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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. KIM).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
January 14, 2025.

I hereby appoint the Honorable YOUNG KIM

to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day.
MIKE JOHNSON,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2025, 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.

———————

PRIORITIZING PEACE AND SECU-
RITY IN ISRAEL AND PALESTINE

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Speaker, on
October 7, 2023, the people of Israel ex-
perienced the greatest terror attack in
their nation’s history. There were 1,200
people Kkilled and 250 more were ab-
ducted in what was the most severe at-
tack on the Jewish people since the
Holocaust.

Nearly 100 hostages remain in Gaza,
with at least a third of those believed
to be dead. I was horrified by the atroc-

ities committed by Hamas on October
7, but I am encouraged by the reports
that indicate that Israel and Hamas
are closer than ever to reaching a
cease-fire agreement that would return
all remaining hostages held in Gaza to
their families.

Still, the reality of the matter is
whether a cease-fire is reached and
whether that cease-fire lasts. We must
act now.

I firmly believe in Israel’s right to
defend itself. It has been a critical ally
in the region and has earned our sup-
port as it defends against threats from
Iran and its proxies, including
Hezbollah in Lebanon, the Houthis in
Yemen, and Hamas in Gaza.

Still, the manner in which Israel de-
fends itself matters. After 15 months of
war, I Dbelieve Prime Minister
Netanyahu has overseen a military
campaign that has had catastrophic
consequences not only for the people of
Gaza but for his own people, as well.

As Israel’s strongest ally, we have a
responsibility to ensure that the legiti-
mate anger felt by its citizens and the
rest of the world after October 7 does
not spiral into endless violence. What
began as a war of defense has now de-
volved into a war of retribution and
widespread destruction.

Over 47,000 Palestinians have been
killed since the war began, though a re-
cent study published by The Lancet es-
timates the death toll could be up to 40
percent higher. The majority of those
killed are women and children.

Madam Speaker, 90 percent of Gaza’s
population is internally displaced and
the threat of widespread famine has
lingered for months. At least six
newborns have recently died of hypo-
thermia. The number of children killed
in Gaza during the war exceeds the
total number of children killed in con-
flicts worldwide over the last 4 years.

Thousands of children like Malek Al
Kafarna are grappling with life-threat-
ening injuries as a direct result of the
war.

On October 24, 2023, Malek was wait-
ing for food coupons at a market in a
refugee camp when an airstrike hit and
blew off his arm.

It bears repeating that Hamas is an
evil terrorist organization that cyni-
cally exploits civilians and has little to
no regard for life, even the lives of
other Palestinians, but research shows
that terrorist organizations have rare-
ly been dismantled purely through
military force.

Precisely because Hamas is such a
threat, we must approach defeating
them with a rational, evidence-based
approach. Research by RAND shows
that terrorist groups end through tar-
geted intelligence operations or
through a negotiated political settle-
ment.

In fact, I feel the war in Gaza will act
as a recruitment tool for Hamas and
will create a new generation of fighters
who will seek revenge. After over a
year of fighting, Hamas is weakened
but has not been eliminated nor have
the remaining Israeli hostages been re-
leased.

The last time hostages were released
was in November 2023, and they gained
their freedom through diplomatic ne-
gotiations. What is urgently needed to
bring an end to this brutal war is a dip-
lomatic solution.

Both the Israeli Government and
Hamas must agree to end the fighting,
release the hostages, and flood the
Gaza strip with desperately needed
food and medical supplies. It is in
Israel’s security interest to have a sta-
ble neighbor and a Palestinian state.

Civil society has broken down com-
pletely in Gaza and the territory ur-
gently needs a peacekeeping force to
help restore order. This force, ideally
composed of Arab states, will play a
critical role now and in post-war Gaza.

Hamas cannot remain in power and
the people of Gaza deserve new polit-
ical leadership that will prioritize
peace as they establish a new govern-
ment. Ideally, that government will be
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a reformed Palestinian authority em-
powered to both govern in the West
Bank and Gaza.

The ultimate goal for all parties
must be a lasting peace, and that can
only be reached through a two-state so-
lution.

We have the opportunity to change
the trajectory of the lives of children
like Malek. In 10 years, he will be 24.
The choices we make in the coming
weeks and months can either leave him
desperate and hopeless, a prime can-
didate for recruitment from Hamas, or
we can give him and the more than 1
million children living in Gaza the op-
portunity to grow up in a world that
has prioritized peace and security. We
must work toward ending this war and
building a positive future for both Pal-
estinians and Israelis.

CELEBRATING COACH LAMAR
KIRKLEY’S 50-YEAR ANNIVERSARY

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 celebrate
Coach Lamar Kirkley’s 50-year anni-
versary with the Savannah Country
Day School.

Mr. Kirkley has spent the past five
decades coaching and teaching stu-
dents at Savannah Country Day. He
had led the boys’ basketball team as
well as the boys’ and girls’ cross-coun-
try and tennis team.

Mr. Kirkley has earned a spot in the
Greater Savannah Athletic Hall of
Fame and received the Teacher of the
Year award in 2020 from the Exchange
Club of Savannah. He also won the Sa-
vannah Morning News Coach of the
Year award several times and across
many different sports.

Mr. Kirkley was previously a stellar
basketball player during his years at
Armstrong State University. He has
expressed that teaching and coaching
g0 hand in hand, and he has excelled at
both.

Mr. Kirkley has an excellent ability
to relate to students, colleagues, play-
ers, and parents, and continues to excel
in his career.

Madam Speaker, I congratulate Mr.
Kirkley on 50 impactful years at Sa-
vannah Country Day, and I thank him
for what he has done for our three sons.

MOURNING THE LOSS OF VINCENT FORT

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to mourn the loss
of Vincent Fort, who sadly passed away
in December from cancer at the age of
68.

Mr. Fort was a former Democratic
leader in the Georgia State Senate and
a candidate for Atlanta mayor and
Congress, who advocated for causes he
believed in for many decades.

After his 1996 election to the 39th
District in the State senate, Mr. Fort
went on to be re-elected 10 times. Mr.
Fort earned his undergraduate degree
in history at Central Connecticut State
College in 1978 and moved to Atlanta to
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study African-American history short-
ly thereafter. There he wrote his thesis
on the sit-in movement at the Atlanta
University Center, where he later
taught history.

Mr. Fort had several remarkable leg-
islative achievements, including laws
that took effect in 2002 targeting abu-
sive lending practices.

Mr. Fort will forever be remembered
as a remarkable man who was com-
mitted to leadership, justice, and serv-
ice throughout his life.

Madam Speaker, I can attest to this
as I had the honor of serving with Vin-
cent Fort in the Georgia State Senate.
CONGRATULATING UNITED WAY’S WOMAN OF THE

YEAR STACY JENNINGS

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate
Stacy Jennings on being named United
Way’s 20256 Woman of the Year.

Ms. Jennings has been a longtime
volunteer and the heart of community
service in Savannah. She has spent 33
years with the United Way of the
Coastal Empire, where she has served
on the board, several committees, and
helped fundraise.

Ms. Jennings is also the executive di-
rector of communications for the Sa-
vannah-Chatham County Board of Edu-
cation. She has proven herself to be a
dedicated leader and impactful server
of the community by supporting fami-
lies and students across the commu-
nity within the school system.

Ms. Jennings’ honorable achievement
as United Way’s Woman of the Year
will be celebrated in March at the
Women Who Rule event, hosted at the
Savannah Convention Center.

She currently serves on the mar-
keting committee and has not stopped
her efforts to join new committees
since she started at the United Way of
the Coastal Empire.

Madam Speaker, I congratulate Ms.
Jennings on this incredible accom-
plishment and thank her for her dedi-
cated service to the city of Savannah.

MOURNING THE LOSS OF SHERIFF CHARLES

WILBERT ‘‘CHUNK’’ JONES

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to mourn the loss
of former McIntosh County Sheriff,
Charles Wilbert ‘‘Chunk’ Jones.

Mr. Jones lived an honorable life,
serving in the U.S. Army’s D Company.
He also served in Vietnam back in 1968.

Mr. Jones’ career in law enforcement
began in 1971 with the Brunswick Po-
lice Department and he later joined the
city of Darien Police Department.
After joining the city of Darien, Mr.
Jones was promoted to the chief of po-
lice.

After his time at the Darien Police
Department, Mr. Jones joined the
Georgia State Patrol where he grad-
uated as a State trooper. He also re-
turned to his hometown and accepted
the captain position with the city of
Darien. He then won his first sheriff’s
election to serve the community from
1993 to 1998.

Mr. Jones was also a commercial
shrimp fisherman and captain of his
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shrimp boat, Lady Vanessa, which was
named after his daughter.

Mr. Jones married his high school
sweetheart, the late Brenda Marie
Jones, with whom he shared three chil-
dren: Christopher, Vanessa, and Felica.

Madam Speaker, today we honor his
life and hold his family in our thoughts
and prayers.

—————

CONGRATULATING SYDNEY
STERLACE WHO FINISHED THIRD
ON “THE VOICE”

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

Mr. KENNEDY of New York. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to celebrate the
incredible journey of Sydney Sterlace,
who finished third on season 26 of ‘‘The
Voice.”

Sydney, a young singer from West
Seneca, New York, in my district, has
inspired not just our community but
viewers across the country.

Her extraordinary talent was undeni-
able from an early age. With the sup-
port of her loving family, especially
her mother, she began her singing jour-
ney at the age of 7, participating in
local talent shows.

By the time she was 10, she won first
place in the Erie County Fair talent
competition.

Since then, Sydney has performed
the national anthem at a Buffalo Bills
football game, countless times for the
Buffalo Bisons baseball team, and this
year at a Buffalo Sabres hockey game.

She is also a regular performer at the
annual Music is Art festival, organized
by Robby Takac, one of the founding
members of the Goo Goo Dolls, who is
also from my district.

At just 16 years old, Sydney accom-
plished what so many dream of: a four-
chair turn at her blind audition for
“The Voice,” and a run all the way to
the finale of one of the biggest singing
competitions in the world.

Over the course of this season, Syd-
ney showed her incredible range and
artistry, and her duet with Gwen
Stefani, who also served as her coach
while on the show, was the perfect way
to cap off a season of unforgettable mo-
ments.

Throughout it all, Sydney had the
endless support of her family, friends,
and our entire community. From ac-
companying Sydney on her journey to
California for the competition to wel-
coming her home at the Buffalo Niag-
ara International Airport upon her re-
turn, her friends were always by her
side to cheer her on, especially Kate,
Lily, Izzy, Alannah, Holly, and Erin.

Sydney’s success extends beyond
“The Voice.” Last year, she won a
challenge promoted by Broadway

Evolved, which led to a weeklong
Broadway workshop with Tony-nomi-
nated actress Betsy Wolfe, but what
stands out most is Sydney’s humility
and heart.

Sydney has made our entire commu-
nity so proud with her talent, her hard
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work, and her poise throughout the en-
tire competition. She has carried her-
self with grace and determination, in-
spiring the next generation of talented
artists.

While this chapter of ‘“The Voice”
may have ended, I have no doubt the
next chapter of a long and successful
career is ahead of Sydney.

Madam Speaker, on behalf of all
western New York, I thank and con-
gratulate Sydney for sharing her voice.

O 1015

REMEMBERING CORNELIUS J. KEANE

Mr. KENNEDY of New York. Madam
Speaker, I rise in remembrance of
Cornelius J. Keane, whose life was de-
fined by service, family, and enduring
dedication to our community.

As someone who was blessed to call
him a friend, I can tell you Neil’s love
for his family was matched only by his
unwavering dedication to serving our
community, a calling he fulfilled with
distinction throughout his remarkable
career.

A Buffalo native, Neil’s career with
the Buffalo Fire Department spanned
nearly four decades, where he rose to
the position of commissioner, embody-
ing courage and leadership every step
of the way. As commissioner, he led
with compassion and integrity, always
putting the needs of others first, and
setting a standard of excellence for
those who followed in his footsteps.

Throughout his decades of service to
the Buffalo Fire Department, Neil dedi-
cated himself to protecting the safety
and well-being of the community he
loved, the City of Good Neighbors.

Neil’s work extended far beyond the
firehouse. His commitment to Buffalo
was evident in his efforts to make the
city a safer, stronger, and better place
for all its residents.

He was a proud member of the Buf-
falo Professional Firefighters Associa-
tion Local 282, the Ancient Order of Hi-
bernians, and the East Coast Retired
Firefighters Association. He was a de-
voted fan of the Buffalo Bills, the Buf-
falo Sabres, and the New York Yan-
kees.

Neil’s life was an inspiration to all
who had the privilege of knowing him,
and his legacy will live on through the
many lives that he touched.

Neil was a loving husband to his wife
of 54 years, Ellen; a devoted father to
Sheila, Bob, and Terry; and a cherished
papa to his beloved grandchildren. He
was one of 16 children and had a deep
commitment to the values instilled in
him as a member of the Keane family.
That sense of duty guided his extraor-
dinary legacy of work and public serv-
ice.

May we all take inspiration from
Neil’s devotion to his family, his stead-
fast service to our community, and his
unwavering commitment to making
the world a better place. May he rest in
peace.
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CALIFORNIA RESTRICTIONS ON
GAS VEHICLES

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

Mr. LAMALFA. Madam Speaker, this
morning I highlight a piece of legisla-
tion I intend to cosponsor that is spon-
sored by the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. JOYCE), my good colleague.
It is known as the Preserving Choice in
Vehicle Purchases Act.

The bill aims to prevent the U.S.
EPA from issuing Clean Air Act waiv-
ers that would enable State-level bans
or restrictions on gas and diesel vehi-
cles. This bill would ensure that Amer-
icans can select vehicles based on their
individual needs and financial situa-
tions without undue government inter-
ference.

My home State of California is once
again leading on the wrong things. The
agency called the California Air Re-
sources Board is intending to ban the
sale of gas and diesel-powered cars,
trucks, and SUVs by 2035, only 10
model years from now.

Now, who the heck is CARB, espe-
cially since this has far-reaching ef-
fects across the rest of the country?
There are six or seven other States
that are seeking to emulate what
CARB is doing.

This regulation seeks to force a tran-
sition to electric vehicles regardless of
their affordability, availability, or
practicality for many residents and
families. The Biden administration
EPA has granted the necessary waiver
very recently at the end of this era, al-
lowing CARB to enforce this mandate
at the State of California level, which
sets a precedent that can lead to simi-
lar bans in other States across the
country. Believe me, it will happen.
Several other States are already look-
ing at this.

You end up with the manufacturers
having to produce two different types
of vehicles for this State or that State,
making them more expensive, and
heaven knows the difficulty that is
producing electric vehicles anyway.

Rural Americans and rural Califor-
nians face long commutes and rely
heavily on reliable, affordable vehicles.
I represent a very rural area. There are
people who are afraid to take electric
vehicles very far with the inability to
know if they can charge them and
make it back.

The mandate poses significant finan-
cial challenges, as EVs remain more
expensive than their gas- and diesel-
powered counterparts. They have more
expensive tires, and they are harder to
get parts for, among other things.

There is a very, very limited charg-
ing infrastructure. The fact that the
Biden administration has put aside bil-
lions for charging stations and only
built about seven or eight in the whole
country over the last 3 years shows
that it is very impractical.

EVs are an unviable option for many.
The mandate would not only increase
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the cost of living for individuals and
families but reduce transportation op-
tions for many rural residents and even
urban residents that maybe have a car
that is already paid for that they
would soon see they wouldn’t have the
ability to keep. Additionally, part of
the mandate is quietly eliminating
fueling stations, making fuel more ex-
pensive, and making fuel harder to
produce. In my home State of Cali-
fornia and the country, when they ban
the pipeline coming from Canada, it
makes fuel harder to get. It is coming
from all edges. Taxing people out of
this is part of their goal.

Of course, the power grid of my home
State, California, is already struggling
to deliver electricity to meet existing
energy demands, with the currently
frequent blackouts and energy short-
ages. We have these blackouts in my
part of the State, and we are starting
to see them in southern California with
the unfortunate massive suffering
going on due to the wildfires. They
have to preemptively shut off the
power to particular areas if they think
the wind is going to blow too hard and
cause foliage to blow off trees, shrubs,
and whatever onto the power lines and
cause an outage or a blackout and,
therefore, a fire along with it, as has
happened many times in my district.

Mandating this shift to electric vehi-
cles would place additional strain on
the grid, leading to more outages and
much higher energy costs. California
has not demonstrated the capacity to
expand the grid infrastructure. Indeed,
they are tearing down dams in my dis-
trict—and they have their eye on
more—that make clean, CO,-free hy-
droelectric power. The grid gets even
tighter due to this. This raises serious
concerns about the feasibility of this
mandate, yet they force it forward.

The practicality of converting to all
these electric vehicles, as well as the
appliances that California, Biden, and
others are trying to do with electric
stoves, water heaters, and all that,
means where are the materials and the
minerals going to come from to
produce these electric appliances and
vehicles.

We can’t mine as it is. On average, it
takes 29 years to build a copper mine in
this country. Are we going to import it
all? Are we going to have poor kids and
slave labor in other countries continue
to supply us so we can be pristine?

CARB’s members are not actually di-
rectly accountable to the public. The
resources board is appointed by the
Governor. They don’t have to answer to
anybody, and they frequently don’t. We
have a direct threat to consumer
choice.

Indeed, this is what Governor
Newsom wants us to have, fires that
burn out our vehicles. We need to have
him stand aside and let President
Trump lead the way on allowing us to
have our vehicles.
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FEDERAL TAKEOVER OF SPORTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts (Mrs. TRAHAN) for 5
minutes.

Mrs. TRAHAN. Madam Speaker,
House Republicans have a big vote
planned for today. Now, I wish I was
talking about a bill that will lower
costs for hardworking families or help
more Americans buy a home, the issues
that so many people told us mattered
most to them in the 2024 election.

However, instead, in just their second
week of power, House Republicans have
chosen to vote on a Federal takeover of
sports at all levels. To justify this
power grab, my colleagues across the
aisle are preying on the legitimate con-
cerns that some people have about
transgender athletes in women’s
sports.

For the vast majority of those folks,
many of them parents, their concerns
don’t come from a place of hate. They
come from a place of worry about the
safety of their daughters and the fair-
ness of their sport.

Now, as the only woman in Congress
who played Division I sports in college,
I know how critical it is that we ensure
that sports are safe and fair above all
else. That is all any athlete wants, to
know that if they put in the hard work
and the training necessary, they are
going to have a fair shot on game day.

As the mom of two young daughters,
who I cheer on from the bleachers
every weekend, I know that parents
want their kids to be able to enjoy the
game they love. After all, we know how
important sports can be to children’s
development. They give the chance to
build confidence, learn teamwork, and
develop lifelong friendships.

That is why, like parents and ath-
letes across our country, I have long
placed my trust in the governing bod-
ies of sports, the experts who have
dedicated their lives to these games, to
create fair and responsible rules for
participation.

Despite what the authors of this leg-
islation have said, many of those orga-
nizations have already updated their
rules to ensure fairness and safety in
their sports. That includes the inter-
national authorities overseeing track
and field, boxing, cycling, swimming,
and rugby, just to name a few. These
organizations, many led by former ath-
letes, worked with scientists, athletic
federations, and human rights organi-
zations to craft thoughtful, evidence-
based rules, including those governing
participation in the Paris Olympics
last summer.

Don’t get me wrong, Madam Speaker.
I recognize that there is more work to
be done, but why in the world would we
let insincere, attention-seeking politi-
cians here in Washington, many of
whom know little to nothing about
competitive sports, take over? It
doesn’t make any sense.

However, that is exactly what my
Republican colleagues are going to do
today, inject themselves into decisions
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they have no business making. In fact,
if you listen to them, they would have
you think that a transgender woman in
college, who may have transitioned
after puberty and may present physical
advantages over her opponent, is the
same as a 10-year-old girl who just
wants to play soccer on the weekends
with her friends.

However, those two situations aren’t
the same at all, and the consequences
of that approach will be devastating:
girls as young as 4 years old being sub-
jected to invasive lines of questioning
about their bodies and even physical
inspections by an adult, a stranger, a
predator all because some creep ac-
cuses them of not being a girl. What
parent would want to put their daugh-
ter through that? I know I wouldn’t.

Madam Speaker, we won’t be able to
find common ground on this issue
today, but this debate has made one
thing abundantly clear: Members of
Congress are the last people who
should decide who gets to play sports
in America. That responsibility be-
longs where it always has, to the orga-
nizations whose mission it is to protect
the fairness, the safety, and the integ-
rity of their sports.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘“‘no’” on
the GOP’s child predator empowerment
act.

———

BLIZZARDS DON'T CLOSE THE BIG
FIRST

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

Mr. MANN. Madam Speaker, last
week in the Nation’s Capital, 6.8 inches
of snow closed Federal office buildings.
Nearly 1,300 miles away in Kansas, bliz-
zards brought more than 18 inches of
snowfall to parts of the Big First Dis-
trict. Farmers, ranchers, and ag pro-
ducers in the Big First didn’t have the
luxury of closing down for the week.
When you answer the call to feed, fuel,
and clothe the world, you are required
to show up, even when the tempera-
tures are far below freezing.

My congressional district is one of
the top agricultural producing districts
in the country. It is home to more than
60,000 farms along with farmers, ranch-
ers, feedlot managers, dairies, nutri-
tionists, veterinarians, ethanol pro-
ducers, ag lenders, and agribusiness
owners who bring the agricultural eco-
system to life.

When the snow piles and the tem-
peratures refuse to rise past freezing,
these men and women don’t get a
break. They throw on their warm lay-
ers, and they get the job done. Those of
us in agriculture understand full well
that Mother Nature is not a reliable
business partner.

At the end of October, much of my
district was still navigating dry to se-
vere drought conditions. On top of
navigating an already challenging farm
year, these droughts severely squeezed
margins for farmers and ranchers.

Approximately 2 months later, Moth-
er Nature changed course once again
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with more than a foot of snow. In true
Kansas fashion, families and neighbors
came together to help one another in
time of need. Kansans helped move
snow to ensure livestock could still be
watered and fed. Kansans helped move
calves to make sure that they were
warm after they were born, so they
could get to a place to be properly fed
and nourished in negative tempera-
tures.

