural areas, we can 
help ensure that all businesses, regard-
less of their ZIP Code, have equal op-
portunity to provide affordable, high- 
quality healthcare benefits. 

Madam Chair, I appreciate the oppor-
tunity to speak to this amendment. I 
urge its consideration, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Chair, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

This amendment has a rather nomi-
nal effect in not improving what is a 
very bad and deceptive bill. 

It is appealing to talk about rural 
areas. I am concerned about those 
rural areas, about the chicken 
pluckers, about the meatpackers, 
about the field workers, and the way 
they will be discriminated against 
under this bill. 

I will elaborate on that. While this is 
mainly a Republican caucus that fol-
lows the seditious pied piper who was 
our President, in this case, even under 
the Trump administration, when they 
considered this kind of proposal, the 
Treasury Department, the Labor De-
partment, and the Health and Human 
Services Department came together 
and recognized the danger of discrimi-
nating against different classes of em-
ployees. 

Ultimately, unfortunately, the 
Trump administration did not provide 
the protection against discrimination, 
so that people who are working in rural 
areas under this bill may be discrimi-
nated against by their employer as a 
result of this legislation. 

It is the failure to have clear lan-
guage in this bill to prevent such dis-
crimination against rural workers, in 
favor of those who are in the office 
towers managing everything, that is at 
the heart of our opposition, as well as 
the refusal to provide protection and 
guarantees against people being denied 
as a result of their preexisting condi-
tions. 

Rural Americans are more likely to 
die from heart disease, cancer, stroke, 

unintentional injury, and respiratory 
disease. Yet, we would take our sickest 
workers, our most vulnerable low-in-
come workers, and deny them a com-
prehensive employer plan with many 
protections and allow them to be the 
subject of discrimination. 

There has already been too much dis-
crimination against rural areas and 
rural workers. We ought to prevent it, 
not make it worse. 

There are no guarantees that these 
people can find any coverage with their 
ICHRA plan, let alone affordable and 
quality coverage. 

I think rural Americans deserve far 
better than this amendment to try to 
put a patch on a very sorry bill that 
undermines the protections of the Af-
fordable Care Act that has offered 
great benefit to so many Americans, 
and I urge everyone to vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MOLINARO. Madam Chair, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentlewoman 
from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX). 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Chair, I appre-
ciate Mr. MOLINARO’s amendment. I 
support it, and I appreciate his work-
ing to make a good bill better. 

Mr. MOLINARO. Madam Chair, this 
amendment, as a reminder to my col-
leagues across the aisle, is simply 
meant to broaden access and educate 
small business owners all across this 
country as to the benefits that are 
available to them to access affordable, 
quality healthcare. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Chair, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Madam Chair, I would say that the 
only education that would be really 
helpful on this bill would be to educate 
both employers and employees about 
all the shortcomings of this bill. 

Educating employers that they ought 
not to be discriminating against class-
es of workers and treating the rural, 
hardworking employees there at lower 
wages differently where they get an 
ICHRA policy that denies them pre-
existing conditions, that denies them 
the essential benefits under the Afford-
able Care Act, while the folks in the 
city in management get treated dif-
ferently—they get a concierge kind of 
treatment that is not available to the 
rural workers. Just educating about 
this bill, which allows that discrimina-
tion, would not accomplish much of 
anything. 

I think what we are going to see with 
this kind of legislation is more and 
more workers in rural areas, as well as 
urban areas, who face discrimination 
and who face great medical debt be-
cause these plans are so weak. They 
are junk insurance that will deny the 
benefits that most people need. 

Educating about them, if truthful 
education, if not the kind of deception 
that is buried in this bill, educating 
about them will only tell people the 
limitations and the shortcomings. Oth-
erwise, it will be a kind of education 

that covers up, as this bill does, the 
great harm that is being done in deny-
ing folks access to a family physician 
with the protection that is there. 

Remember that in moving to these 
ICHRA plans, we already know that 95 
percent of those that are in ICHRA 
plans today, that have this icky kind 
of coverage, are people who once had 
good group health insurance that I 
would like to see available to more 
Americans. 

Again, I urge my colleagues to defi-
nitely vote ‘‘no’’ on this amendment 
and vote ‘‘no’’ on this sorry bill and 
support our motion to recommit. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. 
MOLINARO). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. ROY 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
part D of House Report 118–115. 

Mr. ROY. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 23, after line 13, insert the following: 

TITLE V—SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT 
AMERICANS SHALL HAVE HEALTHCARE 
FREEDOM 

SEC. 501. SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT 
HEALTHCARE FREEDOM IS THE FU-
TURE. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) the future of healthcare lies in 

healthcare freedom, not in socialized medi-
cine; 

(2) Congress should take steps to address 
the broken healthcare system by restoring 
free market practices to lower costs; 

(3) coverage is not care, and expanding di-
rect access to healthcare should be 
prioritized over expanding access to cov-
erage; and 

(4) patients and doctors, not government 
bureaucrats or insurance bureaucrats, should 
make healthcare decisions. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 524, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. ROY) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. ROY. Madam Chair, I notice that 
my friend and colleague from Texas 
talks about the current system dis-
criminating. Well, the current system 
discriminates against small businesses 
and people who can’t afford the mas-
sive cost of insurance or care. That is 
the truth. 

My colleague refers to an icky kind 
of coverage. The fact of the matter is 
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that we have a large segment of the 
American people who are trapped in so- 
called coverage, but they are not able 
to get care. 

That is why we are here. We are try-
ing to increase options for the Amer-
ican people. 

My only concern about what we are 
doing with this legislation, which I 
wholeheartedly support, and trying to 
encourage small businesses and give 
them options to be able to provide bet-
ter options for their employees, is I 
don’t believe that, in America, you 
should only be able to get insurance 
through government or your employer. 

We should be freeing up the system. 
We should be embracing healthcare 
freedom. We should be creating an en-
vironment where the American people 
control their healthcare rather than 
employers and government. That is the 
truth. 

I offered an amendment to simply 
spell that out in the form of a sense of 
Congress, a sense of Congress that the 
future of healthcare lies in healthcare 
freedom, not in socialized medicine; 
that Congress should take steps to ad-
dress the broken healthcare system by 
restoring free market practices to 
lower costs; that coverage is not care 
and expanding direct access to 
healthcare should be prioritized over 
expanding access to coverage; and that 
patients and doctors, not government 
bureaucrats or insurance bureaucrats, 
should make healthcare decisions. 

Why do I think that? Well, the deals 
that are struck with the government 
by big corporations are the problem. 
For example, most recently, 
ObamaCare guaranteed their actual 
growth and profit. For example, An-
them had a 344 percent increase in gov-
ernment revenue from 2010 to 2020. 
UnitedHealthcare had a 198 percent in-
crease. Cigna, Anthem, 
UnitedHealthcare, and Humana have 
seen an average increase of 562 percent 
in their stock prices from January 2011 
to January 2021. 

Here is the kicker. In 2018, for at 
least three of these companies, the ma-
jority of their revenue came from the 
government: UnitedHealthcare, 53.4 
percent; Anthem, 58.7 percent; and 
Humana, a whopping 86.9 percent. 

It is that corporate cronyism that is 
reducing options. They are making it 
more difficult for the American people. 

The fact is, for Americans who are 
trapped in coverage through 
ObamaCare—for example, when I came 
to Congress as a Member of Congress, I 
was put on ObamaCare, not some gold- 
plated plan that flies around on the 
internet that we supposedly have, but 
on ObamaCare. The place I went to 
cure the cancer that I had a decade 
ago, MD Anderson, I wouldn’t be al-
lowed to use. What kind of coverage is 
that? 

That is what we are telling the 
American people. That is the best we 
can do in the freest, greatest country 
in the history of the world. Bow down 
to the altar of government and cor-

porate America to be able to figure out 
how you should get care. 

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Chair, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The ACTING Chair. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Madam Chair, I don’t believe that we 
have noted yet in the course of this de-
bate the great irony, the fact that this 
is called the CHOICE Arrangement Act, 
that we have some pro-choice Repub-
licans here who want to give employers 
the choice and allow them to discrimi-
nate against different classes of their 
own employees. All of this is happening 
the same horrible anniversary week of 
the Supreme Court’s wrongful decision 
to overturn decades of reliance upon 
Roe v. Wade and to eliminate the right 
to an abortion with an effect on wom-
en’s healthcare that is so far-reaching 
that it is affecting our colleges of med-
icine across the country and delivery of 
healthcare to women who may never 
have been involved in the slightest way 
with an abortion. 

b 1700 

They called this healthcare freedom 
today. I call it the repression and the 
interference with the basic healthcare 
rights of women. 

By the terms of their own amend-
ment, patients and doctors should 
make healthcare decisions, not govern-
ment bureaucrats or insurance compa-
nies. The CHOICE Arrangement Act 
comes at the same time that they 
interfere with what happens in our bed-
rooms and our doctors’ offices and, 
most recently, even in our kitchens. 

They would sentence patients under 
this basic legislation with preexisting 
conditions to a future of very few 
choices and no freedom. With no 
choices for adequate and affordable 
healthcare, this legislation guarantees 
one kind of prescription and one kind 
of prescription only, and that is a pre-
scription for personal bankruptcy and 
unlimited medical debt from policies 
that do not provide essential 
healthcare benefits. 

It is really a shame that, in a coun-
try as wealthy as ours, we still have 
millions of citizens who go without 
health coverage. Over 30 million Amer-
icans, in fact, lack coverage, and many 
in our home State of Texas lack cov-
erage because of the fact that our 
State legislature and Governor were 
never willing to provide the guarantee 
we anticipated with the Affordable 
Care Act of Medicaid expansion as 
most States have done. 

Patients do not have a choice, do not 
have freedom when they suffer a heart 
attack or are diagnosed with a dreaded 
disease or a broken arm, and they lack 
insurance coverage that provides them 
the benefits that they need. 

Under this amendment, which is a 
sense of Congress resolution that really 
doesn’t accomplish much of anything, 

this bill is not improved. Americans 
would have so much skin in the game 
they would get burned just as the Re-
publican dirty fossil fuel plan would 
burn up our planet. 

It is not just the Affordable Care Act 
that is being targeted today. There is 
reference to socialized medicine of the 
kind that Newt Gingrich once attacked 
in this body when he suggested Medi-
care should ‘‘wither on the vine.’’ 

Contrary to Republican attacks, we 
have heard about public insurance pro-
grams. Seniors on Medicare value their 
Medicare as do the 16 million people 
who signed up for the Affordable Care 
Act this year. 

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROY. Madam Chair, do you know 
who should decide what an essential 
health benefit is? The consumer, the 
American, not a government bureau-
crat or a corporate bureaucrat. I will 
stand up for the 5,000 babies that have 
been born in Texas greater than last 
year’s number of babies in the wake of 
the Dobbs decision. 

Let me just say this. According to 
the CBO, Federal subsidies for health 
insurance coverage for Americans 
under the age of 65 will hit $1 trillion 
this year. The average American fam-
ily spends more than $22,000 a year on 
premiums for themselves through their 
employees. Again, coverage is not care. 

There are other healthcare models 
that work. The Wall Street Journal 
showed what cutting out the middle-
man in healthcare can do for costs: $150 
a month to cover a family of five on a 
direct primary care model. 

A DPC practice in my district 
charges only $50 to $80 for an X-ray 
compared to the national average of 
$125. MRIs are $300 to $450 compared to 
the national average of $1,325. 

It is not just primary care. For exam-
ple, at the Surgery Center of Okla-
homa, a direct care model, a knee re-
placement costs $18,000 compared to 
the average cost of $50,000 in the 
United States. 

Healthcare sharing ministries are 
driving down costs for the American 
people, giving them coverage and giv-
ing them options. 

The fact is we should imagine an 
America where, through a health sav-
ings account, your employer can give 
you real dollars, rather than a faceless 
insurance company, to pursue real care 
of your choice, so for a flat monthly 
fee, you and your children have unlim-
ited access to the physician of your 
choice. You could still get insurance 
for the big stuff, walking into a doc-
tor’s office and knowing how much 
things are going to cost. 

Right now, the American people do 
not have options. I support this bill, 
but this amendment is important be-
cause we need a trajectory change in 
this country in favor of healthcare 
freedom, in favor of personalized care, 
in favor of patients and doctors over 
bureaucrats and corporations that are 
getting rich because the government is 
subsidizing their corporate cronyism. 
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Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-

ance of my time. 
Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Chair, this is 

the freedom resolution on the week 
that we have the anniversary of the 
anti-choice Dobbs decision as part of 
the CHOICE Arrangement Act. 

Well, I am reminded of the lyrics of a 
famous Janis Joplin song: ‘‘Freedom is 
just another word for nothing left to 
lose.’’ No choice is left. No freedom is 
left. This is our future under Repub-
lican plans—so much to lose, nothing 
left tomorrow. 

We need to protect more Americans 
from the dangers of health debt and 
bankruptcy. We need to ensure broader 
coverage. There is a huge coverage gap 
that is leaving perhaps as many as 2 
million Texans without coverage be-
cause of the failures and ideological ob-
jections of our State Republican gov-
ernment. 

Those Americans deserve the same 
protection that 16 million Americans 
got when they signed up for the Afford-
able Care Act this year. They have ac-
cess to a family physician that is so 
very important. They have access to 
the essential benefits of the Affordable 
Care Act, getting access to the kind of 
care that they need to ensure their 
family is secure. 

I believe that there are many im-
provements that are necessary in the 
Affordable Care Act. We were limited 
in being able to make those improve-
ments when all we had for more than a 
decade were 60-plus Republican at-
tempts to repeal the Affordable Care 
Act. 

Let us reject this bill and this 
amendment. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. ROY). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Chair, I move 
that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
SELF) having assumed the chair, Mrs. 
WAGNER, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 3799) to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for 
health reimbursement arrangements 
integrated with individual health in-
surance coverage, had come to no reso-
lution thereon. 

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 
DISAPPROVAL OF THE RULE 
SUBMITTED BY THE DEPART-
MENT OF EDUCATION RELATING 
TO ‘‘WAIVERS AND MODIFICA-
TIONS OF FEDERAL STUDENT 
LOANS’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of June 7, 
2023, the unfinished business is the fur-
ther consideration of the veto message 
of the President on the joint resolution 
(H.J. Res. 45) providing for congres-
sional disapproval under chapter 8 of 
title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Department of Edu-
cation relating to ‘‘Waivers and Modi-
fications of Federal Student Loans’’. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is, Will the House, on recon-
sideration pass the joint resolution, 
the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding? 

(For veto message, see proceedings of 
the House of June 7, 2023, at page 
H2775.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina (Ms. 
FOXX) is recognized for 1 hour. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, for purposes 
of debate only, I yield the customary 30 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. SCOTT), the ranking member 
of the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce, pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the veto message of 
H.J. Res. 45. 

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

There was no objection. 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-

port of overriding President Biden’s 
veto of H.J. Res. 45, a Congressional 
Review Act resolution nullifying the 
Biden administration’s attempt to cir-
cumvent the will of the Congress and 
the role of the Congress of the United 
States. 

Mr. Speaker, President Biden’s rad-
ical plan to cancel up to $20,000 in stu-
dent debt via executive fiat is utter 
hogwash. The American people are not 
fooled by the deceptive, doctored-up 
talking points on student loans that 
the left has attempted to force-feed 
them over the past 2 years. 

Appealing words like ‘‘forgiveness’’ 
have been cast around innumerable 
times as if to imply that a massive stu-
dent loan bailout is the equivalent of a 
sweepstakes giveaway. 

Here is a reality check for our col-
leagues across the aisle: There is no 
such thing as forgiveness. 

This entire scheme is nothing more 
than a transfer of wealth from those 
who willingly took on debt to those 
who did not or had the grit to pay off 
their loans. 

Two-thirds of this debt transfer plan 
would go to the top half of earners. It 
takes from those in the lower half of 
earners and gives to the upper half. It 
redistributes wealth, but from the bot-
tom of our socioeconomic ladder to the 
top. The 87 percent of Americans who 
owe no Federal student debt are paying 
for the 13 percent who do. 

Our colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle also claim that this transfer 
of wealth is about fairness. No, it is 
about sticking hardworking taxpayers 
with the tab and those who owe it 
walking away from it scot-free. 

Mr. Speaker, if this is not the text-
book definition of limousine lib-
eralism, I don’t know what it is. 

What is more, according to the Com-
mittee for a Responsible Federal Budg-
et, inflation could rise by as much as 27 
basis points if mass student debt can-
cellation is implemented. That means 
we could see an additional two rate 
hikes by the Federal Reserve because 
of this inflationary policy alone. 

To halt the biggest transfer of wealth 
from blue-collar workers to white-col-
lar professionals in our Nation’s his-
tory and to prevent any further exten-
sion of the student loan repayment 
pause, the House and Senate both 
passed H.J. Res. 45. 

Following the President’s predictable 
veto, this resolution comes before the 
House again. We must continue to take 
a stand and defend the interests of 
hardworking citizens. As the institu-
tion that holds the power of the purse, 
it is our responsibility to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
cut through the political noise that the 
left continues to gin up about so-called 
student loan forgiveness and vote in 
favor of overriding the President’s veto 
on H.J. Res. 45. 

Fiscal responsibility must be given 
the due deference it deserves. 

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

b 1715 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in opposition to H.J. Res. 45, and 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, 43 million Americans 
are eligible for President Biden’s stu-
dent loan relief. That is about 100,000 
people, on average, in each of our dis-
tricts. 

Nearly 26 million borrowers in con-
gressional districts all over the coun-
try have already applied for relief, in-
cluding 16 million who had already 
been approved for relief prior to litiga-
tion stopping the process. H.J. Res. 45 
seeks to deny these borrowers the re-
lief that they were promised. 

To be clear, the people who would be 
impacted are not the wealthy and well- 
connected. Mr. Speaker, 90 percent of 
the relief would go to borrowers earn-
ing less than $75,000 a year, and you are 
not even eligible if you are making 
more than $125,000. That is in stark 
contrast to the Trump tax scam where 
80 percent of the benefits went to the 
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top 1 percent and corporations. For the 
top 1 percent, that is about half a mil-
lion dollars. 

Moreover, my Republican colleagues 
refuse to acknowledge the serious ques-
tions that have been raised about how 
the resolution would actually be imple-
mented, because under a Congressional 
Review Act resolution, you don’t pick 
and choose which parts of the rule you 
are overturning, you have to overturn 
the whole rule, including the pause in 
student payments and the deferral of 
interest. 

Now, how do you unpause a payment 
that you were supposed to make many 
months ago? What is going to happen 
to all those interest payments that 
now have to be added back to those 
loans? 

What happens to the credits that par-
ticipants in the Public Service Loan 
Forgiveness program were promised 
during those months? 

Are the firefighters and teachers and 
police officers and other public serv-
ants who may have already had their 
loans forgiven based on those credits, 
now back on the hook for additional 
payments? 

The reality is that H.J. Res. 45 would 
trigger a wave of delinquencies and de-
faults for most of our vulnerable bor-
rowers. Intentionally or not, this reso-
lution would create chaos for bor-
rowers and their families, as well as 
loan servicers. The Congressional Re-
search Service has confirmed that this 
chaos would be triggered by the retro-
active application of this rule. 

Mr. Speaker, anyone in this country 
who wants to take advantage of the 
benefits of a college education should 
be able to do so, not just the wealthy 
few. That is the way it used to be. 

Just several decades ago, the Pell 
grant covered 80 percent of the cost of 
attending a State college. Now it is 
less than 30 percent, and States are 
paying a much lower portion of the 
costs of State colleges than they used 
to. 

This proposal does nothing to help 
students, so I strongly urge my col-
leagues to oppose the resolution. 

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GOOD). 

Mr. GOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 2 
weeks ago, President Biden ignored the 
will of this Congress and issued a veto 
message of my resolution, which would 
have nullified his reckless, unconstitu-
tional, immoral student loan transfer 
scheme. 

As others have said, he is not trying 
to forgive student loans, he is trying to 
saddle unsuspecting taxpayers with the 
burden of paying for others’ student 
loan debt. 

Republicans and Democrats should 
come together, as they have already 
done on a bipartisan basis, and send a 
strong message on congressional au-
thority to the executive branch. 

Again, President Biden simply does 
not have the authority to forgive stu-

dent loans, and thus, spend hundreds of 
billions of dollars, taxpayer dollars, 
hard-earned taxpayer dollars, as he 
transfers debt to those who did not 
incur it. 

The power of the purse belongs to the 
legislative branch. It belongs to the 
House of Representatives. I suspect the 
Supreme Court will confirm that if we 
don’t override this veto. 

The President seems to even know 
this himself. When talking about stu-
dent loan forgiveness on CNN just 
about a year ago, he said, ‘‘I don’t 
think I have the authority to do it by 
signing with a pen.’’ 

Student loan cancellation, again, 
doesn’t make the debt go away. It 
transfers the costs from the borrowers 
to the taxpayers, those who never went 
to college, those who worked hard and 
paid off their student loans, or those 
who worked their way through school 
to avoid student loan debt. 

In fact, 60 percent of the constituents 
in my district do not have a college de-
gree. Yet, the Biden administration 
wants them to have to pay for the col-
lege education of others, even those 
earning up to $250,000 in a typical fam-
ily, or a nontypical family, I should 
say. 

So we are going to make plumbers 
and welders and carpenters pay for the 
student loan debt for the high-income 
earners. 

There were a handful of Democrats in 
the House and the Senate who sup-
ported my resolution when it was first 
sent to the President’s desk. I urge 
more of my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle to act today to stop 
the unilateral actions of President 
Biden that are worsening the higher 
education financial crisis, unfairly 
transferring debt to those who didn’t 
borrow it, and usurping the constitu-
tional congressional authority of this 
House. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I include in the RECORD a letter from 
approximately 200 different organiza-
tions in opposition to this resolution. 

MAY 8, 2023. 
Hon. CHUCK SCHUMER, 
Majority Leader, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. KEVIN MCCARTHY, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. MITCH MCCONNELL, 
Minority Leader, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. HAKEEM JEFFRIES, 
Democratic Leader, U.S. House of Representa-

tives, 
Washington, DC. 

LEADER SCHUMER, MINORITY LEADER 
MCCONNELL, SPEAKER MCCARTHY, AND MI-
NORITY LEADER JEFFRIES: The undersigned 
261 organizations representing millions of 
students, workers, people of color, veterans, 
people with disabilities, consumers, and peo-
ple of faith write in strong opposition to bi-
cameral efforts to use the Congressional Re-
view Act (CRA) to overturn President 
Biden’s actions to pause student loan pay-
ments and provide student debt relief for 
low-income and working-class Americans 
continuing to recover from the deadly 
COVID–19 pandemic and its devastating eco-
nomic fallout. 

In March, policymakers in the House and 
Senate unveiled a CRA resolution to retro-
actively overturn the pause of federal stu-
dent loan payments and interest accrual, and 
President Biden’s debt relief plan. If success-
ful, these CRA efforts would immediately 
force tens of millions of borrowers into ab-
rupt and unplanned repayment with dev-
astating effects, including adding thousands 
of dollars of payments and interest onto 
their loan balances. It will also force the De-
partment of Education to unwind loans for-
given under Public Service Loan Forgiveness 
for first responders, nurses, educators, 
servicemembers, and hundreds of thousands 
of other public service workers across the 
country. These actions are a clear attack on 
millions of the most vulnerable workers and 
families who are still reeling from the dev-
astating impact of COVID–19. 

The President’s student debt relief pro-
gram and extension of the pause on student 
loan payments are both plainly legal and 
desperately needed by the more than 43 mil-
lion borrowers drowning in nearly $1.76 tril-
lion in student loan debt. While they await 
the Supreme Court’s decision regarding the 
fate of debt relief, tens of millions of bor-
rowers and their families are relying on the 
federal student loan payment pause as they 
continue to face the economic aftershocks of 
the pandemic, including high inflation. Data 
show that the payment pause has been of 
greatest help to student loan borrowers who 
were in financial distress even before the 
pandemic and has successfully provided re-
lief for those borrowers more than other 
COVID–19 assistance programs. The payment 
pause is broadly supported among individ-
uals with and without student loan debt and 
has been recognized as necessary by the 
Trump and Biden Administrations alike. 
Further, the U.S. Secretary of Education’s 
use of the HEROES Act of 2003 to pause stu-
dent loan repayment falls within a long line 
of waiver and modification authority exer-
cised by prior administrations without the 
invocation of the CRA, including by his im-
mediate predecessor for precisely the same 
purpose. 

Overturning the payment pause and forc-
ing borrowers into immediate repayment 
would have a devastating effect on borrowers 
in every community. U.S. Department of 
Education (ED) analysis demonstrates that a 
resumption of loan payments without can-
cellation will spike delinquency and default 
rates for the most financially vulnerable. 
Further, more than 26 million Americans ap-
plied for student debt cancellation in the few 
weeks before it was shut down by partisan 
attacks in the federal courts. This extraor-
dinary engagement with President Biden’s 
cancellation plan is further evidence of both 
the crushing burden this debt places on 
workers and families from all walks of life 
and the promise of hope debt cancellation of-
fers for millions seeking an economic fresh 
start. 

Recent polling illustrates that cancella-
tion enjoys broad popular support, under-
scoring the massive impact of student debt 
across families, communities, and entire 
generations of Americans, and the reasons 
for the program’s popularity are clear. Can-
cellation will also benefit many Americans 
who have suffered the most throughout the 
pandemic—with 90 percent of relief dollars 
going to borrowers earning below $75,000 a 
year. These are student loan borrowers who 
are low- and middle-income, borrowers with 
disabilities, public servants who face high 
educational costs and low wages, women and 
Black and Latino/a borrowers who come 
from low-wealth families unable to foot the 
bill for higher education upfront, and many 
more. Cancellation will help prevent a wave 
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of defaults and delinquencies when repay-
ment resumes and ensure that these bor-
rowers will be able to afford basics like food, 
housing, and other necessities that pan-
demic-related financial hardship would oth-
erwise put out of reach. 

The American people, the law, and the eco-
nomic instability of the present moment all 
emphasize the necessity of debt cancellation 
and the continuation of the payment pause 
until cancellation is realized. Policymakers 
now seeking to reverse such critical relief 
through the CRA are ignoring the economic 
needs of their own constituents and threat-
ening our nation’s financial security. Con-
gress should be acting to improve the cir-
cumstances of the American people, not at-
tempting to thwart the President’s efforts to 
ease the financial pressure that so many are 
feeling. 

For these reasons, we strongly oppose the 
efforts to overturn this relief through the 
Congressional Review Act (H.J. Res. 45/S.J. 
Res. 22) and we urge you to consider the 
harmful impact they would have on the mil-
lions of American people and families who 
are in need of student loan debt relief. 

Signed, 
1000 Women Strong, AACTE (American As-

sociation of Colleges for Teacher Education), 
Accountable.US, Adasina Social Capital, Af-
fordable Homeownership Foundation Inc., 
AFGE, AFL–CIO, AFT Michigan, AFT, AFL– 
CIO, AFT–Wisconsin, AFT, AFL–CIO, 
AKPIRG, Alabama State Association of Co-
operatives, Alliance for Justice, Amazon 
Labor Union, American Association of Uni-
versity Professors, American Association of 
University Women, American Federation of 
State, County and Municipal Employees 
(AFSCME), American Federation of Teach-
ers (AFT), American Psychological Associa-
tion, Americans for Financial Reform, 
Appleseed Foundation, Arkansas Community 
Organizations, Asian Pacific American 
Labor Alliance (AFL–CIO), Associate Stu-
dents of the University of California, Berke-
ley, Associated Students of the University of 
Nevada, Association of Flight Attendants– 
CWA. 

Association of Latino Administrators and 
Superintendents (ALAS), ASUCM External 
office, Autistic Women & Nonbinary Net-
work, Bend the Arc: Jewish Action, Blue Fu-
ture, BPUF.org, CAARMA, Cabrini Green 
Legal Aid, California Association of Non-
profits (CalNonprofits), Campaign for College 
Opportunity, CASH Campaign of Maryland, 
CEA.org, Center for American Progress, Cen-
ter for Economic Integrity, Center for 
LGBTQ Economic Advancement & Research 
(CLEAR), Center for Responsible Lending, 
CFPB Union NTEU 335, Chicago Foundation 
for Women, Church Women United in New 
York State, Citizen Action of Wisconsin, 
Clearinghouse on Women’s Issues, Color Of 
Change, Colorado AFL–CIO, Colorado Fiscal 
Institute, Columbia Consumer Education 
Council Inc. 

Communication Workers of America 
(CWA), Communications Workers of America 
District 7, Community Legal Aid Society, 
Inc. (Delaware), Community Service Society 
of New York, Consumer Action, Consumer 
Federation of America, Consumer Federa-
tion of California, Consumer Reports, Con-
sumers for Auto Reliability and Safety, 
Council of Graduate Schools, Council on So-
cial Work Education, Debt Collective, Dela-
ware Community Reinvestment Action 
Council, Dream Defenders, Economic Action 
Maryland, EMPath: Economic Mobility 
Pathways, Empower our Future, End Citi-
zens United/Let America Vote Action Fund, 
Equal Justice Works, External Vice Presi-
dent Office of the Associated Students of the 
University of California, Irvine, Faith Action 
for All, Faith in Action, Fayetteville Police 

Accountability Community Taskforce, Femi-
nist Campus, Feminist Majority Foundation. 

Formerly Incarcerated College Graduates 
Network, Forward Montana, Fosterus, Free-
dom BLOC, Fresno Building Healthy Com-
munities, Friendship of Women, Inc., Hawaii 
State Teachers Association, HEAL Food Al-
liance, Hildreth Institute, Hispanic Federa-
tion, Housing and Economic Rights Advo-
cates, Indivisible, Instituto de Avance 
Latino CDC, International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters, International Federation of Pro-
fessional and Technical Engineers (IFPTE), 
Jacksonville Area Legal Aid, Inc., Justice in 
Aging, La Raza Centro Legal, San Francisco, 
Latinos for Education, LCLAA, LeadMN— 
College Students Connecting for Change, 
League of United Latin American Citizens, 
Legal Action Chicago, Loan Repayment As-
sistance Program of Minnesota, Louisiana 
Budget Project. 

Maine Center for Economic Policy, Mary-
land Center for Collegiate Financial 
Wellness, Maryland Volunteer Lawyers Serv-
ice, Massachusetts Action for Justice, Mas-
sachusetts Affordable Housing Alliance, 
Miami Valley Fair Housing Center, Inc., 
Michigan Poverty Law Program, Minority 
Veterans of America, Montana Fair Housing, 
Mountain State Justice, MoveOn, NAACP, 
National Association of Pediatric Nurse 
Practitioners, National Association of Sec-
ondary School Principals (NASSP), National 
Association of Social Workers. 

National Association of Social Workers DC 
Metro Chapter; National Association of So-
cial Workers, Alabama Chapter; National As-
sociation of Social Workers, Alaska Chapter; 
National Association of Social Workers, Ari-
zona Chapter; National Association of Social 
Workers, Arkansas Chapter; National Asso-
ciation of Social Workers, California Chap-
ter; National Association of Social Workers, 
Colorado Chapter; National Association of 
Social Workers, Connecticut Chapter; Na-
tional Association of Social Workers, Dela-
ware Chapter; National Association of Social 
Workers, Florida Chapter; National Associa-
tion of Social Workers, Georgia Chapter; Na-
tional Association of Social Workers, Guam 
Chapter; National Association of Social 
Workers, Hawaii Chapter; National Associa-
tion of Social Workers, Idaho Chapter; Na-
tional Association of Social Workers, Illinois 
Chapter; National Association of Social 
Workers, Indiana Chapter; National Associa-
tion of Social Workers, Iowa Chapter; Na-
tional Association of Social Workers, Kansas 
Chapter; National Association of Social 
Workers, Kentucky Chapter; National Asso-
ciation of Social Workers, Louisiana Chap-
ter; National Association of Social Workers, 
Maine Chapter; National Association of So-
cial Workers, Maryland Chapter; National 
Association of Social Workers, Massachu-
setts Chapter; National Association of Social 
Workers, Michigan Chapter; National Asso-
ciation of Social Workers, Minnesota Chap-
ter. 

National Association of Social Workers, 
Mississippi Chapter; National Association of 
Social Workers, Missouri Chapter; National 
Association of Social Workers, Montana 
Chapter; National Association of Social 
Workers, Nebraska Chapter; National Asso-
ciation of Social Workers, Nevada Chapter; 
National Association of Social Workers, New 
Hampshire Chapter; National Association of 
Social Workers, New Jersey Chapter; Na-
tional Association of Social Workers, New 
Mexico Chapter; National Association of So-
cial Workers, New York City Chapter; Na-
tional Association of Social Workers, New 
York State Chapter; National Association of 
Social Workers, North Carolina Chapter; Na-
tional Association of Social Workers, North 
Dakota Chapter; National Association of So-
cial Workers, Ohio Chapter; National Asso-

ciation of Social Workers, Oklahoma Chap-
ter; National Association of Social Workers, 
Oregon Chapter; National Association of So-
cial Workers, Pennsylvania Chapter; Na-
tional Association of Social Workers, Puerto 
Rico Chapter; National Association of Social 
Workers, Rhode Island Chapter; National As-
sociation of Social Workers, South Carolina 
Chapter; National Association of Social 
Workers, South Dakota Chapter; National 
Association of Social Workers, Tennessee 
Chapter; National Association of Social 
Workers, Texas Chapter; National Associa-
tion of Social Workers, Utah Chapter; Na-
tional Association of Social Workers, 
Vermont Chapter; National Association of 
Social Workers, Virgin Islands Chapter; Na-
tional Association of Social Workers, Vir-
ginia Chapter; National Association of So-
cial Workers, Washington Chapter; National 
Association of Social Workers, West Virginia 
Chaptes National Association of Social 
Workers, Wisconsin Chapter; National Asso-
ciation of Social Workers, Wyoming Chapter. 

National Association of Student Loan 
Lawyers, National Black Justice Coalition, 
National Center for Law and Economic Jus-
tice, National Consumer Law Center (on be-
half of its low-income clients), National Con-
sumers League, National Education Associa-
tion (NEA), National Employment Law 
Project, National League for Nursing, Na-
tional Legal Aid & Defender Association, Na-
tional Nurses United (NNU), National Urban 
League, National Women’s Law Center, Na-
tional Young Farmers Coalition, New Era 
Colorado, New Georgia Project Action Fund, 
New Jersey Appleseed Public Interest Law 
Center, New Jersey Institute for Social Jus-
tice, New York Legal Assistance Group 
(NYLAG), NextGen California, Nine Star En-
terprises, Inc., Nonprofit Professional Em-
ployees Union (NPEU), NTEU Independent 
Staff Union, Office & Professional Employees 
International Union (OPEIU), Office of the 
Nevada State Treasurer, Ohio Student Asso-
ciation, Oregon Student Association, Our 
Revolution, P Street. 

Passengers United, People’s Action, Pro-
gressive Leadership Alliance of Nevada, Pro-
tect All Children’s Environment, 
Psycharmor, Public Advocacy for Kids 
(PAK), Public Citizen, Public Counsel, Pub-
lic Good Law Center, Public Justice Center, 
Public Law Center, Quiet Creek Herb Farm, 
Rachel Carson Council, RAISE Texas, Red 
River Association of Educators, Rise, 
RootsAction.org, Rural Coalition, Rutgers 
University Student Assembly, School Social 
Work Association of America, Secular Stu-
dent Alliance, SEIU Local 500, Service Em-
ployees International Union (SEIU), South 
Carolina Appleseed Legal Justice Center, 
Stella’s Girls Inc, Student Borrower Protec-
tion Center. 

Student Debt Crisis, Center Student Loan 
Fund, Students First Consulting, Students 
United, Suncoast NORML, Superrnajority, 
Take on Wall Street, Texas Appleseed, Texas 
State Teachers Association, The Arizona 
Students’ Association, The Bell Policy Cen-
ter, The Education Trust, The Hope Center 
at Temple University, THE ONE LESS 
FOUNDATION, Towards Justice, UC-AFT, 
Local 1474, UCSB Associated Students Sen-
ate External Affairs Committee, UCSB 
Lobby Corps. 

UFCW, UnidosUS, United Food and Com-
mercial Workers Union Local 400, United 
Way of Southern Cameron County, Univer-
sity of Wisconsin Law School Consumer Law 
Clinic, University of California Student As-
sociation, Vermont-NEA, Virginia Poverty 
Law Center, Washington Council of Lawyers, 
Washington Office of the Student Loan Ad-
vocate, We the 45 Million, Western Center on 
Law and Poverty, Wisconsin Education Asso-
ciation Council, Women Employed, Xavier 
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University of Louisiana Student Govern-
ment, Young Invincibles, YWCA USA, Zero 
Debt Massachusetts. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Florida (Ms. WILSON), the ranking 
member of the Subcommittee on High-
er Education and Workforce Develop-
ment. 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in opposition to MAGA Repub-
licans’ attempts to override the Presi-
dent’s veto and kill his student debt re-
lief plan for millions of Americans. It 
is the height of hypocrisy. 

Listen to this: We didn’t hear a peep 
from the Republicans when we bailed 
out the auto industry. They even nick-
named Detroit ‘‘Government Motors’’. 

We didn’t hear a peep when they 
bailed out the airlines, or the farmers, 
and not a word when Members of Con-
gress’ PPP loans were forgiven. 

We bailed out Silicon Valley Bank 
and Signature Bank just the other day. 
No one said a mumbling word. 

When Republicans controlled both 
Chambers and the White House in 2017, 
they gave billionaires $1.7 trillion in 
tax breaks. Shameful. 

But when we decide to bail out the 
students, the hardworking, want-to-be- 
somebody college graduates who con-
tribute to the economy, all hell breaks 
loose, and Republicans are outraged. 

I know people in their sixties and 
seventies who still owe student loan 
debt, and the principal has never 
changed. But I will keep fighting be-
cause every American should have a 
fair chance to succeed. It is a shame 
where our country’s priorities lie. 

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

My colleagues have said that this is 
overdrawn in terms of the way the CRA 
was written, the Congressional Review 
Act was written, and that it does too 
much. It gets into too many other 
things other than simply turning back 
the President’s proposal. It deals with 
the debt and repayment of debt and 
those kinds of things. 

However, this CRA does not in any 
way tie the hands of Congress. It is up 
to us to pass the laws. 

What it does do is stop unelected bu-
reaucrats from writing laws in the 
form of rules to implement laws passed 
by Congress. 

We didn’t authorize the Department 
to do many of the things that it is 
doing. Congress did not do that, but it 
is doing many things. 

The CRA will stop the President’s ac-
tions and some of these other things 
that are happening. We have the au-
thority to write legislation, to do 
whatever we want to. If we want to 
write legislation to take care of debt 
and to take care of interest rates, we 
can do that. 

Forgive me, Mr. Speaker, for not cry-
ing crocodile tears along with my col-
leagues on the accessibility to college 
in this country. College in this country 
is accessible to anyone who has the ca-
pable skills to attend, or taxpayers 

covering the costs of college for many 
who can pay for themselves and many 
who simply take advantage of generous 
taxpayers by skipping out on their 
loans. 

That is not what the help from tax-
payers is supposed to do. It is supposed 
to help people gain a college education 
and go out there and be productive citi-
zens, not renege on paying back their 
loans. 

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

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
am appreciative of the courtesies of 
the chairwoman and the courtesies of 
the ranking member because I am a re-
cipient of student loans. 

As we proceed, the minimal amount 
that each person would get, in many 
instances, will be life-starting and life- 
igniting. 

This is not about deadbeat persons. 
This is about the excessive overbur-
dening of our students in the 21st cen-
tury who have been enrolled in schools 
with excessive fees and tuition. 

This was not bureaucrats making de-
cisions. This was an analytic assess-
ment of how heavy a burden it is on 
working persons with student debt. 
They were not able to make ends meet. 
Some were not able to purchase first 
homes. Some were not able to make 
payments on other necessities or raise 
their families. 

I am disappointed that we are at this 
point of trying to undo the President’s 
thoughtful effort at giving Americans, 
all Americans across this country, an 
opportunity to continue their eco-
nomic growth, to use their education 
in the service of others. Many of these 
persons are teachers. Many of these 
persons are from middle-class working 
families who are simply trying not to 
be in debt, and to be responsible for the 
obligation that they had to make in 
order to be, in instances, the first per-
son that ever went to college in their 
family. 

Mr. Speaker, let me ask my col-
leagues to allow—in spite of court deci-
sions, and this particular underlying 
motion—allow these people to begin 
their life and to contribute, contribute 
to the economic engine of this Nation. 

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

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield an additional 1 minute to the 
gentlewoman from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. These student 
loans were well invested because they 
are now, many of them, in the work-
force. 

I want to add another component. 
Sometimes in life there are hills and 
valleys. Many of these individuals may 
have had some difficulty, may have 
been unemployed for a period of time. 
If you talk to these young people, or 
individuals that have had this student 
debt who are not young people any-
more, some crisis in their life pre-

vented them from making these pay-
ments. Mr. Speaker, it topples them. It 
just doesn’t give them a moment to 
breathe. It is not that they are trying 
to default on the United States of 
America or be a deadbeat. We will be 
better off to give them another lifeline 
so they can contribute to this society. 

That is all this effort was. It was not 
frivolous. It was not selecting people 
who didn’t want to pay. There was an 
application process, and it is a legiti-
mate way of responding to the outcries 
of Americans and young people. Let us 
not approve this disapproval. 

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

First, I include in the RECORD letters 
from the American Federation of 
Teachers, another letter from multiple 
unions including the National Edu-
cation Association, the AFL–CIO and 
AFSCME, a letter from Minority Vets, 
a letter from UnidosUS and the Na-
tional Urban League, a letter from 
Third Way, a letter from the National 
Council of Nonprofits, and a letter 
from 23 various medical organizations, 
all in opposition to the legislation. 

AMERICAN FEDERATION OF TEACHERS, 
May 22, 2023. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 1.7 
million members of the American Federation 
of Teachers, I strongly urge you to reject 
H.J. Res. 45/S.J. Res. 22, a joint resolution 
providing for congressional disapproval of 
the Biden administration actions to support 
student loan borrowers that were announced 
in August of last year. 

This resolution would immediately force 
tens of millions of borrowers into abrupt and 
unplanned repayment with devastating ef-
fects, including adding thousands of dollars 
of interest onto their loan balances. Pro-
ponents of the resolution want you to believe 
that it is simply a method to stop President 
Joe Biden’s student debt cancellation of up 
to $20,000 that would benefit 43 million bor-
rowers, but the implications are more severe. 
Passage of this resolution would be particu-
larly destructive for teachers, nurses, 
servicemembers and firefighters eligible for 
Public Service Loan Forgiveness. 

This resolution would force the U.S. De-
partment of Education to unwind loans for-
given under Public Service Loan Forgiveness 
for nurses, educators, servicemembers and 
hundreds of thousands of other public service 
workers across the country. Retroactively 
repealing months of the payment pause ini-
tially authorized by the Trump administra-
tion would have far greater implications 
than thwarting Biden’s cancellation plan. It 
would force teachers, veterans and nurses 
who finally received Public Service Loan 
Forgiveness to write a check back to the De-
partment of Education. This resolution 
would reinstate the debt of more than 150,000 
public service workers. On the heels of the 
pandemic, forcing a nurse to pay back debt 
that was legally forgiven under a bipartisan 
law is cruel. 

And the harm wouldn’t stop there: More 
than 400,000 borrowers have received PSLF- 
qualifying payments under the last payment 
pause of 2022, but this resolution would claw 
back those benefits, setting back firefighters 
and educators’ eligibility for PSLF for many 
months. 

The COVID–19 pandemic had a devastating 
impact on American workers, many of whom 
were already struggling to make ends meet. 
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Those workers’ precarity and risk of delin-
quency on their debt has severely worsened 
during the pandemic. Given the long-term 
economic impacts of the pandemic, which 
continue to drive workers out of public serv-
ice, a permanent solution, rather than a 
temporary deferment, is necessary. 

And the law is clear: Student debt can-
cellation falls squarely within the statutory 
authority Congress granted the secretaIy in 
the HEROES Act. Cancellation will help en-
sure that millions of people are not left in a 
‘‘worse position’’ as to their loan payments 
due to the devastating COVID–19 pandemic. 

Tens of millions of families are struggling 
under the yoke of $1.7 trillion in student 
debt. They eagerly await the breathing room 
that student debt relief would bring, and 
those struggling to get by will benefit the 
most. The extra consideration in debt can-
cellation for Pell recipients focuses like a 
laser on people in need. Taking away relief 
that has already been granted to borrowers— 
the moratorium on payments and interest— 
while the legal challenge wends its way 
through the courts, and retroactively mak-
ing them pay what they cannot afford, is 
cruel. These borrowers are teachers, fire-
fighters, nurses and so many other dedicated 
workers. Their current student debt is a far 
greater burden than the debt carried by 
those of us who went to college long ago. 
This means they have little or no wealth to 
start a family, buy a car or a house, or make 
other major life decisions, and it undermines 
plans they responsibly made based on the 
situation at the time. 

Congress should be building on the Biden 
administration actions, not undermining 
those actions. Throwing tens of millions of 
student loan borrowers into chaos by retro-
actively adding interest and missed pay-
ments to their loan balances, while extend-
ing their student debt sentence, would upend 
lives. That’s the wrong decision. Congress 
must oppose H.J. Res. 45/S.J. Res. 22. 

Sincerely, 
RANDI WEINGARTEN, 

President, American Federation of Teachers. 

MAY 19, 2023. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of our 
members, who strengthen, restore, and sus-
tain communities across the nation, we urge 
you to vote against the Congressional Re-
view Act resolution (H.J. Res. 45/S.J. Res. 22) 
to overturn President Biden’s student-debt 
relief program. 

For decades, our nation has strained under 
a student debt crisis that holds our economy 
back and steals the dreams of millions of 
Americans. This debt burden causes loan de-
faults and drives up balances, delays mar-
riages and the start of families, and makes 
saving for the future impossible. Just as sig-
nificant as the financial fallout is how crush-
ing student loan debt is to the spirit. Noth-
ing is quite as disheartening as looking at a 
loan balance month after month that never 
seems to diminish. For those who are closer 
than ever to a life free from the albatross of 
student loan debt, the CRA amounts to a di-
rect attack on their hopes and dreams. 

Overturning President Biden’s debt relief 
program will lead to a dramatic spike in eco-
nomic hardship—particularly for the most 
vulnerable borrowers. It would throw 43 mil-
lion borrowers across every state and con-
gressional district back into a fundamen-
tally broken and chaotic student loan sys-
tem when they can least afford it. The CRA 
is especially concerning because unwinding 
the payment pause—a pause which pre-
viously garnered bipartisan support—could 
force borrowers to repay tens of billions of 
dollars in payments and interest. It would 

even reinstate nearly 157,000 loans forgiven 
through the Public Service Loan Forgiveness 
program, because the payment pause pro-
vides accrual toward PSLF without bor-
rowers having to pay. 

The U.S. Department of Education’s anal-
ysis indicates that resuming student loan 
payments without cancellation will lead to 
an unprecedented increase in delinquency 
and default for those who are most vulner-
able. These include the borrowers that Presi-
dent Biden’s plan targets: those who earn 
less than $75,000 a year. These borrowers 
make up 90 percent of the would-be bene-
ficiaries of the President’s cancellation pro-
gram. 

In the weeks before the debt relief plan was 
challenged in court, nearly 26 million bor-
rowers applied or were deemed automati-
cally eligible for the chance at debt relief 
and 16 million had their applications for-
mally approved by the Department of Edu-
cation. Using the CRA to overturn this life- 
changing debt relief is a cruel affront to ev-
eryone who was anticipating an economic 
fresh start; this tactic also adds another 
layer of worry just as borrowers await the 
U.S. Supreme Court’s decision. 

CRA efforts to overturn the payment pause 
and the President’s debt relief plan are only 
the most recent attacks on student loan bor-
rowers. They seem to be a convenient polit-
ical pawn, in the midst of economic uncer-
tainty and the expiration of other critical 
benefit expansions for families that were 
tied to the pandemic. At this difficult time, 
Congress should be improving families’ cir-
cumstances, not thwarting the President’s 
efforts to ease their financial pressures. 

The millions of workers our unions rep-
resent are grateful for the difference that 
student loan relief has made in their lives. 
Because their work in education, health 
care, public safety, the Armed Forces, and 
every other public and private sector field 
reaches a broad swath of Americans, our 
members also know how much it has im-
pacted everyday citizens. It has allowed 
hard-working people to finally start saving 
up for their first home or for the inevitable 
emergency they will face. It has given par-
ents the breathing room for their first home 
or for the inevitable emergency they will 
face. It has given parents the breathing room 
to begin squirreling away a little money 
each month for retirement, or for their chil-
dren’s college fund. It has enabled retirees 
who are still repaying student loans to start 
planning the once-in-a-lifetime trip or fam-
ily reunion they have dreamed of for years. 

We know that most Americans understand 
the severity of the student debt crisis and 
how it affects the people they love. Even 
those without student debt do not want their 
children, grandchildren, or other loved ones 
to struggle with it. Please vote against the 
CRA to invigorate our economy, increase 
families’ financial security, and restore their 
hope. 

Sincerely, 
ELIZABETH H. SHULER, 

President, American 
Federation of Labor 
and Congress of In-
dustrial Organiza-
tions. 

LEE SAUNDERS, 
President, American 

Federation of State, 
County, and Munic-
ipal Employees. 

RANDI WEINGARTEN, 
President, American 

Federation of Teach-
ers. 

REBECCA S. PRINGLE, 
President, National 

Education Associa-
tion. 

MARY KAY HENRY, 
President, Service Em-

ployees Inter-
national Union. 

EVERETT B. KELLEY, 
President, American 

Federation of Gov-
ernment Employees. 

BONNIE CASTILLO, RN, 
Executive Director, 

National Nurses 
United. 

SHAWN FAIN, 
President, United Auto 

Workers. 
MARC PERRONE, 

International Presi-
dent, United Food 
and Commercial 
Workers Inter-
national Union. 

[From Minorityvets] 
MINORITY VETERANS OF AMERICA ESTIMATES 

THE SCALE OF HARM THAT THE REPUBLICAN 
CRA WILL IMPOSE ON SERVICE MEMBERS 
AND VETERANS 
H.J. Res. 45, a resolution under the Con-

gressional Review Act (CRA), would reverse 
the actions of the Department of Education 
(ED) related to student loan debt. If enacted, 
it would: (a) block President Biden’s debt 
cancelation plan, (b) retroactively undo the 
7th extension of the loan payment pause 
(Sept. 2022–Dec. 2022), causing millions of 
borrowers to fall behind on their student 
loans, and (c) also likely undo the 8th exten-
sion of the payment pause (which began in 
Jan. 2023). Service members and veterans 
would suffer adversely if the CRA were to 
pass. 

Service members and veterans are dis-
proportionately affected by student debt and 
related financial crises: 

1. Due to ineligibility, structural adminis-
trative burdens, and awards inadequate to 
cover the full cost of education, millions of 
veterans have student-loan debt despite the 
GI Bill. 

2. With regards to student loan debt, vet-
erans are struggling significantly more than 
others: 

Veterans borrow more, so have more stu-
dent debt. 

The proportion of veterans with student 
debt has grown while the overall proportion 
of borrowers in other demographic groups 
has decreased. 

Veterans default at a higher rate than non- 
veterans: 46 percent, (compared to 29 per-
cent) before the pandemic. According to the 
ED, default and delinquency rates increase 
after periods of forbearance, so that rate will 
likely be higher after the payment pause 
ends, leaving veterans particularly vulner-
able. 

3. For-profit institutions (FPIs) have ag-
gressively targeted veterans, such that vet-
erans attend FPIs at a higher rate than non- 
veterans. Higher costs and lower quality has 
left many veterans with debt and no degree. 

4. Veterans have fared worse as a result of 
the pandemic (e.g., 11.8 percent unemploy-
ment rate at its peak, compared to an his-
toric low of 3.1 percent before the pandemic). 

5. Service members are laden by student 
loan debt too—entering service not just with 
loan debt but because of it, hoping for 
cancelation under the Public Service Loan 
Forgiveness (PSLF) program. Using GAO 
data, in 2017 the Consumer Finance Protec-
tion Board estimated that over 200,000 serv-
ice members collectively owe more than $2.9 
billion in student loan debt. 

Passage of the student loan CRA would 
harm service members and veterans: 

Under the CRA, progress toward debt 
cancelation under PSLF, including 
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cancelation itself that borrowers achieved 
during the pause, would be reversed. This 
outcome would be particularly devastating 
for service members and veterans. 

An estimated 46,320 service members would 
have $4.1 billion of debt that was canceled 
through PSLF restored. 

As many as 320,000 veterans could lose 
progress toward more than $28 billion in 
cancelation toward PSLF. 

A GAO report found that over 94 percent of 
service members and Department of Defense 
employees who pursued PSLF were denied 
relief. The CRA would magnify that institu-
tional failure. 

Nearly 40 percent of veteran borrowers are 
Pell Grant recipients, almost all of whom 
would be eligible for $20,000 in cancelation. 

Student-debt relief has widespread support 
among veteran’s service organizations: 

A broad coalition of veteran’s advocacy 
groups submitted an amicus brief in support 
of the Administration’s debt relief actions. 

NATIONAL URBAN LEAGUE, 
May 15, 2023. 

DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: On behalf of 
the National Urban League and UnidosUS 
(formerly known as the National Council of 
La Raza), two historic civil rights organiza-
tions fighting for economic security for 
Black and Latino communities and other 
historically and systemically oppressed pop-
ulations, we write to share our opposition to 
the Congressional Review Act resolutions 
H.J.Res. 45 and S.J.Res. 22, which would 
overturn President Biden’s actions to pause 
student loan payments and provide student 
debt relief for low-income and working-class 
people in America. As the people in our 
country continue to recover from the deadly 
COVID–19 pandemic and its devastating eco-
nomic fallout, it is vital that relief in the 
form of student debt cancellation be enacted. 

Communities of color were hit hardest by 
both the COVID–19 virus and its associated 
economic challenges due to systemic bar-
riers. Compared to their white counterparts, 
people of color are 1.5 times more likely to 
get the virus and 2 times more likely to re-
quire hospitalization. Economically, Black 
and Latino workers are overrepresented in 
front-line jobs that remained in person dur-
ing shutdowns and that lacked adequate paid 
time off to recover from illness and care for 
sick family members. They continue to be 
overrepresented in the individuals without 
access to affordable healthcare and 
childcare. Following the start of the pan-
demic, 43 percent of Black adults experi-
enced a pay cut due to reduced hours or work 
demand or were laid off either permanently 
or temporarily. The most impacted group, 1 
in 5 Latinas were unemployed at the peak of 
shutdowns, not counting those who exited 
the workforce altogether to become care-
takers out of necessity. Additionally, Black 
and Latino households were also more likely 
to have food and housing insecurity, face 
more adverse health issues related to COVID, 
and secure more debt in conjunction with al-
ready accrued student loan debt due to fi-
nancial burden. 

Meanwhile, at every level of educational 
attainment, Black students are more likely 
to borrow—and borrow at higher levels— 
than their white counterparts. Black college 
graduates owe an average of $52,000 in stu-
dent loan debt, about $25,000 more debt than 
White college graduates. Cancellation pro-
vides substantial relief to those unable to 
repay debts because of inequalities in wealth 
and income that particularly impact Black 
borrowers. 66 percent of Black borrowers and 
37 percent of Latinos owe more than origi-
nally borrowed 12 years after starting col-
lege, compared to 30 percent white bor-
rowers. 

72 percent of Latino students take out 
loans to attend college, and 67 percent carry 
educational debt. In a survey of Latino stu-
dents who began but did not complete col-
lege, UnidosUS and the University of North 
Carolina’s School of Law found that those 
Latino students who grew up in economi-
cally vulnerable communities see college 
debt as a financial burden that can affect 
their family’s financial security and sta-
bility. Interviews with students revealed 
that the student loan debt burden is causing 
worry and stress, impacting sleep and qual-
ity of life. 

The CRA Resolution introduced in March 
would overturn the pause of federal student 
loan payments and interest accrual, and 
President Biden’s debt relief plan. This ac-
tion would abruptly force tens of millions of 
borrowers into repayment and add thousands 
of dollars of interest onto their loan bal-
ances, causing perilous financial con-
sequences. It would also require the Depart-
ment of Education to unwind loans forgiven 
under Public Service Loan Forgiveness 
(PSLF) for nurses, educators, 
servicemembers, and public service workers 
across the country. This is a direct attack on 
millions of workers and families who are 
still reeling from the devastating impacts of 
COVID–19, and would most brutally harm 
communities of color, who not only have the 
highest amounts of student debt, but are 
also over indexed in careers in public service. 

For these reasons, we strongly oppose the 
efforts to overturn this relief through the 
Congressional Review Act (H.J.Res. 45/ 
S.J.Res. 22) and we urge you to consider the 
damage they would have on the millions of 
people and families in America who need stu-
dent loan debt relief. 

Sincerely, 
NATIONAL URBAN LEAGUE, 
UNIDOSUS. 

THIRD WAY STATEMENT ON STUDENT LOAN 
PAUSE CRA 

(By Lanae Erickson) 

WASHINGTON, May 22, 2023.—Third Way re-
leased the following statement from Lanae 
Erickson, Senior Vice President for Social 
Policy, Education & Politics: 

‘‘This week, the House will vote on a Con-
gressional Review Act (CRA) measure that 
would overturn the pause on student loan re-
payment and interest accrual dating back to 
October 2022. Regardless of your stance on 
the Administration’s debt cancellation ac-
tions, voting in favor of this resolution 
would be a slap in the face to borrowers— 
blindsiding them by immediately rolling 
back eight months of interest benefits 
they’ve already received and sticking them 
with higher balances owed. 

‘‘There’s plenty Congress can do to fix the 
system and prepare for a smooth return to 
repayment. This CRA does the exact oppo-
site, increasing debt and setting borrowers 
up to fail. Members of the House should do 
right by borrowers and vote against it.’’ 

NATIONAL COUNCIL OF NONPROFITS, 
May 12, 2023. 

Re Adverse impacts on government and char-
itable nonprofits employees by using the 
Congressional Review Act (CRA) to roll 
back student loan payment pause. 

Hon. KEVIN MCCARTHY, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. HAKEEM JEFFRIES, 
Democratic Leader, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. CHUCK SCHUMER, 
Majority Leader, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. MITCH MCCONNELL, 
Republican Leader, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER MCCARTHY, AND LEADERS 
SCHUMER, JEFFRIES, AND MCCONNELL: The 
National Council of Nonprofits (NCN) writes 
to alert you to the unintended consequences 
to the Public Service Loan Forgiveness 
(PSLF) program of using the Congressional 
Review Act (CRA) to roll back the Depart-
ment of Education’s (Department) action to 
pause student loan payments and force the 
Department to immediately reinstate the 
monthly payment requirements for bor-
rowers. While we take no position on the stu-
dent debt cancellation program, NCN op-
poses S.J. Res. 22 and H.J. Res. 45 as cur-
rently written because the measures would 
abruptly and retroactively deprive PSLF 
participants of the benefits they have earned 
under the program. 

The presumed intended target of the CRA, 
as introduced, may be President Biden’s stu-
dent debt cancellation plan; however, the ef-
fort to disapprove the debt cancellation plan 
is also coupled with the extended federal stu-
dent loan payment pause. 

Our concerns with the CRA as currently 
written can be summarized in three points: 

1. By disapproving the debt cancellation 
plan, Congress effectively would be ending 
the payment pause retroactively to the end 
of last year as well. 

2. Such a retroactive cancellation of the 
ongoing federal loan payment pause would 
automatically render all borrowers 90 days 
or more in arrears and render all borrowers 
out of compliance concerning payment obli-
gations, including for PSLF purposes. 

3. In passing the CRA, Congress would re-
nege on its bipartisan promise since 2007 to 
public servants working at 501(c){3) chari-
table nonprofits and in government. 

CLARIFYING TERMINOLOGY 
Confusion surrounds the current debates 

about ending federal student loan debt be-
cause of the use of similar words with dis-
tinct meanings. Permit us to provide some 
clarity: 

Debt cancellation. In August 2022, Presi-
dent Biden announced a one-time debt can-
cellation plan to cancel up to $10,000 of quali-
fying federal student loan debt per borrower 
with an additional $10,000 for Pell Grant re-
cipients. Litigation ensued to block the plan, 
and a final decision in the case, now in the 
U.S. Supreme Court, is expected before the 
end of June. No debt has been cancelled yet 
under the plan. 

Loan forgiveness. In 2007, Congress enacted 
the Public Service Loan Forgiveness pro-
gram. PSLF provides an opportunity for bor-
rowers to earn forgiveness after working for 
10 years in public service as an employee of 
a federal, state, or local government or at a 
501(c)(3) charitable nonprofit and making 120 
qualifying payments on their loans. Law-
makers on both sides of the aisle and in both 
chambers have shown strong support over 
the years to continue the program, which 
was enacted under President Bush and ad-
ministered under Presidents Obama, Trump, 
and Biden. 
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BIPARTISAN PAUSES ON FEDERAL STUDENT 

LOAN PAYMENTS COUNT TOWARDS ELIGIBILITY 
FOR FORGIVENESS UNDER PSLF. 
At the start of the pandemic, President 

Trump instituted a payment pause on all 
federal student loan payments to provide fi-
nancial relief to borrowers. After President 
Trump renewed the pause several times, 
President Biden continued the practice. The 
last payment pause was set to expire on De-
cember 31, 2022. Because of the pending liti-
gation, the student loan payment pause has 
been extended until either the Department is 
permitted to implement the debt cancella-
tion program, or the litigation is resolved bt 
if the debt relief program has not been im-
plemented and the litigation has not been re-
solved by June 30, 2023, then payments will 
resume 60 days after that. 

Since President Trump first instituted the 
payment pause, borrowers who work in pub-
lic service have continued to receive credit 
towards forgiveness for PSLF purposes, pro-
vided they remained employed at an eligible 
employer. President Biden has continued 
that policy and announced before the last 
payment pause was set to expire on Decem-
ber 31 that borrowers are receiving credit to-
ward forgiveness under PSLF. 
A RETROACTIVE CANCELLATION OF THE PAY-

MENT PAUSE WOULD IMPOSE SIGNIFICANT 
HARDSHIP ON NONPROFIT EMPLOYEES AND EM-
PLOYERS. 
Ongoing economic uncertainty and natural 

disasters plaguing the country exacerbate 
additional stresses on and demand for serv-
ices by nonprofit staff. The student loan pay-
ment pause has provided critical relief for 
nonprofit workers who are often paid lower 
salaries and wages than for-profit businesses 
due to a variety of factors, including govern-
ment grants and contracting restraints, the 
inability to increase prices or charges for 
services despite increased costs, and dimin-
ishing fund raising and private grant oppor-
tunities. Competition for qualified workers 
is acutely felt by nonprofits that cannot ad-
just salaries and wages as easily or as quick-
ly as the for-profit sector. An estimated four 
out of five (79 percent) nonprofits identified 
salary competition as a factor preventing 
them from filling job openings. Relief from 
student loan payments and the promise of 
loan forgiveness for continued public service 
have served to keep many workers on the job 
in the face of these other challenges. 
THE CRA WOULD ROLL BACK THE PAUSE IN STU-

DENT LOAN PAYMENTS AND HAVE THE UNIN-
TENDED CONSEQUENCE OF DISRUPTING THE 
ACCUMULATION OF CREDITS TOWARDS PSLF 
FORGIVENESS. 
The CRA states that Congress ‘‘dis-

approves’’ the debt cancellation plan. Be-
cause the current payment pause is an exten-
sion of one that was previously set to expire 
and is now tied to the ongoing lawsuit re-
garding the debt cancellation plan, what 
happens under the CRA affects the ongoing 
payment pause and, therefore, the accumula-
tion of credits towards PSLF forgiveness. 
Passage of the CRA would automatically 
trigger payments that were paused beginning 
January 1, 2023, and would force the Depart-
ment to begin demanding payments from 
millions of borrowers, including PSLF par-
ticipants. Consequently, borrowers could be 
on the hook for payments due since Decem-
ber 31, 2022, possibly including interest. As a 
result, more than 37 million borrowers could 
see unexpected bills adding up to hundreds or 
thousands of dollars, plus interest. Further, 
the CRA could operate to vitiate credits to-
wards forgiveness and any borrower who has 
earned forgiveness since the beginning of the 
year could see that forgiveness rescinded. 

While NCN takes no position on the stu-
dent debt cancellation plan, the unintended 

consequences of rolling back the student 
loan payment pause would have grave effects 
on nonprofit workers and others earning for-
giveness under PSLF. At a time when non-
profits are facing a workforce shortage, in-
creased demands on services, and added bur-
dens caused by economic uncertainty and 
natural disasters, workers must receive 
every benefit possible under the PSLF pro-
gram. 

The payment pause has provided essential 
financial relief and reduced stress while al-
lowing workers to continue to earn forgive-
ness. Any rollback, unexpected financial 
load, and confusion on PSLF status must be 
prevented. 

We urge you to oppose the Senate Joint 
Resolution 22 and House Joint Resolution 45 
in their current form and to insist that non-
profit workers and public servants receive 
the relief they have diligently earned. 

We stand ready to work with Members of 
Congress to ensure that congressional prom-
ises to governmental and nonprofit workers 
under the Public Service Loan Forgiveness 
program are respected and fulfilled. 

Sincerely, 
TIFFANY GOURLEY CARTER, 

Policy Counsel, 
National Council of Nonprofits. 

JUNE 21, 2023. 
Re: Patient community concerns about the 

detrimental impact of policies included 
in HR 2868, the Association Health Plans 
Act; HR 2813, the Self-Insurance Protec-
tion Act, and HR 3799, the CHOICE Ar-
rangement Act. 

Hon. KEVIN MCCARTHY, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. HAKEEM JEFFRIES, 
Leader, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER MCCARTHY AND LEADER 
JEFFRIES: On behalf of the millions of pa-
tients and consumers across the country 
with serious, acute and chronic health condi-
tions, our organizations urge you to oppose 
HR 2868, HR 2813, and HR 3799, which threat-
en access to quality, affordable healthcare 
coverage. 

The 23 undersigned organizations represent 
more than 120 million people living with a 
pre-existing condition in the US. Collec-
tively, we have a unique perspective on what 
individuals and families need to prevent dis-
ease, cure illness, and manage chronic health 
conditions. The diversity of our organiza-
tions and the populations we serve enable us 
to draw upon a wealth of knowledge and ex-
pertise that are critical components of any 
discussion aimed at improving or reforming 
our healthcare system. 

Our organizations share three principles 
that we use to help guide our work on 
healthcare to continue to develop, improve 
upon, or defend the programs and services 
our communities need to live longer, 
healthier lives. These principles state that 
healthcare must be adequate, affordable, and 
accessible. 

With these principles at the forefront, we 
write to convey our concerns about three 
bills that have recently been moved out of 
the Rules Committee and will soon be con-
sidered on the House floor: HR 2868, the Asso-
ciation Health Plans Act; HR 2813, the Self- 
Insurance Protection Act, and HR 3799, the 
CHOICE Arrangement Act. In the report 
‘‘Under-covered: How ‘Insurance-Like’ Prod-
ucts Are Leaving Patients Exposed,’’ many 
of our organizations documented our con-
cerns with health insurance products that 
are not required to comply with the patient 
protections enacted in the Affordable Care 
Act. We are concerned that policies included 

in the legislation considered today would de-
crease the number of consumers enrolled in 
comprehensive health insurance plans and 
threaten access to quality, affordable 
healthcare for the patients and consumers 
we represent. 
H.R. 2868, THE ASSOCIATION HEALTH PLANS ACT 
Current law allows employers to work to-

gether to form a multiple employer welfare 
arrangement (MEWA) to provide certain ben-
efits to their employees. An Association 
Health Plan (AHP)—a health benefit plan 
sponsored by an employer-based associa-
tion—is one type of MEWA. 