Kansans stayed up through the night
to make sure livestock had a chance of
surviving or to guarantee that their
equipment was ready to go by sunrise
the next morning.

Why on Earth would anyone do this,
Madam Speaker?

It is a special calling that many fam-
ilies in my district have answered. In a
world where Instacart and Amazon
Fresh can deliver groceries to your
door in nearly an hour if you are in an
urban area, it can be easy to forget
that our food doesn’t just come from
the grocery store shelf. It comes from
the men and women who work tire-
lessly day in and day out to answer the
call to feed, clothe, and fuel the world.

On days with lots of extreme weather
like we saw last week, these men and
women bust their backs to ensure that
we can still have food on our plates
when the storms are long gone. It can
often be a thankless job.

On behalf of Kansas and the Nation, I
thank these brave men and women for
keeping us fueled, clothed, and fed.
Their tireless efforts do not go unno-
ticed. We are deeply grateful for their
efforts to feed a hungry world.

O 1030

RECOGNIZING SARAH HENRY

Mr. MANN. Madam Speaker, agri-
culture is the heart of the First Dis-
trict of Kansas. It is our lifeblood.

When I built my team in the District,
it was important for me to find some-
one who knew agriculture and would
fight for the farmers, ranchers, and ag-
ricultural producers of Kansas. Sarah
Henry was the perfect choice.

As a graduate with a degree in agri-
cultural education from Iowa State
University, Sarah moved to Wash-
ington, D.C., where she worked in sev-
eral congressional offices and for the
National Corn Growers Association.

It was during her time in the Na-
tion’s Capital that she met her now-
husband, Dalton, and the two moved
back to Dalton’s old stomping grounds
in Randolph, Kansas. The move back to
the Plains allowed Sarah to serve as
my district ag director and later as my
district director.

This month, Sarah will begin a more
part-time role with the Kansas Asso-
ciation of Wheat Growers so she can
focus on her two precious sons, Samuel
and Abraham.

I thank Sarah for leading our district
team well, for being an incredible advo-
cate and friend, and for caring about
Kansas.

Audrey and I are excited for her in
this next chapter of life as she adjusts
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to being a family of four. I thank her
again for being such an integral part of
our team.

——————

HONORING ILLINOIS POOR
PEOPLE’S CAMPAIGN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Illinois (Mrs. RAMIREZ) for 56 minutes.

Mrs. RAMIREZ. Madam Speaker,
today, I rise to honor a powerful force
in the fight for justice, equality, and
true democracy, the Illinois Poor Peo-
ple’s Campaign.

In one of the wealthiest nations in
the world, the Poor People’s Campaign
dares to believe that poverty can be
eradicated. Their work continues the
legacy and vision of the Reverend Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr., building a
multiracial movement to end poverty,
centering the voices of those with lived
experiences of poverty, and breaking
down barriers to full democratic par-
ticipation.

The Illinois Poor People’s Campaign
understands that democracy is too pre-
cious and too significant to leave in
the hands of those who would prioritize
the interests of the ultrawealthy cor-
porations.

I especially recognize the Illinois
Poor People’s Campaign members and
constituents of Illinois’ Third District,
Sheilah Garland-Olaniran, Joyce
Brody, and Lenny Brody. Additionally,
I recognize Illinois PPC Tri-Chairs Car-
los Rodriguez, Jessica Motsinger, and
Reverend Susan Phillips. Their unwav-
ering commitment to all of us all over
the country is inspiring and should en-
courage us to also live a life of this
kind of dedication.

On behalf of Illinois’ Third Congres-
sional District, I commend the Illinois
Poor People’s Campaign for their re-
lentless fight for justice and equality
and their efforts to ensure every person
has a say in our democracy. I thank all
of its members.

HONORING PASTOR EMMA LOZANO

Mrs. RAMIREZ. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today to honor Pastora Emma
Lozano of the United Lincoln Meth-
odist Church in Chicago’s Pilsen neigh-
borhood.

Born in Texas and later making Chi-
cago her home, Pastor Lozano’s life-
long commitment to advocacy has left
an undeniable mark on our commu-
nities and our Nation.

Her journey as an advocate started at
Centro de Accion Social Autonomo,
where she and her brother, Rudy
Lozano, championed immigrant worker
rights. After her brother’s tragic assas-
sination in 1983, Pastor Lozano carried
his legacy forward, channeling her
grief into action and dedicating herself
to the causes they both held dear.

In 1987, she founded Centro Sin
Fronteras, a grassroots organization
that has empowered undocumented

families, addressing critical issues such
as overcrowded schools, housing inse-
curity, police brutality, and bilingual
education.
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In 2006, Pastor Lozano and her late
husband, Reverend Walter ‘‘Slim”’
Coleman, sparked a nationwide move-
ment for our shared humanity when
they offered their church in my dis-
trict, Adalberto United Methodist
Church, as a sanctuary for a woman
who was undocumented and in need of
sanctuary, Elvira Arellano, and her
son, Saul.

Emma’s courage, faith, and tireless
work remind us of the power of com-
munity and the enduring fight for dig-
nity and equality. On behalf of Illinois’
Third Congressional District, I thank
her for her compassion. I thank her for
her dedication to creating a more just,
more compassionate world.

May this Congress learn from her—
from her dedication, from her cour-
age—and may it truly be what it says
it is, the people’s House, reminded of
our roots and reminded of our shared
humanity.

I congratulate Pastor Emma Lozano.

———————

CONGRATULATING
HIGH SCHOOL
COUNTRY TEAM

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

Mr. CLINE. Madam Speaker, I rise to
recognize an outstanding group of
young athletes in Virginia’s Sixth Con-
gressional District, the Broadway High
School boys cross country team, which
won the VHSL Class 3 State champion-
ship in November.

Despite online ©predictions that
showed the Gobblers losing by over 50
points, each runner clocked in at their
fastest time that day to clinch first
place with a 10-point margin over the
runners-up.

Along the way, the team also became
district and regional champs for the
first time in the school’s history. The
following team members made this vic-
tory possible: Peyton Allen, Gavin
Diehl, Grayson Jacquez, Jaiden
Nguyen, Asher Ryan, Gavin Ryman,
Cameron Shifflett, Lee Souder, and
Tristan Yoder.

Head Coach Darrell Zook and Assist-
ant Coach Michael Sheets provided
their leadership and encouragement.
Their success does not just reflect their
individual talent but also their com-
mitment to the team.

Madam Speaker, I congratulate each
runner and their coaches, families, and
supporters. Their hard work and dedi-
cation have inspired us all.

CONGRATULATING KATHRYN HA

Mr. CLINE. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to honor an exceptional student
athlete from Salem High School and
the Roanoke Valley Governor’s School,
Kathryn Ha.

Kathryn is a two-time Virginia High
School League 4A coed State golf
champion, winning in 2022 and 2024, fin-
ishing the latter with an impressive
score of 68, 2 under par, even in chal-
lenging conditions.

She also captured the 2024 VHSL
girls open State championship and has
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been named the Virginia State Golf As-
sociation’s Junior Girls Player of the
Year for both ‘23 and ‘24.

Under the guidance of Head Coach
Blaine Hancock, Kathryn has competed
at the highest levels, including rep-
resenting the United States at the Jun-
ior Solheim Cup in Spain.

Introduced to golf by her father, Tim
Ha, she credits him with shaping her
mental game, proving that family sup-
port is invaluable.

Academically, Kathryn shines as
well, maintaining a stellar 4.377 GPA.
She plans to continue pursuing her
academic and athletic journey at Van-
derbilt University.

Kathryn’s remarkable achievements
exemplify perseverance, skill, and
sportsmanship. She serves as a role
model not just in her community but
for young athletes across our Nation. I
congratulate Kathryn.

CONGRATULATING CLARKE COUNTY HIGH SCHOOL
BOYS CROSS COUNTRY TEAM

Mr. CLINE. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to congratulate the Clarke Coun-
ty High School boys cross country
team for their remarkable achievement
in winning the Class 2 State champion-
ship. The Eagles placed four runners in
the top 15 and scored 49 points to cap-
ture the program’s first State title
since 2009.

Seniors James Casey, Jackson Ellis,
and Aidan Kreeb each earned all-State
honors for placing in the top 10.

Sophomore Landon Horton earned a
State medal for placing in the top 15,
and sophomore Matthew Lisk rounded
out the scoring. Carter Starley and
Jonathan Hornbaker also ran for the
Clarke County boys team, and Warren
Maiberger, Brody Ellis, and Luke
LaMaster were members of the post-
season championship team.

The team is led by Coach Jeff Web-
ster, who was named the Winchester
Star Cross Country Coach of the Year
for both girls and boys. According to
Webster, the guys simply outperformed
what we thought they would do. To
place 4 runners in the top 15 was just
an exceptional effort and one that
other teams could not match.

Madam Speaker, I once again con-
gratulate the 2024 Clarke County boys
cross country team. Virginia’s Sixth
Congressional District is incredibly
proud of their accomplishment, and I
wish them continued success in the
seasons ahead.

ALLOWING WOMEN TO THRIVE IN SPORTS

Mr. CLINE. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of the Protec-
tion of Women and Girls in Sports Act
of 2025.

Since 1972, Title IX has allowed
women to thrive and excel in sports na-
tionwide. This landmark legislation
has empowered countless women to
compete at the highest levels, achieve-
ments we should honor and protect.

Yet, the left has embarked on a re-
lentless campaign to rewrite Title IX,
aiming to erase the critical distinc-
tions between men and women, boys
and girls. This misguided agenda poses
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a direct threat to the very spirit of
Title IX, opening the doors for biologi-
cal males to compete in women’s
sports, thereby undermining the hard-
won accomplishments of female ath-
letes nationwide.

Let me be clear: House Republicans
will not idly stand by while the radical
left diminishes over five decades of
progress for women.

The Protection of Women and Girls
in Sports Act of 2025 is essential for en-
suring that all young women who as-
pire to play sports have the oppor-
tunity to compete fairly, preserving
fairness and protecting their achieve-
ments. We must safeguard the integ-
rity of female athletics so that young
women can succeed in sports for gen-
erations to come.

———

RISKING CHILD SAFETY TO VILIFY
TRANS KIDS

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

Ms. PRESSLEY. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today to call out harm and hypoc-
risy. This bill, H.R. 28, is couched as a
bill that protects children when it does
the exact opposite.

Madam Speaker, this bill not only
erodes Federal protections for our kids,
but it puts the physical and emotional
safety of every child in our public
schools at risk.

Imagine that you are 8 years old, try-
ing out for the soccer team, and your
coach demands that you show them
your genitals. That is abuse. That is
exploitation. That is egregious, but it
is exactly what this Republican bill
does. It allows adults—not medical pro-
fessionals, just random adults—to de-
mand to inspect our child’s genitals
without parental consent.

As a survivor of a near-decade of
childhood sexual abuse and as a bonus
mom to a school-age daughter, I am
horrified.

To Members of Congress who support
this legislation, you are putting the
safety of children across this Nation at
risk. Why? Because you want to vilify
and harm trans Kkids, children who
should have every right to show up in
this world and live and thrive like any-
one else. You are punching down at the
most vulnerable and exacting harm on
everyone.

I would ask my colleagues: Have you
spoken to any of these children? How
about their parents? They pose no
threat to you, but you pose a threat to
them, denying them their healthcare,
isolating them from their friends, cre-
ating conditions for bullying and even
suicidal ideation.

You are posing a threat to every
child who wants to step onto a soccer
field or pick up a softball bat in this
country.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no”” and to speak out
in strong opposition to this disgusting,
predatory bill that does nothing to
keep a single child safe.
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WE NEED CLEMENCY

Ms. PRESSLEY. Madam Speaker, for
too long, our Nation’s criminal legal
system has been wrought with sys-
temic injustices and biases and has
prioritized cruelty at the expense of re-
habilitation and justice. That is why
we have a mass incarceration crisis.

Nearly one in two adults in America
has had an incarcerated loved one.
Today, in the name of all who have felt
the injustices of the carceral state, we
are standing united to call on Presi-
dent Biden to use his clemency powers
to release people from prison and re-
unite them with their families.

There are mothers like Michelle
West, who 1is incarcerated for the
crimes of her abuser; brothers like
Charles Ellis, Jr., from my district, the
Massachusetts Seventh, who had inef-
fective assistance of counsel when he
committed a crime at the age of 19; and
sons like Ismael Lira, who was sen-
tenced to life in prison for a nonviolent
cannabis charge.

Madam Speaker, why is anyone still
incarcerated for cannabis?

With nearly 1 million people behind
bars, more people per capita than any
other country, it is time for clemency
to put the United States on a path to-
ward ending mass incarceration.

Locked in cages are people who pose
no threat to public safety: the elderly,
disabled, and chronically ill; those who
were wrongly convicted; and people
serving time under outdated sen-
tencing laws.

It is the height of hypocrisy to claim
they are a risk to public safety when
they are the very people at this mo-
ment that we are trusting to keep the
public safe. Eight hundred incarcerated
men are fighting wildfires in California
for $56 a day, only to return to a jail cell
at night. During the pandemic, these
same people were making hand sani-
tizer.

President Biden has the power to
save their lives. That is what this mo-
ment demands, and we are grateful for
his leadership. We need action. We need
compassion. We need clemency.

CELEBRATING HAITIAN INDEPENDENCE DAY

Ms. PRESSLEY. Madam Speaker,
this weekend in my district, the Massa-
chusetts Seventh, community members
came together to celebrate Haitian
Independence Day. There was much
soup joumou, freedom soup, that was
consumed.

On January 1, 1804, Haiti became the
first free Black republic, declaring
independence for all people from colo-
nial rule and enslavement.

This weekend also marks 15 years
since a devastating earthquake killed
thousands and destroyed hundreds of
thousands of homes on the island.
These anniversaries encapsulate the
values of the Haitian people: resistance
and resilience.

The Republic of Haiti continues to
experience heightened violence and po-
litical instability, which is why, as co-
chair of the House Haiti Caucus, I con-
tinue to advocate for humanitarian aid
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to our ally, TPS for migrants, strategic
trade partnerships for economic pros-
perity, and an end to deportations to
Haiti.

Even with just a few days remaining
in the Biden-Harris administration, we
must prioritize stability for Haitians
on the island and in the United States.

———
O 1045
DOGE CAUCUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Iowa (Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS) for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Madam
Speaker, I rise today, proud to an-
nounce that I have joined the bipar-
tisan Congressional DOGE Caucus.
This important initiative is focused on
bringing much needed efficiency to the
Federal Government and reducing
wasteful spending that burdens tax-
payers.

As an Iowan, I know that every dol-
lar counts. Many of my constituents
are living paycheck to paycheck, while
unelected bureaucrats in Washington
continue to waste taxpayer dollars.
That is why I am excited to work
alongside leaders like Vivek
Ramaswamy and Elon Musk who bring
a business-minded approach to reform-
ing government operations.

The national debt has now surpassed
$36 trillion. Since 2003, $2.7 trillion in
improper payments have been made by
Federal agencies. The DOGE Caucus
will work tirelessly to address this
issue, streamline operations, and en-
sure the government is working more
effectively and efficiently for all Amer-
icans.

I look forward to collaborating with
my colleagues and advancing President
Trump’s agenda to rein in wasteful
spending while we work efficiently to
provide services and protect taxpayer
dollars.

PROTECTING WOMEN AND GIRLS IN SPORTS

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Madam
Speaker, I rise in strong support of the
Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act which was introduced by
Representative STEUBE.

In the last term, the House passed
this bill as well, but it was not taken
up by the Senate. This critical legisla-
tion ensures that only biological
women and girls can participate in ath-
letic programs designed for their sex at
birth, preserving fairness and integrity
in women’s sports.

For decades, Title IX has worked to
provide equal opportunities for women
in education and athletics. This bill re-
affirms that commitment by clarifying
that sex is determined by an individ-
ual’s chromosomal expression at birth.

As a physician and a scientist, the
science indicates that males, especially
after puberty, have greater and longer
striated muscle mass which means
they run faster, swim faster, and jump
higher. They also have greater cardiac
volume and greater lung volume which
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also enables them to have greater en-
durance and strength. Those individ-
uals who are competing with women
don’t offer a level playing field for fe-
male athletes.

This bill also requires a report from
the Government Accountability Office
to assess the negative psychological,
developmental, and sociological as-
pects of male participation in female
sports.

Madam Speaker, this is about fair-
ness. It is about protecting women’s
rights and women’s spaces and ensur-
ing that girls have equal opportunities
in athletics, and I urge my colleagues
to support this legislation.

WELCOMING IOWANS TO THE UNITED STATES

PRESIDENTIAL INAUGURATION

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Madam
Speaker, I extend a warm welcome to
the thousands of Iowans, including the
hundreds from Iowa’s First Congres-
sional District, who are traveling to
Washington, D.C., to attend President
Trump’s inauguration. I know that
many of them are making the journey
with their families, friends, and fellow
community members. I am excited to
see such a strong presence of Iowans in
our Nation’s Capital.

From local leaders to activists to
business owners, students, and vet-
erans, Iowans of all walks of life are
coming together to witness this his-
toric event. It is a testament to the
pride and dedication we have in our
State and our country.

My team and I are here to make sure
their experience is as smooth and as
enjoyable as possible. We look forward
to assisting them in any way we can
while they are here. We welcome Iowa
to Washington, D.C.

———————

HONORING DELTA SIGMA THETA
SORORITY, INCORPORATED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Mrs. BEATTY) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. BEATTY. Madam Speaker, I
rise today in honor of the celebration
yesterday of my sorority, Delta Sigma
Theta, Incorporated.

Let me say that it was 112 years ago
yesterday that 22 visionary, young,
Black women at Howard University
came together to create a sorority
rooted in the ideas of change, justice,
and empowerment.

I am a proud life member of this es-
teemed sisterhood. For me, it started
at the Delta Kappa chapter as a fresh-
man at Central State University and
then as a member of the Dayton alum-
ni chapter and now the Columbus,
Ohio, alumni chapter.

I am honored to recognize the ex-
traordinary legacy and contributions
of this organization which have been a
beacon of service, sisterhood, and so-
cial action since its beginning in 1913.

These trailblazers envisioned an or-
ganization that would prioritize service
over socialization, and they had the
foundation for what would become one
of the world’s largest African-Amer-
ican women’s organizations.
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Over the decades, this organization
has tackled some of the most pressing
challenges facing our community. The
National Library Project provided
books to underserved Black commu-
nities in the segregated South. Deltas
became the first sorority to establish
employment counseling and career de-
velopment for Black women. They
partnered with Habitat for Humanity,
building homes for families in need at
home and abroad.

Delta Sigma Theta has earned special
NGO status with the United Nations,
ensuring our voices are heard on the
world’s stage.

Delta Sigma Theta women are among
the most powerful changemakers in
history. Their history includes ceiling-
shattering public servants like Lieu-
tenant Colonel Charity Adams Earley,
who I fondly called Aunt Edna, serving
as the highest-ranking Black woman
officer during World War II.

It includes the Honorable Shirley
Chisolm, the first Black woman elected
to Congress, the first Black woman to
seek a major party’s nomination for
President of these United States and,
yves, the only female of the 13 Members
who founded the Congressional Black
Caucus.

It also includes individuals like Jus-
tice Ketanji Brown Jackson, the first
Black woman to serve on the Supreme
Court.

Delta has defined leadership in a
broad spectrum of influence, from civil
rights icons like Ida B. Wells to cul-
tural legends like Aretha Franklin to
leaders in this very Chamber like chair
of the Congressional Black Caucus,
YVETTE CLARKE, and our brilliant sis-
ters who serve here: Congresswoman
VALERIE FOUSHEE, Congresswoman
STACEY PLASKETT, Congresswoman
Lucy MCBATH, Congresswoman JAS-
MINE CROCKETT, Congresswoman SUM-

MER LEE, Congresswoman JENNIFER
MCCLELLAN, and Senator ANGELA
ALSOBROOKS.

Madam Speaker, as we celebrate
Founders’ Day in Ohio, we recommit
ourselves to the mission and the vision
of Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Incor-
porated: Fostering economic empower-
ment, advancing education, improving
physical and mental health, promoting
international awareness, and, lastly,
engaging in political advocacy. These
values have guided us for 112 years and
will continue to light our way forward.

Let me add that I associate myself
with every word that Congresswoman
AYANNA PRESSLEY said with respect to
what we are rightly naming. When we
think about this bill being proposed, it
is really the child predator empower-
ment act. There is nothing fair or safe
about a teacher, a counselor, a non-
medical professional asking a young
child to remove their garments so they
can be inspected.
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SUPPORTING RELATIONSHIP BE-
TWEEN THE UNITED STATES
AND PUERTO RICO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Puerto Rico (Mr. HERNANDEZ) for 5
minutes. B

Mr. HERNANDEZ. Madam Speaker,
this past weekend, Venezuelan dictator
Nicolas Maduro boldly declared his in-
tention to invade and liberate Puerto
Rico.

As Puerto Rico’s Representative be-
fore the United States Government, I
want to let Mr. Maduro know an over-
whelming majority of Puerto Ricans
support a relationship of permanent
union or permanent association with
the United States, be that as a State or
as a U.S. Commonwealth.

That same overwhelming majority
also defends the right of a respectable
patriotic minority to advocate and
fight for the island’s independence
through peaceful and democratic
means. That respect for differing views
is a hallmark of our democratic values,
something Mr. Maduro clearly does not
understand.

The future of Puerto Rico will be de-
cided by Puerto Ricans in a peaceful
and democratic manner, the same way
that the future of Venezuela should be
decided by the Venezuelan people in a
peaceful and democratic manner.

I will address my constituents in
Spanish.

(Spanish translation of the state-
ment made in English is as follows:)

Este pasado fin de semana el dictador
venezolano Nicolds Maduro anuncié su
intencion de invadir y liberar a Puerto Rico.

Una mayoria abrumadora de los
puertorriquenos respalda la union o asociacion
permanente con los Estados Unidos, a través
del estatus del Estado Libre Asociado o de la
aspiracion de convertir a Puerto Rico en un
estado de la union.

Esa mayoria abrumadora respalda el dere-
cho de una minoria respetable y patridtica de
impulsar pacifica y democraticamente el dere-
cho de Puerto Rico a su independencia.

Esa tolerancia por las diferencias es uno de
los valores fundamentales de nuestra cultura
democratica, algo que Nicoas Maduro es
incapaz de comprender.

Maduro, el futuro de Puerto Rico Ilo
decidiremos pacifica y democraticamente los
puertorriquenos, asi como el futuro de Ven-
ezuela lo deben decidir pacifica vy
democraticamente los venezolanos.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Puerto Rico will provide a
translation to the Chair.

——————

HONORING THE LIFE OF JOSE
“CHA CHA” JIMENEZ

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BosT). The Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. GARCIA) for 5
minutes. ;

Mr. GARCIA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to honor the life of a fight-
er for human rights, Jose ‘‘Cha Cha”
Jimenez who passed away on January
10 after a life dedicated to social jus-
tice.
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Cha Cha, as he was fondly called, was
the founder of the Young Lords, an or-
ganization created by Puerto Rican
teens with the original purpose of pro-
viding a safe space in a changing Chi-
cago.

Inspired by the writings of Dr. Mar-
tin Luther King, Malcolm X, and Puer-
to Rican leader Pedro Albizu Campos,
Cha Cha transformed the Young Lords
from a street organization into a social
justice group to fight for equality and
freedom beyond Chicago. The move-
ment was rooted in the self-determina-
tion of Puerto Ricans on the island and
the mainland.

They organized actions against
gentrification and displacement of
Puerto Ricans in Lincoln Park, Chi-
cago. They fought against police bru-
tality and brought much needed basic
services like education, childcare, and
health services to our neighborhoods.

Cha Cha understood that the Latino
and Black communities were facing
similar struggles and forged an alli-
ance with the Black Panthers to help
underserved, low-income communities.
Soon after, they partnered with a
group of White, low-income residents
called the Young Patriots, establishing
Chicago’s Rainbow Coalition.

Cha Cha’s leadership united people of
all backgrounds to fight collectively
for a better future, and his legacy will
live on for generations to come.

May he rest in power.

HONORING THE VILLAGE OF RIVERSIDE, ILLINOIS

Mr. GARCIA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to honor the village of Riv-
erside, Illinois, which this year cele-
brates its 1560th anniversary. Originally
called Aux Plains, this charming vil-
lage is known for its peaceful river-
banks and scenic forested areas.

On August 8, 1875, Riverside elected
its first village president and trustees.
Over the decades, it has become a
thriving community, earning the title
of: ““Village in the Forest.”

With its expansive green parkways,
iconic gaslit street lanterns, and curvi-
linear streets, the village’s charm is
matched by its distinction as a na-
tional historic landmark, a title that it
has proudly held since 1970 in part
thanks to the numerous home designs
by famous architects such as Frank
Lloyd Wright, Olmsted & Vaux,
Jenney, Sullivan, and Drummond.

We congratulate Riverside on this in-
credible milestone and look forward to
celebrating all year long.

HONORING THE LIFE OF JUAN SOLIZ

Mr. GARCIA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to honor the life of Juan
Soliz who passed away in December of
2024. Juan was a public servant, educa-
tor, attorney, and an advocate for im-
migrants and indigenous peoples.

He served our community with pas-
sion and dedication. Born in Texas to
Mexican parents, Juan’s hard work
took him to college and later law
school in Washington State. He moved
to Chicago in 1978 to join the Legal As-
sistance Foundation and never stopped
working for the rights of immigrants
and for immigration reform.
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My friend, Juan, was the first Mexi-
can American elected to the Illinois
General Assembly in 1984. In 1987, he
became the first Mexican American to
represent Chicago’s 26th Ward as alder-
man. He uplifted voter rights and
brought Latino representation to Chi-
cago’s southwest side, and for that he
will be remembered.
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COMBATING PREVENTABLE
AMPUTATIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
New Jersey (Mrs. MCIVER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. MCIVER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
announce that on Friday I was proud to
introduce the Amputation Reduction
and Compassion, or ARC, Act to help
combat preventable amputations
brought on by peripheral artery dis-
ease, also known as PAD.

The ARC Act will save lives and re-
duce amputations by ensuring high-
risk Medicare and Medicaid recipients
have access to PAD screenings at no
additional cost. Lowering costs will
allow for better screening, earlier de-
tection and treatment, and remove
cost-prohibitive barriers to care.

This bill is very special to me, as it
was first introduced by my predecessor,
the late Representative Donald Payne,
Jr. I am honored to ensure his work for
better, more accessible care and his
legacy are carried on with the ARC
Act.

With the co-leadership of Representa-
tives JONATHAN JACKSON and ROBIN
KELLY, I am proud to introduce the
ARC Act to save limbs, reduce patient
costs, and save lives.

EVERY KID IS AT RISK

Mrs. MCIVER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
object to the dangerous bill, H.R. 28,
the Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act of 2025, better known as the
child predator empowerment act.

As the mom of an 8-year-old little
girl who loves sports, who loves soccer,
this bill is invasive to young girls but
also dangerous to every kid. It puts
every kid at risk. Every Kkid is at risk
under this bill. I ask my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘no”’ on this bill.

———

RECOGNIZING TREMENDOUS
ACHIEVEMENTS OF THE BIDEN-
HARRIS ADMINISTRATION

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

Ms. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the tremendous
achievements of President Joe Biden,
the 46th President of the United
States.

While I could spend my time high-
lighting the nearly innumerable
achievements of his administration, I
rise to celebrate what this Nation is
today because of President Biden’s
leadership, a nation on the rise.
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President Biden and Vice President
HARRIS inherited a nation in crisis; the
greatest public health crisis in genera-
tions coupled with a threatening eco-
nomic downturn with rising costs and
high unemployment.

President Biden recognized this head-
on. He saw what our Nation needed,
and he acted with a jump-start of eco-
nomic investment to get Americans
working, moving, and innovating like
never before. Alongside congressional
leaders, he delivered for the American

people.
President Biden delivered historic in-
vestments into our communities

through the American Rescue Plan, the
Bipartisan Infrastructure Law, the
CHIPS and Science Act, and the Infla-
tion Reduction Act, just to name a few.

These historic legislative packages
unleashed hundreds of billions of dol-
lars into our communities to get us
moving and growing again.

The national statistics may highlight
the breadth and depth of these historic
investments, but no place speaks bet-
ter to the generational change created
by President Biden’s leadership like
my home State of Michigan with $13
billion in infrastructure funding that
has flowed through Michigan.

Mr. Speaker, there have been 62 new
clean energy projects, and the most in
the country have been announced in
Michigan.

Over 400,000 new jobs have been cre-
ated in Michigan, so many, in fact,
that Detroit has been boasting its low-
est levels of unemployment in three
decades.

With the largest investment in the
Great Lakes in decades, nearly all
areas of concern in Michigan will be re-
mediated, including two affecting my
district: the Clinton River and the
River Rouge. Combined with historic
State-level investments, Michigan, the
home of the Flint water crisis, is offi-
cially headed to a lead-free future with
Detroit being lead-free by the end of
the decade.

As home to the Big Three auto-
makers, no place is leading the charge
to electrify our future like we are in
Michigan. We are manufacturing, we
are growing, and we are innovating.

These are stories, these are numbers
that represent the American worker.
American workers have been able to
achieve an economic reality, not just a
political wish list, because of President
Biden’s dedication and leadership.

The needs of the American worker
were heard, including seeing President
Biden be the first President to join
striking workers on a picket line in, of
course, my home State of Michigan
alongside the United Auto Workers.

It is the last week of President
Biden’s historic administration. Presi-
dent Biden is a true public servant who
has stood up every single day of his ca-
reer on behalf of the American people,
who has reached out to the next gen-
eration to make sure that we are
heard, to mentor individuals like my-
self, and who has been selfless in his
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actions. We salute President Biden, and
we recognize him for everything that
he has done and committed to and the
changes he has made.

—————

GRATEFUL AND HONORED TO
SERVE

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

Ms. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I am honored to serve Texas’ 32nd Con-
gressional District in the United States
House of Representatives for the 119th
Congress.

As a Texas-educated attorney for
over 30 years, I know what it takes to
fight for those who need it most.
Throughout my career, I have stood up
for workers, those living with disabil-
ities, students who are being taken ad-
vantage of by for-profit colleges, and so
many of my fellow Texans who needed
someone fighting alongside them.

I took those skills to the Texas State
legislature where I fought for Medicaid
expansion, a fair judicial court system,
consumer protections, and for women
to make their own healthcare decisions
free from government intrusion.

When extremists decided to target
the LGBTQ community in Texas, I
raised my voice and helped kill hun-
dreds of anti-LGBTQ bills that would
have hurt the members of my commu-
nity and their families.

As the trusted voice for Texas’ 32nd
Congressional District in Congress, I
am ready to deliver real results for my
neighbors. That means working to
lower costs across the board; support
and expand infrastructure for the fast-
est growing metroplex in the country;
secure our southern border; and make
healthcare safe, affordable, and reliable
for all Americans.

My home State of Texas plays a huge
role in powering our Nation and our
world. We have a massive economy
that supports millions of jobs, and we
are Mexico’s largest trading partner.

Texas also has the largest border
with our neighbor to the south, and it
will be up to Texas and Texas Demo-
crats to provide meaningful solutions
to the problems that we face. I am
ready to lead on these important
issues.

I am thrilled I will be serving on
three committees this Congress that
will help me deliver these results to
make life better for Texas’ businesses,
middle-class families, and our seniors.

On the House Homeland Security
Committee and House Foreign Affairs
Committee, I will work with my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to
keep our Nation safe and to strengthen
our alliances around the world.

On the House Administration Com-
mittee, I will work tirelessly to protect
the people’s right to vote and to make
sure this institution, the people’s
House, functions in a way that is better
for Texans and all of our Nation’s citi-
Zens.

Let me be clear: The work begins
right now.
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In Congress, I am committed to ris-
ing above the division and coming up
with bipartisan solutions to solve our
Nation’s biggest problems. I will work
with anyone, Democrat or Republican,
who is willing to come together, put
partisanship aside, and to make life
better for the people that we all serve.

I want my constituents to know how
grateful I am to have this opportunity,
and I wake up every day with the mis-
sion and the purpose to serve them in
this Chamber. I thank them so much,
and I want them to know that I will al-
ways have their back here in the
United States Congress.

————
CALIFORNIA FIRES

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

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, we are
all watching the ferocious Palisades,
Eaton, Altadena, and Hurst fires ex-
pand along California’s beautiful Coast.
I can recall my many trips there. Sure-
ly we all love the Tournament of Roses
Parade and the magic of Hollywood.

Our hearts go out today and forever
to come to the thousands of displaced
people, the brave, unrelenting fire and
rescue crews, and the public officials
trying to bring order in the midst of
chaos.

Let me share. Having practiced as a
city and regional planner long before
my election to Congress, I was awe-
struck when I visited there at the large
number of homes built high on forested
mountainsides with many sizeable
mansions at their very peaks.

In fact, most recently, as ranking
Democrat on the House Appropriations
Energy and Water Development and
Related Agencies Subcommittee, I was
flown on an extensive tour over Los
Angeles by a U.S. Army Corps heli-
copter to evaluate freshwater chal-
lenges in that drought-prone region.

As the granddaughter of a forester,
experience led me to question how such
densely developed communities with
housing perched on forested ascending
hillsides could be evacuated in the
event of emergency. My stomach be-
came queasy at the thought, and my
premonition is now being affirmed.

Last fall, I called for Congress to re-
turn to Washington to fully fund
FEMA and the Small Business Admin-
istration to assist with disaster relief
efforts. It took until late December to
approve $28 billion in funding, well
below the $40 billion the Biden admin-
istration requested, and now this hor-
ror has launched.

Statistics show in Canada and the
United States, whether it is along our
Pacific Coast, in Vancouver, or Quebec,
historic precious forests are burning to
the ground during this era of prolonged
drought.

One estimate indicates the recent an-
nual tree loss just in Canada equates to
their forests’ lost capacity to absorb
the annual carbon dioxide from all jet
aviation fuel spewed into the atmos-
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phere across our globe. This chart at-
tests to that.

Just a few years ago due to major
forest fires in Quebec, our southern
Great Lakes region in my home State
of Ohio was covered with an eerie,
hazy, atmospheric soot blowing south
across the border with Canada. What
an out-of-body occurrence never before
encountered where we live. My own
rhododendron plants were smothered
by it.

Long ago, I learned in a forestry
class there is only one way to regen-
erate a forest: burning it to the ground.
Thus, allowing massive communities to
be built in forests is always dangerous.

When I was born, California’s popu-
lation numbered about 10 million peo-
ple. Today, it has quadrupled to over
42.5 million people, and Los Angeles
County’s dense population alone now
numbers over 10 million people, larger
than 80 percent of the States in our
Union. California’s population is pro-
jected to reach 60 million people by
2050, and that is six times its popu-
lation in 1950.

Freshwater is running out.

Challenges to life on a changing con-
tinent and world are daunting, and we
must all ask tough questions about
how to build and rebuild places that
are livable and survivable.
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It will take years to salvage the Los
Angeles neighborhoods, and some will
never be rebuilt. Meanwhile, other re-
gions across our Nation can welcome
fire refugees.

The growing freshwater fights be-
tween communities and States that at-
tend to life in the West are hastening.
More people are demanding more fresh-
water when that is a physical impos-
sibility as aquifers run dry.

There is only so much freshwater. If
one looks at places like the Great
Lakes, we say: How does our Nation
best invest in sustainable water and
energy systems for the coming century
and beyond?

We must think forward, not back-
ward. America must have a more com-
prehensive approach to build forward
sustainable communities.

Step one is to rescue the West, but
there must be attention to resettling
in freshwater regions that are more
sustainable.

For example, advancing freshwater
settlement for our Great Lakes region
will require standing up the Great
Lakes Authority and infusing it with
the ability to relieve bonded indebted-
ness of struggling freshwater commu-
nities. They must be able to financially
reinvest to upgrade their freshwater
systems in places like Flint, Detroit,
Toledo, Cleveland, Youngstown, Mil-
waukee, Kenosha, Chicago, and so
many more. Freshwater is life.

The old expression, “Go west or
south, young man,” still applies, but
our planet is teaching us there are lim-
its to what the Earth can sustain.

Living in the past is not an option.
Onward, America, together.
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RECESS

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

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 16
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

———
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. LOUDERMILK) at noon.

——————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Margaret
Grun Kibben, offered the following
prayer:

God, our teacher, Lord, and friend,
we pray that we would walk where You
lead us this day. Open our eyes to see
Your guidance, to look at each encoun-
ter, regard each situation with Your
eyes.

Open our ears to Your instruction, to
receive every word spoken, every con-
cern voiced, and hear as You would
hear.

Open our hearts to Your wisdom, to
understand the problems, to discern
the solutions, and to respond to each
one as You would respond.

May the perceptions of our world, the
reception of those whom we meet, and
the interpretation of the work You
would have us do reflect that we are
willing and open to learn the unforced
rhythms of grace which You, Yourself,
have taught each one of us.

In Your divine friendship, abide with
us. We rejoice that You have called us
friends and have made Yourself and
Your will known to us in the name of
which we offer this prayer.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House the approval thereof.

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

————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. FLOOD)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. FLOOD led the Pledge of Alle-
giance 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.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests
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for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

REPUBLICANS WILL ENFORCE
BORDER SECURITY

(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, according to a report released
by the House Committee on Homeland
Security, more than 125,000 illegal
alien crossings took place in October
alone, bringing the total number of il-
legal alien crossings since Biden-Harris
of over 11 million nationwide, with
Speaker MIKE JOHNSON warning of over
16 million illegal aliens.

Dangerously, these catastrophic bor-
der crossing figures do not account for
the illegal got-aways, including drug
smugglers and identified terrorists who
threaten every American family.

Sadly, with the duplicitous policies
of Biden-Harris, among those illegal
transgressors are unaccompanied chil-
dren who are suffering at the hands of
cartel smugglers.

Additionally, after meeting with
President Donald Trump this weekend
on Sunday at Mar-a-Lago, I know he is
committed to securing the borders and
protecting families and making Amer-
ica great again.

In conclusion, God bless our troops as
the global war on terrorism continues.
Open borders for dictators put all
Americans at risk of more 9/11 attacks
imminent, as warned by the FBI.
Trump will reinstitute existing laws to
protect American families with peace
through strength.

———
MEAN, CRUEL BULLYING TACTIC

(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, it is
no surprise that the Republican Party
of Matt Gaetz and former GOP Speaker
Dennis Hastert is the same party that
is obsessed with passing a bill today
which I call the child predator em-
powerment act.

Republicans are passing a bill that
allows any adult in a school to inspect
the genitals of our kids before they are
allowed to play sports. That is right,
Republicans’ creepy, weird obsession
with your Kkids’ private parts now
means they are passing bills that let
them inspect what is in your kids’
pants.

What is wrong with them? As a par-
ent, I find this terrifying and down-
right sick. Let me be clear, every kid
should be able to play sports, and this
bill is just a mean, cruel bullying tac-
tic.

My Republican colleagues are ob-
sessed with passing a bill to protect
predators. How about they pass a bill
to protect jobs or pass a bill to fight
wildfires or lower grocery prices? No,
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no, no, Republicans are weirdly ob-
sessed with talking about transgender
people and using that as an excuse to
protect and even empower child preda-
tors.

I think, Mr. Speaker, that we all
know the reason why.

———

HONORING NANCY AND JIM
THOMPSON

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

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize two stalwarts of
community service in Sarpy County,
Nebraska: Nancy and Jim Thompson.

Nancy and Jim have dedicated their
lives to giving back to Nebraska
throughout their nearly five-and-a-half
decades of marriage.

As educators, they played key roles
in forming the Papillion La Vista
School Foundation, helping charter it
nearly 40 years ago.

Their commitment to public service
is equally impressive. Nancy and Jim
were both elected to local and county
office. Nancy had the distinction of
being the first woman elected to the
Sarpy County Board of Commissioners,
and she later served as a State senator
in our unicameral from 1997 to 2006,
where she and I served briefly together.

This week, their lifelong dedication,
especially to Nebraska’s children, will
be honored with the 2025 Reflection
Award from the Midlands Community
Foundation.

On behalf of Nebraska’s First Dis-
trict, congratulations to both Nancy
and Jim. I thank them for their re-
markable service.

————

HONORING JOHN WILLIS MENARD

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

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise to honor the profound legacy of
Mr. John Willis Menard, who in 1868 be-
came the first African American elect-
ed to Congress.

Even after winning 64 percent of the
vote, Members of this body denied him
the rightful opportunity to take his
seat by a vote of 57-130. Nevertheless,
Mr. Menard bravely defended his right
to represent the people of Louisiana
and became the first African American
to speak on this floor. His fight for rep-
resentation, even when denied his dig-
nity and his seat, paved the way for
people like me.

While in 1868 there was not a single
African American in Congress, today
there are 67 African Americans serving
in the 119th Congress, a record number,
largely due in part to the Voting
Rights Act of 1965 and heroes like John
Willis Menard.
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WOMEN’S SPORTS ARE UNDER
THREAT

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

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, we are
well aware that women’s sports are
under threat, and it is high time we ac-
tually finish the job and take a stand
against the threat against them.

I am very happy to partner with Mr.
STEUBE once again in supporting his
bill, the Protection of Women and Girls
in Sports Act, which is about fairness
and ensuring that female athletes have
the opportunity to compete on a level
playing field, on their own playing
field.

Title IX was designed to give women
and girls equal opportunities in sports.
Biological males competing on those
same fields with them undermines that
intent and puts these athletes at a dis-
advantage and a lot of discomfort.

This isn’t about being exclusionary.
It is really recognizing biological reali-
ties and protecting the integrity of
women’s and girls’ sports. Female ath-
letes should not have to compete
against those with inherent physical
advantages.

This bill ensures that women can
continue to compete fairly, earn schol-
arships, earn medals, and achieve their
athletic goals without being sidelined
by unfair competition. We must pro-
tect these opportunities and rights.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the Steube bill and ensure that
in the future women’s sports remain
fair and competitive, especially for
women. Misguided policies erase what
has been built for female athletes all

this time.
———
MAJOR DISASTER DECLARATION
URGED FOR CALIFORNIA
WILDFIRES

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

Mr. CISNEROS. Mr. Speaker, my
heart goes out to all the Angelenos
who have been affected by the wildfires
in Los Angeles County. It has been
heartbreaking to learn of those who
lost their lives and to witness the dev-
astation of entire neighborhoods.

I also want to extend my gratitude to
the firefighters, first responders, and
local officials who have been working
tirelessly around the clock to combat
the wildfires. Their heroism and brav-
ery has been inspiring. I know that be-
cause of their efforts, these wildfires
will soon be contained. There is no
doubt that their swift action saved
lives.

I join Senators PADILLA, SCHIFF, and
46 of my Democratic and Republican
colleagues urging President Biden to
grant Governor Gavin Newsom’s re-
quest for a major disaster declaration.

Thankfully, the President approved
the Governor’s request, and California
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has secured multiple fire management
assistance grants from FEMA to ensure
vital resources are available for local,
State, and Tribal agencies. However,
these grants are not enough.

I am also appalled by the recent calls
from the other side to condition aid on
a debt limit deal. Now is not the time
to politicize this crisis.

I strongly urge House leadership to
immediately bring a supplemental
spending bill to California’s efforts to
combat this fire and make Angelenos
whole again.

———

HONORING INGENUITY OF
INDIGENOUS PEOPLE

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

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the inspiring work
being done by the Rochester Museum &
Science Center, led by curator Jamie
Jacobs, to create a new permanent edu-
cational exhibit that showcases con-
temporary indigenous artists inspired
by their ancestors.

This exhibit, titled: ‘‘Hodinosyo:nih
Continuity/Innovation/Resilience,”
honors the ingenuity of the indigenous
people of North America and explores
the role museums have played in pre-
serving indigenous cultural heritage.