Some AHPs can be classified as large em-
ployers and are therefore not subject to crit-
ical patient protections and state insurance 
regulations. This can pose risks to employers 
and their employees. The track record of 
AHPs and MEWAs in reliably providing com-
prehensive coverage for consumers is quite 
poor. According to state insurance regu-
lators, these entities have a long history of 
fraud and ‘‘[making] money at the expense of 
their participants.’’ State insurance regu-
lators also say AHPs ‘‘have been notoriously 
prone to insolvencies.’’ 

AHPs are not required to provide com-
prehensive coverage or cover the Essential 
Health Benefits (EHB). AHPs may also 
charge higher premiums based on occupation 
(a loophole that allows discrimination based 
on gender and other factors) or even health 
status in some cases. As a result, these plans 
expose enrollees to high financial and health 
risks and exacerbate rural and/or regional 
health disparities. Meanwhile, marketing 
these products can be confusing or mis-
leading and can cause individuals to enroll in 
plans that do not align with their medical 
needs or expectations. 

AHPs also pose risks to the many con-
sumers who do not enroll in them. AHPs can 
siphon away healthy individuals from state 
individual and small-group markets by 
leveraging the regulatory advantages they 
enjoy. This leaves the individual and small 
group markets smaller and with a larger pro-
portion of individuals with pre-existing con-
ditions, leading to higher premiums and 
fewer plan choices for those who depend on 
those markets to access comprehensive cov-
erage. 

Despite the harm AHPs can pose to those 
who enroll in them as well as those who re-
main in comprehensive insurance plans, the 
Association Health Plans Act would promote 
additional enrollment in AHPs for groups 
that cannot use them today. We believe addi-
tional enrollment in AHPs by small employ-
ers and the self-employed will weaken pa-
tient and consumer protections and lead to 
higher costs for consumers who rely on com-
prehensive insurance. 
H.R. 2813, THE SELF-INSURANCE PROTECTION ACT 

Stop-loss insurance is intended to be used 
as a tool to protect a health plan sponsor— 
typically an employer—from unpredictably 
high losses due to unexpected claims. As 
such, it can be an important tool to promote 
stability for sponsors of health insurance 
plans, particularly sponsors providing cov-
erage for small numbers of insured individ-
uals, whose unique health needs sometimes 
necessitate very expensive health services. 

We are concerned that H.R. 2813 would re-
move an important level of consumer and pa-
tient protection by eliminating the ability of 
states to exercise oversight of stop-loss 
plans. State insurance commissioners play 
an important role in the health insurance 
marketplace. Removing states’ ability to 
regulate stop-loss coverage would lead to 
less oversight of these plans, which would in-
crease the likelihood of misleading mar-
keting and other fraudulent practices that 
would prove harmful to employers pur-
chasing stop-loss coverage as well as their 
employees. 
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H.R. 3799, THE CHOICE ARRANGEMENT ACT 

In lieu of offering a traditional group 
health plan, employers may provide con-
tributions, on a pre-tax basis, to their em-
ployees to subsidize the direct purchase of 
individual market health coverage. 

The choice to offer these individual cov-
erage health reimbursement arrangements 
(ICHRAs) is available to employers right 
now, and has been for several years. Yet in-
terest appears to be modest. It is possible 
take-up has been limited simply because the 
arrangement is still relatively new, and en-
rollment may expand with time. It is also 
possible that, for employers, the value propo-
sition of ICHRAs is less than some antici-
pated. We note that commonly cited benefits 
of ICHRAs—including predictable costs for 
employers and multiple plan options for em-
ployees—can be achieved through traditional 
employer coverage mechanisms and benefit 
designs. 

Troublingly, however, ICHRAs have intro-
duced new risks, both for workers with em-
ployer coverage and for consumers who rely 
on the individual market. ICHRAs provide 
employers an opportunity to reduce their 
costs by moving older and sicker workers off 
of job-based coverage and into the individual 
market. These shifts potentially disrupt ac-
cess to care for employees and make the in-
dividual market risk pool more expensive to 
insure, raising premiums. 

The regulatory framework governing 
ICHRAs recognizes these dangers and in-
cludes provisions to mitigate them. For ex-
ample, to reduce the ability of employers to 
offer ICHRAs selectively to only their sicker 
employees, federal rules require employers 
to treat all members of a particular class of 
workers the same for purposes of ICHRA eli-
gibility. Still, the leeway given to employers 
to tailor these classifications is substantial, 
and it allows employers to create subgroups 
of workers based on characteristics that are 
proxies for health status. The rules also lack 
safeguards that would prevent an employer 
from using administrative loopholes to seg-
ment its workforce for ICHRA purposes 
based on otherwise impermissible factors. 
For these reasons, we have encouraged fed-
eral regulators to collect and publish data 
that would shed light on how employers are 
using these arrangements and the effective-
ness of the nondiscrimination guardrails. 

Against this backdrop, H.R. 3799 would cre-
ate ‘‘custom health option and individual 
care expense’’ (CHOICE) arrangements, a 
new tax-advantaged arrangement similar to 
but apparently legally distinct from ICHRAs. 
To the extent H.R. 3799 is intended merely to 
codify the established regulatory framework 
for ICHRAs, we believe doing so is unwar-
ranted at this time. Moreover, the bill’s con-
voluted approach is likely to increase confu-
sion and uncertainty. 

Of additional concern, it appears H.R. 3799 
incorporates the ICHRA rules selectively, in 
a manner that could intensify the risks 
posed by these arrangements. As we observed 
above, the nondiscrimination provisions in 
the existing regulatory framework are essen-
tial but insufficient to prevent employers 
from using ICHRAs to shift higher-cost 
workers to the individual market. H.R. 3799 
does nothing to address these shortcomings. 
On the contrary, it would omit from statute 
key protections designed to safeguard con-
sumers and the individual insurance market 
from the downsides of these arrangements. 

CONCLUSION 
We urge lawmakers to reject the three bills 

referenced above and, instead, partner with 
organizations like ours to identify opportu-
nities to expand affordable, accessible, and 
adequate healthcare coverage for patients. If 
you have questions or would like to discuss 

this further, please contact Brian Connell 
VP, Federal Affairs with The Leukemia & 
Lymphoma Society. 

Sincerely, 
American Cancer Society Cancer Action 

Network, American Heart Association, 
American Kidney Fund, American Lung As-
sociation, Asthma and Allergy Foundation of 
America, CancerCare, Child Neurology Foun-
dation, Crohn’s & Colitis Foundation, Cystic 
Fibrosis Foundation, Epilepsy Foundation, 
Hemophilia Federation of America, Lupus 
Foundation of America. 

Muscular Dystrophy Association, National 
Eczema Association, National Health Coun-
cil, National Hemophilia Foundation, Na-
tional Kidney Foundation, National Multiple 
Sclerosis Society, National Organization for 
Rare Disorders, National Patient Advocate 
Foundation, Susan G. Komen, The AIDS In-
stitute, The Leukemia & Lymphoma Soci-
ety. 

b 1730 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
there are many challenges we have in 
higher education that demand our at-
tention: the rising cost of college, stu-
dent debt crisis, the eroded value of the 
Pell grant, student mental health 
issues, and the list goes on. 

Instead, we are addressing this reso-
lution which will hurt millions of stu-
dent borrowers and their families; an 
average of about 100,000 in each of our 
districts. 

Many of our colleagues on the other 
side have justified the resolution by ar-
guing that we cannot afford the plan, 
yet ignoring that we were willing to 
charge taxpayers $1.9 trillion for a tax 
package a few years ago that over-
whelmingly benefited the top 1 percent 
and corporations. Now they are unwill-
ing to spend much less than that to 
help students pay for their education. 

We should be passing proposals that 
meaningfully support borrowers and 
make college more affordable for cur-
rent and future students. The bottom 
line is that we have a responsibility to 
strengthen support for those seeking 
college degrees. Those who want a de-
gree should be able to access that op-
portunity. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, the Biden administra-
tion is destroying the Federal student 
aid system that has balanced providing 
millions of students access to opportu-
nities for post-secondary education 
while respecting the interest of tax-
payers who fund these opportunities. 

Democrats know their radical free 
college agenda won’t make it through 
Congress, so instead they are forcing it 
down Americans’ throats by executive 
fiat through the student loan program. 
Obfuscation about the details has al-
lowed the department to tout alleged 
benefits without facing any scrutiny 
over the implications of these radical 
changes; however, the facts, which this 
administration has tried to push under 
the rug, prove its agenda is nothing 
more than an attempt to skirt the law 

and enact policies that would never 
pass Congress. 

These actions will leave colleges free 
to continue increasing costs that 
greatly impact all American taxpayers. 
These policies deny any accountability 
to borrowers and evade any responsi-
bility to help those students turn their 
degrees into a job. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on 
the override of the President’s veto, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is, Will the House, on recon-
sideration, pass the joint resolution, 
the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding? 

Under the Constitution, the vote 
must be by the yeas and nays. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 221, nays 
206, not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 277] 

YEAS—221 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bean (FL) 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Crane 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davidson 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duarte 
Duncan 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Ezell 
Fallon 

Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garbarino 
Garcia, Mike 
Gimenez 
Golden (ME) 
Gonzales, Tony 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Issa 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean (NJ) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 

LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Langworthy 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McHenry 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Owens 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perez 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Salazar 
Santos 
Scalise 
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Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 

Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Strong 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 

Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (NY) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NAYS—206 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bowman 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Budzinski 
Bush 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crockett 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Frost 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 

Garcia, Robert 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Manning 
Matsui 
McBath 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Nickel 
Norcross 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 

Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peltola 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
Raskin 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Kilmer 
Loudermilk 
Meng 

Posey 
Pressley 
Sewell 

Williams (TX) 

b 1800 
So (two-thirds not being in the af-

firmative) the veto of the President 
was sustained and the joint resolution 
was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The veto 
message and the joint resolution are 
referred to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

The Clerk will notify the Senate of 
the action of the House. 

f 

CUSTOM HEALTH OPTION AND IN-
DIVIDUAL CARE EXPENSE AR-
RANGEMENT ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 524 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 3799. 

Will the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
SELF) kindly take the chair. 

b 1805 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
3799) to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to provide for health reim-
bursement arrangements integrated 
with individual health insurance cov-
erage, with Mr. SELF (Acting Chair) in 
the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose earlier today, 
a request for a recorded vote on amend-
ment No. 3 printed in part D of House 
Report 118–115 by the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. ROY) had been postponed. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in Part D of House Report 118– 
115, on which further proceedings were 
postponed, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 1 by Mrs. HAYES of 
Connecticut; 

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. MOLINARO 
of New York; and 

Amendment No. 3 by Mr. ROY of 
Texas. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the minimum time for any electronic 
vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MRS. HAYES 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on amendment No. 1, printed in 
part D of House Report 118–115 offered 
by the gentlewoman from Connecticut 
(Mrs. HAYES), on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 211, noes 220, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 278] 

AYES—211 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bowman 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Budzinski 
Bush 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crockett 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Frost 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Garcia, Robert 
Golden (ME) 

Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Manning 
Matsui 
McBath 
McClellan 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Nickel 
Norcross 
Norton 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 

Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peltola 
Perez 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Plaskett 
Pocan 
Porter 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
Raskin 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan 
Sablan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NOES—220 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bean (FL) 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 

Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Crane 
Crawford 

Crenshaw 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davidson 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duarte 
Duncan 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
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Fleischmann 
Flood 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garbarino 
Garcia, Mike 
Gimenez 
Gonzales, Tony 
González-Colón 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Issa 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean (NJ) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 

LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Langworthy 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McHenry 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moran 
Moylan 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Owens 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Radewagen 

Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Salazar 
Santos 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Strong 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (NY) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—9 

Estes 
Grothman 
Kilmer 

McCollum 
Meng 
Meuser 

Posey 
Pressley 
Williams (TX) 

b 1807 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, had I been 

present, I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall 
no. 278. 

Stated against: 
Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, I missed roll 

call 278—I used an old card. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘NO’’ on rollcall 
No. 278. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. MOLINARO 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on amendment No. 2, printed in 
part D of House Report 118–115 offered 
by the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
MOLINARO), on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the ayes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 281, noes 151, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 279] 

AYES—281 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Allred 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bean (FL) 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budzinski 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crane 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davids (KS) 
Davidson 
Davis (NC) 
De La Cruz 
Deluzio 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duarte 
Duncan 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Gallagher 
Gallego 

Garamendi 
Garbarino 
Garcia, Mike 
Gimenez 
Golden (ME) 
Gonzales, Tony 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
González-Colón 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harder (CA) 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 
Horsford 
Houchin 
Houlahan 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Issa 
Jackson (NC) 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kaptur 
Kean (NJ) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kildee 
Kiley 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Landsman 
Langworthy 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lee (NV) 
Leger Fernandez 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Manning 
Massie 
Mast 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClellan 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McHenry 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 

Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moran 
Moskowitz 
Moylan 
Mrvan 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Nickel 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Owens 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pence 
Perez 
Perry 
Pettersen 
Pfluger 
Phillips 
Plaskett 
Radewagen 
Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Ryan 
Salazar 
Salinas 
Santos 
Scalise 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Self 
Sessions 
Simpson 
Slotkin 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Spartz 
Stanton 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Strong 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Titus 
Tonko 
Trone 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Vasquez 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 

Wild 
Williams (NY) 
Wilson (SC) 

Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 

Zinke 

NOES—151 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bowman 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Bush 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Casar 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Crockett 
Crow 
Davis (IL) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Frost 
Gaetz 
Garcı́a (IL) 

Garcia (TX) 
Garcia, Robert 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (PA) 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Matsui 
McBath 
McCollum 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 

Norcross 
Norton 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peltola 
Peters 
Pingree 
Porter 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
Raskin 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Sablan 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Smith (WA) 
Stansbury 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Wexton 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Estes 
Kilmer 
Meng 

Pocan 
Posey 
Pressley 

Williams (TX) 

b 1813 
Mr. PETERS and Ms. ADAMS changed 

their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 
Mrs. BOEBERT changed her vote from 

‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. ROY 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on amendment No. 3 printed in 
part D of House Report 118–115 offered 
by the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
ROY), on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 

has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 228, noes 206, 
not voting 6, as follows: 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH3046 June 21, 2023 
[Roll No. 280] 

AYES—228 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bean (FL) 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Caraveo 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Crane 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davidson 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duarte 
Duncan 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 

Garbarino 
Garcia, Mike 
Gimenez 
Gonzales, Tony 
González-Colón 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Issa 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean (NJ) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Langworthy 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lee (NV) 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McHenry 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 

Mills 
Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moran 
Moylan 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Owens 
Palmer 
Peltola 
Pence 
Perez 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Radewagen 
Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Salazar 
Santos 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Strong 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Wild 
Williams (NY) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NOES—206 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bowman 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 

Budzinski 
Bush 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 

Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crockett 
Crow 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 

Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Frost 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Garcia, Robert 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Landsman 

Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Manning 
Matsui 
McBath 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Nickel 
Norcross 
Norton 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Plaskett 
Pocan 
Porter 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
Raskin 
Ross 
Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 
Ryan 
Sablan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Wexton 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NOT VOTING—6 

Estes 
Kilmer 

Meng 
Posey 

Pressley 
Williams (TX) 

b 1819 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The Acting CHAIR. There being no 

further amendments, under the rule, 
the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
SELF) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
AMODEI, Acting Chair of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 3799) to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for health 
reimbursement arrangements inte-
grated with individual health insur-
ance coverage, and, pursuant to House 
Resolution 524, he reported the bill, as 
amended by that resolution, back to 
the House with sundry further amend-
ments adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
further amendment reported from the 
Committee of the Whole? If not, the 
Chair will put them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 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. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. DOGGETT. 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: 
Mr. Doggett of Texas moves to recommit 

the bill H.R. 3799 to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

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 noes appeared to have it. 

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

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 5- 
minute vote on the motion to recom-
mit will be followed by 5-minute votes 
on passage of H.R. 3799, if ordered; and 
adoption of H. Res. 521. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 209, nays 
220, not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 281] 

YEAS—209 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bowman 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Budzinski 
Bush 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crockett 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 

Davis (NC) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Frost 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Garcia, Robert 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 

Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Manning 
Matsui 
McBath 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Nickel 
Norcross 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3047 June 21, 2023 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peltola 
Perez 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
Raskin 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 

Schiff 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NAYS—220 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bean (FL) 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Crane 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davidson 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duarte 
Duncan 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 

Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garbarino 
Garcia, Mike 
Gimenez 
Gonzales, Tony 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Issa 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean (NJ) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Langworthy 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McHenry 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 

Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Owens 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Salazar 
Santos 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Strong 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (NY) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—5 

Kilmer 
Meng 

Posey 
Pressley 

Williams (TX) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1829 

Mr. NUNN of Iowa changed his vote 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

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

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 220, nays 
209, not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 282] 

YEAS—220 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bean (FL) 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Crane 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davidson 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duarte 
Duncan 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 

Emmer 
Estes 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garbarino 
Garcia, Mike 
Gimenez 
Gonzales, Tony 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Issa 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean (NJ) 
Kelly (MS) 

Kelly (PA) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Langworthy 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McHenry 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Owens 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Reschenthaler 

Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Salazar 
Santos 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 

Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Strong 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner 
Valadao 

Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (NY) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NAYS—209 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bowman 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Budzinski 
Bush 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crockett 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Frost 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Garcia, Robert 

Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Manning 
Matsui 
McBath 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Nickel 
Norcross 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 

Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peltola 
Perez 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
Raskin 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Kilmer 
Meng 

Posey 
Pressley 

Williams (TX) 

b 1835 

So the bill was passed. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH3048 June 21, 2023 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

CENSURING ADAM SCHIFF, REP-
RESENTATIVE OF THE 30TH CON-
GRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF CALI-
FORNIA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on adoption 
of the resolution (H. Res. 521) censuring 
ADAM SCHIFF, Representative of the 
30th Congressional District of Cali-
fornia, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the reso-
lution. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 213, nays 
209, answered ‘‘present’’ 6, not voting 6, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 283] 

YEAS—213 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bean (FL) 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Bucshon 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Crane 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davidson 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duarte 
Duncan 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Feenstra 

Ferguson 
Finstad 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garcia, Mike 
Gimenez 
Gonzales, Tony 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Issa 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean (NJ) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Langworthy 
Latta 
LaTurner 

Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McHenry 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Molinaro 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Owens 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Salazar 
Santos 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Simpson 

Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Strong 

Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 

Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (NY) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NAYS—209 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bowman 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Budzinski 
Bush 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crockett 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Frost 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Garcia, Robert 

Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Manning 
Matsui 
McBath 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Nickel 
Norcross 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 

Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peltola 
Perez 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
Raskin 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—6 

Buck 
Fischbach 

Garbarino 
Guest 

Joyce (OH) 
Rutherford 

NOT VOTING—6 

Buchanan 
Kilmer 

Meng 
Posey 

Pressley 
Williams (TX) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1843 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 

from California (Mr. SCHIFF) present 
himself in the well. 

By its adoption of H. Res. 521, the 
House has resolved that the House of 
Representatives censures ADAM SCHIFF, 
Representative of the 30th Congres-
sional District of California, for mis-
leading the American public and for 
conduct unbecoming of an elected 
Member of the House of Representa-
tives; that Representative ADAM 
SCHIFF will forthwith present himself 
in the well of the House of Representa-
tives for the pronouncement of cen-
sure; that Representative ADAM SCHIFF 
will be censured with the public read-
ing of this resolution by the Speaker; 
and that the Committee on Ethics 
shall conduct an investigation into 
Representative ADAM SCHIFF’s false-
hoods, misrepresentations, and abuse 
of sensitive information. 

f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 10:30 a.m. tomorrow for legisla-
tive business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MORAN). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or votes objected 
to under clause 6 of rule XX. 

The House will resume proceedings 
on postponed questions at a later time. 

f 

b 1900 

EMPLOYER REPORTING 
IMPROVEMENT ACT 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 3801) to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to streamline 
and improve the employer reporting 
process relating to health insurance 
coverage and to protect dependent pri-
vacy, as amended. 

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

H.R. 3801 
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 ‘‘Employer Re-
porting Improvement Act’’. 
SEC. 2. TIN REPORTING FLEXIBILITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6055(b)(1) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following flush sentence: 
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‘‘For purposes of subparagraph (B)(i), in the 
case of any individual whose name is required 
to be set forth in a return under subsection (a), 
if the person required to make a return under 
such subsection is unable to collect information 
on the TINs of such individuals, the Secretary 
may allow the individual’s full name and date 
of birth to be substituted for the name and 
TIN.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by this section shall apply to returns the due 
date for which is after December 31, 2024. 
SEC. 3. ELECTRONIC STATEMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6056(c) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) ELECTRONIC DELIVERY.—An individual 
shall be deemed to have consented to receive the 
statement under this subsection in electronic 
form if such individual has affirmatively con-
sented at any prior time, to the person who is 
the employer of the individual during the cal-
endar year to which the statement relates, to re-
ceive such statement in electronic form. The pre-
ceding sentence shall not apply if the individual 
revokes such consent in writing.’’. 

(b) STATEMENTS RELATING TO HEALTH INSUR-
ANCE COVERAGE.—Section 6055(c) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) ELECTRONIC DELIVERY.—An individual 
shall be deemed to have consented to receive the 
statement under this subsection in electronic 
form if such individual has affirmatively con-
sented at any prior time, to the person required 
to make such statement, to receive such state-
ment in electronic form. The preceding sentence 
shall not apply if the individual revokes such 
consent in writing.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to statements the due 
date for which is after December 31, 2024. 
SEC. 4. TIME FOR RESPONSE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4980H(d) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) TIME FOR RESPONSE.—The Secretary shall 
allow an applicable large employer at least 90 
days from the date of the first letter which in-
forms the employer of a proposed assessment of 
the employer shared responsibility payment 
under this section to respond to the proposed as-
sessment before taking any further action with 
respect to such proposed assessment.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by this section shall apply to assessments pro-
posed in taxable years beginning after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 5. STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS ON PENALTY 

ASSESSMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6501 of the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by redesig-
nating subsection (n) as subsection (o) and by 
inserting after subsection (m) the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(n) ASSESSABLE PAYMENT OF EMPLOYER 
SHARED RESPONSIBILITY.—In the case of any as-
sessable payment under section 4980H, the pe-
riod for assessment shall expire at the end of the 
6-year period beginning on the due date for fil-
ing the return under section 6056 (or, if later, 
the date such return was filed) for the calendar 
year with respect to which such payment is de-
termined.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by this section shall apply with respect to re-
turns which are due after December 31, 2024. 

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-

bers have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and submit 
extraneous material on the bill under 
consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I appreciate the opportunity to say a 
few words about the Employer Report-
ing Improvement Act before us today, 
introduced by my good friends, Ways 
and Means colleagues, Representatives 
ADRIAN SMITH and MIKE THOMPSON. 
This is a straightforward and effective 
bipartisan solution to provide small 
businesses with relief from cum-
bersome Affordable Care Act reporting 
requirements. 

Under current law, every year, to de-
termine compliance with ACA require-
ments, employers have to report to the 
IRS information about the health in-
surance coverage they have provided 
for their employees. 

As part of that process, employers 
are required to submit their employee 
and their spouse or dependents’ per-
sonal tax identification numbers or So-
cial Security numbers. However, here 
is the catch: If, during this process, the 
employer unknowingly submits incor-
rect information, or if the IRS believes 
that an employee is wrongfully claim-
ing a premium tax credit, the employer 
faces a significant financial penalty. 

Making matters worse, the window of 
opportunity that employer has to ap-
peal is short, while the statute of limi-
tations on that violation is limitless. 

On average, the IRS takes anywhere 
between 18 to 24 months, 2 years, to 
crunch the numbers on all this data 
they receive. That means the small 
business is left in limbo waiting to 
hear whether the government will find 
them in violation of the law. 

The bill before us today gives em-
ployers flexibility about what personal 
information they have to provide on 
behalf of their employees and their 
families. It extends the appeal window 
for any potential violation and estab-
lishes a statute of limitations so those 
small businesses, who have limited re-
sources to begin with, can navigate 
these waters with less of a burden. 

I thank my colleagues on both sides 
of this aisle for supporting this meas-
ure to provide relief to our small busi-
ness job creators. 

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

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I rise in strong support of this legis-
lation. I thank my colleague from Ne-
braska and my friend, Mr. SMITH, for 
working with me on this important 
bill. 

This legislation before us today sim-
plifies the ACA reporting process for 
employers and businesses across our 
country. The bill allows employers to 

submit required information electroni-
cally and improves privacy protections 
by eliminating the unnecessary re-
quirement that employers collect de-
pendents’ Social Security numbers. 

In addition, the bill ensures that em-
ployers have a reasonable opportunity 
to respond to the IRS before being as-
sessed penalties, while simultaneously 
ensuring the IRS has the time and 
tools it needs to assess penalties to bad 
actors. 

I share my colleagues’ disappoint-
ment that prospective reporting provi-
sions of the bill were removed. I under-
stand the challenges facing the Treas-
ury Department, and I look forward to 
working with my colleagues toward a 
resolution on that front. 

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Nebraska (Mr. SMITH), one of the 
sponsors of this legislation. 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in support of our bill, 
the Employer Reporting Improvement 
Act. As was mentioned, the bill was 
adapted from legislation that my col-
league, Mr. THOMPSON, and I have been 
working on for years, the Common-
sense Reporting Act. 

The Employer Reporting Improve-
ment Act is a strong step toward clean-
ing up the complicated process employ-
ers use to report data required by the 
IRS and providing employers relief. 

This data is used to determine if an 
employee’s health coverage is consid-
ered affordable. Unfortunately, an in-
advertent mistake or omission in re-
porting this data can result in a finan-
cial penalty for the employer long 
after the original submission. The po-
tential financial penalty can put a seri-
ous strain on small businesses who are 
already struggling with workforce 
shortages and persistently high infla-
tion. 

While the vast majority of these mis-
takes are ultimately corrected without 
a financial penalty being enforced, em-
ployers are still forced to navigate a 
complicated maze of bureaucracy to 
clear up these unintentional mistakes. 

The Employer Reporting Improve-
ment Act makes simple, yet effective 
changes, including codifying actions 
previously taken to create more safe-
guards and flexibilities, improving the 
reporting process, and making it less 
likely employers are faced with resolv-
ing reporting problems several years 
after the fact. 

In fact, one of the most important 
pieces of the bill is the creation of a 
reasonable statute of limitations, 6 
years, for penalties resulting from re-
porting errors. 

As we continue our work to improve 
employer reporting requirements, I 
hope we can work with the Treasury 
Department to find a path forward on 
prospective reporting, as Mr. THOMP-
SON also elaborated on. 

I am glad to support the Employer 
Reporting Improvement Act. I encour-
age my colleagues to do the same. 
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Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I am prepared to close. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

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

I reiterate my thanks to my partner 
on this bill, Mr. SMITH from Nebraska. 
This is a bill that I have worked on for 
the last four Congresses. It will make 
life easier for businesses, and I urge my 
colleagues to support it. 

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself the remainder of my 
time. 

America’s small businesses have had 
it pretty tough these past few years. 
They are asking that Congress do its 
part to bring a measure of relief. 

The Employer Reporting Improve-
ment Act is one step we can easily take 
to shrink the burden Washington im-
poses on them and their employees. 

The mom-and-pop shops that line 
America’s Main Streets should not 
have to operate under fear that Wash-
ington is going to come after them for 
a clerical error. When they are faced 
with a potential penalty, they ought to 
have the time to make their case. It is 
a simple matter of fairness. 

This measure has strong bipartisan 
support. It sailed out of the Ways and 
Means Committee on a vote of 37–0. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
NUNN). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SMITH) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 
3801, 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 

PAPERWORK BURDEN REDUCTION 
ACT 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 3797) to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide an 
alternative manner of furnishing cer-
tain health insurance coverage state-
ments to individuals, as amended. 

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

H.R. 3797 
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 ‘‘Paperwork Bur-
den Reduction Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ALTERNATIVE MANNER OF FURNISHING 

CERTAIN HEALTH INSURANCE COV-
ERAGE STATEMENTS TO INDIVID-
UALS. 

(a) REPORTING OF HEALTH INSURANCE COV-
ERAGE.—Section 6055(c) of the Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) ALTERNATIVE MANNER OF FURNISHING 
STATEMENTS.—For purposes of this subsection, 
any person required to make a return under 
subsection (a) shall be treated as timely fur-
nishing the written statement required under 
paragraph (1) if— 

‘‘(A) such person provides clear, conspicuous, 
and accessible notice (at such time and in such 
manner as the Secretary may provide) that any 
individual to whom a statement would otherwise 
be required to be furnished under paragraph (1) 
may request a copy of such statement, and 

‘‘(B) such person, on request of any such indi-
vidual, furnishes a copy of such statement to 
such individual not later than the later of— 

‘‘(i) January 31 of the year following the cal-
endar year for which the return under sub-
section (a) was required to be made, or 

‘‘(ii) 30 days after the date of such request.’’. 
(b) CERTAIN EMPLOYERS REQUIRED TO REPORT 

ON HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE.—Section 
6056(c) of such Code is amended by adding at 
the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) ALTERNATIVE MANNER OF FURNISHING 
STATEMENTS.—For purposes of this subsection, 
any person required to make a return under 
subsection (a) shall be treated as timely fur-
nishing the written statement required under 
paragraph (1) if— 

‘‘(A) such person provides clear, conspicuous, 
and accessible notice (at such time and in such 
manner as the Secretary may provide) that any 
individual to whom a statement would otherwise 
be required to be furnished under paragraph (1) 
may request a copy of such statement, and 

‘‘(B) such person, on request of any such indi-
vidual, furnishes a copy of such statement to 
such individual not later than the later of— 

‘‘(i) January 31 of the year following the cal-
endar year for which the return under sub-
section (a) was required to be made, or 

‘‘(ii) 30 days after the date of such request.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 

by this section shall apply to statements with re-
spect to returns for calendar years after 2023. 

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and submit 
extraneous material on the bill under 
consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

If you visit any Main Street in Amer-
ica, you will see that small businesses 
are struggling. Today’s cost of living 
crisis has made everything from sup-
plies to labor more expensive for mom- 
and-pop stores all across America. 

Not only are small businesses strug-
gling because of high prices, but Wash-
ington mandates are forcing small 
businesses to waste precious time proc-
essing paperwork instead of serving 
their workers and customers. 

Right now, small businesses are 
forced to send millions of Americans 
paper copies of health insurance re-

porting forms every year, when the 
vast majority of individuals don’t use 
this form. 

Every taxpayer knows this form I am 
talking about. While it is known as a 
Form 1095–C, it is one that you get in 
the mail and have absolutely no idea 
what to do with. It looks like this, and 
you put it in the pile with your other 
tax forms and then realize when it 
comes time to file your taxes, you 
don’t actually even need it. 

In fact, only 1.4 percent of American 
workers and their families may need to 
use this form. The Paperwork Burden 
Reduction Act is a bipartisan bill, in-
troduced by Representative PANETTA 
and myself, that will put an end to this 
wasteful practice. 

This bill saves small business owners 
time and money by relieving them of 
mailing outdated paperwork that only 
exists because Congress mandates it. 

This mandate doesn’t even make 
sense anymore. The origins of this pa-
perwork were to prove compliance with 
the individual mandate of the Afford-
able Care Act, a mandate whose en-
forcement was zeroed out years ago. 

Not only will small businesses have 
more time to focus on running a busi-
ness, but this bill also recognizes how 
Americans actually file taxes. Now 
more than ever, Americans fill out 
their tax returns online. There is no 
reason that American workers should 
not be able to access this health insur-
ance tax form online, as well. 

I thank my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle for supporting this measure 
that will eliminate needless paperwork 
for working Americans and small busi-
ness job creators. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, let me first thank 
Chairman SMITH, not only for articu-
lating the exact reasons as to why we 
must support the Paperwork Burden 
Reduction Act, but for sharing this op-
portunity to co-lead on such a com-
monsense measure that will benefit 
taxpayers, not just in my Congres-
sional District, the 19th District in 
California, but so many people all 
across this country. 

The bipartisan Paperwork Burden 
Reduction Act will ease confusion for 
taxpayers by reducing the paperwork 
that is necessary for filing taxes for 
small business employers and their em-
ployees. 

Under current law, employers must 
send a 1095 tax form to employees to 
verify their health coverage for the 
previous year. However, for many em-
ployees, the IRS no longer requires this 
form for them to complete their taxes. 
So the Paperwork Burden Reduction 
Act would allow employers to provide a 
1095–B or a 1095–C form upon request 
from employees, rather than man-
dating it and wasting time, wasting 
money, and wasting paper. 

It is a bill that is popular, not just 
among taxpayers, but Democrats and 
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Republicans alike, as demonstrated by 
its passage out of the Ways and Means 
Committee without a single vote in op-
position. 

It is understandable why it is so pop-
ular because the one thing that we can 
all agree on is that we need to reduce 
unnecessary burdens on taxpayers and 
small businesses. 

Now, although the Biden administra-
tion has already ordered this, I am 
proud to join Chairman SMITH and put 
that order into statute, and I would 
urge my colleagues to vote for the Pa-
perwork Burden Reduction Act. 

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

b 1915 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I have no further speakers, and I am 
prepared to close. 

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

Mr. Speaker, it is not every day that 
we can come together on such a 
straightforward issue, and I urge my 
colleagues to support this common-
sense, bipartisan legislation, the Pa-
perwork Burden Reduction Act. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, back home in our dis-
tricts, we have heard from workers and 
small business owners about the strug-
gles they face in today’s economy. 
Today, with this legislation before us, 
we finally have a chance to give them 
a bit of a break. 