At the heart of the remarkable
project is curator Jamie Jacobs of the
Tonawanda Seneca Nation. His leader-
ship has honored the enduring legacy
of the Hodinosyo:nih people and cre-
ated a space for learning, reflection,
and reconnection.

The community of Rochester, New
York, celebrates this incredible
achievement and extends our deepest
gratitude to the Rochester Museum &
Science Center and Jamie Jacobs for
sharing these essential stories.

————

ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Republican Conference, I
offer a privileged resolution and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 38

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of
Representatives:

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS: Ms. Maloy
(to rank immediately after Mr. Strong).

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND WORKFORCE:
Mr. Wilson of South Carolina, Ms. Foxx, Mr.
Thompson of Pennsylvania, Mr. Grothman,
Ms. Stefanik, Mr. Allen, Mr. Comer, Mr.
Owens, Mrs. McClain, Mrs. Miller of Illinois,
Ms. Letlow, Mr. Kiley of California, Mrs.
Houchin, Mr. Rulli, Mr. Onder, Mr. Mac-
kenzie, Mr. Baumgartner, Mr. Harris of
North Carolina, Mr. Messmer.

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY: Mr.
McCaul, Mr. Higgins of Louisiana, Mr. Guest,
Mr. Gimenez, Mr. Pfluger, Mr. Garbarino,
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Ms. Greene of Georgia, Mr. Tony Gonzales of
Texas, Mr. Luttrell, Mr. Strong, Mr.
Brecheen, Mr. Crane, Mr. Ogles, Mrs. Biggs
of South Carolina, Mr. Evans of Colorado,
Mr. Mackenzie, Mr. Knott.

COMMITTEE ON RULES: Ms. Foxx, Chair,
Mrs. Fischbach, Mr. Norman, Mr. Roy, Mrs.
Houchin, Mr. Langworthy, Mr. Austin Scott
of Georgia, Mr. Griffith, Mr. Jack.

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS: Mr.
Stauber, Mr. Meuser, Ms. Van Duyne, Mr.
Ellzey, Mr. Alford, Mr. LaLota, Mr. Finstad,
Mr. Wied, Mr. Bresnahan, Mr. Jack, Mr.
Downing, Mrs. King-Hinds, Mr. Schmidt.

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND INFRA-
STRUCTURE: Mr. Crawford, Mr. Webster of
Florida, Mr. Massie, Mr. Perry, Mr. Babin,
Mr. Rouzer, Mr. Bost, Mr. LaMalfa, Mr.
Westerman, Mr. Mast, Mr. Stauber, Mr.
Burchett, Mr. Johnson of South Dakota, Mr.
Van Drew, Mr. Nehls, Mr. Mann, Mr. Owens,
Mr. Burlison, Mr. Collins, Mr. Egzell, Mr.
Kiley of California, Mr. Fong, Mr. Wied, Mr.
Barrett, Mr. Begich, Mr. Bresnahan, Mr.
Hurd of Colorado, Mr. Shreve, Mr. McDowell,
Mr. Taylor, Mr. Knott, Mrs. King-Hinds, Mr.
Kennedy of Utah, Mr. Onder.

Mr. FLOOD (during the reading). Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the resolution be considered as read
and printed in the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

RANKING A MEMBER ON A CER-
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEE OF
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Republican Conference, I
offer a privileged resolution and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 39

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
ber be, and is hereby, ranked on the fol-
lowing standing committee of the House of
Representatives:

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS: Ms. Maloy
(to rank immediately after Mr. Strong).

Mr. FLOOD (during the reading). Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the resolution be considered as read
and printed in the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. AGUILAR. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I
offer a privileged resolution and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:
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H. RES. 40

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of
Representatives:

(1) COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES.—Mr.
Courtney, Mr. Garamendi, Mr. Norcross, Mr.
Moulton, Mr. Carbajal, Mr. Khanna, Mr.
Keating, Ms. Houlahan, Mr. Crow, Ms.
Sherrill, Mr. Golden of Maine, Ms. Jacobs,
Ms. Strickland, Mr. Ryan, Mr. Vasquez, Mr.
Deluzio, Ms. Tokuda, Mr. Davis of North
Carolina, Mr. Cisneros, Mr. Sorensen, Ms.
Goodlander, Ms. Elfreth, Mr. Whitesides, Mr.
Tran, Mr. Vindman, Mr. Bell.

(2) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND WORK-
FORCE.—Mr. Grijalva, Mr. Courtney, Ms. Wil-
son of Florida, Ms. Bonamici, Mr. Takano,
Ms. Adams, Mr. DeSaulnier, Mr. Norcross,
Mrs. McBath, Mrs. Hayes, Ms. Omar, Ms.
Stevens, Mr. Casar, Ms. Lee of Pennsylvania,
Mr. Mannion.

(3) COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE.—
Mr. Menendez, to rank immediately after
Mr. Carter of Louisiana.

(4) COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY.—
Mr. Swalwell, Mr. Correa, Mr. Thanedar, Mr.
Magaziner, Mr. Goldman of New York, Mrs.
Ramirez, Mr. Kennedy of New York, Mrs.
Mclver, Ms. Johnson of Texas, Mr.
Hernandez, Ms. Pou, Mr. Turner of Texas.

(56) COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY.—Mr. Nad-
ler, Ms. Lofgren, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Johnson of
Georgia, Mr. Swalwell, Mr. Lieu, Ms.
Jayapal, Mr. Correa, Ms. Scanlon, Mr.
Neguse, Mrs. McBath, Ms. Ross, Ms. Balint,
Mr. Garcia of Illinois, Ms. Kamlager-Dove,
Mr. Moskowitz, Mr. Goldman of New York,
Ms. Crockett.

(6) COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERN-
MENT REFORM.—Ms. Norton, Mr. Lynch, Mr.
Krishnamoorthi, Mr. Khanna, Mr. Mfume,
Ms. Brown, Ms. Stansbury, Mr. Garcia of
California, Mr. Frost, Ms. Lee of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. Casar, Ms. Crockett, Ms. Randall,
Mr. Subramanyam, Ms. Ansari, Mr. Bell, Ms.
Simon, Mr. Min.

(7) COMMITTEE ON RULES.—Mr. McGovern,
Ms. Scanlon, Mr. Neguse, Ms. Leger
Fernandez.

(8) COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS.—Mr.
McGarvey, Ms. Scholten, Mrs. Mclver, Mr.
Cisneros, Ms. Morrison, Mr. Latimer, Mr.
Tran, Ms. Simon, Mr. Olszewski, Mr. Con-
away, Ms. Goodlander.

(9) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN-
FRASTRUCTURE.—Ms. Norton, Mr. Nadler, Mr.
Cohen, Mr. Garamendi, Mr. Johnson of Geor-
gia, Mr. Carson, Ms. Titus, Mr. Huffman, Ms.
Brownley, Ms. Wilson of Florida, Mr.
DeSaulnier, Mr. Carbajal, Mr. Stanton, Ms.
Davids of Kansas, Mr. Garcia of Illinois, Mr.
Pappas, Mr. Moulton, Ms. Strickland, Mr.
Ryan, Ms. Hoyle of Oregon, Mrs. Sykes, Ms.
Scholten, Mrs. Foushee, Mr. Deluzio, Mr.
Garcia of California, Ms. Pou, Ms. McDonald
Rivet, Ms. Friedman, Ms. Gillen, Mr. Fig-
ures.

(10) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS AFFAIRS.—MSs.
Brownley, Mr. Pappas, Mrs. Cherfilus-McCor-
mick, Mr. McGarvey, Mrs. Ramirez, Ms.
Budzinski, Mr. Kennedy of New York, Ms.
Dexter, Mr. Conaway, Ms. Morrison.

Mr. AGUILAR (during the reading).
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the resolution be considered as
read and printed in the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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PROTECTION OF WOMEN AND
GIRLS IN SPORTS ACT OF 2025

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 5, I call up the
bill (H.R. 28) to amend the Education
Amendments of 1972 to provide that for
purposes of determining compliance
with title IX of such Act in athletics,
sex shall be recognized based solely on
a person’s reproductive biology and ge-
netics at birth, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 5, the bill is
considered read.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 28

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 ‘‘Protection
of Women and Girls in Sports Act of 2025,
SEC. 2. AMENDMENT.

Section 901 of the Education Amendments
of 1972 (20 U.S.C. 1681) is amended by adding
at the end the following:

‘“(d)(1) It shall be a violation of subsection
(a) for a recipient of Federal financial assist-
ance who operates, sponsors, or facilitates
athletic programs or activities to permit a
person whose sex is male to participate in an
athletic program or activity that is des-
ignated for women or girls.

‘“(2) For the purposes of this subsection,
sex shall be recognized based solely on a per-
son’s reproductive biology and genetics at
birth.

“(3) For the purposes of this subsection,
the term ‘athletic programs and activities’
includes, but is not limited to, all programs
or activities that are provided conditional
upon participation with any athletic team.

‘“(4) Nothing in this subsection shall be
construed to prohibit a recipient from per-
mitting males to train or practice with an
athletic program or activity that is des-
ignated for women or girls so long as no fe-
male is deprived of a roster spot on a team
or sport, opportunity to participate in a
practice or competition, scholarship, admis-
sion to an educational institution, or any
other benefit that accompanies participating
in the athletic program or activity.

‘“(e) The Comptroller General shall carry
out a study to determine the meaning of the
phrase ‘any other benefit’ as used in sub-
section (d)(4) by looking at benefits to
women or girls of participating in single sex
sports that would be lost by allowing males
to participate. The study shall document the
adverse psychological, developmental,
participatory, and sociological results to
girls of allowing males to compete, be mem-
bers of a sports team, or participants in ath-
letic programs, that are designed for girls,
including displacement or discouragement
from sports participation, deprivation of a
roster spot on a team or sport, loss of the op-
portunity to participate in a practice or
competition, loss of a scholarship or scholar-
ship opportunities, loss or displacement of
admission to an educational institution, dep-
rivation of the benefit of an environment
free of hostility based on sexual assault or
harassment, or any other benefit that ac-
companies participating in the athletics pro-
gram or activity. Further, the Comptroller
General shall submit to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of
the Senate a report that contains the results
of such study.”’.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill
shall be debatable for 1 hour, equally
divided and controlled by the majority
leader and the minority leader or their
respective designees.

The gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
WALBERG) and the gentlewoman from
Oregon (Ms. BONAMICI) each will con-
trol 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous material on H.R. 28.

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

There was no objection.
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Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak in sup-
port of H.R. 28, the Protection of
Women and Girls in Sports Act of 2025,
authored by Representative Greg
Steube.

This bill is about a promise. More
than 50 years ago, this country made a
promise to women and girls across
America. That promise, Title IX, said
women and girls would have equal op-
portunities, both in the classroom and
in athletics.

For years, America has kept her
promise. Prior to Title IX, only 300,000
women and girls participated in high
school and college sports. By the 40th
anniversary of Title IX’s passage, the
number was up to 3 million, and the
numbers have continued to climb and
grow ever since.

Today, female participation in sports
has increased over 1,000 percent at the
high school level and over 600 percent
at the college level since Title IX went
into effect. Unfortunately, these wins
for women and girls ushered in by the
promise of Title IX have been under at-
tack.

The Biden-Harris administration
pushed a radical rewrite of Title IX
that would eliminate policies enacted
by 26 States to protect equal athletic
opportunities for women and girls.
Even with last week’s court order
striking down the regulation and the
Trump administration poised to undo
the harm caused by it, nearly half of
the States have no protections in place
for female athletes.

Mr. Speaker, kicking girls off sports
teams to make way for biological
males takes opportunities away from
these girls. This means fewer college
scholarships and fewer opportunities
for girls. It also makes them second-
class citizens in their own sports and
puts their safety at risk.

The Protection of Women and Girls
in Sports Act of 2025 offers a new prom-
ise to America’s women and girls. It
will strengthen Title IX’s protections
for women, ensure a level playing field
for female athletes, and protect the law
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from current and future radical regu-
latory schemes.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
opposition to the so-called Protection
of Women and Girls in Sports Act of
2025, a bill that will actually do the op-
posite and make sports more dangerous
for women and girls.

In fact, this bill will empower child
predators, putting students across the
country at increased risk. This is a
one-size-fits-all bill that would apply
equally to every sport, from K-12
schools to colleges.

Currently, schools, parents, and com-
munities manage youth sports leagues
and write rules about who can partici-
pate in different sports at different lev-
els. Many State schools and athletic
associations across the country have
allowed equal participation for
transgender athletes for years, and it is
working just fine.

This legislation would revoke all
Federal funding from schools that in-
clude transgender students on girls’
and women’s sports teams. This is
damaging and discriminatory to
transgender students who benefit, as
all students do, from participating in
school sports, and it is also damaging
to the entire school that is threatened
because Federal funding benefits all
students.

I remind my colleauges to keep in
mind that as of last month, of the ap-
proximately 510,000 athletes who play
at the NCAA level, 10 are transgender—
not 10,000, 10 out of 510,000.

Transgender students, like all stu-
dents, deserve the same opportunity as
their peers to learn teamwork, find be-
longing, and grow into well-rounded
adults through sports.

Childhood and adolescence are impor-
tant times for growth and develop-
ment, and sports help students form
healthy habits and develop strong so-
cial and emotional skills. Sports pro-
vide meaningful opportunities for kids
to feel confident in themselves and
learn valuable life lessons about team-
work, leadership, and communication.
Teams provide a place for kids to make
friends and build relationships.

Yet, my colleagues across the aisle
want to take these opportunities away
from certain children. That is discrimi-
natory, and it is wrong. My colleagues
are apparently so afraid of people who
are different than them that they have
manufactured false and dangerous pre-
sumptions based on outdated stereo-
types about transgendered people, espe-
cially transgender women and girls.

Additionally, there is no way this so-
called protection bill could be enforced
without opening the door to harass-
ment and privacy violations. It opens
the door to inspection, not protection,
of women and girls in sports. Will stu-
dents have to undergo exams to prove
they are a girl?
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We are already seeing examples of
harassment and questioning of girls
who may not conform to stereotypical
feminine roles. Will they be subject to
demands for medical tests and private
information? That is intrusive, offen-
sive, and unacceptable, especially from
a party of limited government.

I want to be very clear: There are
real problems harming women and girls
in sports, but transgender students are
not why. Today, we should be working
to solve the real pervasive problems in
athletics that deter women and girls
from participating, including sexual
harassment and assault, lack of equal
resources, and pay inequality.

We should be working on those issues
and also on the issues that improve the
lives of the people we represent back
home, like increasing access to afford-
able healthcare and housing, lowering
costs for everyday Americans, and
fighting the climate crisis.

Instead, here we are again. We have
seen this time and time again: Repub-
licans fearmonger about the trans com-
munity to divert attention from the
fact that they have no real solutions to
help everyday Americans with the
pressing problems they face.

We must not discriminate against
kids because of who they are.
Transgender youth already face high
hurdles. Research shows that this type
of discriminatory policy is associated
with declines in mental health and
higher suicide risk among already
LGBTQI+ youth. We don’t need adults
in Congress making things worse.

As Republican Governor Spencer Cox
from Utah said in his veto statement of
a similar bill: “When in doubt, how-
ever, I always try to err on the side of
kindness, mercy, and compassion.” So
should we all.

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

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3% minutes to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. STEUBE), the sponsor of
this legislation.

Mr. STEUBE. Mr. Speaker, Scripture
reminds us that, at the beginning of
time, God created mankind as males
and females, and He blessed them.

All throughout humanity, we have
recognized as a species that there are
women and there are men, as God cre-
ated, who are obviously biologically
different and, dare I say, scientifically
different. Even science agrees with this
premise.

Yet, our culture and civilization con-
tinue to be subjected to the perverse lie
that there are more than two genders
or that men can be women or women
can be men.

The distinction between men and
women is clear and evident, and the
erasure of this division has been pro-
mulgated by those in the radical left
who seek to dismantle the core founda-
tion of our society.

We must never let our country and
the American way of life surrender to
this immoral ideology. What a shame
it is that, over the last several years,
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the radical left has tried to corrupt the
minds of many Americans with the ide-
ology that gender is just a spectrum,
that it is fluid, or that you can be
whatever you want, whenever you
want, depending on how you feel. To
them, it is just a social construct.

The radical left has taken gender
identity so far that many on the left
can’t even define what a woman is for
fear of retribution or cancelation by
transgender activists. They Thave
adopted completely made-up terms,
such as nonbinary, trans male, and
trans female. Some even say there are
74 genders, everything from agender to
omnigender. There is even an astral
gender, which is having a gender iden-
tity where you feel related to outer
space. How can the radical left be able
to identify that gender, yet they can’t
even define what a woman is?

Not too long ago, progressives would
say all that is ridiculous, but today, it
is their religion. If you question their
lies and fictitious terms, you are la-
beled a transphobic bigot and canceled.

In giving homage to the trans move-
ment, radical leftists have given way
to the corruption of the minds of our
Nation’s youth by dismantling the very
protections that Congress created to
ensure fairness in education and ath-
letics. In 1972, Congress created Title
IX to protect women’s sports and to
give women their own playing field in
athletics. In worship of their trans
idols, radical leftists want to kill Title
IX, abandoning women across the coun-
try.

Parents don’t want biological men in
locker rooms with their daughters, nor
do they believe it is fair that a male
could compete with women in female
athletics. This is why Title IX protec-
tions were implemented in the first
place.

Radical leftists want you to believe
that this is never happening or that it
is so rare that we shouldn’t be con-
cerned.

The other side just made a comment
that so few of these people are involved
in college athletics. The truth of the
matter proves otherwise. In my very
own district, my constituent Emma
Weyant, an incredibly talented swim-
mer and Olympic medalist, lost the
2022 NCAA women’s swimming cham-
pionship title for the 500-meter free-
style by less than 2 seconds. The man
who beat her formerly competed for
years on the men’s swimming team and
took home that title after identifying
as a woman.

It is a sad day in our country when
radical leftists are willing to erase the
rights that women have fought decades
to obtain, all to elevate biological
males to the top of women’s platforms.

An overwhelming majority of Ameri-
cans believe that men don’t belong in
women'’s sports and that we must allow
common sense to prevail. This bill
would deliver upon the mandate the
American people gave Congress to re-
store the integrity of women’s sports,
just as Title IX intended.
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Now is our time to act. If my liberal
colleagues truly believe in supporting
women’s rights, as they often tout,
they will vote in favor of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to
stand for women’s free and fair oppor-
tunities in athletics and to stand for
truth, not lies.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, as
trans student and successful athlete
Rebekah said: ““I know what it is like
to have my gender questioned. . . . It is
invasive and embarrassing. I wouldn’t
want anyone else to have to go through
that,” and, ‘It is awful. Legislators are
bullying kids.”

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
TAKANO).

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong, unequivocal opposition to H.R.
28, the Republican child predator em-
powerment act. This bill lets politi-
cians in Washington dictate to parents,
school districts, and athletic associa-
tions across the country who can and
cannot participate in their local sports
leagues.

It creates a omne-size-fits-all policy
that holds a kindergartner wanting to
play soccer to the same standards as an
elite athlete.

This legislation undermines the very
values we hold dear as Americans—
fairness, opportunity, and the belief in
the power of local communities to
make decisions for themselves.

Even conservative Governors in
States like Indiana and Utah recog-
nized this and vetoed some of these
bills.

Just as troubling, the bill’s language
opens the door to invasive, degrading,
and humiliating physical examinations
of children, children who simply want
to play softball or join a basketball
team.

Mr. Speaker, our communities thrive
when every child can be part of a team,
learn sportsmanship, and challenge
themselves. They falter when we write
exclusion and fear into our laws.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘no.”

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I would
call attention to the fact that, in this
bill, we offer no requirement for any
type of invasive checks on women or
men. They simply have to go to the
birth certificate. That will give the an-
swer.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. RULLI), a
member of the Committee on Edu-
cation and Workforce.

Mr. RULLI. Mr. Speaker, I stand here
today in support of H.R. 28, and I urge
the House to pass this bill.

There is no reason we should even be
having this conversation right now.
H.R. 28 is a women’s rights bill to pro-
tect Title IX, which was constructed to
protect women’s rights.

This first came on my radar while I
was a member of the Ohio Senate. I had
a lesbian couple shopping in my store,
and they asked me to step aside to talk
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to me for a minute. They said that I
needed to protect women’s sports. We
had Title IX. Since we had Stonewall 50
years ago, this couple told me, they
have worked their entire life for wom-
en’s rights.

What my opposition party is doing is
blurring the lines of what is a woman
and what is a man.

My daughter has played soccer her
entire life. She is scared to death to
play right now. She has seen the videos
of what trans athletes have been doing
to women athletes, as far as breaking
their faces in volleyball, basketball,
and baseball.

We do not have a clear, level playing
field when we have the trans commu-
nity participating in women’s sports.
We need to protect the concept of the
woman, and women must be protected.

H.R. 28 is the only path forward. It is
shameful that the opposition party
does not support the protection of
women.

We have to define what a woman is
again, and H.R. 28 is the only vehicle
that could actually protect women in
America, whether it is in high school
or whether it is in college, for them to
pursue their dreams.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, just a
reminder that this bill applies to every
student of every age in every sport the
same way. As Flynn, a successful trans
athlete, said: ‘“The next time you see a
story about trans athletes, think of the
children behind the story who are just
trying to play a game with their
peers.”’

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
ADAMS).

Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I rise be-
cause this bill threatens the principles
that make our schools and sports fields
places of opportunity.

This bill does not protect anyone. It
unjustly targets transgender women
and girls under the guise of fairness,
but exclusion is not fairness, Mr.
Speaker. Fairness is ensuring that
every athlete can participate, grow,
and thrive.

For this reason, at the appropriate
time, I will offer a motion to recommit
this bill back to the committee. If the
House rules permitted, I would have of-
fered the motion with an important
amendment to this bill.

Mr. Speaker, Title IX was originally
passed to address the structural imbal-
ances between men’s and women’s
sports, disparities that continue to
pose an actual threat to women and
girls in sports today.