The Paperwork Burden Reduction 
Act will get rid of a Washington man-
date that requires small businesses to 
waste time mailing unnecessary paper-
work instead of serving their employ-
ees and customers. Not only will it 
save small business owners time, but it 
will also help them modernize their op-
erations by letting workers access 
their health insurance tax forms on-
line. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill and help us deliver re-
lief to workers and small business own-
ers across America. 

Mr. Speaker, 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. 
SMITH) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3797, 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 

UNITED STATES-TAIWAN INITIA-
TIVE ON 21ST-CENTURY TRADE 
FIRST AGREEMENT IMPLEMEN-
TATION ACT 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 

the bill (H.R. 4004) to approve and im-
plement the Agreement between the 
American Institute in Taiwan and the 
Taipei Economic and Cultural Rep-
resentative Office in the United States 
regarding Trade between the United 
States of America and Taiwan, and for 
other purposes, as amended. 

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

H.R. 4004 
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 ‘‘United 
States-Taiwan Initiative on 21st-Century 
Trade First Agreement Implementation 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) As a leading democracy, Taiwan is a 

key partner of the United States in the Indo- 
Pacific region. 

(2) The United States and Taiwan share 
democratic values, deep commercial and eco-
nomic ties, and strong people-to-people con-
nections. Those links serve as the impetus 
for expanding engagement by the United 
States with Taiwan. 

(3) Taiwan is the eighth-largest trading 
partner of the United States and the United 
States is the second-largest trading partner 
of Taiwan. 

(4) Since 2020, the United States and Tai-
wan, under the auspices of the American In-
stitute in Taiwan (AIT) and the Taipei Eco-
nomic and Cultural Representative Office in 
the United States (TECRO), have held an 
economic prosperity partnership dialogue to 
enhance economic and commercial ties be-
tween the United States and Taiwan, includ-
ing with respect to supply chain security and 
resiliency, investment screening, health, 
science, and technology, and the digital 
economy. 

(5) On June 1, 2022, the United States and 
Taiwan launched the United States-Taiwan 
Initiative on 21st-Century Trade to deepen 
our economic and trade relationship, ad-
vance mutual trade priorities based on 
shared values, promote innovation, and sup-
port inclusive economic growth for workers 
and businesses. 

(6) On August 17, 2022, the United States 
and Taiwan announced the negotiating man-
date for formal trade negotiations under the 
United States-Taiwan Initiative on 21st-Cen-
tury Trade and agreed to seek high-standard 
commitments. 

(7) Article I, section 8, clause 3 of the Con-
stitution of the United States grants Con-
gress authority over international trade. The 
President lacks the authority to enter into 
binding trade agreements absent approval 
from Congress. 

(8) Congressional approval of the United 
States-Taiwan Initiative on 21st-Century 
Trade First Agreement will ensure that the 
agreement, and the trade relationship be-
tween the United States and Taiwan more 
broadly, will be durable. A durable trade 
agreement will foster sustained economic 
growth and give workers, consumers, busi-
nesses, farmers, ranchers, and other stake-
holders assurance that commercial ties be-
tween the United States and Taiwan will be 
long-lasting and reliable. 
SEC. 3. PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this Act is— 
(1) to approve and implement the Agree-

ment between the American Institute in Tai-
wan and the Taipei Economic and Cultural 
Representative Office in the United States 
regarding Trade between the United States 
of America and Taiwan, done on June 1, 2023; 

(2) to strengthen and develop economic re-
lations between the United States and Tai-
wan for our mutual benefit; 

(3) to lay the foundation for further co-
operation to expand and enhance the benefits 
of the Agreement; and 

(4) to establish transparency and consulta-
tion requirements with respect to Further 
Agreements. 
SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Agreement’’ 

means the Agreement between the American 
Institute in Taiwan and the Taipei Economic 
and Cultural Representative Office in the 
United States regarding Trade between the 
United States of America and Taiwan ap-
proved by Congress under section 5. 

(2) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’’ means— 

(A) the Committee on Finance of the Sen-
ate; and 

(B) the Committee on Ways and Means of 
the House of Representatives. 

(3) FURTHER AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Fur-
ther Agreement’’ means— 

(A) any trade agreement, other than the 
Agreement approved by Congress under sec-
tion 5, arising from or relating to the August 
17, 2022, negotiating mandate relating to the 
United States-Taiwan Initiative on 21st-Cen-
tury Trade; or 

(B) any nonministerial modification or 
nonministerial amendment to the Agree-
ment. 

(4) NEGOTIATING TEXT.—The term ‘‘negoti-
ating text’’ means any document that pro-
poses the consideration, examination, or 
adoption of a particular element or language 
in an international instrument. 

(5) STATE LAW.—The term ‘‘State law’’ in-
cludes— 

(A) any law of a political subdivision of a 
State; and 

(B) any State law regulating or taxing the 
business of insurance. 

(6) TRADE REPRESENTATIVE.—The term 
‘‘Trade Representative’’ means the United 
States Trade Representative. 
SEC. 5. APPROVAL OF AGREEMENT. 

Congress approves the Agreement between 
the American Institute in Taiwan and the 
Taipei Economic and Cultural Representa-
tive Office in the United States regarding 
Trade between the United States of America 
and Taiwan, done on June 1, 2023. 
SEC. 6. ENTRY INTO FORCE OF AGREEMENT. 

(a) CONDITIONS FOR ENTRY INTO FORCE OF 
AGREEMENT.—The President may provide for 
the Agreement to enter into force not earlier 
than 30 days after the date on which the 
President submits to Congress a certification 
under subsection (c). 

(b) CONSULTATION AND REPORT.—The Presi-
dent, not later than 30 days before submit-
ting a certification under subsection (c), 
shall— 

(1) consult with the appropriate congres-
sional committees; 

(2) submit to the appropriate congressional 
committees a report that— 

(A) explains the basis of the determination 
of the President contained in that certifi-
cation, including by providing specific ref-
erence to the measures the parties to the 
Agreement intend to use to comply with the 
obligations in the Agreement; and 

(B) describes, including through the use of 
economic estimates and analyses, how entry 
into force of the Agreement will further 
trade relations between the United States 
and Taiwan and advance the interests of 
workers, consumers, businesses, farmers, 
ranchers, and other stakeholders in the 
United States; and 
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(3) answer in writing any questions that re-

late to potential compliance and implemen-
tation of the Agreement that are submitted 
by the appropriate congressional committees 
during the 15-day period beginning on the 
date of the submission of the report under 
paragraph (2). 

(c) CERTIFICATION.—A certification under 
this subsection is a certification in writing 
that— 

(1) indicates the President has determined 
Taiwan has taken measures necessary to 
comply with the provisions of the Agreement 
that are to take effect not later than the 
date on which the Agreement enters into 
force; and 

(2) identifies the anticipated date the 
President intends to exchange notes or take 
any other action to notify Taiwan that the 
United States has completed all procedures 
necessary to bring the Agreement into force. 

(d) REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after entry into force of the Agreement, the 
Trade Representative shall submit to the ap-
propriate congressional committees a report 
providing an assessment of the implementa-
tion of the Agreement, including by identi-
fying any provisions for which further 
progress is necessary to secure compliance. 

(2) FORM.—The report required by para-
graph (1) shall be submitted with any con-
fidential business information clearly identi-
fied or contained in a separate annex. 

(3) PUBLICATION.—Not later than 5 days 
after the report required by paragraph (1) is 
submitted to the appropriate congressional 
committees, the Trade Representative shall 
publish the report, with any confidential 
business information redacted, on a publicly 
available website of the Office of the United 
States Trade Representative. 
SEC. 7. TRANSPARENCY AND CONSULTATION 

WITH RESPECT TO FURTHER AGREE-
MENTS. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS ON DEEPENING RE-
LATIONSHIP WITH TAIWAN.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the United States should continue to 
deepen its relationship with Taiwan; and 

(2) any Further Agreements should be 
high-standard, enforceable, and meaningful 
to both the United States and Taiwan, as 
well as subject to robust requirements on 
public transparency and congressional con-
sultation. 

(b) ACCESS TO TEXTS OF FURTHER AGREE-
MENTS.—The Trade Representative shall pro-
vide to the appropriate congressional com-
mittees the following with respect to a Fur-
ther Agreement: 

(1) Negotiating text drafted by the United 
States prior to sharing the negotiating text 
with Taiwan or otherwise sharing the text 
outside the executive branch. 

(2) Negotiating text drafted by Taiwan not 
later than 3 days after receiving the text 
from Taiwan. 

(3) Any consolidated negotiating texts that 
the United States and Taiwan are consid-
ering, which shall include an attribution of 
the source of each provision contained in 
those texts to either the United States or 
Taiwan. 

(4) The final text not later than 45 days be-
fore the Trade Representative makes the 
text public or otherwise shares the text out-
side the executive branch. 

(c) REVIEW OF TEXTS.— 
(1) BRIEFING.—The Trade Representative 

shall schedule a briefing with the appro-
priate congressional committees to discuss 
the texts provided under subsection (b). 

(2) REVIEW.—The appropriate congressional 
committees shall have not less than— 

(A) 2 business days prior to the briefing 
under paragraph (1) to review the texts pro-
vided under subsection (b); and 

(B) 4 business days after the briefing to 
provide comments with respect to the texts 
before the Trade Representative transmits 
any such texts to Taiwan. 

(3) ADDITIONAL TIME TO REVIEW UNITED 
STATES NEGOTIATING TEXT.—If, during the pe-
riod specified in paragraph (2)(B), two Mem-
bers of Congress who are not of the same po-
litical party and each of whom is the Chair 
or Ranking Member of one of the appropriate 
congressional committees jointly request ad-
ditional time to review the negotiating text 
provided under subsection (b)(1), the Trade 
Representative shall not transmit the text 
to Taiwan for a period of 15 business days 
following the request, unless the request in-
dicates less time is necessary or such Mem-
bers issue a subsequent joint notification to 
the Trade Representative that they have 
concluded their review sooner. 

(d) NOTIFICATION AND BRIEFING DURING NE-
GOTIATIONS.—The Trade Representative 
shall— 

(1) not later than one business day after 
scheduling any negotiating round with re-
spect to a Further Agreement, promptly no-
tify the appropriate congressional commit-
tees and provide those committees with the 
dates and locations for the negotiating 
round; 

(2) ensure that any individual described in 
section 104(c)(2)(C) of the Bipartisan Con-
gressional Trade Priorities and Account-
ability Act of 2015 (19 U.S.C. 4203(c)(2)(C)) 
that attends a negotiating round is accred-
ited as a member of the United States dele-
gation during any such negotiating round; 
and 

(3) provide daily briefings to the individ-
uals described in paragraph (2) during any 
such negotiating round regarding the status 
of those negotiations, including any ten-
tative agreement to accept any aspect of ne-
gotiating text. 

(e) APPROVAL.—A Further Agreement shall 
not take effect unless— 

(1) the President, at least 60 days before 
the day on which the President enters into 
the Further Agreement, publishes the text of 
the Further Agreement on a publicly avail-
able website of the Office of the United 
States Trade Representative; and 

(2) a bill is enacted into law expressly ap-
proving the Further Agreement and, if nec-
essary, making any required changes to 
United States law. 
SEC. 8. RELATIONSHIP OF THE AGREEMENT TO 

UNITED STATES AND STATE LAW. 
(a) RELATIONSHIP OF THE AGREEMENT TO 

UNITED STATES LAW.— 
(1) UNITED STATES LAW TO PREVAIL IN CON-

FLICT.—No provision of the Agreement, nor 
the application of any such provision to any 
person or circumstance, which is incon-
sistent with any law of the United States, 
shall have effect. 

(2) INTERNAL REVENUE CODE.—The Agree-
ment does not constitute a free trade agree-
ment for purposes of section 
30D(e)(1)(A)(i)(II) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986. 

(3) CONSTRUCTION.—Unless specifically pro-
vided for in this Act, nothing in this Act 
shall be construed— 

(A) to amend or modify any law of the 
United States; or 

(B) to limit any authority conferred under 
any law of the United States. 

(b) RELATIONSHIP OF THE AGREEMENT TO 
STATE LAW.—No State law, or the applica-
tion thereof, may be declared invalid as to 
any person or circumstance on the ground 
that the provision or application is incon-
sistent with the Agreement, except in an ac-
tion brought by the United States for the 
purpose of declaring such law or application 
invalid. 

(c) EFFECT OF THE AGREEMENT WITH RE-
SPECT TO PRIVATE REMEDIES.—No person 
other than the United States— 

(1) shall have any cause of action or de-
fense under the Agreement or by virtue of 
congressional approval thereof; or 

(2) may challenge, in any action brought 
under any provision of law, any action or in-
action by any department, agency, or other 
instrumentality of the United States, any 
State, or any political subdivision of a State, 
on the ground that such action or inaction is 
inconsistent with the Agreement. 

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and submit extraneous material 
on the bill under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress is sending a 
bipartisan message to President Biden 
today that we will not sit idly by as 
the administration ignores our con-
stitutional role in developing U.S. 
trade policy. 

The relationship between the United 
States and Taiwan is vital to U.S. in-
terests in the Indo-Pacific. This initial 
trade agreement negotiated by the 
Biden administration is a good step. It 
builds on successful provisions that 
were included in the USMCA that was 
negotiated by President Trump, and it 
shows the world that the Chinese Com-
munist Party will not intimidate the 
United States from deepening our rela-
tionship with Taiwan. 

While Congress supports the early 
agreement that came from these nego-
tiations, we will not stand by passively 
as the Biden administration, or any ad-
ministration, attempts to bind the 
United States in a trade agreement 
without approval from Congress. Con-
gress must be in the driver’s seat on 
trade policy, not a passenger along for 
the ride. 

Trade impacts every American. When 
done right, trade can boost small busi-
nesses, help American workers, and 
open up new markets for American 
farmers. Bad trade policy, on the other 
hand, can kill American jobs and give 
other nations unfair advantages over 
U.S. manufacturers, workers, and agri-
culture. 

Every American deserves a voice in 
the outcome of these negotiations that 
impact their lives so much, which is 
why Congress, as their voice in Wash-
ington, must be involved in the devel-
opment and approval of these agree-
ments. 

The Taiwan trade bill before us today 
restores congressional authority on 
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trade policy. It celebrates this agree-
ment, but it also makes it clear that it 
cannot take effect unless this legisla-
tion is signed into law. It forces the ad-
ministration to consult with Congress 
in a meaningful way moving forward, 
something that has not occurred to 
date. It requires any future agreements 
with Taiwan to be subject to a vote in 
Congress. 

Without a vote on trade agreements, 
Congress can be ignored. This will en-
sure trade agreements are in the best 
interest of American workers, families, 
farmers, and small businesses. This bill 
has broad bipartisan support in both 
the House and in the Senate. Demo-
crats and Republicans agree that U.S. 
trade policy must come through Con-
gress, and the President will no longer 
be allowed to sidestep our constitu-
tional authority. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to stand up for 
the voice of the American people and 
vote to pass this bill. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to join my 
Republican and Democratic colleagues 
in both the House and the Senate in 
this effort to demonstrate our commit-
ment to the people of Taiwan and to af-
firm Congress’ constitutional author-
ity on trade. 

Every Democrat on the Ways and 
Means Committee has cosponsored this 
bill, and just last week, this legislation 
passed out of the Ways and Means 
Committee unanimously. I urge my 
colleagues to support this legislation. 

Before turning to the substance of 
the bill today, I remind my colleagues 
that the House Democrats improved 
the USMCA. Congress improved both 
the substance of the trade agreement, 
especially on matters related to labor, 
environment, and enforcement, and 
also the process. 

Our commitment to building a mod-
ern, proworker deal led to a trade 
agreement that was endorsed by labor, 
the business community, and, most im-
portantly, the American people. 

Congress’ fierce leadership on the 
USMCA brought about an agreement 
that reflects the priorities of House 
Democrats. For instance, we fought 
hard to establish new structure for ag-
gressive enforcement of the USMCA 
and to back it up with funding for en-
forcement actions. 

USMCA now stands as a powerful 
beacon for what is possible when it 
comes to durable, enforceable trade 
agreements. I credit that to the work 
and consensus building of Congress. It 
is the collaboration between Congress 
and the executive branch that allows 
trade policy to live up to its fullest po-
tential and, in this critical moment, 
that cannot be forgotten. This brings 
us to the legislation before us today, 
the Taiwan Implementation Act. 

This is a matter of standing up for 
the prerogatives of the Ways and 

Means Committee. Congress is charged 
with trade responsibilities, and trade 
falls to the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. I believe that you get better 
outcomes when Congress is included in 
the trade negotiations, and I believe 
that going forward making sure Con-
gress is fully included is not only sen-
sible but will lead to a better outcome. 

In short, Congress, and within Con-
gress the Ways and Means Committee, 
oversees trade policy. We should con-
tinue to defend that position. 

I will now turn to our strong support 
for the people of Taiwan. Congressional 
Democrats are unwavering in their 
support for the people of Taiwan, a peo-
ple who have built a robust and thriv-
ing democracy that serves as a beacon 
in the region. As Taiwan faces incred-
ible pressure from its authoritarian 
neighbor, it is vital that this institu-
tion stand and support our Democratic 
partner. 

Strengthening bilateral trade rela-
tions with Taiwan also strengthens our 
shared determination to preserve de-
mocracy at home and abroad. As we see 
growing aggression by certain coun-
tries toward Democratic values and 
troubling erosions of the rule of law, it 
is critical that American trade policy 
reflect our global commitment to pro-
moting democracy and peace. 

The Biden administration has re-
flected this commitment by 
prioritizing America’s economic and 
trade relationship with Taiwan, a pri-
ority undoubtedly shared by Congress. 

The Taiwan Implementation Act 
demonstrates Congress’ strong support 
for strengthening our bilateral trade 
relationship with Taiwan and our com-
mitment to ensure trade agreements 
are durable. 

The U.S. Constitution gives Congress 
exclusive authority to regulate foreign 
commerce. This legislation approves 
what the administration has nego-
tiated with Taiwan and sets forth 
strong consultation and transparency 
requirements that ensure future trade 
agreements with Taiwan carry the will 
of the American people behind them. 

Trade impacts every part of people’s 
lives; from the food we eat, to the 
clothes we buy, to the cars we drive. It 
is critical that Congress act to support 
this first trade agreement with Taiwan 
and ensure that future trade agree-
ments are subject to a congressional 
approval process. The Ways and Means 
Committee is an important gatekeeper 
of our trade priorities and the Amer-
ican people expect us to lead on these 
matters. 

The Taiwan Implementation Act af-
firms our authority to do just that, 
while underscoring our shared commit-
ment to furthering the deep, economic, 
and people-to-people ties America en-
joys with Taiwan. 

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I have no additional speakers, and I am 
prepared to close. I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. DOGGETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, as a co-
sponsor of this legislation, I recognize 
the importance of our engagement with 
Taiwan economically, as well as our 
military presence to deter conflict and 
to maintain safe passage through the 
Taiwan Strait and the South China 
Sea. These are international waters. 

This incomplete trade agreement 
that we take up is a modest first step 
and can only be enforced after the ap-
proval by this Congress. The work that 
we are already doing with Taiwan ben-
efits businesses across America. Tai-
wan is already our ninth largest goods 
trading partner with over $90 billion in 
two-way trade during 2020. 

We have seen the People’s Republic 
of China, unfortunately, violently sup-
press democracy in Hong Kong, breach-
ing its claim that it would support one 
country and two systems. We have 
seen, apparently, over a million 
Uyghurs who have been placed in con-
centration camps. There is every rea-
son to be concerned by the threats the 
PRC has made about the future of de-
mocracy in Taiwan. 

The opportunity tonight is not only 
to speak up for Taiwan, but as Chair-
man SMITH indicated, to reaffirm the 
role that Congress plays not only with 
Taiwan, but with all of our trading 
partners. 

No administration, neither Demo-
cratic nor Republican, can adopt trad-
ing agreements that are enforceable 
without Congress exercising its con-
stitutional responsibility for inter-
national trade. We will not yield that 
authority. It applies not only here, but 
to every trading partner. 

We do, as we move forward in sup-
porting Taiwan economically and mili-
tarily, need to recognize as well that it 
is not a matter of abandoning Taiwan 
to talk with China, to seek to avoid 
war with the People’s Republic of 
China, which would be disastrous for 
the entire world. While effective mili-
tary deterrence, strong deterrence is 
essential, this trading engagement is 
important. Our diplomatic power is 
also important, and, in that regard, the 
recent Republican attacks on Sec-
retary of State Blinken for attempting 
to normalize diplomatic relations in 
Beijing are outrageous and totally 
counterproductive. 

As a member of the Taiwan Caucus 
here in the House, I salute Taiwanese 
Americans, particularly their contribu-
tion to my hometown of Austin, and to 
the valuable insights that they have 
given me about the importance of our 
relationship with Taiwan. 

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

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, in 
closing, I emphasize this bicameral, bi-
partisan legislation affirms Congress’ 
constitutional authority on trade and 
will not only support Taiwan’s democ-
racy but strengthen our bilateral trade 
relations. 
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I thank my colleagues, both Repub-

licans and Democrats, on the Ways and 
Means Committee for supporting this 
legislation. I thank Senator WYDEN and 
Senator CRAPO for working with the 
committee on this bill. The people of 
Taiwan have built a robust, thriving 
democracy, and both the Biden admin-
istration and Congress have recognized 
that deepening our economic connec-
tion is a top priority. 

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

b 1930 

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

The legislation before us today is an 
important first step in pushing back 
against executive overreach on trade. 
It also reinforces our support for a 
stronger relationship with our close 
partner, Taiwan. 

I appreciate that my colleagues 
across the aisle agree that protecting 
Congress’ constitutional powers is vital 
and that allowing any administration 
to continue unchecked would only di-
lute the voices of millions of Ameri-
cans in Washington and embolden the 
executive branch to step on more of 
our Article I powers. 

I am especially appreciative of the 
strong partnership in this effort of 
Ranking Member NEAL in the House 
and Senators WYDEN and CRAPO in the 
Senate. 

U.S. trade policy must first and fore-
most protect American workers, farm-
ers, families, and small businesses. We 
have a duty today to ensure the Amer-
ican people maintain a say in what 
those policies look like. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members of 
the House to support this legislation, 
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. 
SMITH) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4004, 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 

HONORING MIKE MULLINS 

(Mr. EZELL asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. EZELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize and honor Mike Mullins 
for his service to the citizens of 
D’Iberville, Mississippi, for the last 23 
years. 

Mike moved to D’Iberville in 1969 
with his family. Mike was named the 
first parks and recreation director for 
the city of D’Iberville in 2001 before 
taking over public works. He later be-
came a member of the American Public 
Works Association, serving as a dele-

gate in 2011 and 2012 and then serving 
as vice president of the local branch in 
2013 and 2014 before serving as presi-
dent in 2014 and 2015. 

Mike is retiring with his fiancee, 
Anne Mikish; his daughter, Michelle; 
two grandchildren; and Anne’s children 
and grandchildren. 

Mike Mullins’ dedication to serving 
his community in so many capacities is 
inspiring to me, his family, and the en-
tire Mississippi Gulf Coast community. 

f 

STAND UP TO SAVE LIVES 
(Mr. CASTEN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CASTEN. Mr. Speaker, this past 
weekend, on Father’s Day, 23 people 
were shot and 1 person was killed at a 
Juneteenth celebration in 
Willowbrook, Illinois. 

Law enforcement has not yet identi-
fied a suspect or a motive, but prelimi-
nary reports have indicated there were 
multiple guns and multiple shooters. 

In 2 weeks, Highland Park, Illinois, 
will recognize the 1-year anniversary of 
its July Fourth parade that killed 7 
people and wounded 48 others. In that 
case, the parade route was lined with 
armed police officers. 

Here is what we know. Having lots of 
guns around, whether at a parade, a 
Juneteenth party, a temple, or a 
school, does not make anyone safer. It 
just makes it more likely that yet an-
other family is going to get a call to 
come down and identify yet another 
bullet-ridden corpse. 

Yet, my colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle continue to walk through 
this Chamber with AR–15 lapel pins, 
proudly announcing their service as 
foot soldiers in the NRA’s war on the 
living. 

I don’t want a moment of silence. I 
don’t want thoughts. I don’t want pray-
ers. They are all far too quiet, and they 
don’t do a damn thing. 

Mr. Speaker, I need my colleagues to 
be brave. I need them to be loud. I need 
them to stand up and act like saving 
lives matters. 

f 

CONGRATULATING CONGRES-
SIONAL GOLD MEDALISTS NAMIT 
KAPOOR AND ARMAAN SINGH 
(Mr. SANTOS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor two of the best and 
brightest of New York’s Third Congres-
sional District. 

This week, hundreds of youth, ages 14 
to 24, will gather in the Capitol to cele-
brate their achievement of being Con-
gressional Award gold medalists. 

Each gold medalist must complete 
over 400 hours of community service, 
dedicate 200 hours to a personal devel-
opment activity, 200 hours to a phys-
ical fitness activity, and complete a 5- 
day, 4-night expedition or exploration 
over at least 2 years. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to recognize 
two from my district who rose to meet 
this challenge: Namit Kapoor and 
Armaan Singh. 

As a participant in the prestigious 
Senate Page Program, Mr. Kapoor 
completed many of his requirements 
while balancing a workload of courses 
beginning at 6:15 a.m. and long days on 
the Senate floor. 

Singh is graduating next year and is 
looking to attend medical school to 
give back to the community. His gold 
medal journey took him far and wide, 
from a tae kwon do studio in Levit-
town to a glacier to the depths of his 
own soul as he found his voice for writ-
ing poetry. 

Both young men have bright futures, 
and they are stellar examples of fine 
leadership in New York–03. I am proud 
to recognize them today. 

f 

ISSUES OF THE DAY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. VAN DREW) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the subject of 
my Special Order. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, I feel 

like a broken record talking about the 
invasion of our southern border over 
and over again, but it continues to get 
worse day by day. 

When we have a President and an ad-
ministration that do not take the cri-
sis seriously, someone has to talk 
about it. We need to talk about it. We 
need to speak about it until we get it 
fixed. 

From day one, Joe Biden has com-
pletely and utterly neglected his duties 
as President of the United States to en-
force our rule of law and protect the 
national security of our great Nation. 
It is truly shameful. 

From day one, Joe Biden abandoned 
strong and effective border policies put 
in place by President Trump that had 
our border nearly totally under con-
trol. 

From day one, Joe Biden and his ad-
ministration created this crisis. This is 
a crisis of their own doing, and Demo-
crats have no one to blame other than 
themselves as to why thousands of ille-
gal migrants come to our border daily. 
Ironically, some of them actually wear 
Biden T-shirts. 

To make the border crisis even 
worse, and it is hard to believe that 
you could make it even worse, the rad-
ical Democrats are now using elemen-
tary and secondary schools to house 
these illegal immigrants. It is shame-
ful. 
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There is absolutely no way to know 

the backgrounds of the individuals, yet 
Democrats find it appropriate to pro-
vide shelter for these migrants in chil-
dren’s gyms, auditoriums, and school 
spaces. Why do Democrats continue to 
put our children at risk? 

As if trying to indoctrinate our chil-
dren in the classroom isn’t enough, as 
if it is not enough to see what they are 
doing in trying to affect the relation-
ship of parents and their children in 
the school when parents are concerned 
about education, God knows how long 
they will be sheltered at these school 
campuses. 

Democrats show time and time again 
they are not committed to protecting 
the American public and that they care 
more about the illusion of appearing 
compassionate when in reality they are 
neither compassionate nor competent. 

Democrats cry that it is a political 
stunt when 40 migrants get flown to a 
sanctuary city or their luxury vacation 
island, yet when our border States and 
towns are overrun by this engineered 
crisis, there is no concern on their 
part. It is completely okay. It is okay 
for you. It just isn’t okay for us. 

It is also okay to Democrats that mi-
grants are being held in places where 
there are virtually no bathrooms or 
sanitation facilities—so much for com-
passion, so much for caring, so much 
for the good of the country. This is hy-
pocrisy at an astronomical level. 

Unlike Democrats, Republicans are 
committed to protecting your children 
and will be voting this week to high-
light and condemn this insanity. Once 
again, we will fight the fight. 

Enough is enough. It is time to pro-
tect our children. It is time to take our 
country back. 

I thank my fellow colleagues for 
being here tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. OBERNOLTE). 

Mr. OBERNOLTE. Mr. Speaker, this 
week, our House Armed Services Com-
mittee is continuing the critical proc-
ess of crafting the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2024. 

This important piece of legislation 
will give our servicemen and service-
women the resources they need to pro-
tect our national security. That is par-
ticularly important to my district. 

I represent five major military in-
stallations: the Naval Weapons Center 
at China Lake, Edwards Air Force 
Base, the Air Ground Combat Center in 
Twentynine Palms, the Army’s Na-
tional Training Center at Fort Irwin, 
and the Marine Corps Logistics Base at 
Barstow. These five bases are unique 
because they are classified by the De-
partment of Defense as remote or iso-
lated. 

Service for our servicemen and serv-
icewomen in uniform is particularly 
difficult at remote or isolated bases be-
cause they are located so far away 
from urban centers of population. That 
is why we rely on an army of civilian 
contractors to provide the services 
that we need to house our men and 
women in uniform at these bases. 

These civilian contractors provide 
services such as teaching their chil-
dren, preparing their food, cleaning 
their barracks, and providing them 
with the medical care that they need. 

Unfortunately, reports by the De-
partment of Defense indicate that all 
43 of the remote or isolated bases in 
the United States suffer from severe 
shortages of the civilian contractors 
needed to provide these services. 

That is why, in committee today, I 
offered an amendment to the National 
Defense Authorization Act that re-
quires the Comptroller General to con-
duct a study quantifying the scope of 
this problem and to make rec-
ommendations to the Department of 
Defense as to how to better incentivize 
civilian contractors to serve our mili-
tary men and women at these remote 
bases. 

I am delighted that my amendment 
was unanimously adopted in com-
mittee today, and I am looking forward 
to working with my colleagues on the 
House floor and my colleagues in the 
Senate to ensure that it is included in 
the NDAA this year. 

I thank all of our colleagues on the 
House Armed Services Committee for 
their hard work on this issue and for 
their work protecting our men and 
women in uniform. 

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Mr. OBERNOLTE for his concern 
and his commitment to our veterans 
and his concern and commitment to all 
those who serve our country. 

b 1945 

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
ROSE). 

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from New Jersey for yield-
ing me time tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, this weekend, on June 
24, marks one whole year since the 
landmark Supreme Court decision that 
overturned Roe v. Wade. As we look 
back and celebrate this occasion as a 
win for all those that believe in the 
sanctity of life from the moment of 
conception, I can’t help but wonder 
how many lives have been saved just 
since this decision. 

Of course, there is still more work to 
be done, but I am forever thankful for 
those across our great country, includ-
ing in my home State of Tennessee, 
who helped achieve this victory. From 
those who have traveled and continued 
to travel to our Nation’s Capital every 
year since 1974 to march for life, to the 
many volunteers and professional 
counselors who provide caring services 
to mothers at crisis pregnancy centers 
all across the country, this was truly a 
national movement. 

Showing great insight at the time, 
our Tennessee State legislature took 
decisive action prior to the Dobbs v. 
Jackson decision to outlaw most abor-
tions the moment this decision was re-
turned to the States. 

I couldn’t be prouder of our State of 
Tennessee, which has become a leader 

in the pro-life movement in recent 
years. 

Now innocent, unborn children have 
the legal protection they so des-
perately needed. I believe we must con-
tinue our efforts to protect children 
from gender mutilating surgeries, the 
horrid sexualization of our children’s 
classrooms and libraries by drag queen 
performances on public property, and 
to protect the ability of women to play 
sports against other women. 

As a Christian, a father, and a hus-
band I will always stand up for what is 
right for our families and fight back 
against the left’s attack against our 
conservative Christian beliefs. Just 
like with Roe v. Wade, I believe we will 
be victorious. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask all Members 
present in the Chamber to join me in a 
moment of silence for those millions of 
unborn babies who lost their chance to 
live out the life God meant them to 
have to the horrid practice of abortion. 

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Mr. ROSE for his care and love 
for our children, both born and unborn. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Iowa (Mrs. MILLER- 
MEEKS), the sponsor of this legislation. 

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank my colleague, Representative 
VAN DREW, for yielding me time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
3799, the CHOICE Arrangement Act, 
which we just voted on tonight. 

According to the National Federation 
of Independent Business, small busi-
nesses have ranked the cost of health 
insurance as their number one problem 
for 32 years straight. Even our largest 
employers rank the cost of health in-
surance and healthcare as a tremen-
dous issue. 

Offer rates from small employers 
with under 50 workers dropped from 39 
to 31 percent from 2010 to 2021. This is 
both unfortunate and alarming because 
small business owners and employees 
who drive the American economy with 
their skills deserve better. 

As a physician and a former small 
business owner myself and a supporter 
of small businesses, I understand the 
importance of quality healthcare. I am 
all for innovative solutions that bring 
down costs without expanding the 
power of the Federal Government. 

The inaptly named Affordable Care 
Act doubled down on a broken indi-
vidual health market that now costs 
taxpayers more than a trillion a year. 
The CHOICE Arrangement Act elimi-
nates the need for small businesses to 
choose between expensive, unaffordable 
ACA-compliant coverage or no cov-
erage at all. 

Furthermore, any business size can 
offer this type of coverage and employ-
ers can offer coverage so that their em-
ployees can obtain health insurance. 
The benefit to employees is—let me say 
it in three words: portability, cost, and 
choice. 

Of these three, the most important, 
especially as a physician delivering 
care, is for patients to have choice. We 
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know with the innovation that has 
come about through technology that 
patients want choice now more than 
ever. 

Imagine having an arrangement 
where you can use your healthcare dol-
lars to get devices that measure your 
blood sugar rather than having to 
prick your finger every day, or other 
things that are not covered necessarily 
by health insurance or Federal health 
insurance. 