My amendment, based on my Fair
Play for Women Act, would strengthen
Title IX enforcement and protect all
women by increasing accountability,
transparency, and training in athletic
programs.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to include in the record the text of
the amendment immediately prior to
the vote on the motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from North Carolina?
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There was no objection.
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Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I hope my
colleagues will join me in voting for
the motion to recommit.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. ALLEN) who also chairs the
Education and Workforce Sub-
committee on Health, Employment,
Labor, and Pensions.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for yielding the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the Protecting Women and Girls in
Sports Act, a commonsense bill to en-
sure female athletes only compete with
biological females.

Unfortunately, in just 4 years under
the Biden administration, Title IX has
been under constant attack, jeopard-
izing women’s safety, athletic opportu-
nities, and chances for success.

My colleagues on the other side of
the aisle have followed suit. Last Con-
gress, not one single Democrat voted in
support of this bill on the House floor.

I hear about this issue consistently
in my district and am often told by
parents to put an end to this nonsense.

How many of history’s most prolific
female athletes would never have
reached such heights if they were
forced to compete against biological
males? When will Democrats learn that
the American people fundamentally re-
ject their radical agenda?

A Gallup poll recently said 70 percent
of the American people believe we
should protect women’s sports. I am a
proud father to 3 daughters and a
grandfather to 10 granddaughters, all
of whom have competed or are cur-
rently competing in the sport of their
choice.

This bill is about protecting every fe-
male’s pathway to athletic prowess, ex-
cellence, and opportunity.

I thank Representative STEUBE for
his leadership on this issue. As a co-
sponsor of today’s bill, I strongly urge
a ‘“‘yes’ vote.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1% minutes to the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts (Ms. CLARK), the Demo-
crat whip.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, every single parent worries
about their kids’ safety. Every parent
wants their daughters to be treated
fairly including on the sports field.

That conversation is being had
among parents, schools, experts, and
sports authorities across the country,
as it should be. This bill hijacks those
conversations. It hijacks the real con-
cerns that parents have raised. It ex-
ploits those concerns to place all of our
daughters in danger.

This bill doesn’t protect a girl’s
rights. It eliminates them. It requires
her to answer an adult’s humiliating
questions. It will accelerate our na-
tional crisis of sexual assault on young
women and girls. It puts a target on
the back of every girl, every young
woman who chooses to play sports,
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from T-ball to competitive collegiate
athletes.

Whatever the problem is we are try-
ing to solve, the genital inspection of
little girls is the wrong answer. I urge
my colleagues to reject this bill and
say ‘‘no’’ on empowering predators.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I am
shocked at that description of this leg-
islation and would ask where in the
world that information is found in this
bill. There is no requirement for in-
spections, and there is no necessary ef-
fort other than going to a person’s
birth certificate.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Utah (Mr. OWENS), one
who knows about true competition and
an equal nature and a just nature as
well, as he wears a Super Bowl ring. He
is also the vice chair of the Education
and Workforce Committee and chair of
the Subcommittee on Higher Edu-
cation and Workforce Development.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the Protection of Women
and Girls in Sports Act.

Fifty years ago, Title IX revolution-
ized women’s sports and opened doors
that had been closed for all previous
generations. Because of Title IX, wom-
en’s participation in athletics sky-
rocketed by over 1,000 percent in high
schools and 600 percent in college ath-
letics.

This progress of equal opportunity
for millions of girls and women for
scholarships, honors, careers, and
wealth has been under attack for the
entirety of the Biden administration.

By ignoring the biological, physical,
and genetic differences between men
and women, this administration has
dismantled the level playing field that
women and girls deserve.

This is about fairness, safety, and op-
portunity. When viewed through the
eyes of common sense, it is obvious.
When seen through the results of lost
opportunities, it becomes clear that
something valuable has been stolen.

When men are allowed to compete in
women’s sports, not only are women no
longer safe but they also lose scholar-
ships, championships, and opportuni-
ties to build self-esteem that lasts a
lifetime. Young men also lose when
they embrace this ideology of unfair-
ness and call it admirable. It is called
loss of shame.

I have 5 daughters and 12 grand-
daughters. I have stood on the sidelines
and watched them pour their hearts
and souls into the sports they love. I
have seen their grit, determination,
and pride as they worked hard, hoping
to be victorious. Even when they are
not, these moments of competing add
to the lifelong building blocks of char-
acter.

What message are we sending to our
girls when we tell them their hard
work doesn’t matter? What is our mes-
sage as we cowardly stand by as boys
and men steal their opportunities,
dominate their sports, and erase their
records?

This debate isn’t about sports. It is
about what kind of country we are
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going to be. Do we remain a Nation
that stands with fairness, celebrates
achievement, and defends the rights of
our girls and women, or do we devolve
into a country that bows to radical
ideologies at their expense?

An overwhelming majority of Ameri-
cans have boldly spoken on the vision
of our society. We see it as one in
which we continue to teach our young
men respect.

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

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 15 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Utah.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, the only
respect they earn is the respect to de-
fend and honor womanhood.

Our daughters and women are watch-
ing. The message to men standing
quietly on the sidelines of this issue is:
It is time to man up. These are girls
and women in our lives who depend on
us to stand and fight for what is right.
Now is the time to protect them from
men who want to infringe on their
space and their sports.

To my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle, please join us as we support the
Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, in light
of the comment that the gentleman
from Michigan, who is managing the
time on the other side of the aisle,
made about birth certificates, I want
to remind my colleagues that in the
discussion on a similar bill, we had a
conversation about how out of the mil-
lions of birth certificates in this coun-
try, there are a considerable number of
children who are born either intersex
or with ambiguous genitalia.

How does the gentleman plan to en-
force this bill? Because he is saying
birth certificates but those aren’t nec-
essarily reliable.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG) for the
purpose of a colloquy.

Mr. WALBERG. Certainly. That bill
doesn’t deal with this at all. It deals
with men in sports.

Ms. BONAMICI.
claiming my time.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. NAD-
LER).

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
oppose this hateful bill. This bill is a
cruel attack on transgender children,
already among the most vulnerable in
our society, facing high risks of sui-
cide, violence, and bullying.

Let’s be clear. This bill isn’t about
fairness. The NCAA stated last month
there are fewer than 10 transgender
athletes in collegiate sports out of
510,000, less than 0.002 of 1 percent of
athletes. The rare cases Republicans
cite are outliers, not evidence of a sys-
temic issue.

To deal with this 0.002 of 1 percent,
the bill opens the door to invasive scru-
tiny of all girls’ bodies, violating their
privacy and dignity. Little girls will be
forced to have their biological sex

The

Mr. Speaker, re-
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verified through humiliating physical
examinations of their genitals by
strangers and forced to present docu-
mentation about their anatomy.

In States with similar bans, even
cisgender girls deemed not feminine
enough have faced harassment, humil-
iation, and have been forced to undergo
genital examination. This isn’t fair-
ness. It is cruelty.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
reject this hateful bill and focus on
real issues affecting our schools and
communities.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Mrs. MILLER), a member of the
Education and Workforce Committee
and a strong leader in protecting wom-
anhood, girls, and Title IX.

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in defense of women. I
rise in support of the Protection of
Women and Girls in Sports Act which
safeguards our daughters from the rad-
ical Democrats’ agenda to have our
daughters and granddaughters compete
against and share locker rooms with
men.

Allowing grown men to compete in
women’s sports puts the safety of our
daughters at risk. We have already
seen numerous examples of female ath-
letes being injured by grown men who
claim to be women.

The physical advantages possessed by
male athletes are undeniable. Allowing
men to compete alongside women un-
dermines the integrity of women’s
sports and diminishes the hard work,
dedication, and dreams of female ath-
letes.

This bill ensures that individuals
participate in sports according to their
biological sex and keeps men out of our
daughters’ locker rooms and showers.
By passing this bill, we honor the leg-
acy of Title IX and protect the future
of women’s athletics.

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

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 5 seconds to the gentle-
woman from Illinois.

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, we are sending a clear message to
the radical Democrats we will no
longer tolerate our daughters being
taken advantage of.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from Ari-
zona (Ms. ANSARI).

Ms. ANSARI. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to oppose the GOP child predator
empowerment act. This bill is an egre-
gious attack on young women and
girls.

Everyone in this room knows that
this legislation has the power to
threaten the physical and mental safe-
ty of minors. Schools and athletic in-
stitutions already have rules around
fairness and safety in children’s sports.
This is literally why we have the
NCAA. This bill is textbook govern-
ment overreach meant to fuel division.

Further, this bill provides no enforce-
ment guidelines, insinuating that Re-
publicans are just fine with subjecting



H130

young women and girls to invasive,
humiliating medical examinations and
physical inspections.

This is an attack on the mental and
sexual safety of all girls in this coun-
try as young as kindergarten. Every-
one deserves to have the opportunity
to learn the camaraderie and life les-
sons that come with playing sports.

I urge a strong ‘‘no’ on this legisla-
tion because I believe we should make
our children safer, not empower adult
strangers to investigate their most pri-
vate physicality.

Congress needs to get back to our
jobs, lowering costs for everyday fami-
lies and working on issues that address
the vast majority of us.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. ONDER), a new member of
the Education and Workforce Com-
mittee.

Mr. ONDER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 28 and urge the House
to pass this important bill.

For the past 50 years, Title IX has
been an unqualified success at increas-
ing participation of girls and young
women in sports at both the collegiate
and secondary level.

For 2 years, by allowing men identi-
fying as women to dominate many
events in women’s sports, the Biden ad-
ministration has perversely used Title
IX to destroy the very gains that Title
IX has fostered for young women.

The issue is one of fundamental fair-
ness. Males have a greater lung capac-
ity, larger heart, more bone density,
and dramatically more muscle mass
than girls, all of which lead to an enor-
mous competitive advantage in many
sports.

Champion Olympic sprinter Allyson
Felix’s lifetime best time in the 400
meter was 49.26 seconds. In 2017 alone,
15,000 young men, high school men and
boys, outperformed that time. Swim-
mer Will Thomas, a/k/a Lia Thomas,
ranked 462nd in his sport as a man,
only to steal the NCAA 500-meter free-
style championship as a purported
woman.

To accept men in women’s sports is
to destroy women’s sports. Being a
male or female is a biological reality
that cannot be changed by a few
months of hormones or by clothes or
by radical gender ideology. The future
of our young women and girls and the
gains they have made through 50 years
of Title IX must be protected.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this important bill.

O 1245

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, may I
inquire as to the time remaining on
both sides.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Oregon has 18 minutes
remaining. The gentleman from Michi-
gan has 15 minutes remaining.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Ms. KELLY).

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
every child should be afforded the op-
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portunity to learn the essential lessons
of sportsmanship, resilience, and dis-
cipline that playing team sports offers.
This includes transgender children who
make up a very small number of young
athletes.

A transgender child who joins a
sports team does so for the same rea-
son that any other child does. They
want to stay active, feed their hunger
for competition, and form friendships
with children their age. This typical
experience, however, has been stifled
by politicians who want to exercise au-
thority on transgender students by pro-
hibiting them from participating on
sports teams with their peers.

This bill distracts us from what real-
ly matters to our constituents. I
thought my colleagues would join me
in wanting to continue delivering for
people back home by expanding
healthcare initiatives, improving eco-
nomic opportunities, and fostering pub-
lic safety. Instead, an attack has been
launched on a community of
marginalized people.

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

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. HARRIS), an incoming
member of the Education and Work-
force Committee.

Mr. HARRIS of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, in 2022 North Carolina high
schooler Peyton McNabb was seriously
injured when a teenage boy spiked a
ball into her head during a girls
volleyball game, leaving her with a
concussion and permanent injuries.

Despite stories like Peyton’s, the left
continues to want us to believe it is to-
tally safe for men to compete against
women. In fact, the current adminis-
tration tried to impose this radical
agenda across our Nation.

The truth is, President Biden’s at-
tempt to redefine the word ‘‘sex’ in
Title IX robs our daughters of oppor-
tunity and leaves them vulnerable.

Thankfully, the Biden administra-
tion’s perverted rule was invalidated at
the national level by a Federal court
just this past week.

However, I stand today because Con-
gress needs to make it clear that Title
IX cannot and will not be weaponized
to perpetuate a lie that men can be-
come women.

This bill simply affirms common
sense and reflects reality. Men and
women are uniquely created by God,
and no amount of testosterone therapy
can reverse biological design.

On behalf of the women and girls I
represent in North Carolina and those
across America, I will vote ‘‘yes” for
the Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act and fight to restore sanity.
I urge all of my colleagues to do the
same.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, just an-
other reminder that this bill is a blan-
ket ban that treats every age student
in every sport the same.

I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY).
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Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill
is a cynical scapegoating of a vulner-
able population. To make matters
worse, it is a hateful attack on Kkids.
Trans kids deserve to play sports just
like their peers, and Congress can’t bar
them from the field.

All young people should be able to
benefit from team sports—building
character, developing friendships, and
improving their mental health.

Organizations like the NCAA, Inter-
national Olympic Committee, and
State athletic boards have included
trans athletes for years. Instead of fol-
lowing their lead, my colleagues want
to codify hate and discrimination
against all trans kids in all sports.

Not so long ago, all women were
banned from school sports until the
passage of Title IX. Even then, extrem-
ists preached that women playing
sports was the end of sports as we know
it.

Today’s rhetoric about trans women
and girls is no different and will soon
be seen as just as outdated and absurd.

Every child should be able to join a
team that is consistent with their gen-
der and benefit from sports.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. MESSMER), who is an incoming
member of the Education and Work-
force Committee.

Mr. MESSMER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Chairman WALBERG for yielding the
time, and I thank Congressman STEUBE
for introducing this important legisla-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
Protecting Women and Girls in Sports
Act and would like to clarify a com-
ment from the gentleman on the other
side of the aisle that as majority leader
of the Indiana Senate, we easily
overrode the Governor’s veto of our
State law protecting women in sports.

Since the passage of Title IX in 1972,
female participation at the high school
and collegiate level has risen dramati-
cally.

Competitive sports are very impor-
tant to the students and families in In-
diana’s Eighth District and all athletes
around this great country.

The Biden administration’s recent
attempt to rewrite and reimagine Title
IX is threatening to erase more than 50
years of progress and women’s rights
and equal opportunities for all female
athletes.

It is a simple fact of life that men
and women are biologically different
and that men and boys have levels of
strength that women and girls do not
have.

Allowing men to compete in women’s
sports is unfair to the women and girls,
and it takes away their chances to re-
ceive scholarships and be recognized
and rewarded for their hard work,
skills, and accomplishments.

Over the last couple of years, we have
all watched in disbelief as top female
athletes are losing their hard-earned
titles to biological males who are com-
peting as females.
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Americans are also horrified to learn
about the injuries women and girls are
facing when in competition with a bio-
logical male.

As a father and a grandfather, I am
entirely against forcing anybody’s
daughter or granddaughter to have to
share a women’s locker room with any-
one other than women and girls.

The results of the November election
have made it clear that Americans
agree with me and my colleagues.

It is time for a change back to the
way things were intended to be. Title
IX was created to protect equality and
opportunity for women and girls in
sports. Thanks to this legislation, we
will go back to doing just that.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ).

Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ. Mr. Speaker,
here we are today. Republicans, who
have voted consistently against the Vi-
olence Against Women Act, who have
taken away the rights of all women to
choose and have control over their own
body, who as women are bleeding out
in parking lots across the country,
standing there allowing us to die, now
want to pretend today that they care
about women.

Why? To open up gender, and, yes,
genital examinations into little girls in
this country in the so-called name of
attacking trans girls. To that, today,
what we have to say are two words: Not
today.

The majority right now says there is
no place in this bill that says it opens
up for genital examinations. Well, here
is the thing: There is no enforcement
mechanism in this bill. When there is
no enforcement mechanism, you open
the door to every enforcement mecha-
nism.

Trans girls are girls, and for all the
folks that are so concerned, thank you
for your concern about women for the
first time that I have seen. I don’t
know about you all, I don’t know who
has been to gym class lately, but even
if you only believe in two genders, 1
have played coed sports all the time.

What this also opens the door for is
for women to try to perform a very spe-
cific kind of femininity for the very
kind of men who are drafting this bill
and to open up questioning of who is a
woman because of how we look, how we
present ourselves, and, yes, what we
choose to do with our bodies.

I know who loves this bill. Yes, big-
oted folks love this bill. Assaulters
love this bill. Also, CEOs love this bill,
because Los Angeles is on fire right
now, and this is the number one pri-
ority that the majority has.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
12 minutes to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. CARTER), the chair of the
House Energy and Commerce Energy
Subcommittee.

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in strong support of the
Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act, which ensures fairness and
safety in girls athletics.
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For the past 4 years, the Biden-Har-
ris administration and congressional
Democrats have made it very clear:
They want men competing against our
daughters and granddaughters. They
want to force schools to allow biologi-
cal males to share private spaces with
biological females and compete in
women’s sports. That is wrong.

In fact, the vast majority of Ameri-
cans agree that men do not belong in
women’s sports or in women’s locker
rooms.

Ask working-class Americans if Mi-
chael Phelps should have swum the
women’s 200-meter freestyle. The an-
swer is no.

That is why we must protect wom-
en’s sports, and under President-elect
Trump’s leadership we are already ful-
filling that promise.

This week, the House of Representa-
tives will stand with all young women
and girls who deserve to have the op-
portunity to compete safely and fairly.

As a grandfather to six wonderful, ca-
pable granddaughters, this is impor-
tant to me. This bill will safeguard and
uphold the integrity and safety of
women’s sports and the true intention
of Title IX, allowing all women the op-
portunity to achieve excellence in
sports.

I commend Representative STEUBE
for working on this issue, and I urge
my colleagues to join me in supporting
the Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Oregon has 14 minutes
remaining. The gentleman from Michi-
gan has 10 minutes remaining.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. LANDSMAN).

Mr. LANDSMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hate
bullies. This bill is about bullying chil-
dren. Children struggle with identity,
gender, and otherwise. As a parent of
two and a former teacher, I need all
adults, including politicians and law-
makers, to help my wife and I protect
our children, to support them, to give
them a sense of purpose and belonging.

This bill does the opposite. You are
just picking on children.

Our government is not supposed to be
this intrusive. Your government has
become incredibly intrusive. You are in
our doctors’ offices banning reproduc-
tive freedom. You are in our class-
rooms banning books and telling teach-
ers what they can and cannot say. Now
you are in my daughter’s locker room
requiring physical exams of children.

It is so profoundly disgusting and in-
appropriate and un-American. We have
an economy to fix, a border crisis to
address, a budget to balance. My re-
quest to my colleagues is to focus. Stop
bullying children.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their com-
ments to the Chair.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1%2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Wyoming (Ms. HAGEMAN).
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Ms. HAGEMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of H.R. 28 to prohibit feder-
ally funded schools from allowing men
to compete in women’s sports.

Mr. Speaker, I find it truly stag-
gering that we as Congress have to
even consider such an issue, but here
we are.

Under the last 4 years of the out-
going administration, we have wit-
nessed the imposition of a radical gen-
der ideology that has disregarded the
most fundamentals of biological prin-
ciples with an expectation that Ameri-
cans must redefine their perception
and beliefs, no questions asked.

We have stood by and watched as this
administration and career D.C. bureau-
crats have sought to twist and manipu-
late the meaning and purpose behind
Title IX, which, if successful, would
have disenfranchised the very women
and girls that Title IX was meant to
protect.

Despite Title IX, for over half a cen-
tury since its inception, having paved
the way for millions of women and
girls, including myself, to achieve their
dreams, its very existence has been
consistently under threat on behalf of
an unaccountable Federal bureaucracy.

It is past time that we as a govern-
ment restore the sanity that has been
lost over the last 4 years, and it brings
me great pride to witness this critical
issue at the forefront of the new Con-
gress so that we may truly act upon
the American people’s mandate.

As a cosponsor of this bill, I thank
Representative STEUBE along with the
Education and Workforce Committee
for their committed leadership on this
issue, and I urge all my colleagues to
support H.R. 28.

O 1300

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. JACOBS).

Ms. JACOBS. Mr. Speaker, it is hon-
estly hard to know where even to start
with this bill.

Maybe let’s start with the name.
This bill doesn’t even come close to
protecting women and girls in sports.
In fact, it puts all women and girls in
danger of sexual abuse.

I hear my colleagues say, no, this
wouldn’t require genital exams. Let me
tell you, Mr. Speaker, we have already
seen an investigation like this happen
at a high school in Utah.
Unsurprisingly, they wrongly targeted
someone who wasn’t trans.

If this bill is passed into law, then
there are only a few ways to actually
enforce it, and that is genital inspec-
tions and asking young girls very inap-
propriate questions about their men-
strual cycles.

My colleagues know that I am 35
years old, and I love talking about my
period. I think it is important we talk
about it. We shouldn’t be making
young girls answer these questions to
people they don’t even trust.

If this bill is passed into law, then
these kinds of secret investigations,
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shady questions, and surveillance of
kids could happen all across this coun-
try.

This does not protect women and
girls. This only further jeopardizes
their safety and security when they are
playing sports. This bill is sloppy,
vague, and prejudiced.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1% minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. PFLUGER).

Mr. PFLUGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in full support of H.R. 28, the
Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act.

Female athletes should never be
forced to compete against biological
men in sports, plain and simple. Allow-
ing biological men to compete in fe-
male sports is not only a complete and
utter failure to women who have
trained their whole lives to achieve
their dreams, but it also completely ig-
nores the scientific fact that men and
women have clear biological dif-
ferences that make competing on the
same sports team unfair and dan-
gerous.

Mr. Speaker, last year, the Biden ad-
ministration tried to push a radical
Title IX change that would have pre-
vented any institution receiving Fed-
eral funding from banning biological
men from competing in women’s
sports. That is insane.

Educational institutions have a re-
sponsibility to protect the women and
girls who attend them, and this legisla-
tion ensures that they will be able to
do just that.

Let me be clear: Allowing biological
men to compete in women’s sports
hurts women. It takes away opportuni-
ties, scholarship funds, and titles that
are meant for women.