Furthermore, this Act codifies a rule 
created by President Trump that 
makes it easier for businesses and self- 
employed individuals to band together 
or pool together across State lines to 
purchase association health plans and 
expanded health reimbursements. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to support 
the CHOICE Arrangement Act, and I 
look forward to the Senate’s swift con-
sideration of this measure. 

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS for the work 
she does and the difference that she 
makes. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. LAMALFA), my 
friend. 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, talking 
on the issue of a campaign being used 
for buying votes, the President back in 
his 2020 campaign promised to cancel 
up to $10,000 of Federal student loan 
debt per borrower. Of course, after his 
election he called for the 117th Con-
gress to pass a bill to facilitate $10,000 
in student loan forgiveness. 

When he first announced his attempt 
by his administration to forgive the 
debt for those who need it most was in 
August of 2022. Since that announce-
ment, the plan has been mired in 
pushback from the judiciary and legis-
lative branches of the government. It 
isn’t even seen as legal or constitu-
tional is the charge. 

The Administration’s main legal ar-
gument for its ability to forgive stu-
dent loan debt is that the 2003 HEROES 
Act, a bill that provides reservists and 
their families relief from making stu-
dent loan payments, also allows, theo-
retically, the executive branch to can-
cel student debt for anyone they wish 
to. This theory has faced severe 
pushback from many legal experts. 

The administration’s argument is 
that because of the language of the HE-
ROES Act of 2003, the President would 
somehow have the authority to unilat-
erally transfer up to $500 billion in stu-
dent loan debt from those who are con-
tractually required to repay it to tax-
payers who never borrowed the money. 

The plan would cancel up to $20,000 in 
Federal student loan debt for more 
than 40 million borrowers. Republicans 
and Democrats have voted for legisla-
tion that prevents the administration’s 
bailout from taking effect. 

Many Republicans see the bailout as 
a wealth distribution scam because it 
in effect forces working-class Ameri-
cans to subsidize the college tuition of 
wealthier Americans. 

Nearly all borrowers who today ob-
tain Federal student loans do so under 

the William D. Ford Direct Loan Pro-
gram authorized by Congress in 1993. 
The designation of this Federal pro-
gram as a direct loan program means 
that when making an FDLP loan, the 
Federal Government disburses funds to 
a non-Federal borrower under a con-
tract with the borrower that requires 
repayment. 

Since September of last year, mul-
tiple lawsuits have resulted in the ad-
ministration’s scheme being put on 
hold. A Federal judge in Texas declared 
the entire plan to be unlawful. The De-
partment of Education stopped taking 
applications from student loan bor-
rowers who would have been forgiven 
under the plan, but the DOJ is cur-
rently appealing that decision. 

The U.S. Fifth Circuit Court of Ap-
peals rejected an appeal from the Biden 
administration asking to allow the 
scheme to continue while the Supreme 
Court took up the case. 

Lawsuits against the Biden adminis-
tration have been filed in the U.S. 
Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals. In a 
case known as Biden v. Nebraska, the 
U.S. Supreme Court is set to weigh in 
on the constitutionality of the plan. 
Oral arguments were heard in Feb-
ruary. A decision has not been an-
nounced, but many legal experts expect 
the Court to overturn the program. 

Congress itself has also reacted nega-
tively to the plan. H.J. Res 45, a bipar-
tisan resolution which uses the Con-
gressional Review Act to overturn the 
administration’s student loan forgive-
ness plan, was vetoed by the President 
earlier in June. 

Republicans in Congress have likened 
the President’s plan to a vote-buying 
scheme, claiming it is an attempt to 
buy college graduate votes in exchange 
for the possibility of financial reward 
in the form of debt forgiveness. 

Concerns have been raised that if the 
President’s scheme is successful, there 
is the possibility a future President 
may forgive large sections of the coun-
try’s debts and use the Biden student 
loan cancellation as a precedent to jus-
tify it. 

The bottom line is that for the people 
who took the loans out, they need to 
pay their own loans back. Hardworking 
people in this country that chose not 
to take student loans for college, or 
just went immediately to work or went 
into a trade or other aspects of that, 
should not be footing the bill for those 
that agreed to do it when they signed 
up as adults to take on these loans. 

Mr. Speaker, we don’t need to have 
an administration somehow intervene 
and buy votes on that and promise 
things that it cannot deliver for folks 
that really don’t deserve it when they 
incurred the debt and were making a 
free decision to do so. 

This is a scam, a scheme, and it 
needs to be prevented. I hope the Su-
preme Court rules that way and Con-
gress needs to act to make sure that 
isn’t carried out. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s reward the people 
that work hard and pay their debts and 

not have a giveaway program that the 
Federal Government does in order to 
buy votes. 

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate Mr. LAMALFA’s focus on what 
is a very important issue and it is a 
fairness issue. I appreciate the time 
and trouble he put into that. Well 
done. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. LANGWORTHY), my 
friend. 

Mr. LANGWORTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from New Jersey 
for yielding me the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H. 
Res. 461, condemning the use of ele-
mentary and secondary school facili-
ties to provide shelter for illegal immi-
grants. 

Under the policies of the Biden ad-
ministration, every State is a border 
State. The communities across my dis-
trict are feeling this burden. 

Five counties in my district declared 
a state of emergency because they sim-
ply do not have the resources to handle 
the flood of illegal immigration that 
this administration has allowed un-
checked. 

This crisis is exacerbated by the rad-
ical sanctuary city policies of New 
York Democrats. They have turned 
their back on hardworking Americans, 
forcing small towns to manage illegal 
immigrants that overflow out of these 
Democrat-run cities. Now they want to 
take resources away from our students. 

By turning taxpayer-funded schools 
into housing, we steal critical re-
sources from student achievement, im-
pede the learning process, and jeop-
ardize the safety of our schools. 

Let me be clear: the radical open bor-
der policies of Democrats in Wash-
ington, Albany, and New York City 
have created these problems. It is our 
duty to protect our borders, secure our 
schools, and uphold the rights and the 
safety of our children. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to be co-
sponsor of H. Res. 461, and I urge my 
colleagues to support this measure and 
join us in our commitment to securing 
our borders and enforcing our immigra-
tion laws. Together, we can put an end 
to this crisis and ensure the well-being 
of our communities and the future of 
our Nation. 

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Mr. LANGWORTHY for his focus on 
this. I spoke about it earlier. We need 
to talk about it over and over and over 
again until we have policies that make 
sure our American people are number 
one and are safe. 

Certainly, we can have immigration 
but in a legal and appropriate way. Our 
President has been shameful in this. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that concludes 
my Special Order, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

f 

b 2000 

MY 40-YEAR ADDRESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the gentlewoman from 
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Michigan (Ms. STEVENS) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
minority leader. 

Ms. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
calling this Special Order hour the 40- 
year address, not to self-aggrandize, al-
though I am marking that milestone 
year on Saturday when the House 
Chamber is not open and I will not be 
able to make such an address, but more 
so to reflect, to look back, to comment 
on how we got here, and on what it 
means as Michigan’s 11th District has 
only had in the 187 years of our State’s 
existence 25 Members of Congress. 

I happen to be the 25th Member of 
Congress to hold Michigan’s 11th Dis-
trict, and I happen to be the first 
woman to ever represent Michigan’s 
11th District and, therefore, the first 
woman to ever turn 40 in Michigan’s 
11th Congressional District. 

By right, I also claim that I am the 
first millennial whom Michigan ever 
sent to Congress in the year 2018. It 
was that magnificent year when many 
men and women stood up to run for 
Congress. A lot of us called ourselves 
the never evers. We had never ever run 
for office before, but we felt a call to 
serve in the face of what we saw as 
leadership taking this country back-
wards, leadership in the Oval Office, 
leadership that was putting forward 
terminology that was dubbed the Mus-
lim ban in the early 21st century which 
was almost inconceivable particularly 
for me representing and coming from 
southeastern Michigan, a place of great 
Arab-American presence and all the 
frustration that we felt with govern-
ance by Twitter and anti-democratic 
principles, but more so because of love 
of country. 

I could start with when I got to Con-
gress, but I don’t think that would be 
totally appropriate because there was a 
journey to getting here, and it is a 
journey we are sharing in this largely 
empty Chamber before the C–SPAN 
cameras and before the folks watching 
at home of what brought us here and 
what brought me here. 

I did not come from a family that 
was preordained to send a daughter to 
Congress. I was born in the eighties, a 
decade I barely remember, partly be-
cause a person doesn’t gain full con-
sciousness as a human being until age 
5, so largely the eighties were not that 
memorable. Of course, my parents have 
great memories of that decade and the 
decade prior to it. 

My parents are surely incredible peo-
ple, incredibly hardworking 
Michiganders. My mom came to Michi-
gan by way of Oakland University. She 
graduated a year early. She was always 
ahead of her time. She worked her way 
through school. In the school cafeteria 
she was washing dishes. I think she fin-
ished school 3 years early. 

She probably wanted to do something 
in the STEM field but, interestingly, 
the woman who went on to Congress 
and founded the Women and STEM 
Caucus is the daughter of a woman who 
was told the only thing she could study 

in school was either education or art 
history. So she studied art history, and 
she is to this day, obviously, a master-
ful painter. 

More than that, my mother’s life is 
determined by very hard work and ex-
ceptional brilliance, tinkering around 
with electronics and masterful 
woodcarving. I have one of the lifelike 
carved eagles that she did in the nine-
ties in my office in the Rayburn House 
Office Building. 

She met my father at Oakland Uni-
versity. He was still working on school, 
and my dad had started a landscaping 
business right when he was out of high 
school. Again, he was so dogged at that 
practice of working with the earth and 
working with the soil and planting the 
trees and knowing every type of plant, 
bush, and shrub out there, how to de-
sign it and make it look good. 

Of course, my parents ended up going 
into business together. They were just 
kids in the seventies. Oh, gosh, they 
were hippies. I know my mom has sto-
ries, of course, of hitchhiking the coun-
try. We do not do that really today; 
there is Uber. 

She hitchhiked the country. She also 
marched for women’s rights and pro-
tested against the Vietnam war and 
went on to this endeavor called Nitro 
Feed with my father. 

They had multiple acres of land out 
in Macomb County in Utica for this en-
deavor of theirs, this landscaping busi-
ness that became the first tree spray 
company in Michigan. 

In the winter when we couldn’t land-
scape in Michigan, they would plow 
snow. My dad would plow the snow. 
The inside joke in my family was that 
my dad would wake up at any hour to 
the sound of the snow falling to make 
sure that people could get to work and 
that they could park in their parking 
lots. They employed a lot of people, 
and they had a lot of fun. Like folks 
were doing in the eighties and nineties, 
they were making a little bit of money. 

Of course, my mom went into busi-
ness with her sister. These are two fe-
male trailblazers. We always say that 
my Aunt Marcie is sort of the third 
parent and matriarch of our family. 
These two sisters are daughters of a 
woman who had four sisters and Italian 
roots that trace back to Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

Interestingly, as I am making this 
address on the eve of my personal anni-
versary, my colleague, Congresswoman 
SHONTEL BROWN who hails from Cleve-
land, Ohio, and represents the 11th Dis-
trict of Ohio, and we call ourselves 
twin sisters because we share a birth-
day and we share a district number. 

Then I say: My family came from 
Cleveland, in Mayfield Heights, in an 
old Italian neighborhood. Of course, 
this is something that sisters from the 
Midwest know about hard work and 
communication. 

The business that my aunt and moth-
er got into was communications. They 
were in advertising. And, again, a lot of 
hard work and trials and tribulations 

but a whole heck of a lot of fun trans-
forming our State and the dialogue of 
healthcare and how women talk about 
healthcare, talking about menopause, 
mammograms, and things that were 
taboo in the nineties and that great 
awakening that we had around mental 
health. 

So some of these life reflections of 
my family and the things that they ex-
posed me to are something that is very 
humbling to share on this House floor. 

I was born in Rochester Hills, Michi-
gan. I like to say that I took my first 
breath of air from ZIP Code 48309 at the 
old Crittenton Hospital. 

Of course, Rochester Hills’ claim to 
fame is that is where Madonna, the 
singer, the 1980s phenomenon, was 
from. Her mother, Joan Ciccone, ran a 
small daycare that I attended as a tod-
dler and a little bit into elementary 
school. 

Again, family business, good Italian 
family business, and there are stories 
from the neighborhoods of friends, 
mothers, or parents who knew Ma-
donna in high school. We, of course, re-
member Mrs. Ciccone picking up the 
phone and saying: Hello, Madonna. My 
brother, who doesn’t like any atten-
tion, remembers one time that Ma-
donna came to visit. He swears Ma-
donna came to visit. 

That was growing up in Rochester 
Hills, what was largely known as 
exurban, the suburbs outside of the 
suburbs. Now it is a little more popu-
lated and built up. My mother can cer-
tainly remember stories of sledding 
down Rochester Road before all the 
businesses moved in. Of course, I re-
member walking down Alston Street 
with my good friend, Rachel, to ele-
mentary school. She is my dearest—I 
like to call her my oldest friend but 
sometimes oldest feels disparaging, but 
she is my longest friend in life. 

We would walk down Alston to-
gether, and there are a lot of funny sto-
ries about me being fearful of her fam-
ily dog who barely could move and me 
not wanting to ring her doorbell. 

The reason I share these personal re-
flections and these stories is that I cer-
tainly was not afraid to put my hand 
up and get involved in student activi-
ties and student governments or the-
ater or performances or things like 
that, but I also share these stories be-
cause nothing in life is fully ever deter-
mined. 

We know that we make our own des-
tiny. My running for office eventually 
one day in life was not something pre-
ordained. It was not a given that I was 
going to come to Congress. I know so 
many of my colleagues through so 
many of their personal trials and tribu-
lations join me in sharing this message 
to the next generation which is that 
life is uncertain and growing up is 
tough. 

This new generation, our Generation 
Z, who is racked with the unique chal-
lenges of this century, a global pan-
demic—we just saw the headline this 
morning about test scores still being 
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behind—and certainly the challenges of 
climate change and gun violence, that 
compels us. When you are young and 
you are still dependent and you are 
maybe just getting out of those teen-
age years, Mr. Speaker, into early 
adulthood and wondering how you are 
going to make your way in the world, 
it is important to recall and to look to 
those who have done what no one 
called to ask them to do, but just what 
they felt compelled to do and to make 
a difference. 

I firmly believe that we still need to 
believe in this place. We still need to 
believe in this institution. I could be 
doing something else this evening, but 
I have really believed and thought that 
it would be important to give this ad-
dress in the House CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD spoken verbally. Sometimes 
you can write these addresses and just 
submit them for the RECORD, but I 
wanted to take the time to speak these 
words. 

It just so happens that speaking 
these words on this day, June 21—the 
solstice—is really actually quite re-
markable. The solstice is a day that 
comes twice a year. It either comes 
when it is today when the sun is reach-
ing its maximum destination or its 
maximum declining and the longest or 
shortest day of the year. My mother 
was actually born on the shortest day 
of the year. Today is the longest day of 
the year, and, of course, then it begins 
the reaching toward the shortest day. 
It also marks summer. 

I haven’t spent too much time out-
side today here in Washington, D.C., in 
the Nation’s Capital. It has been a very 
unusual late spring, now first day of 
summer. It is cold in Washington. It is 
60-some degrees and raining. One 
reaches for a shawl on weather like 
today. 

I have a friend back home in Michi-
gan whom I asked: What is the weather 
like at home? 

He shared that it is 80 degrees in my 
beloved Michigan, and it is the perfect 
ringing day to summer. 

It is, of course, also unique and spe-
cial in all of these hyper-partisan 
times to reflect on the solstice and the 
marking of summer because it is man’s 
and human’s experience in nature and 
this recognition that something exists 
beyond us and something that got done 
right in Washington a long time ago is 
the House on the hill, the Capitol on 
the hill, it is surrounded by nature. It 
is surrounded by beautiful trees and 
green and the Mall that you can walk 
out on, Mr. Speaker, and go see the 
monuments. 

Of course, some of us remember the 
wild fox that was scampering around. 
That was last term. We can see some 
wildlife. 

I believe just as many who have been 
in this Chamber from centuries ago 
likely recognize the importance of the 
role that nature plays in our life. 

The words of the poet William Words-
worth who was not an American but an 
English poet speak out: 

I wandered lonely as a cloud 
That floats on high o’er vales and 

hills, 
When all at once I saw a crowd, 
A host, of golden daffodils; 
Beside the lake, beneath the trees, 
Fluttering and dancing in the breeze. 
I am not the only one who speaks po-

etry in this Chamber, of course. Mr. 
STENY HOYER, our former majority 
leader emeritus is one to quote Tenny-
son on occasion. 

It is certainly quite grounding as 
people of this great country, and it is 
elected officials who use our words, 
who use our words to move, make 
change, and bring this Nation to a new 
place. Sometimes those words can feel 
contentious or bottled up on competi-
tion or trying to win something. In 
other times, the words can bring us to-
gether, the words can call upon us to 
reflect. The words can call upon us to 
look above and look at the beauty all 
around us even on a cloudy solstice-be-
ginning summer day here in Wash-
ington, D.C. 

b 2015 

As I have taken some time to reflect 
a little bit on my life—and I really 
can’t tell you all how deeply humbling 
and somewhat uncomfortable it is to 
even talk about yourself in this body, 
this well of democracy. 

I purposely chose to come to the cen-
ter, the floor of the House, what I be-
lieve is the House floor, the center of 
gravity of our democracy. 

When we have been waging great de-
bates in the Congress over many years, 
I have long implored my colleagues to 
take it off cable news because that is 
somewhat filtered, and, of course, doc-
tored. 

Our journalists play a great role, but 
take your discourse to the well, to the 
floor of the House, to the center of de-
mocracy. 

Engage in the great debate of this in-
stitution for Americans to see 
unfiltered. Somebody at the 
Juneteenth event in Huntington Woods 
pulled me aside, and they said, I am 
just so exhausted with how polarized it 
feels, with how partisan it feels. I can’t 
take it. 

I said, well, are you watching the 
news? 

And she said, no, I am not watching 
the news. 

I said, well, tune in to C–SPAN be-
cause maybe you can’t come to Wash-
ington and join us in the gallery, but 
come to C–SPAN and watch your gov-
ernment in action. 

Of course, sometimes there is tough 
debate. As we just saw with my col-
leagues passing the suspension bills, 
one that just passed unanimously, it is 
bipartisan. It is coming together to 
solve problems and coming together to 
make a difference. 

I certainly do not ever seek to under-
mine or doubt the intentions of any of 
my colleagues, although on occasion, 
their approach may frustrate me. 

We are all equal as duly elected 
Members of this Chamber when we 

come here to vote. Our Founding Fa-
thers in the era of the Founders and 
those who maintained this institution, 
America, as a fledgling—and we are 
still a fledgling democracy, in my opin-
ion. 

Our country is about to turn 247 
years old. We can look to some of the 
most ancient societies, the longest- 
standing countries in this world, this 
world that is also 41⁄2 million years old, 
and wonder what they think and how 
they are looking to us. 

Yet, we can look inward. We 
shouldn’t exclusively look inward, but 
we can look inward and reflect that we 
have accomplished a lot in these 246 
years; the governing doctrine of this 
very Nation that still determines how 
an individual like HALEY STEVENS can 
get to Congress every other year. 

The incredible voting electorate of 
Michigan’s 11th District, that is now 
comprised exclusively of the great 
Oakland County, in Michigan takes a 
vote. They take a vote, and they deter-
mine who is going to be their rep-
resentative voice in the Congress. 

That is why when we have the privi-
lege of being here in Washington, and, 
of course, people come and visit—we 
had a great day, which I will share a 
little bit about our day in a moment. 

When people come to Washington, 
and they share their needs, or when I 
am home in Michigan, so joyfully vis-
iting the farmers’ markets, visiting the 
small businesses, doing the manufac-
turing Mondays—I call them manufac-
turing Mondays, by the way. 

I visit our manufacturers. I see the 
innovation, the continued hard work of 
our small businesses; men and women 
who are dedicated to the production 
value of this Nation, made in the USA, 
something that is demanded and called 
for throughout the world. 

It is something that I am so ever 
committed to as an elected Represent-
ative and as a former Obama adminis-
tration official and as somebody who 
once worked in a manufacturing re-
search and development institute. 

Today, to share with anyone who 
might be watching, and to just give a 
glimmer of what happens in a day for a 
Member of Congress, but there’s so 
much jammed in a day that it is, again, 
a real privilege to be able to share and 
speak from this well of the House floor 
about what occurred today. 

I went to my beloved Committee on 
Science, Space & Technology markup. 
We marked up three great bills on fire 
safety, on the utilization of a mist for 
fire safety, and construction and man-
agement standards for rebuilding after 
fires. 

We are saying the words climate 
change in the hearing, in the markup. 
We are saying the words climate 
change. We are recognizing. These are 
bipartisan bills. 

Again, you might recall that I am a 
Democrat, and I am in the minority 
party, so I am at the whim of the 
chairman from the Republican Party 
for the Committee on Science and 
Technology. 
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Yet, there we sit, chairman and rank-

ing member and participating members 
of the committee marking up bipar-
tisan bills. 

Of course, I spoke exuberantly on be-
half of the bills and am looking for-
ward to their being passed through 
committee tomorrow. 

We take our votes in committee, and 
then we are going to have a hearing on 
artificial intelligence, which is cer-
tainly a topic that has motivated and 
compelled the work of the Committee 
on Science and Technology ever since I 
joined the Committee on Science and 
Technology in my first term in Con-
gress. 

I am very fortunate to have served as 
the vice chair of the committee when 
we were in the majority and the chair 
for the Subcommittee on Research and 
Technology. 

Folks might recall that when I 
helped lead the Congress through the 
passage of the CHIPS and Science Act, 
industrial policy for this great Nation. 
Let’s make semiconductor microchips 
in this Nation again because we inno-
vated these things, and we let some 
people beat us at our own game for a 
little bit. 

Then the pandemic hit, the tide rolls 
out, and we don’t have enough chips. 
We decided to make chips in this coun-
try again by investing $50 billion that 
since the passage and signing of the 
bill in August of last year, $50 billion 
has already beget $200 billion of private 
sector invest. 

Astronomical job creation, supply 
chain value for my State of Michigan, 
and it is enormously exciting that we 
got that bill done. 

I am so thrilled to have been a part 
of that committee, but that was last 
year’s activity. Of course, we carry the 
words of the things that we have done 
into today. 

As I was marking up the bills in com-
mittee, I was reflecting on the bipar-
tisan achievement of the CHIPS and 
Science Act last term, and we have 
more to do on that. I will certainly get 
to that in a moment. 

I also had the privilege of sitting 
down with a—I believe he calls himself 
a president of a company. I don’t know 
if he would want me sharing this, but 
of course, I am sharing it. He did come 
to visit me. 

He runs this company called 
Qualcomm. They are in this chips busi-
ness. I think this executive was in 
Washington today. 

Well, he knew I was involved with 
this CHIPS Act, but they wanted to 
share about this competition that we 
are in with China and the Chinese Com-
munist Party. This is something that I 
am very keen to as a Representative of 
Michigan and as someone who served in 
President Obama’s administration as 
the chief of staff on the U.S. auto res-
cue, the initiative that was responsible 
for saving General Motors and Chrysler 
from liquidation and countless, hun-
dreds of thousands of Michigan jobs 
and certainly millions throughout this 
country. 

We know the meaning of being able 
to make products here in the United 
States of America and sell them all 
over the world. 

That is the deal, right. That is why 
the day after the first impeachment of 
President Trump in the year 2019, be-
fore the word COVID ever entered our 
verbiage—true story—we impeached 
President Trump. 

It was really kind of a sad day in this 
country, and we didn’t get justice that 
day. The following day we came back 
into this very Chamber after it being 
so contentious and so divisive and so 
emotional. 

Democrats and Republicans came 
back into this Chamber and passed the 
trade deal, USMCA, a renegotiated 
NAFTA so that we could have a frame-
work for competing in the 21st century 
with the rest of the world; strength-
ening by American content, plussing 
up our production value in a State like 
Michigan. 

By the way, it was endorsed by the 
critical stakeholders from both orga-
nized labor, AFL–CIO, and UAW, to the 
automakers because 21st century chal-
lenges beget 21st century solutions of 
coming together. 

Of course, I am still talking about 
today. I am still talking about why 
Qualcomm and maybe some other chip 
manufacturers are saying, hey, we need 
to be able to sell to the world, all right, 
and we can’t cut ourselves off because 
some are chest thumping as we have 
done throughout this century and the 
century prior for war. 

We can call ourselves hawks. I don’t 
call myself a hawk on China. I am seri-
ous about the competition and the con-
sideration and the frustrations with 
the CCP. 

I know that the Biden administration 
is attempting to lead just as the ad-
ministration prior and the administra-
tion prior did. 

Of course, the dynamic has changed 
in the year 2023, but America has got to 
be in the business of de-risking, and 
America has got to be in the business 
of leading through smart power and 
strong power as an open, democratic, 
capitalist society that says every per-
son can succeed and that we are work-
ing toward a more perfect union and 
the plight of equality and justice. 

I founded the Women in STEM Cau-
cus because we want to bring more peo-
ple into the STEM field. It can’t be ac-
ceptable that 5 percent of women in 
STEM careers are Black and Brown. 

It needs to be more. It cannot just be 
a talking point. It needs to be a way of 
life. When we talk about expanding and 
when we work on expanding the middle 
class, which had been shrinking, we 
talk about uplifting people out of pov-
erty. 

It is not because anyone is looking to 
be endemically poor. That is not the 
case. My great mother has shared 
many times over her thoughts on this 
to me, which is that it is expensive to 
be poor. 

It certainly is expensive in this day 
and age when you go to the grocery 

store and when you pay your insurance 
bill and when you pay your housing bill 
and when you pay to clothe and feed 
the kids and all of this and that. 

It is like you can’t catch a breath. 
We are being squeezed. Instead of fin-
ger-pointing, we need to be committed 
to the creation of good jobs. 

Good jobs means selling American- 
built, made, innovated, shipped prod-
ucts to the world. You can’t cut us off. 
It is not going to work, right. The 
automakers will tell you that as well. 
The suppliers will tell you that. 

We need to be realistic. I am not 
going to overlook what has gone on 
with Russia and Ukraine because I 
have been battling Putin since I got 
into Congress, before I was sworn in. 

Paul Whelan, the Novi resident in his 
fifth year in a Russian prison, the ca-
nary in the coal mine for the lawless-
ness that Putin has pursued on a global 
scale with this unbelievably out-
rageous, illegal, ongoing war in 
Ukraine. 

Russia isn’t China. We were able to 
decouple. We brought the West along 
with us. We are having the conversa-
tion on energy security and what we 
need to do. 

I am pragmatic and I am realistic 
about that. I am proud to have voted 
for the Inflation Reduction Act, other-
wise known as the largest climate bill 
in history, clean energy incentives, 
which are unbelievably impacting 
Michigan’s economy right now; making 
batteries, seeing our manufacturers 
rise as they do over and over again to 
the charge of our time. 

b 2030 
I mention Mr. Whelan today because 

his beloved dog Flora, 15 years old, as 
announced by his brother, has passed. 
So as Whelan is in prison, we just 
passed the resolution calling on the 
Russian Federation to release Whelan, 
condemning it. He will come home. I 
will not lose hope. I stand by his family 
every day on this. He will come home, 
but he is not coming home to his dog. 

These are some of the things that 
have happened today. 

The other thing that happened, 
which was really quite profound, and I 
think I am allowed to show a prop, is 
that we held a ceremony honoring the 
debut of the postage stamp of the Hon-
orable John Lewis. It was incredibly 
moving. 

Speaker MCCARTHY had a reception 
afterward in the Rayburn Room. We 
had biscuits and conversation. The mi-
nority leader of the Democrats, the 
very eloquent and brave leader HAKEEM 
JEFFRIES, spoke, as well. Mr. Lewis’ 
former chief of staff remembered him. 

It was such an honor to be in one of 
his favorite places in the Capitol, Stat-
uary Hall, seeing the new postage 
stamp for John Lewis, a man I was so 
privileged to serve with in his final 
term in office in the 116th Congress and 
to be there with so many of my col-
leagues. 

Of course, some other things hap-
pened today. We took more votes on 
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the House floor. Bizarrely, my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
censured—we are still trying to figure 
out what censuring means—but they 
have condemned my colleague from 
California, Mr. SCHIFF. It was really 
quite emotional for some. I mean, I 
don’t think people were tearing up, but 
it was emotional because a good por-
tion of us serving in the 118th Congress 
were here on January 6, 2021, and we 
would just like to have some basic 
agreement about facts, right? 

Look, you can’t dwell and dwell, but 
we have to have some basic agreement 
of facts that those who are seeking to 
censure, many of them—and I do not 
speak disparagingly—I don’t think any 
of them really joined in the effort to 
condemn a man in the Oval Office who, 
as Commander in Chief, watched this 
Capitol, a branch of his government, be 
attacked. 

You take an oath as the Commander 
in Chief to protect and serve. I am not 
out here on what to some is known as 
or dubbed a witch hunt. I am here for 
the truth. I am here for an honest con-
versation. 

Of course, I am also here to make 
sure that we put into place the policies 
that lead to good and great job cre-
ation, good and great futures, because 
one thing that I have seen campaigning 
out in the field in these incredible 
neighborhoods that comprise Michi-
gan’s 11th District is that people are 
busy, and they often do not have time 
for the blood sport of politics. They are 
relying on a government that needs to 
make sure that they are succeeding 
and getting out of the way to make 
sure that they are succeeding by put-
ting into place policies that build to-
ward a more perfect Union. 

This is what fires me up. This is what 
motivates me in the charges of our 
times. I know so many who do engage 
in the civil discourse and the public 
discourse and show up at townhalls and 
show up at community meetings, those 
who have become a part of the activist 
organization Moms Demand Action, 
calling for more commonsense gun 
safety legislation. 

Outside my office in the Rayburn 
Building, I have decided because of my 
frustration over and outrage of gun vi-
olence in this country that I have 
known my whole life, and even my par-
ents have known in ways that have 
been unimaginable—and I say ‘‘my par-
ents’’ as in their generation. Martin 
Luther King, Jr., was assassinated. My 
father, who was also an educator, was 
doing his student teaching in Pontiac, 
Michigan, at Bethune Elementary 
when Martin Luther King, Jr., was 
taken from us, as were John Lennon, 
JOHN KENNEDY, RFK. President Reagan 
was shot. 

Is this part of some sort of dramatic 
story of our Nation, or is this a prob-
lem that we must fix? 

Outside of my office are now the or-
ange ribbons that have marked every 
mass shooting just this year alone, and 
I am running out of space on the wall 

for the ribbons. I am running out of 
space. We are almost at 300. If you 
choose to feel, it is unimaginable. 

I am on the Select Committee on the 
Strategic Competition Between the 
United States and the Chinese Com-
munist Party, and I don’t want Amer-
ica to appear weak, but this is not hap-
pening in China. 

When we met with our counterparts 
in the British Parliament, they looked 
at us and said: We had 40 people die 
from guns—4–0, not 40,000, 4–0 in the 
last year. We are at tens of thousands. 
This is human capital. 

We can talk about gun violence and 
talk about the opioid epidemic, and we 
can talk about people dying from auto 
accidents, and certainly the million 
people we lost from COVID–19, and say 
every life matters, and we have to be 
committed to preserving life’s exist-
ence. We have to be committed not 
from a place of despair or frustration, 
but from a place of motivation and 
dogged determination that we will ad-
dress and fix the scourge of gun vio-
lence in America. 

It is clear that shame is not working. 
Calling out and calling out is not work-
ing. Presenting the facts isn’t working, 
but what will work, in my opinion, is 
the arc of time. 

Standing here as a woman, as I men-
tioned at the beginning of this address, 
the first woman to represent Michi-
gan’s 11th District, it took 100 years to 
get suffrage achieved, to address the 
enfranchisement, enfranchising women 
to be able to vote, when Congress had 
the most number of women ever in his-
tory serving in its Chambers, both the 
House and Senate. 

Now, mind you, I want to concede 
this: We haven’t even ever had 500 
women total yet in the whole history 
of the body. In the 247 years of Amer-
ica’s existence, we have not had 500 
women yet serving in the Chamber, but 
we had over 100 in the year 2019, for 
that term, 2019 to 2020, marking 100 
years of women’s suffrage. 

Of course, in 1920, when women’s suf-
frage was achieved, you look back and 
squint because 1848 was Seneca Falls. 
How many women who were at Seneca 
Falls got to live to see their right to 
vote? 

I reflected on my colleague who we 
honored today, Mr. Lewis. His words 
that we go back to so many times as a 
Democratic Caucus ring forward in this 
plight to ban assault weapons, to pass 
universal background checks, to stop 
gun violence in America, to change our 
culture, which I firmly believe we do 
by passing laws, not by seeing children 
in Sandy Hook taken from us and not 
doing anything. 

Mr. Lewis’ words ring out: ‘‘Do not 
get lost in a sea of despair.’’ Let me 
say that again: ‘‘Do not get lost in a 
sea of despair. Be hopeful. Be opti-
mistic. Our struggle is not the struggle 
of a day, a week, a month, or a year. It 
is the struggle of a lifetime.’’ 

Think of the women at Seneca Falls. 
Think of our country recognizing and 

celebrating the second anniversary of 
the now-official Federal holiday of 
Juneteenth that marked the end of 
slavery in this Nation. Think of these 
long trials and tribulations that our 
young country has gone through. 

Before we were even erected as a na-
tion, 400 years of slavery, and only 158 
years since it ended, something that 
was debated in this Chamber. 

Can you even imagine today? Then 
think of in the 21st century Mr. Lewis’ 
words. ‘‘It is the struggle of a lifetime. 
Never, ever be afraid to make some 
noise and get in good trouble, nec-
essary trouble.’’ 