As a father of three girls, this is per-
sonal to me. I want my girls to be able
to succeed in the sports that they play.
I want them to be safe. I want that to
be a level playing field. What we are
talking about here is protecting
women, protecting my three girls.

The Protection of Women and Girls
in Sports Act will prevent schools from
allowing biological men to compete in
women’s sports by defining sex in an
athletic competition by genetics at
birth.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentlemen
from Florida (Mr. STEUBE), my good
friend, for leading this effort, and I
urge all of my colleagues to vote
“yeS.”

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from Or-
egon (Ms. SALINAS).

Ms. SALINAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong opposition to H.R. 28.

As a mother to a former child ath-
lete, I get the need to keep our daugh-
ters safe and ensure our school sports
are fair. Sadly, there is nothing in this
bill to improve the safety of our daugh-
ters or improve fair play. In fact, the
bill subjects girls, cisgender and
transgender girls, to harm and ridicule,
and it strips fairness from players, par-
ents, and school communities.
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The bill sets up an unfair playing
field where any parent can raise a con-
cern that a transgender girl might be
playing on a girls’ team, and we know
this is so very rare.

It is unfair to the girls who may be
targeted because they grow faster, play
harder, or simply may be more tal-
ented than their teammates.

This bill is unfair to the school dis-
tricts that can’t navigate the threats
of lawsuits but also can’t afford to lose
Federal funding, leaving students with-
out sports or school meals.

This bill is unfair to the girl athletes
who could be subject to genital inspec-
tion and subject to humiliation, leav-
ing them with a legacy of trauma rath-
er than the lessons of teamwork and
sportsmanship.

Finally, this bill is unfair to the
American people, who are demanding
that we take their call to address the
cost of living seriously.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
leave these decisions in the hands of
parents and local sports authorities
and vote ‘“‘no”” on H.R. 28.

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

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I have
to do a reset here and say: Why are we
in here even having to discuss this?

It is amazing to me that the idea
that we would have XY chromosome
males competing and taking the place
of women and girls in sports is just
mind-blowing.

Where are we at in the country,
where are we as a society, that we are
doing this? It is beyond comprehension
that we are doing this to our girls.

Where are the feminists? Where are
the people who have fought so hard to
get rights for women but now they fade
into the Dbackground over this
transgender situation that we are ad-
vancing way too much in this country?

The young ladies depicted here,
Paula, Lily, and Riley, whom I know
personally, shouldn’t even have to be
in this position here. I commend them
for being such strong leaders, coming
from being athletes trying to do their
thing, just trying to compete for med-
als, scholarships, and things, and hav-
ing those taken away. They have
stepped forward to be leaders when
they didn’t ask to. They probably were
not even that comfortable with the
spotlight. Certainly, they have been
subject to abuse in doing so.

God blessed them with their leader-
ship in stepping forward. We need to
back them up by passing this legisla-
tion and put this to an end.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from Or-
egon (Ms. DEXTER).

Ms. DEXTER. Mr. Speaker, as a
working-class kid who grew up in
sports, the mother of two college ath-
letes, and a physician, I understand
how important sports are to our kids’
development and their sense of commu-
nity.

No child in this country should be de-
nied access to the opportunity to play
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a sport, including our transgender chil-
dren.

I will vote against the GOP child
predator empowerment act because it
does not protect women. It attacks
children.

Under this bill, kids as young as 4
years old could be forced to undergo
invasive medical exams and answer
personal questions about their bodies
from adults they don’t know or trust.

This legislation distorts common-
sense conversations about how to en-
sure fairness in our athletic competi-
tions and instead denies our children
their basic rights and safety.

In Congress, I will continue to stand
up against attacks on our transgender
community because every child in Or-
egon deserves our support and care.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. ALFORD).

Mr. ALFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong and unwavering sup-
port for protecting women, protecting
women’s sports, and passing H.R. 28,
the Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act.

The Biden administration fought to
tear down the decades of progress
women have made in athletics. Women
have been stripped of their earned ti-
tles and live in fear for their safety in
the locker rooms of America, women
like Riley Gaines, Lily Mullens, Paula
Scanlan, and so many others with
unspoken stories.

Last week, the Federal court ruled in
favor of reality. Biden tried to rewrite
Title IX, and his unconstitutional idea
was rejected. Let’s vote in favor of re-
ality today.

The Protection of Women and Girls
in Sports Act clarifies the protections
under Title IX and ensures our women
can continue to compete in fair and se-
cure environments. It is an insult and
utter disgrace to have them robbed of
the triumph by a biological male.

We are told that if this bill passed,
President Biden would veto it. Mr.
Speaker, on November 5, the American
people vetoed the radical left’s progres-
sive agenda. Next week, America will
return to common sense.

I pray that my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle remember com-
mon sense today in this very Chamber.
It is not complex, Mr. Speaker. God in-
tricately created two genders for one
reason.

Men have no business competing in
women'’s sports or being in their locker
rooms.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from
Washington (Ms. RANDALL).

Ms. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today as a queer woman, once the only
girl on my peewee football team, and a
graduate from a women’s college in
strong opposition to H.R. 28.

This bill makes schools less safe for
women and girls. It gives every teach-
er, coach, and parent an opportunity to
police who looks feminine enough to
play. It will put all girls at risk of in-
trusive questions and physical genital
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examinations, dissuading girls’ partici-
pation in sports.

As LGBTQ+ youth continue to face
attacks and targeting from extremist
lawmakers in legislative chambers
across the country and higher rates of
depression and suicide, this bill is dou-
bly dangerous.

In my community, I meet young peo-
ple and parents over and over who have
fled States like Idaho, Texas, and Flor-
ida because they want to live in safe,
welcoming communities where they
know they have a future.

While there are real problems im-
pacting women’s sports, including sex-
ual violence, lack of equal resources,
and pay inequality, this bill does noth-
ing to address them.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to focus on addressing the
pressing issues facing everyday Ameri-
cans and to reject this hateful legisla-
tion.

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

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from
Vermont (Ms. BALINT).

Ms. BALINT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
fierce opposition to this bill.

Trans Americans are not the prob-
lem. This obsession with monitoring
kids’ genitals is absolutely the prob-
lem.

Let’s be clear. This is about kids—my
kids, your kids, all kids, even elemen-
tary school kids playing basketball.

I am a mom of two teens. I am a
former teacher. I know what kids are
going through in school. They are al-
ready self-conscious about their bodies.
They just want to be on the soccer field
with their friends. They certainly do
not want to be humiliated by Members
of Congress.

Let’s talk about what enforcement
looks like because, Mr. Speaker, you
don’t want to talk about it. We know
there is only one logical conclusion to
this. This is interrogation of young
girls about their bodies. This is asking
people to show them what is under-
neath their underwear. That is what we
are talking about. This is the logical
conclusion for this bill.

It is vile, and it is twisted. They
don’t want to talk about the details. It
is an absolute invasion of children’s
privacy. Far from protecting anyone, it
puts our children at risk.

Mr. Speaker, actually, I urge col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to re-
ject this government overreach.

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

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, may I
please inquire as to the time remain-
ing.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MooORE of North Carolina). The gentle-
woman from Oregon has 8 minutes re-
maining.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from Or-
egon (Ms. HOYLE).

Ms. HOYLE of Oregon. Mr. Speaker,
this bill is a clear example of govern-
ment overreach.
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What business does the government
have micromanaging how any sporting
association runs their league? Having a
congressional vote to dictate the terms
of participation in a private sporting
league is a slippery slope. What is next,
voting on what uniforms the Ducks
should wear each Saturday or, more
sinisterly, who can participate based
on race, religion, or national origin?

Government has a role, and this isn’t
it.

How do my colleagues propose to en-
force this bill? Ohio passed the Save
Women’s Sports Act, where a girl
would have to verify her gender by an
exam of her external and internal anat-
omy.

Traumatizing girls who happen to be
late in physically maturing or natu-
rally have a more athletic build to sat-
isfy extreme political agendas is fear-
mongering, cowardice, and downright
creepy.

Who will be doing these inspections?
We do not need Taliban-like enforcers
in our schools.

Every day, women are injured and
murdered in domestic violence and
children are murdered in their class-
rooms. If you want to protect women
and girls, let’s work on that. Until
then, let’s be honest about what this is:
political propaganda that has nothing
to do with lowering costs for working
Americans.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to hear the talk about invasion
of privacy of young kids. It is just not
true. On the other hand, let me explain
to my colleagues what is invasive.

Last year, Riley Gaines, the former
University of Kentucky swimmer, tes-
tified in front of Georgia’s State legis-
lature. In addressing Georgia Tech’s
president, she said: “We did not give
our consent to be exploited and exposed
to a 6-foot-4 fully naked man. Because
you did nothing, that man walked into
the women’s locker room at your uni-
versity and saw me undress down to
full nudity. You allowed college women
to be traumatized . . . on your campus
in this way. Why didn’t you protect
us?”’

I ask the same to my Democratic col-
leagues, Mr. Speaker. Why aren’t they
willing to protect the women and girls
from this invasion of their privacy?

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

0O 1315

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. POCAN).

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Speaker, this is the
third week that we are in the 119th
Congress and the third week that no
bill is before us to lower costs for
Americans.

Instead, before us is a political at-
tempt to divide us as a nation, stigma-
tizing some kids so some adults can get
MAGA merit badges.

The Republican Governor of Utah ve-
toed a similar piece of legislation after
he shared that, of the 75,000 students in
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high school sports in Utah, only 4 were
trans, and only 1 was a girl playing
sports. He also mentioned the very real
86 percent of trans kids reporting
suicidality due to things like adults
stigmatizing kids for political gain.

Instead, today, the proposed solution
in search of an actual problem suggests
we somehow ban girls from sports with
some sort of process to determine who
is a girl. Does this mean hiring poten-
tial predators to peek at the private
parts of kids in locker rooms? That
sounds like an actual problem to me.

Creating a solution to a nonexistent
problem by creating a problem instead
of lowering costs for Americans is a
sign of an ineffective congressional ma-
jority, at best.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote.

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

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from New
Mexico (Ms. STANSBURY).

Ms. STANSBURY. Mr. Speaker, what
I would like to know is, what does this
bill have to do with lowering costs, the
economy, or making our communities
safer?

The answer is nothing.

We are 2 weeks into the 119th Con-
gress, and the GOP is already wasting
our time on political messaging bills.
This bill is not about protecting
women or children. It is the opposite.

It is about government overreach,
telling parents their kids can’t play T-
ball or run track and telling our ath-
letic associations that they can’t regu-
late sports.

It is about bullying trans kids, who
are amongst the most vulnerable in our
communities, and subjecting our chil-
dren to potentially dangerous situa-
tions in their schools. We won’t stand
for it. It has to stop.

H.R. 28 is an assault on the safety of
the trans community and our children.
It puts hate and division over unity,
and it undermines equality in this
country. It has to stop.

Mr. Speaker, that is why I oppose
this bill, and I urge my colleagues to
vote against it.

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

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, may 1
inquire as to how much time I have re-
maining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Oregon has 5 minutes
remaining.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1% minutes to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. FROST).

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, never did I
think that my first debate of this new
Congress would be debating a Repub-
lican bill that empowers pedophiles
and predators. Republicans say it is
about protecting women, but that is a
damned lie.

This bill puts all girls, all children,
at risk in our school systems and
across this entire country.

We have a bill like this in my State
of Florida, and I will tell this quick
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story of a high school student, who was
student government president of her
entire school. Now she is forced to take
classes online after authorities pub-
lished a b500-page report where they
forced her classmates to share whether
or not they have seen her naked in the
locker room and seen her genitalia.

Strangers, adult men, could ask girls
as young as 4 years old personal ques-
tions about their body. My question is,
Republicans say it is about protecting
girls, for people listening at home: Is it
protecting girls to empower strangers
to question your daughter about what
is in their pants? No. It is disgusting.

Is it protecting girls to empower
adult men to ask your daughter to in-
spect what is in her pants while you
are not around? No. That is pedophilia.
It is predatory behavior.

The hate on the other side of the
aisle for trans Americans is so much so
that they are willing to put all of our
children, all of our daughters, at risk
of a serious problem in this country.

Mr. Speaker, to protect our kids, we
have to vote ‘‘no”” on the Republican
child predator empowerment act.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, may I
inquire as to how much time I have re-
maining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Michigan has 3% minutes
remaining.

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

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I in-
clude in the RECORD a letter led by the
National Women’s Law Center and the
Women’s Sports Foundation from 33
national and 34 State and local wom-
en’s and girls’ rights organizations to
voice our vehement opposition to H.R.
28.

JANUARY 13, 2025.

DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS, The National
Women’s Law Center and Women’s Sports
Foundation, joined by the undersigned wom-
en’s and girls’ rights organizations, write to
voice our vehement opposition to H.R. 28 and
S. 9, “The Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act of 2025.”” As organizations deeply
committed to fulfilling the promise of Title
IX of the Education Amendments of 1972 of
equal educational opportunity for all women
and girls, including in school sports, we have
advocated for gender equity in schools for
decades. Far from promoting sex equality in
sports, H.R. 28 and S. 9 are discriminatory
attempts to cause harm to and exclude
transgender, intersex, and nonbinary stu-
dents from school sports and would not pro-
mote fairness or safety in school sports for
women and girls. We thus urge you to reject
this effort to enshrine sex discrimination
and oppose H.R. 28 and S. 9.

H.R. 28 and S. 9 unmistakably constitute
discrimination on the basis of sex. As recog-
nized by the U.S. Supreme Court, numerous
Federal courts, and the U.S. Department of
Education, sex discrimination includes dis-
crimination based on gender identity and sex
characteristics. Title mandate that all stu-
dents must be able to access the benefits and
opportunities of an education free from sex
discrimination includes the right to play
sports.

Rather than promote these goals, the de-
ceptively titled, ‘‘The Protection of Women
and Girls in Sports Act,” promotes discrimi-
nation and makes no effort to address the ac-
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tual, pervasive discriminatory barriers that
women and girls continue to face in school
athletics. H.R. 28 and S. 9 do nothing to ad-
dress the fact that college women have al-
most 60,000 fewer athletic opportunities to
play than men, or that high school girls have
over 1 million fewer opportunities than boys
to play sports. It fails to take any steps to
open opportunities for women and girls of
color, who are disproportionately impacted
by these disparities in participation opportu-
nities. H.R. 28 and S. 9 do not advance poli-
cies to address the second-class treatment
women’s and girls’ teams continue to receive
from their schools as compared to men’s and
boys’ teams when it comes to facilities,
equipment, and travel. These bills do not ad-
dress how colleges and universities have
shortchanged women athletes millions of
dollars in academic assistance. Nor do H.R.
28 and S. 9 seek to strengthen protections
against the rampant sexual abuse student-
athletes of all ages and genders still face. To
put it plainly, one would be hard pressed to
explain how banning transgender women and
girls from playing alongside their peers does
anything to address actual problems of sex
discrimination in sports.

H.R. 28 and S. 9’s real purpose is not to ex-
pand opportunities for women and girls, but
to deny transgender, intersex, and nonbinary
students of their right under Title IX to
equal athletic opportunities. This harms all
women and girls. Recent data from the CDC
shows that state policies that prevent
transgender high school students from play-
ing are correlated with lower participation
by all high school girls between 2011 and 2019;
meanwhile, participation by all girls re-
mained unchanged in states with policies al-
lowing transgender students to play. Sports
participation is linked to increased academic
achievement and fosters in students in-
creased emotional, mental, and physical
well-being and a sense of community.
Amending Title IX to exclude transgender,
intersex, and nonbinary students from these
benefits will undeniably harm these stu-
dents, who because of stigma and discrimina-
tion are already especially vulnerable to iso-
lation and decreased academic performance,
and ultimately harm all women and girls.

Our organizations are deeply concerned
about how H.R. 28 and S. 9 dangerously in-
vite gender policing that threatens all
women and girls. H.R. 28 and S. 9 are vague
and unworkable and could only be imple-
mented by a combination of invasive and
harmful practices. There is no principled
way to apply the bill’s unclear language to
the many girls and young women born with
intersex variations, which by definition, are
variations in ‘‘reproductive biology and ge-
netics at birth.” Similar bans have been
widely used to push girls and women born
with these variations out of sports opportu-
nities and have chilled their participation in
school sports. Additionally, H.R. 28 and S. 9
would inevitably lead to schools and athletic
associations adopting ‘‘sex verification”
practices which may include forcing women
and girls to submit to a variety of invasive,
humiliating, and unscientific practices for
the purported purpose of determining wheth-
er they are ‘“‘really’” girls or women. These
procedures make all women and girls vulner-
able to sexual abuse, but are especially like-
ly to be used to target Black and brown
women and girls who do not conform to
white ideals of femininity, other women and
girls who do not conform to sexist stereo-
types, and nonbinary and gender noncon-
forming students. If H.R. 28 and S. 9 become
law, it would permit school districts, col-
leges and universities, and athletics associa-
tions to become the arbiters of who is ‘‘suffi-
ciently” feminine to play, thereby perpet-
uating harmful racist and sexist stereotypes

January 14, 2025

that punish students for who they are or how
they look, and placing students at further
risk for sexual abuse, including harassment.
And this isn’t speculation. Just last year, a
Utah school board member publicly ques-
tioned the gender of a 16-year-old cisgender
girl playing on a high school basketball team
who wore short hair and baggy clothes. As a
result, the student was subjected to harass-
ment, bullying, and threats of violence, ne-
cessitating police protection for her and her
family.

Every student deserves the opportunity to
participate in sports in a safe environment.
The blanket, discriminatory exclusion that
H.R. 28 and S. 9 would mandate for every age,
every sport, and every level of competition
flies in the face of Title IX’s mandate of
equal access to educational opportunities.
Transgender women and girls have been
playing school sports for years, adhering to
various rules and regulations set by their
state or sport governance organization which
govern their participation. Claims that they
have been unfairly ‘‘dominating’ competi-
tion are utterly false. H.R. 28 and S. 9 pro-
mote fear, dangerous stereotypes, and sex
discrimination based on misinformation, and
they should not become law.

We welcome and support efforts that pro-
tect women and girls in sports, including
those that would fix the problems we identi-
fied above. But this is not what H.R. 28 and
S. 9 do.

As women’s rights and gender justice orga-
nizations, we vehemently reject this dan-
gerous legislation and rhetoric which only
serves to marginalize transgender, non-
binary, and intersex people and encourage
scrutiny and policing of the bodies of all
women and girls in sports. Supporting the
civil rights of women and girls cannot be
separated from championing policies that
protect the rights of transgender, intersex,
and nonbinary individuals’ rights to be free
from sex discrimination, including in school
sports. This, at a minimum, includes voicing
strong opposition to H.R. 28 and S. 9.

If you have questions about this letter,
please contact Shiwali Patel and Sarah
Axelson.

Sincerely,

National Women’s Law Center and Wom-

en’s Sports Foundation, joined by:
NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

A Better Balance, American Association of
University Women (AAUW), American Civil
Liberties Union, Athletes Unlimited, Bend
the Arc: Jewish Action, Callisto, Center for
Policing Equity, Clearinghouse on Women’s
Issues, Empowering Pacific Islander Commu-
nities, End Rape on Campus, Esperanza
United, Family Values @ Work, Feminist
Majority Foundation, Girls for Gender Eq-
uity, Guttmacher Institute, Institute for
Women’s Policy Research, interACT: Advo-
cates for Intersex Youth, Know Your IX, a
project of Advocates for Youth, Ms. Founda-
tion for Women, National Organization for
Women, National Council of Jewish Women
(NCJW), National Latina Institute for Repro-
ductive Justice, National Partnership for
Women & Families, Power to Decide, Red
Wine & Blue, Reproductive Freedom for All
(formerly NARAL Pro-Choice America), Sex-
ual Violence Prevention Association (SVPA),
Shattering Glass, Stop Sexual Assault in
Schools, Transgender Law Center,
VOICEINSPORT Foundation, Women’s
March, YWCA USA.

STATE AND LOCAL ORGANIZATIONS

ASTOP, Inc. Sexual Abuse Center, Boze-
man City for CEDAW Women’s Human
Rights Task Force, MT, Chicago Alliance
Against Sexual Exploitation (CAASE), Deaf
Unity, Diverse & Resilient, Domestic Vio-
lence Escape (DOVE), Inc., Freedom, Inc.,
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Gender Justice, Harvard Law School Gender
Violence Program, Illinois Accountability
Initiative, Illinois Coalition Against Sexual
Assault, KWH Law Center for Social Justice
and Change, Maryland Network Against Do-
mestic Violence, Menagerie Rugby Club,
Minnesota Suns, Montanans for Choice Take
Action, National Council of Jewish Women,
Pennsylvania, National Organization for
Women, Central New York, National Organi-
zation for Women, Columbia Area (MO), Na-
tional Organization for Women, Florida, Na-
tional Organization for Women, Massachu-
setts, National Organization for Women,
Missouri, National Organization for Women,
Montana, National Organization for Women,
Santa Fe, National Organization for Women,
Seattle, Network NOVA, Northwoods Women
Inc., People Of Progression, Public Counsel,
Reach Counseling, Stepping Stones, Inc., The
Tucker Center, Wisconsin Coalition Against
Sexual Assault, Women’s Law Project.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I also
include in the RECORD a letter from
Randi Weingarten, president of the
American Federation of Teachers,
which reads in part:

“On behalf of the 1.8 million mem-
bers of the AFT, I write to urge you to
oppose H.R. 28, the so-called Protection
of Women and Girls in Sports Act of
2025, and to reject its attacks on our
students.”

AFT,
January 13, 2025.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 1.8
million members of the AFT, I write to urge
you to oppose H.R. 28, the so-called Protec-
tion of Women and Girls in Sports Act of
2025, and to reject its attacks on our stu-
dents. This misguided bill bans transgender
kids from participating in school sports,
causing harm and undermining civil rights
for all students.