Why take to the floor of the House to 
speak these words? Why take to the 
floor of the House in recognition of a 
personal milestone and the achieve-
ments that we have made on behalf of 
Michigan’s 11th District? Why take to 
the House floor during Pride Month, 
Equality Month? 

I remember coming here in one of the 
first floor speeches I made for marriage 
equality and fairness, letting people 
just love who they want to love and be 
who they are. We have made so much 
progress that now it has become an-
other targeted issue for those who do 
not agree. They are trying to twist it 
on its head. 

I have so many colleagues this 
evening at the Equality PAC celebra-
tion honoring Speaker Emeritus NANCY 
PELOSI, one of the original trailblazers 
in this body for LGBTQ rights, and we 
are still going to have the joy and the 
pride that comes with Pride Month be-
cause love is louder and joy is more in-
clusive. 

Of course, in Michigan, we are de-
lightfully blessed with the first state-
wide elected openly gay official, Ms. 
Dana Nessel, our attorney general, who 
alongside the speaker pro tempore of 
the senate, Mr. Jeremy Moss, one of 
Oakland County’s finest, they declared 
loudly this month in Michigan that we 
are the gayest State in the Union and 
that all are welcome in Michigan be-
cause, again, we thrive when everyone 
succeeds. 

Of course, for some, this may not be 
your words or your declaration, but I 
speak for so many. I speak for Fern-
dale. I speak for affirmations. I speak 
for those who are watching and listen-
ing and wondering what they are going 
to do with their lives and what it 
means. 

I represent and speak for disabled in-
dividuals and folks who I am fighting 
for on the Education and the Work-
force Committee to fully fund IDEA so 
that our school districts do not need to 
rob Peter to pay Paul, so that we can 
properly educate every student in this 
country regardless of ability. That is 
the purpose of public education. 

If you want something else, you can 
pay for it and go do it, but gosh darn it, 
we want everyone to have access to a 
good, quality education. That is what 
pays dividends to our country. That is 
what pays dividends back into our 
Treasury. Speaker PELOSI once shared 
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that, and I certainly join her in recog-
nizing that point. 

b 2045 
Cost, indebtedness, hard work, how 

to get ahead, how to catch our breath, 
and how to remain optimistic. 

Sometimes it feels, to the outside 
world, maybe because they are not 
watching C–SPAN, and they are only 
watching the news that flies off of 
anger politics or divisiveness or red 
meat, but so much gets done here. 

Now, in my fifth year here, I have 
mentioned a couple of times I founded 
the Women in STEM Caucus. I also 
founded the Plastic Solutions Task 
Force, alongside my colleague, KIM 
SCHRIER. 

I formed the Democratic Manufac-
turing Working Group, alongside leader 
JIM CLYBURN, the great statesman from 
South Carolina, showcasing delivery 
and dedication to the manufacturing 
economy of America. Of course, I am 
also working on the bipartisan Manu-
facturing Caucus, alongside a colleague 
from Ohio. 

I passed my first bill within my first 
year in Congress, the Building Blocks 
of STEM Act. It was signed on Christ-
mas Eve. I wasn’t at the White House 
for the signing, but it got signed. It 
was about STEM equity, making sure 
that more girls and girls of color can 
get included into the STEM field. 

Will our work ever be done in this 
Chamber? 

I hope not, because democracy 
thrives when people choose to partici-
pate in it. Democracy thrives when 
people choose to tune in during the 
middle of the week, on a rainy solstice 
day, maybe to listen, maybe to think, 
maybe to input. The tens of thousands 
of correspondence letters that we reply 
to in my office, the people writing in. 

The ideas that come from knocking 
on the door in our neighborhoods. The 
Alleviating Intergenerational Debt Act 
that I introduced because I knocked on 
the door of this incredible family in 
Hazel Park, and mom and dad intro-
duced me to their kids who were going 
off to Michigan State. 

Dad said, HALEY, it is really expen-
sive. I said, I know, college has gotten 
unbelievably expensive. And we are ap-
plying for financial aid. He said, you 
know, HALEY, it’s outrageous, we 
didn’t qualify for financial aid. I am a 
UAW worker. My wife here is a UAW 
worker. I have $90,000 student loan debt 
myself as a parent and I don’t qualify 
for financial aid. Why is that? 

So I went back, with a very hard-
working member of my staff from Oak-
land County, Sammi Goldsmith, and 
we looked at this very diligently, and 
we found that this is a loophole in the 
financial aid formula. 

So we introduced legislation to 
change it so that that family’s daugh-
ter doesn’t have to have the debt that 
dad has. Commonsense solutions, ex-
pand Pell grants, expand access to ap-
prenticeship training programs, show-
case our unions which allow you to 
earn as you learn. 

There is so much to be proud of, by 
the way. So I am not just hemming and 
hawing. I am feverishly working on the 
solutions for tomorrow. I am feverishly 
working alongside my colleagues, even 
on tough days or tough moments, like 
with what happened with the censure 
earlier today, we remain committed. 

We passed the CHIPS and Science 
Act. We know we need to do more. We 
need to fund basic scientific research. I 
was so proud, as the chair of the Re-
search and Technology Subcommittee, 
to pass the National Science Founda-
tion for the Future Act, that doubled 
basic scientific research funding in this 
country. Except it was just an author-
ization; it wasn’t an appropriation. 

I don’t know what the rest of this 
year has in store. I don’t have a crystal 
ball. 

We didn’t default on our debt. Some 
who sought to undermine the fiscal in-
tegrity of our Union by allowing Amer-
ica to default on its debt, it didn’t hap-
pen because a bipartisan group of com-
monsense lawmakers came together to 
say, no, we won’t do that. 

Now we have to pass a budget. The 
Federal Government needs to be funded 
by September 30. So as the end of the 
year comes up, we are going to talk 
about basic scientific research funding. 
We are going to talk about food assist-
ance. We are going to talk about mak-
ing sure that students can go to school 
and get access to food, free and reduced 
lunch, a guarantee. 

John Kennedy, President John Ken-
nedy, gave an address 60 years ago this 
month at my alma mater. He gave a 
speech about peace. Mr. Kennedy, 
President Kennedy, comes from a time 
when it feels like there were fewer spo-
ken words. There were certainly less 
tweets. There was certainly less cable 
news. Those words and the quotes, they 
carried movement. They carried ac-
tion. I think sometimes that is what 
feels so frustrating about dealing with 
this scourge of gun violence. It is also 
Gun Violence Prevention Month here 
in June. We can give the best speech. 
We can write the most eloquent, smart-
est tweet. We have made some change. 

We passed a bipartisan bill to award 
funding to States that have passed red 
flag laws, extreme risk protection 
order laws. Michigan just did it, under 
the leadership of our great Governor, 
Gretchen Whitmer, in the wake of trag-
ic shootings at Michigan State and at 
Oxford and the nearly everyday gun vi-
olence in too many neighborhoods 
across Michigan. So we did pass that 
law. 

Again, words, the words that I go 
back to, the words of Mr. Lewis, to not 
despair, to be optimistic, because to be 
optimistic is to stay active. It is to 
stay engaged. It is to stay agitated. It 
is to stay feverish toward the work 
that we must do. 

Yes, I will speak until my throat 
runs dry because this moment and this 
activity, and my commitment to this 
democracy and being afforded this time 
in this Chamber is too serious to pass 
it up. 

But Mr. Kennedy, 60 years ago this 
month, you know, as we think of other 
trying times, the Bay of Pigs, avoiding 
nuclear war, engagements in Viet-
nam—a war that we did not win, that 
took too many American lives, and we 
are so proud of our veterans and those 
who served. 

Mr. Kennedy stood before American 
University and he said: ‘‘I speak of 
peace, therefore, as the necessary, ra-
tional end of rational men. I realize 
that the pursuit of peace is not as dra-
matic as the pursuit of war—and fre-
quently the words of the pursuer fall 
on deaf ears. But we have no more ur-
gent task.’’ 

It is certainly important and sym-
bolic to reflect on those words today 
and in these moments that are upon us 
as a Nation. 

I look out and I use that as a rallying 
call for our work on the Select Com-
mittee on Strategic Competition be-
tween the United States and the Chi-
nese Communist Party, how to bolster 
American manufacturing, American 
competitiveness, how to strengthen 
southeastern Michigan and Oakland 
County, under the leadership of Dave 
Coulter, someone I am so proud to 
work alongside. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been 40 years of 
unimaginable innovation and activity 
that has taken place in this Nation: In 
1983, Sally Ride is the first woman into 
space. 1985, has Microsoft Office first 
hitting the stage. 1991, is the time 
when the world wide web hit our key-
boards. 

I remember my mother and my aunt 
taking me to a meeting. What is a 
website? If only we could imagine what 
we would be in now; smartphone de-
vices connecting us at rapid speed. The 
way in which humanity evolved and 
changed and then yet again, as tech-
nology drives us to be together. The 
elixir of our alive experience here on 
planet Earth, and as Americans, 
through love, through connection, and 
through ability. Those things don’t 
change. The meaning of family doesn’t 
change. The meaning of friendship 
doesn’t change. 

In the 1980s it was a race with the 
Japanese. Now it feels as though it is a 
race with the Chinese. Open society, 
willingness to change, commitment to 
action. 

Ben Franklin once said: ‘‘A long life 
may not be good enough, but a good 
life is long enough.’’ May we all com-
mit to living the good life. May we, as 
public servants, commit to goodness, 
to one another, to our fellow Ameri-
cans, and to this unbelievable and mag-
nificent trajectory our beloved Nation 
is on. 

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

f 

OUR NATIONAL DEBT, OUR 
SPENDING, AND OUR DEFICIT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the Chair recognizes the 
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gentleman from Colorado (Mr. BUCK) 
for 30 minutes. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I will take 

the next half hour to talk about the 
national debt, our spending, and our 
deficit. 

Somebody asked how big is our na-
tional debt? 

Well, Federal debt is $32 trillion. The 
$32 trillion mark arrived 9 years sooner 
than pre-pandemic forecasts had pro-
jected, reflecting the trillions of dol-
lars of emergency spending to address 
COVID–19’s impact on our sluggish 
economy. 

How much does each individual owe? 
According to the U.S. Treasury’s offi-

cial figure for the debt, the Federal 
Government is at $32 trillion in debt 
or, more precisely 32—well, I am not 
even going to go into it. It is just a lot 
of money, and it equates to $95,660 for 
every person living in the U.S., or 
$242,570 for every household in the U.S. 
This is an existential threat to our 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT), my 
good friend, to talk more about the big 
picture of the debt, then we are going 
to talk about some specific issues. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, I 
am going to try to focus more on dis-
cretionary, just so people understand. 
The vast majority of our spending is on 
autopilot, but a lot of us have no un-
derstanding of how much the wheels 
have come off just this year, and this is 
so important to start the process. 

I am going to start with a board, and 
please understand, if this were May 
2022—you remember how long ago that 
was? Like a year. We expected the U.S. 
deficit for this year to be $980 billion. 
Okay. 

So where are we at today? One year 
later, we are functionally pushing $1.18 
trillion. We functionally have doubled 
the borrowing this year. 

What happened? Healthcare costs 
went up dramatically. Interest is up 
dramatically. Tax receipts are down. 

What happens if some of the protec-
tions we have for the next couple of 
years are off? Remember, that $1.8 tril-
lion that we are projected to borrow in 
this fiscal year, we weren’t supposed to 
hit that for almost 8 more years. 

The wheels are coming off, and if you 
are on the left and you care about this 
program or that program, understand, 
there is no money. You should help us 
go at every dollar here. 

So we get into this game of saying, 
oh, but that is discretionary, discre-
tionary is fairly flat. It really is just 
not true. It is a lot flatter than Medi-
care, Social Security, all of those. But 
those are earned benefits that are 
about our aging population. 

We need to walk through a sense of 
reality, and you are going to get the 
punch line here in a moment. 

This is just sort of the breakdown for 
this year’s borrowing, this year’s 
spending and discretionary and what 
the 2018 baseline is. You will notice the 
growth in spending. 

Here is the punch line. We were only 
supposed to have borrowing of about 
$1.8 trillion this year. 
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Let me rephrase that. We were sup-
posed to have spending equal to only 
about $1.8 trillion for both defense and 
nondefense. Do you remember the bor-
rowing number? It is about $1.8 tril-
lion. 

Every dime of defense and what you 
think of as government is living on 
borrowed money this year. You got to 
understand, when you get the folks 
saying, well, let’s just cut this program 
or that program. You got to cut every 
dime of defense and what you think of 
as government, whether that be the 
FBI, foreign aid, the park service, our 
salaries, Congress, the White House. It 
is all on borrowed money now. 

Here is the other thing we need to 
make part of our discussion: We can’t 
play this game of we are going to talk 
about discretionary and we are only 
going to use the last 2 years as our 
baseline. We had a big plus-up, substan-
tially during COVID. So let’s actually 
use a true linear line. Let’s go back to 
1990, adjust the math for inflation. 

Discretionary is up 154 percent. If 
you go from 1990 and do inflation, all 
that growth of inflation, but now we 
are at 154 percent growth. Defense is 
only up 35 percent since 1990 if you ad-
just for inflation. 

The wheels are coming off, Mr. 
Speaker. I am terrified because, at this 
rate, if some of the predictions are true 
a decade from now, just the interest on 
U.S. sovereign debt, if we stay at these 
interest rates, could be approaching $2 
trillion a year, more than all discre-
tionary, defense, nondefense included. 
That is the future we are handing to 
America right now. It is time for great 
discipline. 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT) to ask some questions. 

How much do we currently pay to 
service the debt? 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. The number has 
actually been going up fairly dramati-
cally. In the first 7 months just inter-
est carry, just because the increase in 
interest, went up $108 billion. 

Mr. BUCK. On an annualized basis, 
what is that number, a ballpark? 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Actually, if 400, I 
think, was the baseline number, with 
the higher interest rates and the 
amount of borrowing, you could be ap-
proaching 600. 

Mr. BUCK. So $600 billion? 
Mr. SCHWEIKERT. There are also 

other things going on. People don’t re-
alize, it is not just the $2 trillion of ex-
cess spending that has to be borrowed, 

how much of the debt has to be refi-
nanced all the time. 

You actually have, let’s say, $26 tril-
lion of publicly borrowed debt. There is 
something called a weighted daily av-
erage. Half of that has to be refinanced 
functionally every 5 years. Basically 
that means every year you are bringing 
$2 trillion and plus you are bringing a 
few trillion additional to market, and 
now those new issued bonds are at the 
new much higher interest rates. 

Mr. BUCK. My question is this: How 
many jet fighters do we get for that 
money? 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Interest is killing 
us. 

Mr. BUCK. Let me ask another one: 
How many submarines, nuclear sub-
marines, do we get for that money? 
How many people get help, food for 
pregnant moms? How many do we feed 
with that money? 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Congressman 
BUCK, one of the best ways to think 
about this—the budget window we are 
working on in functionally about 9 
budget years, interest is going to be 
more than all of defense. That is al-
ready baked into the cake. 

Mr. BUCK. All right. We are going to 
start talking about what we can do 
about that. I thank my friend from Ar-
izona for joining us tonight and giving 
us that advice. 

Folks, you may have heard of Dave 
Ramsey. He has helped millions of 
Americans get out of debt, turn the 
corner on their finances. May have 
read one of his books or taken one of 
his classes. 

The key to his get out of debt pro-
grams, he offers simple steps. These are 
reasonable measures that anyone can 
take. The first step he often rec-
ommends is to make a list of your cur-
rent debt and your current spending. 
The actual first step is to decide that 
you are done being in debt. 

Our Nation’s debt stands at, as we 
just heard, almost $32 trillion. We need 
a Dave Ramsey program here in Wash-
ington, D.C. The United States debt 
stands at $32 trillion. Every year, the 
Government Accountability Office puts 
together reports on wasteful spending 
and ineffective programs in the Federal 
Government. These reports, if read and 
applied, would help us streamline gov-
ernment programs, reduce waste, mini-
mize fraudulent payments, create over-
sight, and greater accountability to 
taxpayers. 

As we head into the appropriation 
season, I am asking all of my col-
leagues to join with me and others who 
have read these roadmaps from the 
Government Accountability Office 
with recommendations for how we can 
reduce Federal spending, save taxpayer 
funds, and most importantly, start 
paying down the debt. 

Here are some key findings from the 
General Accounting Office. In 2022, 18 
Federal agencies reported an estimated 
$247 billion in improper payments. Over 
the past two decades, the Federal Gov-
ernment wasted $2.4 trillion on pay-
ment errors. Federal taxpayers pay $2 
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billion each year maintaining empty 
government buildings. GAO identified 
$552.7 billion spent on duplicate and re-
dundant programs in 2022. 

If our Nation is ever going to dig its 
way out of this debt, we will have to 
start tackling wasteful spending. That 
includes going after the improper pay-
ments made in error. 

What is an improper payment? First, 
fraud. An individual or business will-
fully stealing from the government. 
Secondly, mistaken identity. Pay-
ments going to the wrong person. 
Third, payments going to a deceased 
person. 

Here is just one example: More than 
47 percent of the payments to the Vet-
erans Administration Department, par-
ticular program in the VA, made in 
2022 were improper. Let me say that 
again: More than 47 percent. That is al-
most half of the payments in one pro-
gram. The good news is that is an im-
provement because 5 years ago that 
number was at 100 percent of that pro-
gram’s budget. One hundred percent 
went to the wrong people and they are 
down to just 50 percent now. Maybe in 
5 years, if they keep going at this rate, 
they will be down to 25 percent. Maybe 
not. 

In 2022, just 18 Federal agencies re-
ported wasting an estimated $247 bil-
lion on incorrect payments. That is 
just 18 agencies, not the entire govern-
ment. 

Our government also holds thousands 
of vacant, unused properties. We pay 
every year for lawn maintenance, elec-
tricity, security, energy costs for these 
unused properties. The Government 
Accountability Office estimates that 
we spend $2 billion each year just on 
maintaining these empty buildings. 

Another major area of concern is re-
dundant programs. In 2022 alone, the 
Federal Government wasted $552.7 bil-
lion on duplicate programs. Taxpayers 
receive no benefit for these redundant 
programs that create more inefficien-
cies and run up the costs needlessly. 

Unauthorized programs are also an 
additional source of wasted funds. If 
Congress hasn’t authorized a program, 
why is the executive branch spending 
taxpayer funds on it? There are over a 
thousand unauthorized government 
programs that Congress continues to 
fund without reauthorizing or review-
ing these programs. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. BIGGS) to talk about 
that more in depth and to engage in a 
colloquy. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Colorado for holding 
this Special Order and talking about 
this very important subject. 

The reality is, as we are on that tank 
from ‘‘Indiana Jones’’ that is going off 
the cliff, we are busy fighting on top of 
it, but the tank is still going over the 
edge. 

One of the problem areas that we 
have is this payment of a half a trillion 
dollars a year—think about that—that 
we are giving to unauthorized pro-

grams. You can go to the Congressional 
Research Services and they will give 
you a full print out. You can get the 
full display of all of them and when 
those programs expired. 

One of the oldest ones—and I will 
just pull it up here. I have to scroll 
through all of these programs, these 
hundreds and thousands of programs. 
This is one where the Judiciary Com-
mittee has jurisdiction, Mr. BUCK, and 
I mention that because Representative 
BUCK and I both sit on judiciary. 
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It is the payment to the Legal Serv-

ices Corporation. You know what that 
is. That is the public defender’s office. 
The expiration of their authorization 
was in 1980, 42 years ago. 

What is the amount of money that 
they were last authorized to spend? 
Undefinite, an undefinite amount. 
There was no cap on it. 

That is what we have. We have every-
thing from EPA, State Department, 
ATF. These are agencies and depart-
ments that haven’t been authorized. 
Then we have a whole list of additional 
programs that have not been author-
ized, but we continue to fund them. 
Our own rule proscribes that. 

The remedy for us immediately is, 
when those come up, at least under 
previous terms of Congress, we have 
been able to actually raise a point of 
order and get that pulled out, if we 
can. 

Representative BUCK, that gives you 
kind of a background and an idea of 
what we are facing, which is part of our 
huge budgetary problem. 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, let me ask 
my friend a question, if I may. 

We talk about authorizing programs. 
How does Congress authorize a pro-
gram? 

Mr. BIGGS. You would authorize a 
program—like the NDAA, the National 
Defense Authorization Act. That is an 
authorizing program. It authorizes us 
to spend money, and then we go ahead 
and appropriate to that authorization. 

Mr. BUCK. A committee would hold a 
hearing, would invite in administration 
officials, executive branch officials, 
and would review the effectiveness of 
the program. There may be an inspec-
tor general’s report about a wasteful 
part of the program. There may be 
newspaper articles or other sources of 
information. You hold a hearing, and 
the staff would be investigating this 
before the hearing. Then, we vote to 
recommend to the whole House wheth-
er that program should be reauthorized 
or not. 

Mr. BIGGS. Yes. I am not sure that I 
knew that detail because I don’t think 
I have seen that happen since I have 
been in Congress. 

Mr. BUCK. How long have you been 
in Congress? 

Mr. BIGGS. I am in my seventh year. 
That is the point. If you want to au-
thorize something, like the Judiciary 
Committee, they should be holding 
these types of hearings because it is 
just what you say. 

The year that I got elected from Ari-
zona, a famous national journal did a 
study and estimated that the Depart-
ment of Defense was wasting $125 bil-
lion annually. Well, that is one of those 
things where you probably would want 
to bring it in. Actually, in this in-
stance, the NDAA, those hearings on 
authorization, you would be talking 
about if there is really that much 
waste there and what we do to recover 
that waste and prevent it. 

We just don’t do enough of that in 
Congress. We are just so busy, again, 
like I said, trimming around the edges. 
We are not getting at the core of the 
problem. 

Mr. BUCK. We have just identified 
the process for one agency or one pro-
gram to be reauthorized. We are talk-
ing about 1,100 unauthorized programs 
that Congress needs to authorize before 
it appropriates money to them. That is 
not even including the 325 programs 
that will need to be reauthorized at the 
end of this year. We are going to be 
close to 1,500 programs, and over half of 
the discretionary budget will go to un-
authorized programs. 

Mr. BIGGS. That is why I support 
what I call the Buck plan. The Buck 
plan calls upon Congress, the majority 
in this case, in every committee to 
have a subcommittee that is looking at 
the authorization jurisdiction of that 
committee and then makes the rec-
ommendations, has the hearings. Let’s 
do this right. 

Transparency is important, but be-
yond that, the process is broken. If we 
are going to try to get a handle on our 
out-of-control spending, you would 
think we would want to fix the process 
as much as anything. 

I commend Representative BUCK. 
For those watching at home, both of 

you, Representative BUCK has put to-
gether this plan, has been championing 
this plan, and I am behind that plan all 
the way. I think it is something we 
must do. It should be part of any ap-
propriations process going forward. 

Mr. BUCK. I thank my friend for that 
compliment. I have really just stolen a 
lot of ideas from a lot of people and 
tried to put them together in one 
place. 

One of the things that aggravates me 
the most about unauthorized pro-
grams—and I am so happy that you 
raised it and are talking about it—is 
that it really was a fraud on Members 
of Congress. 

For example, with the Endangered 
Species Act, it was a problem with ea-
gles and this chemical called DDT. It 
was thinning the eagles’ eggs, and the 
eagles weren’t reproducing, so we had a 
declining bald eagle population in the 
United States. 

We passed the Endangered Species 
Act, but the promise to the Members of 
Congress is: We will review this every 5 
years. This isn’t going to go on forever, 
folks. When we take care of this bald 
eagle problem and a few other critters, 
we are going to be done with this pro-
gram. 
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I think Ronald Reagan said that the 

closest thing to eternal life on this 
planet is a Federal program, and that 
is what we have seen. Congress doesn’t 
bother reauthorizing these programs, 
so they just go on and on because we 
would have to actually make a tough 
decision if we were going to reauthor-
ize these programs, amend these pro-
grams, or cut these programs. Nobody 
wants to make a tough decision. It is 
much easier just to make our grand-
children pay a huge debt because we 
are too lazy, too unfocused, to actually 
do our job. 

Mr. BIGGS. We are too fearful be-
cause every program that gets created 
creates a constituency, and you have 
to look somebody in the eye and say 
that program is no longer necessary. 

The ESA is a perfect example of that. 
It has basically run amuck. It is why 
California doesn’t build storage facili-
ties for water, which impacts the en-
tire western half of the United States. 
It is why we had someone who wanted 
to stop any building in Arizona. They 
tried to get the Sonoran Desert tor-
toise to be declared an endangered spe-
cies, but they had to stop counting 
when they got over 3 million of them. 
They said, well, that is not really an 
endangered species. That would have 
impacted the entire State because they 
are found everywhere in Arizona. It is 
an example of one of those eternal pro-
grams that you and President Reagan 
talked about. 

Mr. BUCK. The Endangered Species 
Act is no longer used as a shield. It is 
now used as a sword, yet we don’t au-
thorize it. We don’t hold hearings, and 
we don’t examine the impact of the En-
dangered Species Act. Parts of it un-
doubtedly are good, but a large part of 
it is a program that needs to either be 
cut, amended, or certainly examined. 

Mr. Speaker, I invite our good friend 
from Virginia, who has a wealth of in-
formation for Americans, to join us 
and tell us what he knows. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. GOOD). 

Mr. GOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
that won’t take very long. 

I thank my good friend from Colo-
rado, Mr. BUCK, for his leadership on 
this Special Order on this critical issue 
tonight. 

One of the key responsibilities, if not 
the number one responsibility, of the 
House of Representatives is to protect 
the fiscal and economic health of the 
country and the government, at least 
our ability to meet our obligations, our 
ability to fund our priorities, our abil-
ity to borrow when necessary—not to 
the degree that we do today—in times 
of crisis. 

I want to make a couple of key 
points, if I may. Before the pandemic 
hit, before the China virus reached our 
shores, our annual spending was about 
$4.4 trillion. Spending this year is pro-
jected to be about $6.2 trillion, so an 
increase of $1.8 trillion, or about 40 per-
cent, over 4 years. 

The most ambitious of the somewhat 
serious proposals in this majority Con-

ference to deal with the spending or to 
cut spending this year in this Congress 
is to cut about $130 billion. That is the 
most ambitious of what I would say is 
serious that is getting any traction in 
this Congress—in other words, to cut 
from a projected $1.6 trillion of non-
mandatory, discretionary spending to 
$1.47 trillion. 
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Think about that $130 billion, which 
is the ambitious plan. That is the 
stretch goal. It represents less than 10 
percent of the increase in spending 
from pre-COVID to today over 4 years. 

We have grown our spending in the 
discretionary spending by $1.8 trillion 
in 4 years, and yet we are only pro-
jecting to cut it or even suggesting to 
cut it by $130 billion. 

Said another way, we are on track to 
have a deficit this year of somewhere 
between $1.5 trillion and $2 trillion. 
Revenues are down, spending is up. 
Again, the most ambitious, the stretch 
goal of the somewhat serious plans in 
this Congress is to cut spending by $130 
billion. Less than 10 percent of the pro-
jected deficit. 

If we got through the $1.47, we would 
retain 90 percent of the projected def-
icit this year. In addition to it crush-
ing us from a fiscal future standpoint, 
it is unsustainable. As you know better 
than I, we are on track to hit some $53 
trillion in national debt in 10 years, if 
we don’t have any new emergency ex-
ceptional special spending, but just on 
the current track—unsustainable. 

Our friend from Arizona (Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT) talked about the interest 
on the debt and how that is growing, 
and it is just unsustainable. Even in 
the immediacy, the American people 
are getting crushed today by this 
spending. 

The massive inflation we haven’t 
seen in 40 years, a diminishing pur-
chasing power by some 15–16 percent on 
average over the last 2 years. In other 
words, $1,000 2 years ago is worth $850 
today. It is even worse in the essen-
tials. Groceries are up much higher. 
Everybody needs to buy groceries. Util-
ity costs are much higher. Energy 
costs in terms of gasoline at the pump, 
which is probably the biggest factor 
that impacts senior citizens, low-in-
come, fixed-income, middle-income 
Americans, or anybody else. Housing 
costs are through the roof. 

We have inflation crushing the Amer-
ican people. How have we responded to 
the inflationary costs? 

We are crushing them with the mas-
sive increase in interest rates histori-
cally utilized to combat a hot economy 
to try to head off inflation, to cool the 
economy—that is the theory. I never 
really agreed with that theory, but 
that is the theory. 

Instead, what we are doing, we 
caused the inflation, not from a hot 
economy, but we caused the inflation 
from the massive spending. What we 
are doing is this futile attempt to com-
bat inflation by raising interest rates. 

We went from an average mortgage 
rate being about 3 percent a year ago 
to now 7 percent. That extra 4 per-
cent—figure an average mortgage is 
$300,000 in today’s prices. So, 4 percent 
of $300,000 is $12,000, divide that by 
monthly. The average mortgage is 
$1,000 a month more than it was a year 
ago. That doesn’t even account for the 
higher costs in housing, utility costs, 
and the grocery costs. All of that is 
primarily a result of the massive 
spending that is just crushing the 
American people. It is crushing their 
purchasing power. It is crushing their 
ability for their kids or their grandkids 
to make a start, buy a home, establish 
themselves in their young career. It is 
a result of the disastrous policies by 
this administration. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Mr. BUCK for 
his leadership on this all important 
issue and keeping the attention where 
it belongs. 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I would love 
to ask Mr. GOOD a couple questions. 

Mr. GOOD of Virginia. No tough ones. 
Mr. BUCK. As a fellow deficit hawk, 

you heard about the vacant buildings 
that the Federal Government owns. I 
think the most accurate number I have 
heard is 77,000 vacant or underutilized 
buildings that the Federal Government 
owns. There have been some estimates 
that it is a little bit lower than that, 
but anywhere in that range is abso-
lutely incredible to me. 

It costs approximately $2 billion a 
year to just keep those vacant build-
ings up to speed, whether it is the elec-
tricity, the security, the lawn mainte-
nance, all those things—$2 billion a 
year. We also spend billions of dollars 
to house Federal employees in office 
buildings that are privately owned. 

This has been going on for 10 years. 
The GAO has been reporting this to 
Congress. My question to my good 
friend—and I am not accusing my good 
friend at all—why doesn’t Congress— 
this is the worst part of it—the GAO, 
the Government Accounting Office, is a 
congressional office. Why do we pay for 
reports to find out about the waste and 
then ignore the reports that we are 
paying for about how the executive 
branch wastes money? What is the an-
swer? 

Mr. GOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
we work for the American people, the 
GAO works for us, and by extension the 
American people. So 77,000 buildings 
approximately, as you mentioned, it 
costs a couple billion dollars a year to 
sustain those buildings, the mainte-
nance of those buildings, operate those 
buildings, maintain them, staff them, 
whatever it might be. 

What about the value of the 77,000 
buildings? 

Why wouldn’t we sell those buildings 
and realize the revenue to the Treas-
ury? 

Not just the $2 billion a year of not 
having to maintain those buildings. 
Let’s just say that the average value of 
that building is $100,000. Let’s be real 
conservative, let’s say it is a million 
dollars—77,000. What is that? 
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That is $77 billion worth of assets if 

the average building was worth a mil-
lion dollars. If it is only worth $100,000 
on average, that is $7.7 billion. That 
would be not much more than a round-
ing error, the way that we spend money 
in the trillions here. When you take 
that over time, it ends up to be a few 
billion here, a few billion there, and be-
fore long you are talking about real 
money. 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, wouldn’t it 
be a great idea to tell the executive 
branch that when they get done selling 
10 percent of these buildings or 20 per-
cent of these buildings they will start 
seeing funding again? 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair and not a perceived 
viewing audience. 

f 

ISSUES OF THE DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
GROTHMAN) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, before 
talking about the main event of three 
issues, it occurs to me it has been a 
while since we really have addressed 
what should be the end to the Ukraine- 
Russian war. 

In the past I have expressed frustra-
tion, and I still have this frustration as 
to why the Biden administration is not 
trying to work towards an end to the 
war? Eventually every war ends. The 
longer the war drags on, the worst it is 
for all involved. 

Ukraine has the second lowest birth 
rate in the world. It is a tragedy for 
any country to lose its young people, 
but particularly for a country that has 
so few young people in the first place. 
Likewise, Russia has a low birth rate, 
and they also have a high emigration 
rate, in which people are coming to 
this country. I ran into one in my dis-
trict. 

Mr. Speaker, I know from spending 
time in the San Diego sector along the 
Mexican border, a lot of Russians have 
come across there. So you have two 
countries with a shortage of young peo-
ple, and they are dying in a war. For 
humanitarian reasons we ought to end 
that war. 

b 2130 

Furthermore, the war is very costly. 
Buildings are being damaged in 
Ukraine to a huge extent, and geo-
politically, the Biden policy of letting 
this war drag on without sticking their 
nose in there at all for well over a year 
now drives China and Russia together. 

It wasn’t that long ago that we had 
over 1,000 McDonald’s in Russia. I re-
cently toured a factory in my district. 
They owned a similar factory in Russia 
which they had to sell off. What I took 
from that, there was a time in the rel-
atively recent past when the United 

States and Russia had very good rela-
tions, the United States and Ukraine 
had very good relations, and I don’t 
know why we couldn’t get back there if 
this war ended quickly. It seems when 
you talk to the Biden people they don’t 
care if it goes on for years. 

Again, I make a plea to the Biden ad-
ministration: See if you can look into 
doing what you can do to end that war. 

Now we will look at three issues that 
I think all have the potential to de-
stroy the country, and I think we need 
some clear thinking on all three. 

First of all, let’s look at the border. 
There has been a change in the way 
some people are entering the country. 
They are able to sign on to get entry to 
the United States, an app apparently, 
if they are coming in from Cuba, Haiti, 
Nicaragua, and Venezuela. It is because 
more people are coming in that way 
that it makes it more difficult to see 
how many people are coming in each 
month, and because it is now in two 
different places, we begin to lose track 
of the number of people coming into 
this country compared to where we 
were historically. 

Let’s look at, for example, where we 
were in May. In the most recent May, 
227,000 people came across the border as 
what we refer to as illegally; a year ago 
it was 166,000; 2 years ago it was 74,000; 
and 3 years ago, under President 
Trump, it was 6,000. We have gone from 
6,000 a month crossing in May three 
years ago to 227,000 crossing in this 
past May. 

It is kind of a dramatic increase and 
something that should remain on the 
front page of our newspapers every day 
until this crisis abates. 

Mr. Speaker, it is the same thing if 
you look at April. Now that we have 
the other numbers, in April most re-
cently 211,000 people crossing the bor-
der; a year ago 187,000; 2 years ago 
66,000; and 3 years ago under 6,000. 

Again, we have gone from under 6,000 
to 211,000. A dramatic increase in the 
number of people crossing the border. 
This is not a problem we can’t deal 
with because we have to be bipartisan. 
It is always nice to be bipartisan, but 
this problem was solved 3 years ago, 
and now we have gone up by a factor of 
over 30. 

As we have an increasing number of 
people crossing the border, we also 
have more unaccompanied minors 
crossing the border. People ought to be 
especially concerned when people who 
are 13 or 14 years old are crossing the 
border without parents or even say an 
aunt or an uncle. Now we are having 
about 6,000 to 8,000 unaccompanied mi-
nors crossing every month. Under the 
prior administration it was 500 to 1,000. 
There are a lot more young people. 

There was a time when people on the 
other side of the aisle would be con-
cerned about people crossing the border 
separately from their families. That 
was people who were separated for 
maybe 2 weeks because their parents 
had broken the law. Now we have 6,000 
to 8,000 people every month being sepa-
rated from their parents. 

Who knows if they will ever see them 
again? 

For minors, the lack of concern is 
stunning. 

Recently there was an article in The 
New York Times that I think the ad-
ministration to a degree has dis-
avowed, but no matter whose numbers 
you look at, Mr. Speaker, the adminis-
tration has lost track of tens of thou-
sands of minors. They don’t know 
where they are after they gave them to 
people to take care of them. We have 
lost track of tens of thousands of kids. 

Particularly, we have a crisis in this 
country of human trafficking and sex 
trafficking that should be of particular 
concern to the administration. It 
should be of particular concern because 
people rarely come over here without 
the Mexican drug cartels signing off. 
We can only imagine that when these 
young kids work, sometimes third 
shifts in factories illegally, that they 
were sending money not only back 
home but to the drug cartels as well. 

I talked to the Acting Labor Sec-
retary about what she should do if mi-
nors who are coming are found crossing 
illegally or if minors are found work-
ing illegally. She refused to say how 
often they contact the parents. Which, 
again, I thought was horrible. If you 
were an inspector of a factory, Mr. 
Speaker, and found 15-year-old immi-
grants working there who shouldn’t, 
wouldn’t the first thing you would do 
would be to contact the parents? 

Obviously. 
The Biden administration doesn’t do 

that. The Secretary of Labor will not 
be drawn into even commenting that 
we ever contact the parents of young 
people who are found here. We should 
always try to unite children with their 
parents. 

Quite frankly, I even feel at the bor-
der if children come across with one 
parent that we should hold them up 
and look for the other parent. In the 
United States if parents are dealing 
with a divorce situation, in an effort to 
keep that family together, they some-
times try and say that one parent can-
not move to another part of the coun-
try because we want both parents to 
participate in raising the children. I 
don’t know why we don’t do the same 
thing at our southern border. 

On the flip side of letting everyone 
in, we are also taking our eye off of 
criminals who are not kicked out. 
Without a lot of hoopla in the news-
papers, the Biden administration in 
their budget guesses that for the next 2 
years we can anticipate about 29,000 
people being deported. I think they 
might have computed it in a different 
way, but in his final 2 years under 
Barack Obama, we deported about 
460,000 people. In one 2-year period 
under Obama, 460,000 were deported. 
Under President Biden, we have only 
29,000 who were deported in a 2-year pe-
riod. It is just like saying that we abso-
lutely don’t care what is going on here. 

Of course, many deportations are 
caused by people here who are breaking 
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the law. People who are for open bor-
ders at least say: They are all such 
wonderful people. They are all so hard-
working. What an asset to America. 

The Biden administration is doing a 
pretty pathetic job even compared to 
his predecessors, including President 
Obama. He is doing a bad job of deport-
ing people who break the law. 

Of course, along with being soft on 
the border and letting everybody 
across, it inevitably means more peo-
ple are bringing drugs across the bor-
der. In this country right now we have 
about 108,000 people every year dying of 
illegal drug overdoses. That is a crisis 
that America is not paying careful 
enough attention to. 

As I have pointed before, we have 
about 57,000 Americans who died in the 
Vietnam war over 12 years. I am old 
enough to remember the Vietnam war. 
There were articles all the time about 
American troops dying. People were 
protesting about how many Americans 
were dying, and 57,000 people died in 12 
years. It was a true tragedy. 

We now have 108,000 Americans dying 
every year from illegal drug overdoses 
in this country largely because illegal 
drugs are flying across the southern 
border. Virtually nothing is being done 
in this budget to tighten up the border. 
Nothing is being done to prevent more 
people from coming here. The inevi-
table result is a further change in 
America as the people who come here 
may not have the traditional American 
values that we need to keep our Repub-
lic going. Not to mention, we will have 
people coming here who are taking ad-
vantage of our generous welfare system 
and people coming who are breaking 
the law and are not going to be de-
ported. 

That is the first issue that I feel that 
we really have to address. 

The second horrible policy concerns 
the bizarre demands of this new 
transgender lobby. This past week I 
had quite an experience. I met with an 
18-year-old who had doctors prescribe 
from 12 years old on testosterone and 
puberty blockers. At age 15, the won-
derful medical establishment in our 
United States of America—I think pri-
marily from the psychiatry wing of the 
medical establishment—decided to re-
move her breasts at age 15. 

I don’t care if someone went to med-
ical school. Anybody with an ounce of 
common sense knows people change 
dramatically between when they are 15, 
20, 30, and 40 years of age. The idea that 
we have people going to medical 
school—I guess that is why they talk 
about people with book smarts and 
common sense. Nobody with common 
sense, unless they are absolutely ob-
sessed with greed and just will do any-
thing to make money in a surgery 
would possibly remove the breasts of a 
15-year-old girl. They are doing it at 
two hospitals in Wisconsin which is 
horrible. This gal happened to have it 
done in California. Now this poor 
woman wants to undo the damage, and 
she can’t. 

In Europe they are finding that pu-
berty blockers may affect bones and 
brain health. Sweden found that 10 
years after reassignment surgery the 
suicide rate was 20 times that of their 
peers. 

Is that even really a surprise? 
I could almost guess it on my own 

without reading the study. 

b 2140 

That is what they are finding in Eu-
rope, which went down this path before 
this. In European countries, even their 
liberal, let’s worship the doctor soci-
eties know that they made a mistake. 

I think someone has to look at the 
psychiatric industry and give them 
some more supervision because they 
are doing horrible things that anybody 
with any common sense would know. 

The other thing the Europeans found 
is something we should realize in this 
country, too. This is a much bigger 
problem than when I was a child, and 
nobody ever seemed to know about it. 
How is that possible? Well, it is pos-
sible because the more they talk about 
it in the press, the more they talk 
about it in the entertainment medium, 
the more self-righteous politicians talk 
about it, the more young people begin 
to play in their mind with the idea 
that maybe if they are a boy, they 
should be a girl, and maybe if they are 
a girl, they should be a boy. 

This is what happened to the poor gal 
I met with. She was 10 or 11 years old, 
12 years old. She was unhappy. Given 
all that is out there on the internet, 
she thought, well, maybe I am unhappy 
because I should be a boy, which is per-
fectly understandable if you are inun-
dated with this option on television 
and the computer constantly. 

This is what we have. We have a gen-
der dysphoria crisis, and the crisis has 
been caused by all these doctors claim-
ing it is a common thing. The more 
kids hear about other people going 
through it—they may read articles 
about it, as this gal did, or read about 
it on the internet. It sounds inter-
esting. ‘‘There are these experts saying 
I am unhappy because maybe I want to 
be a boy.’’ That is what happens. 

I hope the press is a little bit more 
responsible in the future about pushing 
this as an everyday thing. When the 
press begins to push it, when it gets 
out there on computer screens, people 
begin to read it and begin to say maybe 
it is them. 

There are at least two Congressmen 
out there with great bills on this, one 
from Georgia and one from California. 
I hope we see these bills on the floor of 
the Congress here in the very near fu-
ture. 

My one criticism of the bills is they 
only ban this type of risky surgery 
under age 18. I don’t know why we 
don’t try to knock that up a little bit 
higher. 

I know in this country, as a practical 
matter, we bar the sale of beer until 
age 21. I think this surgery seems a lit-
tle bit crazy even for a 30-year-old. 

I hope we see these bills on the floor 
soon. I hope before they get to the 
floor, the authors make an adjustment 
to the bills and knock up the age to at 
least age 21. 

One other comment I learned reading 
about this situation and talking to 
someone who went through it is that 
part of the problem is we have these 
well-meaning, progressive people who 
egg on these people. They get on their 
Facebook page or whatever. They tell 
people who they don’t even know how 
proud they are of them for doing these 
surgeries, how happy they should be 
now that they did these surgeries. 

By popular culture acting as cheer-
leaders for these surgeries, what do you 
think you get? A bunch of young, un-
happy people who want to be happier. 

Every time someone sends you an 
email, sends you whatever comments, 
‘‘You are so brave, and I am so happy 
for you,’’ you are encouraging these 
people to get these horrific surgeries. 

A lot of the blame, I think, goes on 
the people who are not familiar with 
this, not familiar with the study show-
ing a dramatic increase in suicides, not 
to mention people without any com-
mon sense. They egg these poor boys 
and girls on to get these surgeries. 

I beg people who consider encour-
aging these people or flattering these 
people for what they are doing to 
please stop it. Familiarize yourself 
with the information and stop to think 
that by flattering and encouraging 
these people, you may be the one re-
sponsible for making these life-chang-
ing decisions. 

I will wind up by saying I think we 
need more people looking at the quali-
fications of some of these psychiatrists 
who push this and why this whole pro-
fession has allowed this to careen out 
of control. I think we have to look at 
the role that profession is playing in 
our society. 

I will blame President Biden a little 
for this. His administration is all-in on 
this transgender, sexual confusion 
agenda, which is leading so many peo-
ple to be unhappy. 

The fourth area that I would like to 
address tonight, I don’t like to address 
it. I really don’t like to address it be-
cause it is such an awkward area, but 
it has to be addressed because the 
President of the United States is ob-
sessed with it, so I have to address it. 

The final issue is the issue of racism. 
It is Joe Biden’s favorite issue, as far 
as I can tell. Joe Biden talked about 
racism four times in his inaugural 
speech and white supremacy once. 

He keeps bringing it up in his State 
of the Union speeches. Again this year, 
he inferred that policemen are racist, 
and we have to warn particularly little 
Black children about racist police. 

The studies don’t show it. The stud-
ies show, adjusted for crimes com-
mitted, if anything, it is the other way 
around. 

Joe Biden, a White guy—I wonder 
what other people think of him—keeps 
getting up there and saying how racist 
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we all are, that we have a racism prob-
lem with police. Like I said, the studies 
show that that is not true. 

What you can do, and I think people 
like Joe Biden have done, is intimidate 
the police into being afraid to act be-
cause they are in fear of being charged 
with racism. That is what you can do. 
You can make the police timid. 

Of course, ever since we had this 
massive antipolice feeling in the after-
math of the events in Minneapolis a 
couple of years ago, we have had a dra-
matic increase in the number of mur-
ders. I think a lot of these murders 
have to be blamed on the timidity of 
the police, which is caused by this 
strong antipolice feeling that you are 
getting out of Joe Biden and his allies 
and the mainstream media, which I 
think also creates this antipolice feel-
ing and causes the police to feel that 
they have to back off for fear they will 
be called racists or whatever. 

Joe Biden again talked about white 
supremacy at Howard University, at 
their graduation. It was kind of a weird 
speech because I think normally in 
graduation speeches, you are dealing 
with the best and brightest in America. 
I know Howard has a very good reputa-
tion. You should have people leaving 
that stage with smiles on their faces, 
anxious to change the world and do 
wonderful things in the United States. 
Instead, we get President Biden show-
ing up and saying what a racist society 
we have and creating, I think, a defeat-
ist attitude for the people graduating 
there. I hope they got over Joe Biden’s 
speech. 

Joe Biden’s Secretary of Labor—des-
ignated; she hasn’t been confirmed 
yet—believes the country was built on 
white supremacy. She will not back off 
that statement, despite me asking her 
a couple of times to do so. The Sec-
retary of Labor, who has something to 
do with all sorts of laws in this coun-
try, apparently believes our country 
was built on white supremacy. 

The proposed Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff feels we should be cap-
ping the number of White officers in 
the military at 42 percent. I mean, I 
would think he would be primarily con-
cerned about getting the best people in 
there. It is important we have the best 
military in the world. 

Instead, we are going to have a bean 
counter who it sounds like is more con-
cerned about where people’s great- 
great-great-grandparents were born 
than what their qualifications are 
today. 

A study found, I mentioned before, in 
Joe Biden’s first 2 years, of 97 judges he 
appointed, only 5 were White men. Two 
of those were gay. This was in the 
aftermath of two Democratic Senators 
telling President Biden they were not 
going to confirm any more of his ap-
pointees if they were White men unless 
they were gay. 

To what degree are our judges being 
picked as the best, or to what degree 
are they being picked with Joe Biden 
feeling there is something wrong with 
appointing a White guy for the job? 

Those are kind of amazing numbers, 
aren’t they? I am not a big fan of Presi-
dent Biden, and I would have guessed, 
if you would have asked me how many 
White men were in his first 97 judges, I 
would say, well, he is probably doing 
all he can to find people who aren’t 
White guys, so it is only 25 or 30. Well, 
it is only five. 

b 2150 
In his budget, he is asking that all of 

his agencies—Department of Defense, 
Department of the Interior, wherever— 
have new equity action teams. These 
pernicious new employees, I think, are 
going to run around and judge people 
solely by race or gender. Their goal is 
supposedly to look at diversity, which 
we will talk about in a second. Again, 
their goal is to follow down this path of 
all Americans are supposed to view 
themselves as a subgroup. 

He tried to discharge debt of only 
farmers of color until the courts shot 
him down there. He is trying to add a 
new preferred class. All these topics 
are recent topics. We ought to discuss 
this issue before it goes any further. 

Right now, there are a variety of 
classes when you fill out your Census 
form, when you fill out your EEO–1, 
which is a form that you have to fill 
out if you do business with the govern-
ment. They break out if you are Asian, 
Pacific Islander, African American, 
Latin American, Native American. 

They want a new class—and I think 
with a class comes preferences—for 
Middle Eastern and North African peo-
ple. Again, I think we should have a 
public discussion here. I don’t think 
Middle Eastern and North African peo-
ple have been discriminated against or 
mistreated in America. 

I assume most of the people, if there 
are benefits from this program, will 
come to people who just came here or 
are coming in the future. I haven’t seen 
a lot of articles on that, but there 
should be a public discussion. 

If somebody comes here from Syria, 
if somebody comes here from Algeria, 
should they get preferences in hiring? 
Should they get preferences if they 
found a business and are looking for a 
government contract? Should they get 
preferences if they want to get into 
medical school? That is what President 
Biden apparently wants, but I think we 
should have a public discussion on 
whether he gets away with it. 

As an aside, I am not sure how Joe 
Biden feels the country is such a white 
supremacist country. I don’t believe 
you can really judge people that are 
worth their happiness by the amount of 
income, but it is a number that is easy 
to judge. If you look online, most of 
the successful groups in America today 
are not of European heritage. The most 
successful are from India. Most Indians 
that I know came here and are wildly 
successful, although they came here 
without even knowing English—people 
from Pakistan, Philippines, Taiwan, 
Cuba. 

Thomas Sowell wrote a book 40 years 
ago—so it is a bit out of date, but I 

can’t find any more recent informa-
tion—in which he claims that people 
coming from the Caribbean, the chil-
dren of people who come here from the 
Caribbean, make more money than the 
average American. I guess he would be 
talking about people from Jamaica. 

I suppose you would think of people, 
therefore, like KAMALA HARRIS’ dad, 
who came here from Jamaica and 
wound up being a professor at Stan-
ford. He did very well. I don’t think he 
had a huge amount of experience with 
racism, becoming a professor at Stan-
ford. I would think most professors 
would love to have a job like that. 

Before we go that much further, I do 
think we should look at individual 
questions that should be answered. The 
first question is, right now, for the pur-
pose of these government forms and 
who you hire, you kind of self-identify. 
We will pick Peru because I talked to 
someone from Peru the other day. If 
you came here directly from Peru, you 
are Peruvian and Latin American. If 
you have one of four grandchildren, 
they are also called Peruvian and are 
considered to bring a diverse attitude 
toward a job, or America supposedly 
should make up for past discrimination 
even though their ancestors may never 
even have been in America. 

Is it 25 percent? Is it 121⁄2 percent? 
The Senator from Massachusetts had 
one of these DNA tests, and she found 
out she was like 1/64th Native Amer-
ican or less than 1/64th, but she appar-
ently felt that was enough to put on 
her forms and apparently add diversity 
to the Harvard Law School faculty. I 
don’t know if she really thought that, 
but I guess she allowed herself to be la-
beled as Native American based on 
whatever that would be, one great- 
great-great-grandparent. 

Is that the way we should go? Or 
should it be one out of eight? Like, if 
one of your eight great-grandparents is 
a certain type, is that enough to iden-
tify with that type? Now we have DNA 
tests, so we can look at these things. 

I know in my district, there was a 
rumor. People questioned whether one 
person who owned a construction com-
pany was really a person of color like 
he claimed he was. He could have been 
because he could say he was one- 
eighth, and under the current law, that 
would be enough to get preferences. I 
think we ought to have that discussion. 

The next question is, since affirma-
tive action really began in the 1960s, 
the idea was to make up, I think, for 
America’s past sins, so should you have 
to have ancestors in America who can 
at least claim to have been hurt, or can 
you get what amounts to special pref-
erences if you just immigrated to this 
country, say, a year ago? 

Right now, you don’t even have to be 
a citizen. You can count on the govern-
ment forms in which I think they view 
you more favorably if you have people 
from certain backgrounds, even if you 
were not in America for more than a 
couple of years. Should we require 
beneficiaries of these programs to be in 
America? 
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Were your ancestors slaves in Amer-

ica, or can you be like KAMALA HARRIS’ 
dad and just have moved here from Ja-
maica, whether you had preferences or 
not? I don’t know. 

The next issue that we should talk 
about is how long this should happen. 
We began to have affirmative action in 
the early 1960s. I think it really kicked 
into effect in 1965 under Lyndon John-
son. There was a lesser program under 
John Kennedy. 

We have had this program going for 
about 50 years. Obviously, they have 
added new groups that weren’t included 
in the original number of groups. We 
have women in the mix now, too. How 
long should this program last with its 
government bureaucracy, with, in es-
sence, government looking over peo-
ple’s shoulders, telling them who they 
have to hire for their company, that 
sort of thing? Another 10 years, an-
other 100 years? 

Thomas Sowell has written about af-
firmative action, so that is another 
issue that we will have to look at. We 
will return and talk about other issues 
after this evening. Not the least of 
which I think we should talk about is 
how certain people think since you are 
supposed to be bringing diversity to 
the table. 

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

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The Speaker announced his signature 
to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the 
following title: 

S. 30.—An act to authorize major medical 
facility projects for the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs for fiscal year 2023, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 58 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, June 22, 2023, at 10:30 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

EC–1284. A letter from the Assistant Gen-
eral Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and 
Energy Efficiency, Office of Energy Effi-
ciency and Renewable Energy, Department 
of Energy, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Energy Conservation Program: 
Test Procedures for Faucets and 
Showerheads [EERE-2019-BT-TP-0021] (RIN: 
1904-AE75) received June 15, 2023, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

EC–1285. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Testing Provisions for Air 
Emission Sources; Correction [EPA-HQ-OAR- 

2020-0556; FRL-8335-05-OAR] (RIN: 2060-AV35) 
received May 25, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

EC–1286. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; ID; 
State Board Composition [EPA-R10-OAR- 
2022-0753, FRL-10190-02-R10] received May 25, 
2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–1287. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Clean Air Plans; 2015 8-Hour 
Ozone Nonattainment Area Requirements; 
Clean Fuels for Fleets; California [EPA-R09- 
OAR-2022-0936; FRL-10470-02-R9] received 
May 25, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

EC–1288. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Ohio; 
Sulfur Dioxide Regulations [EPA-R05-OAR- 
2022-0477; FRL-10516-02-R5] received May 25, 
2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–1289. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Illinois; 
Second Maintenance Plan for 1997 Ozone 
NAAQS; Jersey County Portion of St. Louis 
Missouri-Illinois Area [EPA-R05-OAR-2022- 
0744; FRL-10682-02-R5] received May 25, 2023, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–1290. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Finding of Failure To Sub-
mit State Implementation Plan Submissions 
for the 2012 Fine Particulate Matter Na-
tional Ambient Air Quality Standards; Cali-
fornia; Los Angeles-South Coast Air Basin 
[EPA-R09-OAR-2023-0261; FRL-10932-01-R9] re-
ceived May 25, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

EC–1291. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Trifloxystrobin; 
Pesticide Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2021-0448; 
FRL-10570-01-OCSPP] received June 15, 2023, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–1292. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; 
Idaho; Inspection and Maintenance Program 
Removal [EPA-R10-OAR-2023-0195; FRL-10612- 
02-R10] received June 15, 2023, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

EC–1293. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Disapproval of 
Clean Air Plans; Sacramento Metro, Cali-
fornia; Contingency Measures for 2008 Ozone 
Standards [EPA-R09-OAR-2020-0425; FRL- 
10618-02-R9] received June 15, 2023, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

EC–1294. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Revisions; 
California; Mojave Desert Air Quality Man-
agement District; Oxides of Nitrogen [EPA- 
R09-OAR-2023-0087; FRL-10672-02-R9] received 
June 15, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

EC–1295. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Revisions; 
California; Eastern Kern Air Pollution Con-
trol District; Oxides of Nitrogen [EPA-R09- 
OAR-2023-0092; FRL-10674-02-R9] received 
June 15, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

EC–1296. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Sulfoxaflor; Pes-
ticide Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2021-0853; 
FRL-10967-01-OCSPP] received June 15, 2023, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–1297. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Glufosinate; Pes-
ticide Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2022-0014; 
FRL-11019-01-OCSPP] received June 15, 2023, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–1298. A letter from the Director, Office 
of Acquisition Policy, Office of Government- 
wide Policy, General Services Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s 
summary presentation of an interim rule — 
Federal Acquisition Regulation; Federal Ac-
quisition Circular 2023-04; Introduction 
[Docket No.: FAR-2023-0051, Sequence No.: 3] 
received June 7, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Accountability. 

EC–1299. A letter from the Director, Office 
of Acquisition Policy, Office of Government- 
wide Policy, General Services Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s in-
terim rule — Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion: Prohibition on a ByteDance Covered 
Application [FAC 2023-04; FAR Case 2023-010; 
Docket No.: 2023-0010, Sequence No.: 1] (RIN: 
9000-AO58) received June 7, 2023, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Accountability. 

EC–1300. A letter from the Director, Office 
of Acquisition Policy, Office of Government- 
wide Policy, General Services Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s 
small entity compliance guide — Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation; Federal Acquisition 
Circular 2023-04; Small Entity Compliance 
Guide [Docket No.: FAR-2023-0051, Sequence 
No.: 3] received June 7, 2023, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Accountability. 

EC–1301. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Pesticides; Exemptions of 
Certain Plant-Incorporated Protectants 
(PIPs) Derived From Newer Technologies 
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2019-0508; FRL-7261-04-OCSPP] 
(RIN: 2070-AK54) received May 25, 2023, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); jointly to the 
Committees on Energy and Commerce and 
Agriculture. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri: Committee on 
Ways and Means. H.R. 4004. A bill to approve 
and implement the Agreement between the 
American Institute in Taiwan and the Taipei 
Economic and Cultural Representative Office 
in the United States regarding Trade be-
tween the United States of American and 
Taiwan, and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 118–116). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. ROY: Committee on Rules. House Res-
olution 529. Resolution relating to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 503) impeaching Joseph R. 
Biden, Jr., President of the United States, 
for high crimes and misdemeanors (Rept. 
118–117). Referred to the House Calendar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. TAKANO (for himself, Ms. 
ADAMS, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. ALLRED, 
Mr. AUCHINCLOSS, Ms. BALINT, Ms. 
BARRAGÁN, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. BERA, 
Mr. BEYER, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. BLUNT ROCH-
ESTER, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. BOWMAN, 
Mr. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Ms. 
BROWN, Ms. BROWNLEY, Ms. 
BUDZINSKI, Ms. BUSH, Ms. CARAVEO, 
Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. 
CARSON, Mr. CARTER of Louisiana, 
Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. CASAR, Mr. 
CASE, Mr. CASTEN, Ms. CASTOR of 
Florida, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mrs. 
CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Ms. CHU, Ms. 
CLARK of Massachusetts, Ms. CLARKE 
of New York, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. CLY-
BURN, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. 
CORREA, Mr. COSTA, Mr. COURTNEY, 
Ms. CRAIG, Ms. CROCKETT, Mr. CROW, 
Mr. CUELLAR, Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas, 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. DAVIS of 
North Carolina, Ms. DEAN of Pennsyl-
vania, Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. DELAURO, 
Ms. DELBENE, Mr. DELUZIO, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. DOG-
GETT, Ms. ESCOBAR, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. 
ESPAILLAT, Mr. EVANS, Mrs. FLETCH-
ER, Mr. FOSTER, Mrs. FOUSHEE, Ms. 
LOIS FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. FROST, 
Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. 
GARCIA of Texas, Mr. ROBERT GARCIA 
of California, Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois, 
Ms. PEREZ, Mr. GOLDEN of Maine, Mr. 
GOLDMAN of New York, Mr. GOMEZ, 
Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas, Mr. 
GOTTHEIMER, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. HARDER of California, 
Mrs. HAYES, Mr. HIGGINS of New 
York, Mr. HIMES, Mr. HORSFORD, Ms. 
HOULAHAN, Mr. HOYER, Ms. HOYLE of 
Oregon, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. IVEY, Mr. 
JACKSON of North Carolina, Mr. JACK-
SON of Illinois, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. 
JACOBS, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. JEFFRIES, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. 
KAMLAGER-DOVE, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. 
KEATING, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. 
KHANNA, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. KILMER, Mr. 
KIM of New Jersey, Mr. 
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. 
LANDSMAN, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, 
Ms. LEE of California, Ms. LEE of 

Pennsylvania, Ms. LEE of Nevada, 
Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ, Mr. LEVIN, 
Mr. LIEU, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. LYNCH, 
Mr. MAGAZINER, Ms. MANNING, Ms. 
MATSUI, Mrs. MCBATH, Mrs. MCCLEL-
LAN, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. MCGARVEY, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Ms. MENG, Mr. MFUME, 
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. 
MORELLE, Mr. MOSKOWITZ, Mr. 
MOULTON, Mr. MRVAN, Mr. MULLIN, 
Mr. NADLER, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
NEAL, Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. NICKEL, Mr. 
NORCROSS, Ms. NORTON, Ms. OCASIO- 
CORTEZ, Ms. OMAR, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. 
PANETTA, Mr. PAPPAS, Mr. PASCRELL, 
Mr. PAYNE, Ms. PELOSI, Mrs. 
PELTOLA, Mr. PETERS, Ms. 
PETTERSEN, Mr. PHILLIPS, Ms. PIN-
GREE, Ms. PLASKETT, Mr. POCAN, Ms. 
PORTER, Ms. PRESSLEY, Mr. QUIGLEY, 
Mrs. RAMIREZ, Mr. RASKIN, Ms. ROSS, 
Mr. RUIZ, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. 
RYAN, Mr. SABLAN, Ms. SALINAS, Ms. 
SÁNCHEZ, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. SCAN-
LON, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, 
Mr. SCHNEIDER, Ms. SCHOLTEN, Ms. 
SCHRIER, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. 
DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Ms. SEWELL, 
Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. SHERRILL, Ms. 
SLOTKIN, Mr. SMITH of Washington, 
Mr. SORENSEN, Mr. SOTO, Ms. 
SPANBERGER, Ms. STANSBURY, Mr. 
STANTON, Ms. STEVENS, Ms. STRICK-
LAND, Mr. SWALWELL, Mrs. SYKES, 
Mr. THANEDAR, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, 
Ms. TITUS, Ms. TLAIB, Ms. TOKUDA, 
Mr. TONKO, Mr. TORRES of New York, 
Mrs. TORRES of California, Mrs. 
TRAHAN, Mr. TRONE, Ms. UNDERWOOD, 
Mr. VARGAS, Mr. VASQUEZ, Mr. 
VEASEY, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. WATERS, 
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. WEXTON, 
Ms. WILD, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia, 
and Ms. WILSON of Florida): 

H.R. 15. A bill to prohibit discrimination 
on the basis of sex, gender identity, and sex-
ual orientation, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and in addi-
tion to the Committees on Education and 
the Workforce, Financial Services, House 
Administration, and Oversight and Account-
ability, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. SANTOS: 
H.R. 4230. A bill to transfer the unobligated 

balances of amounts made available to the 
Internal Revenue Service under the Inflation 
Reduction Act to the Secretary of Homeland 
Security to secure the border; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Homeland Security, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. WATERS (for herself, Mr. 
GREEN of Texas, Ms. GARCIA of Texas, 
and Ms. PRESSLEY): 

H.R. 4231. A bill to provide downpayment 
assistance to first-generation homebuyers to 
address multigenerational inequities in ac-
cess to homeownership and to narrow and ul-
timately close the racial homeownership gap 
in the United States, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Ms. WATERS: 
H.R. 4232. A bill to provide a path to end 

homelessness in the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-

sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. WATERS: 

H.R. 4233. A bill to facilitate the develop-
ment of fair and affordable housing, decrease 
housing costs, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina (for 
himself, Mr. PHILLIPS, Mr. FALLON, 
and Mr. COHEN): 

H.R. 4234. A bill to amend the State De-
partment Basic Authorities Act of 1956 to au-
thorize rewards under the Department of 
State’s rewards program relating to informa-
tion regarding individuals or entities en-
gaged in activities in contravention of 
United States or United Nations sanctions, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mrs. KIM of California (for herself 
and Mr. CROW): 

H.R. 4235. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Agriculture and the Secretary of the Interior 
to establish a wildfire technology testbed 
pilot program, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Agriculture, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. ADAMS (for herself, Ms. 
STRICKLAND, and Mr. BISHOP of Geor-
gia): 

H.R. 4236. A bill to amend the Food, Agri-
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
to modify the areas of focus for centers of ex-
cellence at 1890 Institutions, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BARR (for himself, Mr. ALLEN, 
and Mr. HUIZENGA): 

H.R. 4237. A bill to amend the Investment 
Advisers Act of 1940 and the Employee Re-
tirement Income Security Act of 1974 to 
specify requirements concerning the consid-
eration of pecuniary and non-pecuniary fac-
tors; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mrs. BICE (for herself, Mr. DUNN of 
Florida, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. POSEY, Mr. 
HERN, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. LAMBORN, 
Mr. COLE, Ms. GREENE of Georgia, Mr. 
GROTHMAN, Mrs. MILLER of Illinois, 
Mr. ZINKE, Mr. STEUBE, Mr. CREN-
SHAW, Mr. KUSTOFF, Mr. BABIN, and 
Mr. CRAWFORD): 

H.R. 4238. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to increase penalties for 
individuals who illegally reenter the United 
States after being removed, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Ms. BUDZINSKI: 

H.R. 4239. A bill to amend the Department 
of Agriculture Reorganization Act of 1994 to 
establish the Rural Innovation and Partner-
ship Administration and to amend the Con-
solidated Farm and Rural Development Act 
to establish the Rural Future Partnership 
Fund to invest in the rural areas of the 
United States to achieve their preferred fu-
ture while maximizing their contribution to 
the well-being of the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, and in addition to the Committees 
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on Financial Services, and Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CARTER of Georgia: 
H.R. 4240. A bill to require that opioid 

overdose rescue kits be located at public ele-
mentary and secondary schools, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Ms. TITUS, Mr. SCHIFF, 
Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. CARSON, Ms. LEE 
of California, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. SHER-
MAN, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. ALLRED, Mr. 
KILMER, Mr. BEYER, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
SWALWELL, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. STANTON, Mr. 
MEEKS, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Ms. 
STEVENS, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, 
Mrs. HAYES, Mr. RASKIN, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. CROCK-
ETT, Mr. NADLER, Mr. GARCÍA of Illi-
nois, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
GOTTHEIMER, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. CHU, 
Ms. BROWNLEY, Mr. MULLIN, Ms. 
BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr. DOGGETT, 
Mrs. MCBATH, Ms. DEAN of Pennsyl-
vania, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. POCAN, Mr. 
TAKANO, Ms. SCANLON, Mr. CART-
WRIGHT, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. BARRAGÁN, 
Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia, Mr. TONKO, 
Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. KHANNA, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. 
CARBAJAL, Mr. PETERS, Mr. CASTEN, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. 
HORSFORD, Ms. DELBENE, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. LIEU, Mr. CÁRDENAS, 
Mr. KEATING, Mr. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania, and Mr. HARDER of California): 

H.R. 4241. A bill to amend the Horse Pro-
tection Act, to prohibit the transportation of 
horses in interstate transportation in a 
motor vehicle containing 2 or more levels 
stacked on top of one another, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CRENSHAW (for himself, Mrs. 
MILLER-MEEKS, and Mr. KHANNA): 

H.R. 4242. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services, acting through 
the Commissioner of Food and Drugs, to 
issue guidance on considerations for con-
ducting clinical trials for psychedelic as-
sisted therapy; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mrs. DINGELL: 
H.R. 4243. A bill to amend the consumer 

product safety laws to repeal the exclusion 
of pistols, revolvers, and other firearms from 
the definition of consumer product under 
such laws; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. EZELL (for himself and Mr. 
CARTWRIGHT): 

H.R. 4244. A bill to adjust the definition of 
service in the uniformed services with re-
spect to readmission requirements for 
servicemembers under the Higher Education 
Act of 1965; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. GROTHMAN (for himself, Mr. 
BABIN, Mr. BARR, Mr. GOOD of Vir-
ginia, Ms. GREENE of Georgia, Mr. 
HARRIS, Mr. JOHNSON of South Da-
kota, Mr. LAMALFA, Mrs. MILLER of 
Illinois, Mr. NORMAN, Mr. ROUZER, 
and Mr. SANTOS): 

H.R. 4245. A bill to amend the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 

of 1985 to provide for discretionary spending 
limits for each of fiscal years 2026 through 
2029, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Budget. 