Rather than focusing on ways to strength-
en public schools, meet the needs of all stu-
dents and families, and protect transgender
students from attacks, this bill targets stu-
dents and blocks them from participating in
school activities alongside their peers.
Schools and colleges are looking for a prac-
tical road map on how to craft athletic poli-
cies and criteria for male and female teams
consistent with Title IX—not a politically
motivated blanket ban. Tragically, H.R. 28
uses Title IX, which is intended to prevent
discrimination, to in fact discriminate.

This is not what parents and families
want. They want Congress to address the ac-
tual challenges confronting them daily.
Down-ballot elections across the country
demonstrate that voters overwhelmingly re-
ject political fights in schools and instead
favor strengthening their public schools and
providing educators the resources they need
to create safe and welcoming environments;
boost academic skills, pave pathways to ca-
reer, college, and beyond; and keep kids safe
from gun and other violence. The new Con-
gress should be working to advance common-
sense solutions that support our nation’s
students, value our nation’s parents and
families, and help our nation’s educators.

H.R. 28 is harmful and cruel. It targets in-
nocent kids who want to live their lives in
peace and play sports on a team with their
friends and classmates. And to make matters
worse, it uses the protection of women and
girls as a smokescreen to further discrimi-
nate against them and open up pathways to
violate their privacy and safety. We know
that if the legislation’s goal were to truly
expand protections for women and girls, it
would provide for equal facilities and equip-
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ment, strengthen sexual harassment protec-
tions and address strategies women athletes
have been advocating for decades—but it
does not.

We stand with parents and families eager
to partner with Congress to meaningfully ad-
dress these issues. Unfortunately, that is not
the focus of this legislation. Please vote
‘“no” on H.R. 28.

Thank you for considering our views on
these issues.

Sincerely,
RANDI WEINGARTEN,
President, AFT.

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

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

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, may 1
inquire as to how much time I have re-
maining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Oregon has 3% minutes
remaining.

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

Mr. Speaker, Congress has the power
and the responsibility to make a real
difference for Americans. Yet, we are
starting this Congress with a bill that
dangerously picks on an extremely
small number of children and young
adults but putting all children and
young adults at risk. These attacks are
fueled by discrimination and not facts.

A poll from 2022 found that two-
thirds of LGBTQI+ youth report that
recent debates about State laws re-
stricting the rights of transgender peo-
ple have negatively affected their men-
tal health. Today, my colleagues are
furthering this hate. America already
has a youth mental health crisis, and
my colleagues are exacerbating it by
promoting these hateful policies, and
that is unacceptable.

Let’s talk about ways to champion
opportunities in sports for all women
and girls. We celebrated the 50th anni-
versary of Title IX 2 years ago, which
protects people from discrimination
based on sex in education programs or
activities.

Under Title IX, we have seen a con-
siderable increase in the number of fe-
male students participating in sports,
but college women still have nearly
60,000 fewer athletic opportunities than
men, and high school girls have about
1 million fewer opportunities to play
sports than high school boys.

Do my colleagues only care about
women’s sports when it benefits par-
tisan talking points? Apparently so be-
cause preventing transgender women
and girls, who make up only a tiny
fraction of a percent of college ath-
letes, from participating in sports
seems to be more important to my col-
leagues than starting this 119th Con-
gress with legislation that would pro-
tect female athletes from assault or
harassment.

Mr. Speaker, we should focus our
work on promoting policies that make
sports safe, accessible, and fair for ev-
eryone. This bill does not do that.

I emphasize that my colleagues still
have not explained how enforcement is
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going to happen without serious and
risky invasions of privacy and the in-
quiry of intensely personal informa-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
show some compassion, show some hu-
manity, and please reject this partisan
bill that will harm our Nation’s youth.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, it saddens me to hear
that my colleagues, who I respect and
enjoy working with on most things, are
totally not recognizing the fact that
the American people, parents, grand-
parents, and teachers, don’t stand with
them and organizations that are re-
ported today aren’t speaking for the
benefit of girls and women.

It is absolutely heart-wrenching to
see daughters and sisters lose races.
The strides women have made across
all corners of the sports world deserve
to be celebrated and protected.

Like it or not, sports are based on
physical ability. Pretending otherwise
is a stark denial of reality.

Erasing sex means ultimately erasing
women, especially when it comes to
sports. Girls and women lose a fair
chance to compete when a biological
male enters the field.

We can’t let women’s sports become
collateral damage in the far left’s cam-
paign against a traditional science-
based understanding of sex. Allowing
women and girls to suffer for the sake
of the dishonesty of wokeness is inex-
cusable.

We need to stand for women and
girls. I believe that the constituents in
overwhelming majority understand
what my colleagues are posturing with
and that that is not what we are talk-
ing about.

We are standing for affirming Title
IX, affirming women, affirming girls,
and protecting them for their abilities
to succeed in the future.

I plead with my Democratic col-
leagues to join us in celebrating women
and girls, the female athlete, and fe-
males in general.

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

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, | include in
the RECORD the second letter | referenced dur-
ing general debate on H.R. 28, a letter led by
the Leadership Conference for Civil and
Human Rights with signatories from 117 na-
tional and 289 regional, state, and local civil
rights organizations rejecting “the so-called
Protection of Women and Girls in Sports Act
of 2025, because it would harm women and
girls and undermine civil rights for all stu-
dents.”

THE LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE,
January 13, 2025.

OPPOSE H.R. 28 TO PROTECT CIVIL RIGHTS

DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS, On behalf of
The Leadership Conference on Civil and
Human Rights, a coalition charged by its di-
verse membership of more than 240 national
organizations to promote and protect the
civil and human rights of all persons in the
United States, and the 414 undersigned orga-
nizations, we call for the full inclusion, pro-
tection, and celebration of transgender, non-
binary, and intersex youth, including access
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to extracurricular activities such as ath-
letics, and to school facilities, safe and in-
clusive school environments, and accurate
and inclusive curriculum. We reject H.R. 28,
the so-called Protection of Women and Girls
in Sports Act of 2025, because it would harm
women and girls and undermine civil rights
for all students.

This discriminatory proposal seeks to ex-
clude transgender, nonbinary, and intersex
people from athletics programs in schools.
Although the authors of the legislation rep-
resent themselves as serving the interests of
cisgender girls and women, this legislation
does not address the longstanding barriers
all girls and women have faced in their pur-
suit of athletics. Instead of providing for
equal facilities, equipment, and travel, or
any other strategy that women athletes have
been pushing for for decades, the bill cyni-
cally veils an attack on transgender people
as a question of athletics policy.

Youth sports often play a significant role
in children’s lives and development, helping
them to develop critical life skills like com-
munication, teamwork, and leadership.
Sports spaces are imperative for all young
people, no matter their gender. Transgender,
nonbinary, and intersex youth want to par-
ticipate in team sports for the same reasons
as their cisgender peers: to be part of a team,
learn sportsmanship, and challenge them-
selves. School athletics are very often the
centerpiece of communities across the coun-
try, and denying transgender, nonbinary, and
intersex youth the chance to participate
only serves to deny them an opportunity to
be part of that community, further isolating
and stigmatizing these youth.

The civil and human rights community is
no stranger to the proffering of a bigoted
agenda as if it were about equal opportunity.
We know about wolves in sheep’s clothing.
We know that when affirmative action poli-
cies created to level the playing field in
higher education admissions are attacked by
opponents of voting rights (as was true in
the Students for Fair Admissions (SFFA) v.
Harvard College/University of North Carolina
cases), that their agenda is not about the
rights of people of color. We know that when
companies profit from poverty wages for dis-
abled people, especially in segregated work
sites (as is the case for sheltered workshops
that pay subminimum wages to disabled
workers), that their agenda is not about
independence and self-determination for
workers. And we know that when opponents
of Title IX, including those who have sought
for decades to weaken its protections and un-
dermine its enforcement, now present them-
selves as the law’s champions, that their
agenda is not about the rights of women and
girls.

Targeting and excluding transgender, non-
binary, and intersex students from participa-
tion in school programming, including ath-
letics programs, alongside their cisgender
peers is harmful to all students and under-
mines the learning environment for every-
one. If schools mark some students effec-
tively as outcasts, they foster an environ-
ment where no student is included and safe.
H.R. 28’s vague language and intrusive focus
on scrutiny of students’ bodies will effec-
tively exclude cisgender girls and women
with intersex variations from participation,
will invite scrutiny and harassment of any
other student perceived by anyone as not
conforming to sex stereotypes, and will like-
ly be disproportionately used to target all
girls and women of color. We support the full
inclusion and protection of transgender, non-
binary, and intersex youth.

We are fortunate that transgender, non-
binary, and intersex people are present in
our community, and we fully embrace them
as members of our community. As organiza-
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tions that care deeply about ending sex-
based discrimination and ensuring equal edu-
cational opportunities, we support laws and
policies that protect transgender people
from discrimination, including full and equal
participation in sports, access to gender-af-
firming care, access to school facilities, and
access to inclusive curriculum. We firmly be-
lieve that an attack on transgender youth is
an attack on civil rights.

We ask all members of Congress to strong-
ly oppose H.R. 28 and to reject attacks on
transgender, nonbinary, and intersex youth;
to commit themselves to meaningfully ad-
vancing policies that support equal oppor-
tunity; and to reassure all students in the
nation’s classrooms that they will have the
chance to learn, grow, and thrive. If you
have any questions, please reach out to Liz
King, senior program director at The Leader-
ship Conference on Civil and Human Rights,
at king@civilrights.org.

Sincerely,
NATIONAL (121)

The Leadership Conference on Civil and
Human Rights; Advocates for Trans Equal-
ity, Advocates for Youth, AFT; American
Association of University Women (AAUW),
American Atheists; American Civil Liberties
Union; American Federation of State; Coun-
ty and Municipal Employees (AFSCME);
American Humanist Association; Amnesty
International USA; Autistic Women & Non-
binary Network; Bayard Rustin Center for
Social Justice; Bazelon Center for Mental
Health Law; Bend the Arc: Jewish Action;
CenterLink: The Community of LGBTQ Cen-
ters; Chrysalis; Clearinghouse on Women’s
Issues; COLAGE; Collective Power for Repro-
ductive Justice; Council for Global Equality;
EdTrust; Education Law Center; Educators
for Excellence; Elevated Access; Empowering
Pacific Islander Communities; Equal Justice
Society; Equal Rights Advocates; Equality
Federation; Equity Forward.

Family Equality, Feminist Majority Foun-
dation, FORGE, Inc., Gender Justice League,
GLAAD, GLMA: Health Professionals Ad-
vancing LGBTQ+ Equality, GLSEN, HAIR
HAS NO GENDER NFP, Human Rights Cam-
paign, Human Rights First, Ibis Reproduc-
tive Health, Impact Fund, Indivisible, inter-
ACT: Advocates for Intersex Youth, Inter-
faith Alliance, Japanese American Citizens
League, Jewish Council for Public Affairs,
Justice and Joy National Collaborative,
Keshet, Labor Council for Latin American
Advancement, Lambda Legal, LatinoJustice
PRLDEF, Lavender Rights Project, Libera-
tion is Lit, LPAC, Matthew Shepard Founda-
tion, Movement Advancement Project,
MPact Global, NAACP, NAACP Legal De-
fense Fund, Nathaniel R. Jones Foundation,
National Asian Pacific American Bar Asso-
ciation (NAPABA), National Association of
Social Workers, National Center for Lesbian
Rights, National Council of Jewish Women,
National Disability Rights Network (NDRN),
National Education Association, National
Hispanic Media Coalition, National LGBTQ
Task Force Action Fund, National LGBTQ+
Bar Association, National LGBTQI+ Cancer
Network, National Network of Abortion
Funds, National Organization for Women.

National Partnership for Women & Fami-
lies, National Urban League, National Wom-
en’s Law Center, Nclusion Plus, NETWORK
Lobby for Catholic Social Justice, Our
Schools USA, Out in Science, Technology,
Engineering & Mathematics, Inc., Patchwork
Transgender Peer Services, People For the
American Way, PFLAG National, Planned
Parenthood Federation of America, Point of
Pride, Popular Democracy, Positive Wom-
en’s Network-USA, Pride At Work, AFL-CIO,
Public Justice, Reproaction, Reproductive
Freedom for All (formerly NARAL Pro-
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Choice America), Safe Schools Action Net-
work, Sam & Devorah Foundation for Trans
Youth, Service Employees International
Union (SEIU), SIECUS: Sex Ed for Social
Change, Sikh American Legal Defense and
Education Fund (SALDEF), State Innova-
tion Exchange (SiX) Action, Tbuddy, The
Advocacy Institute, The Advocates for
Human Rights, The Autistic People of Color
Fund, The Global Trans Equity Project, The
Restaurant Opportunities Centers United
(ROC United), The TransLatin@ Coalition,
Trans in Color, Transathlete, Transcending
Adolescence, TransFamily Support Services,
Transgender Law Center, TransParent,
T’ruah: The Rabbinic Call for Human Rights,
UFCW OUTreach, Union for Reform Juda-
ism, United Church of Christ, URGE: Unite
for Reproductive & Gender Equity, Voices
for Progress, Voters of Tomorrow, Western
States Center, Whitman-Walker Institute,
Youth MOVE National, Youth Seen, YWCA
USA.

REGIONAL/STATE/LOCAL (294)

African American Office of Gay Concerns,
Aces NYC, Adirondack North Country Gen-
der Alliance, Advocates for Children of New
York, AJLL Community Health, Alliance For
Full Acceptance SC, American Federation of
Teachers—Oregon, Arkansas Black Gay
Men’s Forum, Association of Latinos/as/xs
Motivating Action, Azalea Coffee Bar, Bans
Off Miami, Basic Rights Oregon, Battle Born
Progress, Bolingbrook Pride, Brenham
PFLAG, Brooklyn Community Pride Center,
CA LGBTQ Health and Human Services Net-
work, CalPride, CAMP Rehoboth, Campaign
for Southern Equality, Carolina Abortion
Fund, Casa Freehold, Cascade AIDS Project,
Central Coast Coalition for Inclusive
Schools, Charlotte Trans Health, Chat-
tanooga Trans Liberation Collective, Chi-
cago Teachers Union LGBTQ+ Committee,
Chicago Therapy Collective, City of West
Hollywood, Courage California, Crescent
Care, Deerfield IL Chapter of PFLAG, Del-
marva Pride Center, Denver Health and Hos-
pital Authority, Detroit Area Youth Uniting
Michigan (DAYUM), Disability Law Center,
Disability Rights California, Disability
Rights Oregon.

East Bay Sanctuary Covenant, Eastern PA
Trans Equity Project, Education Law Center
Pennsylvania, entre hermanos, Envision:
You, Equality California, Equality Commu-
nity Center, Equality Florida, Equality Illi-
nois, Equality Maine, Equality Michigan,
Equality New Mexico, Equality NY—Buffalo
Chapter, Equality Ohio, Equality South Da-
kota, Equality Texas, Equitas Health, Fair
Wisconsin, Fairness Campaign, Family For-
ward Oregon, Famous Adventures Summer
Camp, Fenway Health, FL. National Organi-
zation for Women, Florida Council of
Churches, Four Corners Rainbow Youth Cen-
ter, Freedom OKklahoma, Garden State
Equality, Gender Alchemy, Gender Justice,
Gender Justice LA, GenderNexus, Georgia
Equality, GLSEN Arizona, GLYS Western
New York Inc., GRACE/End Child Poverty
California, Grand Rapids Trans Foundation,
GSAFE, Harriet Hancock Center Founda-
tion, Hawai‘i ‘Ohana Support Network,
Health Equity Alliance for LGBTQ+ New
Mexicans, Howard Brown Health, Hugh Lane
Wellness Foundation, Hyacinth Foundation.

Illinois Migrant Council, Inland Empire
Prism Collective, Inland Oasis, Jewish Com-
munity Relations Council of Broward Coun-
ty, Jewish Community Relations Council of
Greater Phoenix, Just Us at Oasis Center,
Kol Ami, Latino Equality Alliance, Latino
Network, Lavender Phoenix, Levine Center
To End Hate/Jewish Federation of Greater
Rochester, LGBT Center of Raleigh, LGBT
Center of SE Wisconsin, LGBT Community
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Network, LGBTQ Center OC, LGBTQ Com-
munity Center of the Desert, LGBTQ+ Cen-
ter Lake County, LGBTQ+ Community Cen-
ter of Darke County, LGBTQI+ Rights Clin-
ic, Northwestern Pritzker School of Law,
Life is Work, Los Angeles LGBT Center,
Louisiana Trans Advocates, Louisville Youth
Group, Loving Beyond Understanding, Lyon
Martin Community Health, LYRIC, Mabel
Wadsworth Center, MaineTransNet, Make it
Better for Youth, Make the Road Nevada,
Mama Bears Playgroup, Massachusetts
Transgender Political Coalition,
MassEquality, Metro Trans Umbrella Group,
Michigan Alliance for Special Education,
Michigan Education Justice Coalition,
Michigan Student Power Alliance, Monica
Roberts Resource Center, Montgomery Pride
United/ Bayard Rustin Community Center,
Muncie OUTreach LGBTQ+ Center.

Naper Pride, Nevada Chapter of the Na-
tional Organization for Women, New Alter-
natives For Homeless LGBT Youth, New
Haven Pride Center, New Jersey Safe
Schools Coalition, New Mexico Coalition of
Sexual Assault Programs, Next Up Action
Fund, North County LGBTQ Resource Cen-
ter, North Dakota Human Rights Coalition,
North Shore Alliance of LGBTQ+ Youth
(NAGLY), NoVA Prism Center, Oasis Legal
Services, Office of Strategic Partnerships,
California Department of Health Care Serv-
ices, One Colorado, one-n-ten, OUT Maine,
OutCenter Southwest Michigan, OutFront
Minnesota, OUTMemphis, OutNebraska, Out-
Reach LGBTQ+ Community Center, PAVE,
Peoria Proud, PFLAG Aiken (South Caro-
lina), PFLAG Akron, PFLAG Angleton-
Lake Jackson, PFLAG Athens Area, Geor-

gia, PFLAG Cape Cod, PFLAG Chicago
Metro, PFLAG Clayton-Concord, PFLAG
Collingswood, PFLAG Columbus, Ohio,

PFLAG Council of Northern Illinois, PFLAG
Danville/ Central Susquehanna Valley,
PFLAG  DanvilleKY, PFLAG  Dayton,
PFLAG Decatur, PFLAG Deerfield IL,
PFLAG Delaware, PFLAG Detroit, PFLAG
DuPage, PFLAG Edwardsville, PFLAG Flat
Rock/Hendersonville, NC.

PFLAG Fort Collins / Northern Colorado,
PFLAG Fort Wayne, PFLAG Fort Worth,
PFLAG Frederick, PFLAG Geneva/Tri-Cit-
ies, PFLAG Grayslake/Round Lake, PFLAG
Greater Boston, PFLAG Greater St. Louis,
PFLAG GREENSBURG, PFLAG Hartford,
PFLAG Homewood-Flossmoor, PFLAG
HuntsvilleTX, PFLAG Illinois, PFLAG
Ithaca-Cortland, PFLAG Lafayette/Tippe-
canoe County Indiana, PFLAG Lamorinda,
PFLAG Los Angeles, PFLAG Madison WI,
PFLAG meto chapter, PFLAG NYC, PFLAG
O’ahu, PFLAG Oakland-East Bay, PFLAG
Peoria, PFLAG Plymouth-Canton, PFLAG

Port Charlotte Chapter, PFLAG Sac-
ramento, PFLAG Salisbury, PFLAG San
Diego County, PFLAG San Francisco,

PFLAG San Jose/Peninsula, PFLAG Sandy
Springs, PFLAG Seattle, PFLAG Sonoma
County, PFLAG Southern Maryland, PFLAG
Springfield/SWMO, PFLAG Tinley Park,
PFLAG Tri-Valley, PFLAG Valparaiso,
PFLAG West Chester/Chester County,
PFLAG Youngstown, Philadelphia Asian and
Queer, Pride Action Tank/AIDS Foundation
Chicago, Pride at Work—Hawai’i.

Pride Center of Terre Haute Inc., Pride
Community Center, Inc (Bryan/College Sta-
tion, Texas), Pride in Action, Southern IL,
Pride Lafayette (Indiana), Princess Janae
Place, PRISM FL, Prism United, Pro-Choice
North Carolina, PROMO Missouri, Public
Health Institute of Metropolitan Chicago,
QT Summer Camp, Queer City Therapy,
Queer Keys, Queer Trans Black Indigenous
People of Color Agency, Queermunity Col-
laborative, Rabbi Joseph H. Gumbiner Com-
munity Action Project at Tucson Jewish Mu-
seum & Holocaust Center, Rad Family, a
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project of North Jersey Pride, Rainbow Col-
lective of WNY, Rainbow Families Bay Area
Community Group, Rainbow Labs, Rainbow
Pride Youth Alliance, Reproductive Justice
Action Collective, Resource Center, Rising
Voices, Rochester Rainbow Union, Rockland
County Pride Center, Rocky Mountain
Equality, Rogue Action Center, Sacramento
LGBT Community Center, Salisbury Pride,
San Joaquin Delta College, San Joaquin
Pride Center, INC., Save Our Sisters United,
Serving at-risk families everywhere, Inc.,
Sexual Assault Services Organization, Silver
State Equality-Nevada, Sioux Falls Pride,
SMYAL, SOJOURN: Southern Jewish Re-
source Network for Gender and Sexual Diver-

sity, Solano Pride Center, Somos Familia
Valle, Soul 2 Soul Sisters, South Carolina
Equality.