By Mr. HARDER of California: 
H.R. 4246. A bill to amend the Omnibus 

Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to 
authorize the use of COPS grants for recruit-
ment efforts; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

By Mr. HARDER of California: 
H.R. 4247. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

the Army to establish a task force on the 
California snowpack and flood mitigation, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mrs. HINSON (for herself and Mr. 
SORENSEN): 

H.R. 4248. A bill to amend the Food Secu-
rity Act of 1985 to reestablish the Driftless 
Area Landscape Conservation Initiative, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

By Mr. KILDEE (for himself, Mr. 
LAWLER, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Ms. SLOTKIN, Mr. 
POSEY, Ms. TLAIB, Ms. STEVENS, Mr. 
BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Ms. DEAN of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. KHANNA, Ms. 
DELBENE, Mr. KILMER, Mr. CARSON, 
Ms. LEE of California, Ms. ROSS, Mr. 
NEAL, Ms. TITUS, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Ms. 
KUSTER, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. PORTER, and 
Ms. PETTERSEN): 

H.R. 4249. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to furnish hospital care and 
medical services to veterans and dependents 
who were stationed at military installations 
at which the veterans and dependents were 
exposed to perfluorooctanoic acid or other 
per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances, to pro-
vide for a presumption of service connection 
for certain veterans who were stationed at 
military installations at which the veterans 
were exposed to such substances, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. KILEY (for himself, Mr. 
RASKIN, Mr. ISSA, Mr. LIEU, Mr. 
MOORE of Alabama, and Ms. NORTON): 

H.R. 4250. A bill to maintain the free flow 
of information to the public by establishing 
appropriate limits on the federally com-
pelled disclosure of information obtained as 
part of engaging in journalism, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Ms. LEE of Florida (for herself and 
Mr. NEGUSE): 

H.R. 4251. A bill to require the Comptroller 
General of the United States to conduct a 
study of the effectiveness of the Federal Gov-
ernment in carrying out its responsibilities 
under the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens 
Absentee Voting Act to promote access to 
voting for absent uniformed services voters 
and an analysis of means for improving ac-
cess to voter registration information and 
assistance for members of the Armed Forces 
and their family members, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on House Adminis-
tration. 

By Mr. LUETKEMEYER (for himself, 
Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS, Ms. VAN DUYNE, 
and Mr. EDWARDS): 

H.R. 4252. A bill to clarify the require-
ments of authorized representatives under 
the Family Educational Rights and Privacy 
Act of 1974, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Ms. MACE: 
H.R. 4253. A bill to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
307 N Goose Creek Blvd in Goose Creek, 
South Carolina, as the ‘‘Lucille Simmons 
Whipper Post Office Building’’; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Accountability. 

By Mr. MAST: 
H.R. 4254. A bill to prohibit United States 

contributions to international organizations 
that advocate for sexual activity by persons 
who are younger than the domestically pre-
scribed minimum age of consent; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MAST: 
H.R. 4255. A bill to ensure that Foreign 

Service officers are evaluated and given op-
portunities for advancement based on their 
conformance to merit system principles, to 
require the review of Performance Improve-
ment Plans during tenure and promotion ap-
praisals of Foreign Service officers, and to 
eliminate the requirement for the inclusion 
of a public member on selection boards; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MFUME (for himself and Mr. 
TRONE): 

H.R. 4256. A bill to amend section 485 of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 to require 
venue-specific heat illness emergency action 
plans for any institution of higher education 
that is a member of an athletic association 
or athletic conference, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Mrs. MILLER of Illinois: 
H.R. 4257. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to exclude property and fa-
cilities located on prime farmland from cer-
tain credits relating to renewable energy 
production and investment; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS (for herself, 
Mr. MOOLENAAR, and Mr. DAVIDSON): 

H.R. 4258. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a child tax cred-
it for pregnant moms with respect to their 
unborn children, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 
addition to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. MOLINARO (for himself and 
Mr. CÁRDENAS): 

H.R. 4259. A bill to amend the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Act to require 
notification with respect to individualized 
education program teams, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Mr. NEAL (for himself, Mr. ALLRED, 
Mr. AUCHINCLOSS, Ms. BARRAGÁN, 
Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. BEYER, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania, Ms. BROWNLEY, Mr. CARSON, 
Ms. CLARKE of New York, Ms. CHU, 
Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. 
CUELLAR, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. 
DEAN of Pennsylvania, Ms. DELBENE, 
Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. EVANS, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois, 
Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Mr. GOLDEN of 
Maine, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mrs. HAYES, Mr. HIGGINS of New 
York, Mr. HORSFORD, Mr. HUFFMAN, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. KAPTUR, 
Mr. KHANNA, Mr. KEATING, Ms. KELLY 
of Illinois, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. KILMER, 
Mr. KIM of New Jersey, Mr. 
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Ms. LEE of California, Ms. 
LEGER FERNANDEZ, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. 
LYNCH, Ms. MATSUI, Mrs. MCBATH, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. MFUME, Ms. MOORE of 
Wisconsin, Mr. MOULTON, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. NEGUSE, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. 
PETTERSEN, Mr. PHILLIPS, Ms. PIN-
GREE, Mr. POCAN, Ms. PRESSLEY, Ms. 
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ROSS, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, 
Mr. SARBANES, Ms. SÁNCHEZ, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Ms. SE-
WELL, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. SHERRILL, 
Ms. SLOTKIN, Mr. SMITH of Wash-
ington, Ms. STRICKLAND, Mr. TAKANO, 
Mr. THOMPSON of California, Ms. 
TITUS, Ms. TLAIB, Ms. TOKUDA, Mr. 
TONKO, Mrs. TRAHAN, Ms. UNDER-
WOOD, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. VEASEY, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, 
Ms. WEXTON, Ms. WILLIAMS of Geor-
gia, Ms. WILSON of Florida, and Ms. 
PLASKETT): 

H.R. 4260. A bill to amend title II of the So-
cial Security Act to provide an equitable So-
cial Security formula for individuals with 
noncovered employment and to provide relief 
for individuals currently affected by the 
Windfall Elimination Provision; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE (for himself, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Ms. SEWELL, Mr. CARTER of 
Louisiana, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, 
Mr. VEASEY, Mr. STANTON, Ms. POR-
TER, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. 
VAN DREW, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
GALLEGO, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. SESSIONS, 
Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina, Mr. 
CÁRDENAS, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. NEGUSE, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. VARGAS, 
Mrs. SYKES, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. MCCOL-
LUM, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Ms. 
KUSTER, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. ALLRED, 
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, and Mr. CAR-
SON): 

H.R. 4261. A bill to amend titles XVIII and 
XIX of the Social Security Act to provide for 
coverage of peripheral artery disease screen-
ing tests furnished to at-risk beneficiaries 
under the Medicare and Medicaid programs 
without the imposition of cost-sharing re-
quirements, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself and Mr. 
FINSTAD): 

H.R. 4262. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to provide for the online ad-
ministration of the Civilian Health and Med-
ical Program of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS (for himself, Mr. 
LAWLER, Ms. SHERRILL, and Mr. GAL-
LAGHER): 

H.R. 4263. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to require the 
label of a drug intended for human use to 
identify each ingredient in such drug that is, 
or is derived directly or indirectly from, a 
major food allergen or a gluten-containing 
grain, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. RUIZ (for himself and Mr. BILI-
RAKIS): 

H.R. 4264. A bill to direct the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Acquisition and 
Sustainment to submit to Congress a report 
on incinerators and waste-to-energy waste 
disposal alternatives to burn pits; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. RYAN: 
H.R. 4265. A bill to direct the Comptroller 

General of the United States to conduct a 
study and submit a report about the effec-
tiveness of the procedural safeguards used by 
the Secretary of Defense to protect classified 
information from insider threats, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 
H.R. 4266. A bill to authorize the Federal 

Trade Commission to independently initiate 

civil actions to recover certain civil pen-
alties, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. STEUBE: 
H.R. 4267. A bill to repeal the USA PA-

TRIOT Act and the FISA Amendments Act 
of 2008, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to 
the Committees on Intelligence (Permanent 
Select), Financial Services, Foreign Affairs, 
Energy and Commerce, Education and the 
Workforce, Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, and Armed Services, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. STRICKLAND (for herself, Mrs. 
FLETCHER, Ms. BUSH, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, Mr. POCAN, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Ms. TITUS, Mr. CONNOLLY, 
Ms. CHU, Ms. CROCKETT, Mr. PA-
NETTA, Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE, Ms. 
SÁNCHEZ, Mr. CASTEN, Mrs. MCCLEL-
LAN, Ms. DELBENE, and Mrs. RAMI-
REZ): 

H.R. 4268. A bill to authorize grants to eli-
gible entities to pay for travel-related ex-
penses and logistical support for individuals 
with respect to accessing abortion services, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. TENNEY: 
H.R. 4269. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Labor to conduct a study on the effective-
ness of spending by the Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration to provide tech-
nical assistance and compliance assistance 
in relation to heat-related illness; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ (for herself, Ms. 
CLARKE of New York, Mr. LYNCH, Ms. 
BARRAGÁN, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Ms. SCHRIER, Ms. CROCKETT, 
Mr. BOWMAN, Ms. STRICKLAND, Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. CARSON, and 
Mrs. RAMIREZ): 

H.R. 4270. A bill to amend the Energy Pol-
icy and Conservation Act to authorize State 
energy conservation plans to include pro-
grams to provide grants for planning, design-
ing, and installing green roofs on elementary 
school and secondary school buildings, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. BEYER (for himself, Mrs. 
MCCLELLAN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. SCOTT 
of Virginia, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. 
SPANBERGER, and Ms. WEXTON): 

H.J. Res. 76. A joint resolution redesig-
nating the Robert E. Lee Memorial in Ar-
lington National Cemetery as the ‘‘Arlington 
House National Historic Site’’; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs, and in addition 
to the Committee on Armed Services, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H.J. Res. 77. A joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States limiting the pardon power of 
the President; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

By Mr. SANTOS: 
H. Con. Res. 53. Concurrent resolution call-

ing on the President to sign H.R. 2 of the 
118th Congress, the Secure the Border Act of 
2023; to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
in addition to the Committees on Homeland 
Security, Ways and Means, Education and 
the Workforce, and Foreign Affairs, for a pe-

riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CROW (for himself, Ms. NORTON, 
and Mr. SWALWELL): 

H. Res. 530. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of June 21, 2023, as Na-
tional ASK (Asking Saves Kids) Day to pro-
mote children’s health and safe storage of 
guns in the home; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. LANDSMAN (for himself and 
Mr. GOLDMAN of New York): 

H. Res. 531. A resolution directing the 
Committee on Ethics of the House of Rep-
resentatives to immediately notify the full 
House of Representatives with respect to the 
names of the individuals who guaranteed 
Representative Santos’ bail bond in relation 
to the indictment brought against Rep-
resentative Santos in May 2023 by the De-
partment of Justice, and submit to the 
House of Representatives an interim report 
on the investigation into Representative 
Santos not later than July 17, 2023, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ethics. 

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself 
and Ms. JAYAPAL): 

H. Res. 532. A resolution third Reconstruc-
tion: Fully addressing poverty and low wages 
from the bottom up; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Accountability. 

By Ms. MACE: 
H. Res. 533. A resolution recognizing and 

commending the name change of the USS 
Chancellorsville to the USS Robert Smalls, 
in honor of the late Representative Robert 
Smalls, an extraordinary native of Beaufort, 
South Carolina, and his significant contribu-
tions to American history; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

By Mr. TAKANO: 
H. Res. 534. A resolution expressing support 

for the designation of the day of June 19, 
2023, to commemorate and celebrate the 75th 
Anniversary of the Specially Adapted Hous-
ing Grant Program; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN ORDEN (for himself, Mr. 
HUDSON, Mr. RESCHENTHALER, Mr. 
NEHLS, Mr. ZINKE, Mr. HUNT, Ms. DE 
LA CRUZ, Mr. CRANE, Mr. YAKYM, Mr. 
LUTTRELL, Mrs. HINSON, Mr. KILMER, 
Ms. SPANBERGER, Ms. CRAIG, Mr. 
PAPPAS, and Ms. NORTON): 

H. Res. 535. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of November 12, 2023, as 
‘‘National Warrior Call Day’’ and recognizing 
the importance of connecting warriors in the 
United States to support structures nec-
essary to transition from the battlefield; to 
the Committee on Armed Services, and in 
addition to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

f 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
ML-34. The SPEAKER presented a memo-

rial of the House of Representatives of the 
State of Hawaii, relative to House Resolu-
tion No. 125, urging the United States Con-
gress to Adopt National Carbon Fee and Div-
idend Legislation; which was referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY AND 
SINGLE SUBJECT STATEMENTS 
Pursuant to clause 7(c)(1) of rule XII 

and Section 3(c) of H. Res. 5 the fol-
lowing statements are submitted re-
garding (1) the specific powers granted 
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to Congress in the Constitution to 
enact the accompanying bill or joint 
resolution and (2) the single subject of 
the bill or joint resolution. 

By Mr. TAKANO: 
H.R. 15. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To prohibit discrimination on the basis of 

sex, gender identity, and sexual orientation, 
and for other purposes. 

By Mr. SANTOS: 
H.R. 4230. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
US Constitution, Article 1 Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To transfer the unobliqated balances of 

amounts made available to the Internal Rev-
enue Service under the Inflation Reduction 
Act to the Secretary of Homeland Security 
to secure the border. 

By Ms. WATERS: 
H.R. 4231. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clause 3 provides Con-

gress with the power to ‘‘regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the several 
states, and with the Indian tribes.’’ 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
Provides downpayment assistance to first- 

generation homebuyers to address 
multigeneratiorial inequities in access to 
homeownership and to narrow and ulti-
mately close the racial homeownership gap 
in the United States, and for other purposes. 

By Ms. WATERS: 
H.R. 4232. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clause 3 provides Con-

gress with the power to ‘‘regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the several 
states, and with the Indian tribes.’’ 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
To provide a path to end homelessness in 

the United States, and for other purposes. 
By Ms. WATERS: 

H.R. 4233. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clause 3 provides Con-

gress with the power to ‘‘regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the several 
states, and with the Indian tribes.’’ 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
To facilitate the development of fair and 

affordable housing, decrease housing costs, 
and for other purposes. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: 
H.R. 4234. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To amend State Department Basic Au-

thorities Act of 1956 to authorize rewards 
under the Department of State’s rewards 
program relating to information regarding 
individuals or entities engaged in violation 
of United States or United Nations sanc-
tions. 

By Mrs. KIM of California: 
H.R. 4235. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con-

stitution of the United States. 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To establish a wildfire technology testbed 

pilot program. 
By Ms. ADAMS: 

H.R. 4236. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 

clause 3 of section 8 of article I of the Con-
stitution 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
to modify the areas of focus for and expand 

the presence of Centers of Excellence at 1890s 
Institutions. 

By Mr. BARR: 
H.R. 4237. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To amend the Investment Advisers Act of 

1940 and the Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act of 1974 to specify requirements 
concerning the consideration of pecuniary 
and non-pecuniary factors. 

By Mrs. BICE: 
H.R. 4238. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: To make all 

Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
Immigration 

By Ms. BUDZINSKI: 
H.R. 4239. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the 

Constitution 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Providing support for rural America eco-

nomic development. 
By Mr. CARTER of Georgia: 

H.R. 4240. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To require that opioid overdose rescue kits 

be located at public elementary and sec-
ondary schools. and for other purposes. 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H.R. 4241. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Transporting Horses 

By Mr. CRENSHAW: 
H.R. 4242. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Section 8 of article 1 of the Constitution. 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To direct the Secretary of Health and 

Human Services, acting through the Com-
missioner of Food and Drugs, to issue guid-
ance on considerations for conducting clin-
ical trials for psychedelic assisted therapy 

By Mrs. DINGELL: 
H.R. 4243. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority of Congress 

to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle 1, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion. 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
Defective Firearms Protection 

By Mr. EZELL: 
H.R. 4244. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

Constitution 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To adjust the definition of service in the 

uniformed services with respect to readmis-
sion requirements for servicemembers under 
the Higher Education Act of 1965, 

By Mr. GROTHMAN: 
H.R. 4245. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Addressing America’s debt 

By Mr. HARDER of California: 
H.R. 4246. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To amend the Omnibus Crime Control and 

Safe Streets Act of 1968 to authorize the use 
of COPS grants for recruitment efforts. 

By Mr. HARDER of California: 
H.R. 4247. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To direct the Secretary of the Army to es-

tablish a task force on the California 
snowpack and flood mitigation. 

By Mrs. HINSON: 
H.R. 4248. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To amend the Food Security Act of 1985 to 

establish a conservation initiative to reduce 
erosion and restore cold water streams in the 
Driftless Area of the Midwestern United 
States. 

By Mr. KILDEE: 
H.R. 4249. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
The bill provides eligibility for Depart-

ment of Veterans Affairs health care services 
to veterans and their family members who 
have specified conditions and resided at a 
military installation where individuals were 
exposed to PFAS. For disability compensa-
tion purposes, the bill also establishes a 
persumption of service-connection for speci-
fied conditions in veterans who served as a 
military installation at which individuals 
were exposed to PFAS 

By Mr. KILEY: 
H.R. 4250. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is; 
To maintain the free flow of information 

to the public by establishing appropriate 
limits on the federally compelled disclosure 
of information obtained as part of engaging 
in journalism. 

By Ms. LEE of Florida: 
H.R. 4251. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 12: To raise and 

support Armies, but no Appropriation of 
Money to that Use shall be for a longer Term 
than two Years; Article I, Section 8, Clause 
13: To provide and maintain a navy 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or any Department or Officer thereof. 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
This bill requires the Comptroller General 

to conduct a study on the effectiveness of 
the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absen-
tee Voting Act. 

By Mr. LUETKEMEYER: 
H.R. 4252. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: Article 1, 
Section 8 of the Constitution of the United 
States 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
This legislation clarifies the requirements 

of authorized representatives under the Fam-
ily Educational Rights and Privacy Act of 
1974. 

By Ms. MACE: 
H.R. 4253. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To designate the facility of the United 

States Postal Service located at 307 N Goose 
Creek Blvd in Goose Creek, South Carolina, 
as the ‘‘Lucille Simmons Whipper Post Of-
fice Building.’’ 

By Mr. MAST: 
H.R. 4254. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
A prohibition on contributions to inter-

national organizations that advocate for sex-
ual activity by persons who are younger than 
the domestically prescribed minimum age of 
consent. 

By Mr. MAST: 
H.R. 4255. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
To ensure that Foreign Service officers are 

evaluated and given opportunities for ad-
vancement based on their conformance to 
merit system principles, to require the re-
view of Performance Improvement Plans 
during tenure and promotion appraisals of 
Foreign Service officers, and to eliminate 
the requirement for the inclusion of a public 
member on selection 

By Mr. MFUME: 
H.R. 4256. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution, which gives Congress the 
power to make all Laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into Execu-
tion the foregoing Powers and all other Pow-
ers vested by this Constitution in the Gov-
ernment of the United States, or in any De-
partment or Officer thereof. 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
Student Athlete Safety 

By Mrs. MILLER of Illinois: 
H.R. 4257. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
Single Subject Statement 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Taxes 

By Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS: 
H.R. 4258. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
to provide a child tax credit for pregnant 

moms with respect to their unborn children. 
By Mr. MOLINARO: 

H.R. 4259. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Education 

By Mr. NEAL: 
H.R. 4260. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1 Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Social Security 

By Mr. PAYNE: 
H.R. 4261. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Pursuant to Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
health care 

By Mr. PETERS: 
H.R. 4262. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8. 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Veterans’ Affairs 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: 
H.R. 4263. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Under Article I, Section 8, Clause 18, Con-

gress has the power to make all Laws which 
shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into Execution the foregoing Powers, and all 
other Powers vested by this Constitution in 
the Government of the United States, or in 
any Department or Officer thereof. 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
The Allergen Disclosure in Non-food Arti-

cles (or ADINA) Act would amend the Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act to require labeling 
of major food allergens or gluten-containing 
grains on drugs intended for human use. 

By Mr. RUIZ: 
H.R. 4264. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8, Clauses 1 and 18 of the 

United States Constitution, to provide for 
the general welfare and make all laws nec-
essary and proper to carry out the powers of 
Congress. 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
this bill directs the Under Secretary of De-

fense for Acquisition and Sustainment to 
submit to Congress a report on incinerators 
and waste-to-energy waste disposal alter-
natives to burn pits. 

By Mr. RYAN: 
H.R. 4265. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 2 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Directs the Comptroller General of the 

United States to conduct a study to assess 
the Department of Defense’s ability to miti-
gate insider threats and the unauthorized re-
lease of classified information and systems. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 
H.R. 4266. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: The Congress 

shall have Power . . . To regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes. 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
To authorize the Federal Trade Commis-

sion to independently initiate civil actions 
to recover certain civil penalties. 

By Mr. STEUBE: 
H.R. 4267. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
This legislation protects civil liberties by 

repealing the USA Patriot Act and FISA 
Amendments Act of 2008. 

By Ms. STRICKLAND: 
H.R. 4268. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 

The Reproductive Health Travel Fund Act 
would set up a grant program, authorized at 
$350 million per year for FY24 through FY28, 
to help ease the financial burden associated 
with traveling long distances to access safe 
and legal reproductive health care. Specifi-
cally, the bill would allow the Treasury Sec-
retary to award grants to eligible entities to 
pay for travel-related 

By Ms. TENNEY: 
H.R. 4269. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
This bill requires the Department of Labor 

to study the effectiveness of their heat-ill-
ness programs. 

By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ: 
H.R. 4270. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
The Congress shall have Power to . . . pro-

vide for the . . . general Welfare of the 
United States; . . . 

The single subject of this legislation is: 
Environment 

By Mr. BEYER: 
H.J. Res. 76. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Legislating 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H.J. Res. 77. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article V 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
pardon power 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 7: Mr. BACON. 
H.R. 16: Mr. SOTO, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. 

STANTON, Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. 
COSTA, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. ESCOBAR, Ms. 
LEGER FERNANDEZ, Ms. HOYLE of Oregon, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Ms. SÁNCHEZ, MS. BUDZINSKI, Ms. 
NORTON, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. TONKO, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia, 
Mr. HIGGINS of New York, Mrs. FLETCHER, 
Mr. KILMER, and Ms. TLAIB. 

H.R. 33: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 34: Mr. GARAMENDI and Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 82: Mr. PETERS, Mrs. RODGERS of 

Washington, and Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 253: Mr. GOTTHEIMER. 
H.R. 294: Mr. QUIGLEY. 
H.R. 369: Mr. JACKSON of North Carolina. 
H.R. 598: Ms. CROCKETT. 
H.R. 615: Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia. 
H.R. 663: Ms. PETTERSEN. 
H.R. 782: Mrs. MCCLELLAN. 
H.R. 790: Mr. GUTHRIE. 
H.R. 802: Mr. OGLES. 
H.R. 807: Mr. MULLIN. 
H.R. 871: Mr. TRONE. 
H.R. 883: Mr. NICKEL. 
H.R. 911: Mr. KEATING and Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 934: Mr. KILEY. 
H.R. 936: Mr. BACON. 
H.R. 953: Mr. KHANNA. 
H.R. 963: Mr. DAVIDSON. 
H.R. 984: Ms. STANSBURY, Mr. LAMBORN, 

Mr. KILDEE, and Mr. NUNN of Iowa. 
H.R. 1015: Mr. NORCROSS, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. 

PETERS, Mrs. HINSON, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. 
TRONE, Ms. JAYAPAL, Ms. VAN DUYNE, Mr. 
NEWHOUSE, Ms. CRAIG, Ms. CARAVEO, Ms. 
STEVENS, Mr. NEGUSE, and Mrs. MCBATH. 
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H.R. 1065: Mr. LIEU. 
H.R. 1147: Mr. PANETTA, Ms. DELBENE, and 

Mr. HERN. 
H.R. 1167: Ms. WATERS. 
H.R. 1262: Mrs. MILLER of West Virginia. 
H.R. 1267: Ms. PINGREE. 
H.R. 1277: Mr. MURPHY and Ms. SLOTKIN. 
H.R. 1332: Ms. OMAR. 
H.R. 1351: Mr. LIEU. 
H.R. 1385: Mr. ESTES and Mr. THOMPSON of 

Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1399: Mr. PALMER. 
H.R. 1477: Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina, Mr. 

VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas, and Mr. MOON-
EY. 

H.R. 1511: Ms. ESCOBAR and Ms. OCASIO- 
CORTEZ. 

H.R. 1582: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri and Mr. 
RUPPERSBERGER. 

H.R. 1634: Mr. DOGGETT and Mr. RUPPERS-
BERGER. 

H.R. 1637: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 1666: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 1680: Mr. LAWLER. 
H.R. 1719: Mr. CORREA and Ms. BUDZINSKI. 
H.R. 1729: Mr. MCGARVEY. 
H.R. 1750: Ms. LOIS FRANKEL of Florida. 
H.R. 1763: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 1776: Ms. PETTERSEN and Ms. BLUNT 

ROCHESTER. 
H.R. 1777: Mr. BOST, Mr. NICKEL, Mr. STEIL, 

Mr. LANGWORTHY, Mr. FALLON, Mr. CUELLAR, 
Mr. CORREA, and Mr. PENCE. 

H.R. 1788: Mr. GOTTHEIMER. 
H.R. 1800: Ms. TENNEY. 
H.R. 1818: Ms. CARAVEO and Mr. EZELL. 
H.R. 1823: Ms. LOIS FRANKEL of Florida. 
H.R. 1824: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 1839: Mr. WEBER of Texas. 
H.R. 2385: Ms. BUDZINSKI. 
H.R. 2394: Mr. SHERMAN. 
H.R. 2400: Ms. BALINT. 
H.R. 2407: Ms. SALAZAR, Mr. LANGWORTHY, 

and Ms. ADAMS. 
H.R. 2550: Mr. DOGGETT. 
H.R. 2567: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. SEWELL, 

and Mr. CLEAVER. 
H.R. 2584: Ms. ROSS and Mr. DAVIS of North 

Carolina. 
H.R. 2630: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 

and Mr. GROTHMAN. 
H.R. 2663: Mr. CASAR, Mr. BOYLE of Penn-

sylvania, Ms. ESHOO, and Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut. 

H.R. 2742: Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas. 
H.R. 2748: Mr. FERGUSON. 
H.R. 2757: Mrs. MCCLELLAN. 
H.R. 2766: Mr. MURPHY. 
H.R. 2771: Mr. TIMMONS and Mr. NORCROSS. 
H.R. 2803: Mr. BEYER. 
H.R. 2855: Mr. FROST. 
H.R. 2891: Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. BUDZINSKI, Mr. 

MAGAZINER, Mr. PANETTA, Ms. WILLIAMS of 
Georgia, Mr. KILMER, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. 
NEGUSE, Mr. CASTEN, and Mr. CARBAJAL. 

H.R. 2940: Mr. MURPHY, Ms. SCHRIER, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, and Ms. BARRAGÁN. 

H.R. 2955: Ms. BUDZINSKI and Mr. FER-
GUSON. 

H.R. 3008: Mr. RYAN. 
H.R. 3023: Mr. RESCHENTHALER, Mr. 

DONALDS, Mr. NEHLS, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr. DA-
VIDSON, Mrs. MILLER of Illinois, Mr. STEW-
ART, Mrs. LUNA, and Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 3032: Ms. ROSS and Ms. TOKUDA. 
H.R. 3033: Mr. SHERMAN. 
H.R. 3034: Mr. MEUSER. 
H.R. 3039: Mr. VAN ORDEN. 
H.R. 3046: Mr. RUTHERFORD. 
H.R. 3131: Ms. MACE, Mr. SESSIONS, and Mr. 

MORAN. 
H.R. 3144: Mr. COLE. 
H.R. 3146: Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. 
H.R. 3148: Ms. SALAZAR. 
H.R. 3159: Mr. NICKEL. 
H.R. 3246: Mrs. FLETCHER and Mr. TORRES 

of New York. 
H.R. 3249: Ms. CRAIG. 
H.R. 3381: Mr. STEUBE. 
H.R. 3394: Ms. TOKUDA, Mr. THANEDAR, Mr. 

MAGAZINER, Mr. NORCROSS, and Mr. MENEN-
DEZ. 

H.R. 3396: Mr. KILEY. 
H.R. 3413: Mr. QUIGLEY and Mr. MORAN. 
H.R. 3448: Ms. WILD and Mr. KIM of New 

Jersey. 
H.R. 3461: Ms. STANSBURY and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 3468: Mr. CÁRDENAS. 
H.R. 3499: Mr. KILEY. 
H.R. 3503: Ms. BARRAGÁN. 
H.R. 3519: Mr. PAYNE and Mr. FROST. 
H.R. 3539: Ms. SCHRIER. 
H.R. 3561: Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. 

GUTHRIE, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. BALDERSON, Mr. 
JOYCE of Pennsylvania, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. DUNN of Florida, Mr. 
HUDSON, Mrs. CAMMACK, Mrs. BICE, Ms. 
BARRAGÁN, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. 
CRAIG, Mrs. HARSHBARGER, Mr. LATTA, and 
Mr. OBERNOLTE. 

H.R. 3563: Ms. PORTER. 
H.R. 3576: Mrs. RAMIREZ. 
H.R. 3656: Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina. 
H.R. 3702: Mr. TRONE, Ms. PLASKETT, and 

Mr. MOOLENAAR. 
H.R. 3713: Mr. SORENSEN. 
H.R. 3714: Mr. MURPHY. 
H.R. 3723: Mr. GOTTHEIMER. 
H.R. 3755: Mr. BURCHETT. 
H.R. 3773: Ms. STEFANIK. 
H.R. 3774: Mr. FALLON, Mr. LANGWORTHY, 

and Mr. PFLUGER. 
H.R. 3809: Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 3825: Mr. CRANE. 
H.R. 3843: Mr. VAN DREW and Ms. BLUNT 

ROCHESTER. 
H.R. 3847: Mr. DESAULNIER and Mr. SMITH 

of Washington. 
H.R. 3865: Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania and 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 3873: Mr. LIEU. 
H.R. 3882: Ms. TITUS, Mr. BALDERSON, and 

Ms. SHERRILL. 
H.R. 3887: Mrs. HARSHBARGER. 
H.R. 3894: Ms. NORTON, Mr. POSEY, and Mr. 

FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 3910: Mr. STEIL. 
H.R. 3922: Ms. PINGREE. 
H.R. 3928: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 3934: Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. 
H.R. 3947: Mr. DUNN of Florida, Mr. RUTH-

ERFORD, Mr. WALTZ, Mr. MILLS, Mr. SOTO, 
Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mrs. 
LUNA, Mr. C. SCOTT FRANKLIN of Florida, 
Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Mr. MAST, Ms. 
WILSON of Florida, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART, and Ms. SALAZAR. 

H.R. 3970: Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 
H.R. 3982: Mr. SCHWEIKERT. 
H.R. 3985: Ms. JAYAPAL and Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 3989: Ms. TOKUDA. 
H.R. 3995: Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 
H.R. 3996: Mr. FERGUSON, Ms. TENNEY, and 

Mr. WITTMAN. 
H.R. 4007: Ms. PETTERSEN. 
H.R. 4032: Mr. GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 4070: Mr. CALVERT and Mr. MURPHY. 
H.R. 4077: Mr. SCHIFF and Mr. DESAULNIER. 
H.R. 4083: Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois. 
H.R. 4088: Ms. PETTERSEN. 
H.R. 4122: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Ms. 

MOORE of Wisconsin, Ms. SEWELL, and Mr. 
NEGUSE. 

H.R. 4125: Ms. TENNEY and Mr. WILLIAMS of 
New York. 

H.R. 4144: Mr. WILLIAMS of New York. 
H.R. 4175: Mr. FALLON. 
H.R. 4196: Mr. MOONEY. 
H.R. 4201: Ms. STEVENS. 
H.R. 4212: Mr. EVANS, Mr. FITZGERALD, Ms. 

MOORE of Wisconsin, and Mr. STEIL. 
H. Con. Res. 31: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, 

Ms. LEE of California, and Mr. CARSON. 
H. Con. Res. 44: Mr. AUCHINCLOSS, Ms. 

BALINT, Ms. BROWN, Ms. DEAN of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. MCGARVEY, Ms. 
MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. MULLIN, Ms. PIN-
GREE, Ms. PRESSLEY, Mrs. RAMIREZ, Mr. 
RASKIN, Mr. SOTO, Mr. THANEDAR, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and Ms. WEXTON. 

H. Res. 81: Mr. LYNCH. 
H. Res. 259: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. 
H. Res. 488: Mr. SHERMAN and Ms. SALAZAR. 
H. Res. 492: Mr. MCCORMICK. 
H. Res. 497: Mr. KEATING. 
H. Res. 503: Mr. MILLS. 
H. Res. 505: Ms. OMAR. 
H. Res. 516: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin and 

Mr. VEASEY. 
H. Res. 527: Mr. LAWLER. 
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