Southern Arizona AIDS Foundation,

Southwest Women’s Law Center, Spencer
Pride, Inc., St. Stephen’s Episcopal Church,
Support FHPS Action, TaskForce Preven-
tion and Community Services, Tennessee
Equality Project, The Center Project, The
Cherry Fund, The DC LGBTQ+ Community
Center, The GLO Center, The Human Rights
Alliance, The Lavender Room, The LGBTQ
Center of Southern Nevada, The LIAM Foun-
dation, The LOFT LGBTQ+ Community Cen-
ter, The Mahogany Project, The Pinta Pride
Project and Buffalo Grove Pride, The Pride
Center at Equality Park, The San Diego
LGBT Community Center, The Sports Bra,
The Transformation Project South Dakota,
Towards an Anti-Racist North Kingstown
(TANK), TRACTION, Trans Maryland,
Trans-E-Motion, Transformative Justice
Law Project of Illinois, Transgender Michi-
gan, Transgender Resource Center of New
Mexico, Transgender Resource, Advocacy
and Network Service, TransOhio, T-time
Transgender Support, Uniting Pride of
Champaign County, Upstate NY Black &
Latino Pride, Inc., Viet Rainbow of Orange
County, Waves Ahead Corp, We Are Family,
Wild West Access Fund of Nevada, WNY Man
Made Men, Women’s Rights and Empower-
ment Network, Youth Leadership Institute,
Youth Outlook, Youth OUTright, Zebra
Youth.

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

Pursuant to House Resolution 5, the
previous question is ordered on the bill.

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

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

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Ms. Adams of North Carolina moves to re-
commit the bill H.R. 28 to the Committee on
Education and Workforce.

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

Ms. Adams of North Carolina moves to re-
commit the bill H.R. 28 to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the House
forthwith with the following amendment:

Strike all after the enacting clause, and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Fair Play

for Women Act’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.
Congress finds the following:
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(1) More than 50 years ago, Congress passed
title IX of the Education Amendments of
1972 (referred to in this section as ‘‘title
IX”’), helping to transform participation in
and support for women’s sports by barring
discrimination on the basis of sex in all
schools that receive Federal funding, includ-
ing in their athletic programs.

(2) Since the passage of title IX, millions
more women and girls have had the oppor-
tunity to compete in school-based athletics.
In high school athletics, athletic participa-
tion opportunities have increased from near-
ly 300,000 in 1972 to more than 3,400,000 in
2019. In intercollegiate athletics, opportuni-
ties have increased from nearly 30,000 in 1972
to 215,000 in 2020 on teams sponsored by insti-
tutions who are members of the National
Collegiate Athletic Association (referred to
in this section as the “NCAA”).

(3) Despite progress, women and girls still
face unequal opportunities and unfair treat-
ment in school-based athletics. In high
school athletics, girls have over 1,000,000
fewer athletic opportunities than boys, with
schools providing girls with 43 percent of all
athletic opportunities while girls represent
nearly half of all students. In intercollegiate
athletics, colleges would need to provide
women with an additional 148,000 sports op-
portunities to match the same ratio of sports
opportunities per student as is offered to
men. Overall, girls still do not have the par-
ticipation opportunities provided to boys be-
fore the enactment of title IX, over 50 years
ago.

(4) Girls of color are often most impacted
by unequal resources and unfair treatment.
At high schools predominantly attended by
white students, girls have 82 percent of the
opportunities that boys have to play sports,
while at high schools predominantly at-
tended by students of color, girls have only
67 percent of the opportunities that boys
have to play sports.

(5) As part of title IX athletics require-
ments, schools can show they are compliant
by providing athletic participation opportu-
nities for men and women that are substan-
tially proportionate to their respective en-
rollment rates. Yet, a Government Account-
ability Office report from 2024 found that 93
percent of all colleges had athletic participa-
tion rates for women that were lower than
their enrollment rate at the colleges. At 63
percent of colleges, women’s athletic partici-
pation rates were at least 10 percentage
points lower than their enrollment rates.
Overall, the athletic participation rate for
collegiate women was 14 percent less than
their enrollment rate. Despite widespread
noncompliance with title IX athletics re-
quirements, no college has ever had Federal
funding rescinded nor been sued by the Fed-
eral government for noncompliance.

(6) The magnitude of current gaps in inter-
collegiate athletics participation opportuni-
ties is likely undercounted, as investigations
of intercollegiate athletics data have found
that the majority of NCAA member institu-
tions inflate the number of women partici-
pating in sports by double- and triple-count-
ing women athletes who participate in more
than one sport more often than the institu-
tions double- and triple-count their counter-
parts who are men, counting men who are
practice players on women’s teams as women
athletes, and packing women’s teams with
extra players who never end up competing.

(7) Women and girls in sports also face un-
fair treatment. They are frequently provided
worse facilities, equipment, and uniforms
than men and boys, and they receive less fi-
nancial support and publicity from their
schools. In the 2019-2020 academic year,
women received $252,000,000 less than men in
athletic-based scholarships, and for every
dollar colleges spent on recruiting, travel,



H138

and equipment for men’s sports, they spent
58 cents, 62 cents, and 73 cents, respectively,
for women'’s sports.

(8) Amid ongoing unfair treatment, ath-
letes and athletics-related staff too often are
unaware of the rights and obligations pro-
vided by title IX. In surveys of children and
their parents, the majority report not know-
ing what title IX is. A study conducted by
the Government Accountability Office in
2017 found that most high school athletic ad-
ministrators were unaware of who their title
IX coordinator was or felt unsupported by
their title IX coordinator. In intercollegiate
athletics, most coaches report that they
never received formal training about title IX
as part of the preparation for their jobs.

SEC. 3. PURPOSES.

The purposes of this Act are to—

(1) address unfair and discriminatory treat-
ment of women and girls in sports in elemen-
tary and secondary schools, as well as insti-
tutions of higher education;

(2) improve the collection and trans-
parency of data pertaining to participation
in and support for women’s and girls’ sports
at schools receiving Federal financial assist-
ance;

(3) ensure all students participating in ath-
letics, as well as those who work in school-
sponsored athletics, are aware of and under-
stand the nondiscrimination rights of stu-
dents related to their athletic opportunities;
and

(4) ensure all students have equal access to
high-quality and supportive athletic oppor-
tunities.

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.

Ms. ADAMS. 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.

——
RECESS

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

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 26 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. TAYLOR) at 2 o’clock and
1 minute p.m.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

The motion to suspend the rules and
pass H.R. 153;

The motion to recommit H.R. 28; and

Passage of H.R. 28, if ordered.

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

————

POST-DISASTER ASSISTANCE
ONLINE ACCOUNTABILITY ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1563) to provide for an online
repository for certain reporting re-
quirements for recipients of Federal
disaster assistance, and for other pur-
poses, on which the yeas and nays were
ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
GRAVES) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 426, nays 0,
not voting 8, as follows:

[Roll No. 10]

YEAS—426
Adams Castro (TX) Evans (PA)
Aderholt Cherfilus- Ezell
Aguilar McCormick Fallon
Alford Chu Fedorchak
Allen Ciscomani Feenstra
Amo Cisneros Fields
Amodei (NV) Clark (MA) Figures
Ansari Clarke (NY) Finstad
Arrington Cleaver Fischbach
Auchincloss Cline Fitzgerald
Babin Cloud Fitzpatrick
Bacon Clyburn Fleischmann
Baird Clyde Fletcher
Balderson Cohen Flood
Balint Cole Fong
Barr Collins Foster
Barragan Comer Foushee
Barrett Conaway Foxx
Baumgartner Connolly Frankel, Lois
Bean (FL) Correa Franklin, Scott
Beatty Costa Friedman
Begich Courtney Frost
Bell Craig Fry
Bentz Crane Fulcher
Bera Crank Garamendi
Bergman Crawford Garbarino
Beyer Crenshaw Garcia (CA)
Bice Crockett Garcla (IL)
Biggs (AZ) Crow Garcia (TX)
Biggs (SC) Cuellar Gill (TX)
Bilirakis Davids (KS) Gillen
Bishop Davidson Gimenez
Boebert Dayvis (IL) Golden (ME)
Bonamici Dayvis (NC) Goldman (NY)
Bost De La Cruz Goldman (TX)
Boyle (PA) Dean (PA) Gomez
Brecheen DeGette Gonzales, Tony
Bresnahan DeLauro Gonzalez, V.
Brown DelBene Gooden
Brownley Deluzio Goodlander
Buchanan DeSaulnier Gosar
Budzinski DesJarlais Gottheimer
Burchett Dexter Graves
Burlison Diaz-Balart Gray
Bynum Dingell Green (TN)
Calvert Doggett Green, Al (TX)
Cammack Donalds Greene (GA)
Carbajal Downing Griffith
Carey Dunn (FL) Grothman
Carson Edwards Guest
Carter (GA) Elfreth Guthrie
Carter (LA) Ellzey Hageman
Carter (TX) Emmer Hamadeh (AZ)
Casar Escobar Harder (CA)
Case Espaillat Haridopolos
Casten Estes Harrigan
Castor (FL) Evans (CO) Harris (MD)
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Harris (NC)
Hayes

Hern (OK)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Himes
Hinson
Horsford
Houchin
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Hudson
Huffman
Huizenga
Hunt

Hurd (CO)
Issa

Ivey

Jack
Jackson (IL)
Jackson (TX)
Jacobs
James
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (SD)
Johnson (TX)
Jordan

Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur

Kean
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy (NY)
Kennedy (UT)
Khanna
Kiggans (VA)
Kiley (CA)
Kim

Knott
Krishnamoorthi
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
LaMalfa
Landsman
Langworthy
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer
Latta
Lawler

Lee (FL)

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Letlow
Levin
Liccardo
Lieu

Lofgren
Loudermilk
Lucas

Luna
Luttrell
Lynch

Mace
Mackenzie
Magaziner
Malliotakis
Maloy

Mann
Mannion
Massie

Mast

Matsui
McBath
McBride
McCaul

Grijalva
Harshbarger
McClain
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McClain Delaney Schakowsky

McClellan
MecClintock
McCollum
McCormick
McDonald Rivet
McDowell
McGarvey
McGovern
McGuire
Meclver
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Messmer
Meuser
Mfume
Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills

Min
Moolenaar
Moore (AL)
Moore (NC)
Moore (UT)
Moore (WI)
Moore (WV)
Moran
Morelle
Morrison
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Murphy
Nadler
Neal
Neguse
Nehls
Newhouse
Norcross
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ocasio-Cortez
Ogles
Olszewski
Omar
Onder
Owens
Pallone
Palmer
Panetta
Pappas
Perez
Perry
Peters
Pfluger
Pingree
Pocan

Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Randall
Raskin
Reschenthaler
Riley (NY)
Rivas
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose

Ross
Rouzer
Roy

Ruiz

Rulli
Rutherford
Ryan
Salazar
Salinas
Sanchez
Scalise
Scanlon

NOT VOTING—8

Pelosi
Pettersen
Sherman
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Schmidt
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Self
Sessions
Sewell
Sherrill
Shreve
Simon
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Smucker
Sorensen
Soto
Spartz
Stansbury
Stanton
Stauber
Stefanik
Steil
Steube
Stevens
Strickland
Strong
Stutzman
Subramanyam
Suozzi
Sykes
Takano
Taylor
Tenney
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Tran
Turner (OH)
Turner (TX)
Underwood
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Vindman
Wagner
Walberg
Waltz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Westerman
Wied
Williams (GA)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym
Zinke

Swalwell
Whitesides

Mr. GARAMENDI changed his vote
from ‘“‘nay’’ to “‘yea.”
So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.
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The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

PROTECTION OF WOMEN AND
GIRLS IN SPORTS ACT OF 2025

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MURPHY). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the unfinished business is the vote
on the motion to recommit on the bill
(H.R. 28) to amend the Education
Amendments of 1972 to provide that for
purposes of determining compliance
with title IX of such Act in athletics,
sex shall be recognized based solely on
a person’s reproductive biology and ge-
netics at birth, offered by the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms.
ADAMS), on which the yeas and nays
were ordered.

The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
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So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. JACKSON of lllinois. Mr. Speaker, dur-
ing Roll Call Vote No. 11, the Motion to Re-
commit for H.R. 28, | mistaken recorded my
vote as NAY when | should have voted YEA.

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 noes appeared to have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 218, nays
206, answered ‘‘present’ 1, not voting 9,

tion.

The Clerk redesignated the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

The

question is on the motion to recommit.
This is a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 208, nays
218, not voting 8, as follows:

[Roll No. 11]

YEAS—208

Adams Elfreth Lofgren
Aguilar Escobar Lynch
Amo Espaillat Magaziner
Ansari Evans (PA) Mannion
Auchincloss Fields Matsui
Balint Figures McBath
Barragan Fletcher McBride
Beatty Foster McClain Delaney
Bell Foushee McClellan
Bera Frankel, Lois McCollum
Beyer Friedman McDonald Rivet
Bishop Frost McGarvey
Bonamici Garamendi McGovern
Boyle (PA) Garcia (CA) Mclver
Brown Garcla (IL) Meeks
Brownley Garcia (TX) Menendez
Budzinski Gillen Meng
Bynum Golden (ME) Mfume
Carbajal Goldman (NY) Min
Carson Gomez Moore (WI)
Carter (LA) Gonzalez, V. Morelle
Casar Goodlander Morrison
Case Gottheimer Moskowitz
Casten Gray Moulton
Castor (FL) Green, Al (TX) Mrvan
Castro (TX) Harder (CA) Mullin
Cherfilus- Hayes Nadler

McCormick Himes Neal
Chu Horsford Neguse
Cisneros Houlahan Norcross
Clark (MA) Hoyer Ocasio-Cortez
Clarke (NY) Hoyle (OR) Olszewski
Cleaver Huffman Omar
Clyburn Ivey Pallone
Cohen Jacobs Panetta
Conaway Jayapal Pappas
Connolly Jeffries Perez
Correa Johnson (GA) Peters
Costa Johnson (TX) Pingree
Courtney Kamlager-Dove Pocan
Craig Kaptur Pou
Crockett Keating Pressley
Crow Kelly (IL) Quigley
Cuellar Kennedy (NY) Ramirez
Davids (KS) Khanna Randall
Davis (IL) Krishnamoorthi Raskin
Davis (NC) Landsman Riley (NY)
Dean (PA) Larsen (WA) Rivas
DeGette Larson (CT) Ross
DeLauro Latimer Ruiz
DelBene Lee (NV) Ryan
Deluzio Lee (PA) Salinas
DeSaulnier Leger Fernandez Sanchez
Dexter Levin Scanlon
Dingell Liccardo Schakowsky
Doggett Lieu Schneider

Scholten Subramanyam Tran
Schrier Suozzi Turner (TX)
Scott (VA) Sykes Underwood
Scott, David Takano Vargas
Sewell Thanedar Vasquez
Sherrill Thompson (CA) Veasey
Simon Thompson (MS)  Velazquez
Smith (WA) Titus Vindman
Sorensen Tlaib Wasserman
Soto Tokuda Schultz
Stansbury Tonko Waters
Stanton Torres (CA) Watson Coleman
Stevens Torres (NY) Williams (GA)
Strickland Trahan Wilson (FL)
NAYS—218
Aderholt Goldman (TX) Miller (WV)
Alford Gonzales, Tony Miller-Meeks
Allen Gooden Mills
Amodei (NV) Gosar Moolenaar
Arrington Graves Moore (AL)
Babin Green (TN) Moore (NC)
Bacon Greene (GA) Moore (UT)
Baird Griffith Moore (WV)
Balderson Grothman Moran
Barr Guest Murphy
Barrett Guthrie Nehls
Baumgartner Hageman Newhouse
Bean (FL) Hamadeh (AZ) Norman
Begich Haridopolos Nunn (IA)
Bentz Harrigan Obernolte
Bergman Harris (MD) Ogles
Bice Harris (NC) Onder
Biggs (AZ) Hern (OK) Owens
B?gAgs (SC) H@ggins (LA) Palmer
Bilirakis H}H (AR) Perry
Boebert Hinson Pfluger
Bost Houchin Reschenthaler
Brecheen HuQSon Rogers (AL)
Bresnahan Huizenga Rogers (KY)
Buchanan Hunt Rose
Burc'hett Hurd (CO) Rouzer
Burlison Issa Roy
Calvert Jack Rulli
Cammack Jackson (IL) Rutherford
Carey Jackson (TX) Salazar
Carter (GA) James Scalise
Carter (TX) Johnson (LA) Schmidt
Ciscomani Johnson (SD) :
Cline Jordan gggxelgﬁgzin
Cloud Joyce (OH) Self ’
Clyde Joyce (PA) Sessions
Cole Kean Shreve
Collins Kelly (MS) Simpson
Comer Kelly (PA) Smith (MO)
Crane Kennedy (UT) Smith (NE)
Crank Kiggans (VA) .
Crawford Kiley (CA) Smith (NJ)
Crenshaw Kim Smucker
Davidson Knott Spartz
De La Cruz Kustoff Stauber
DesJarlais LaHood Stefanik
Diaz-Balart LaLota Steil
Donalds LaMalfa Steube
Downing Langworthy Strong
Dunn (FL) Latta Stutzman
Edwards Lawler Taylor
Ellzey Lee (FL) Tenney
Emmer Letlow Thompson (PA)
Estes Loudermilk Tiffany
Evans (CO) Lucas Timmons
Ezell Luna Turner (OH)
Fallon Luttrell Valadao
Fedorchak Mace Van Drew
Feenstra Mackenzie Van Duyne
Finstad Malliotakis Van Orden
Fischbach Maloy Wagner
Fitzgerald Mann Walberg
Fitzpatrick Massie Waltz
Fleischmann Mast Weber (TX)
Flood McCaul Webster (FL)
Fong McClintock Westerman
Foxx McCormick Wied
Franklin, Scott McDowell Williams (TX)
Fry McGuire Wilson (SC)
Fulcher Messmer Wittman
Garbarino Meuser Womack
Gill (TX) Miller (IL) Yakym
Gimenez Miller (OH) Zinke
NOT VOTING—8
Grijalva Pelosi Swalwell
Harshbarger Pettersen Whitesides
MecClain Sherman

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.

as follows:

[Roll No. 12]

YEAS—218
Aderholt Flood Luttrell
Alford Fong Mace
Allen Foxx Mackenzie
Amodei (NV) Franklin, Scott Malliotakis
Arrington Fry Maloy
Babin Fulcher Mann
Bacon Garbarino Massie
Baird Gill (TX) Mast
Balderson Gimenez McCaul
Barr Goldman (TX) McClintock
Barrett Gonzales, Tony McCormick
Baumgartner Gonzalez, V. McDowell
Bean (FL) Gooden McGuire
Begich Gosar Messmer
Bentz Graves Meuser
Bergman Green (TN) Miller (IL)
Bice Greene (GA) Miller (OH)
Biggs (AZ) Griffith Miller (WV)
Biggs (SC) Grothman Miller-Meeks
Bilirakis Guest Mills
Boebert Guthrie Moolenaar
Bost Hageman Moore (AL)
Brecheen Hamadeh (AZ) Moore (NC)
Bresnahan Haridopolos Moore (UT)
Buchanan Harrigan Moore (WV)
Burchett Harris (MD) Moran
Burlison Harris (NC) Murphy
Calvert Hern (OK) Nehls
Cammack Higgins (LA) Newhouse
Carey Hill (AR) Norman
Carter (GA) Hinson Nunn (IA)
Carter (TX) Houchin Obernolte
Ciscomani Hudson Ogles
Cline Huizenga Onder
Cloud Hunt Owens
Clyde Hurd (CO) Palmer
Cole Issa Perry
Collins Jack Pfluger
Comer Jackson (TX) Reschenthaler
Crane James Rogers (AL)
Crank Johnson (LA) Rogers (KY)
Crawford Johnson (SD) Rose
Crenshaw Jordan Rouzer
Cuellar Joyce (OH) Roy
Davidson Joyce (PA) Rulli
De La Cruz Kean Rutherford
DesdJarlais Kelly (MS) Salazar
Diaz-Balart Kelly (PA) Scalise
Donalds Kennedy (UT) Schmidt
Downing Kiggans (VA) Schweikert
Dunn (FL) Kiley (CA) Scott, Austin
Edwards Kim Self
Ellzey Knott Sessions
Emmer Kustoff Shreve
Estes LaHood Simpson
Evans (CO) LaLota Smith (MO)
Ezell LaMalfa Smith (NE)
Fallon Langworthy Smith (NJ)
Fedorchak Latta Smucker
Feenstra Lawler Spartz
Finstad Lee (FL) Stauber
Fischbach Letlow Steil
Fitzgerald Loudermilk Steube
Fitzpatrick Lucas Strong
Fleischmann Luna Stutzman
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Taylor

Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner (OH)
Valadao

Van Drew

Adams
Aguilar
Amo
Ansari
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bell
Bera
Beyer
Bishop
Bonamici
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Bynum
Carbajal
Carson
Carter (LA)
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conaway
Connolly
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dexter
Dingell
Doggett
Elfreth
Escobar
Espaillat
Evans (PA)
Fields
Figures
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Friedman
Frost
Garamendi
Garcia (CA)
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)

Van Duyne
Van Orden
Wagner
Walberg
Waltz

Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Westerman

NAYS—206

Gillen

Golden (ME)
Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Goodlander
Gottheimer
Gray

Green, Al (TX)
Harder (CA)
Hayes

Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer

Hoyle (OR)
Huffman

Ivey

Jackson (IL)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating

Kelly (IL)
Kennedy (NY)
Khanna
Krishnamoorthi
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latimer

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin
Liccardo

Lieu

Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Mannion
Matsui
McBath
McBride
McClain Delaney
McClellan
McCollum
McDonald Rivet
McGarvey
McGovern
Meclver

Meeks
Menendez
Meng

Mfume

Min

Moore (WI)
Morelle
Morrison
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan

Mullin

Nadler

Neal

Neguse
Norcross
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Wied
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym

Zinke

Ocasio-Cortez
Olszewski
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Perez
Peters
Pingree
Pocan
Pou
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Randall
Raskin
Riley (NY)
Rivas
Ross
Ruiz
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherrill
Simon
Smith (WA)
Sorensen
Soto
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Subramanyam
Suozzi
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Tran
Turner (TX)
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Vindman
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1

Grijalva
Harshbarger
McClain

Davis (NC)

NOT VOTING—9

Pelosi
Pettersen
Sherman

Stefanik
Swalwell
Whitesides

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-

ing.
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So the bill was passed.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, had | been
present, | would have voted YEA on Roll Call
No. 12.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mrs. HARSHBARGER. Mr. Speaker, | was
not recorded because | was absent due to a
prior family engagement. Had | been present,
| would have voted YEA on Roll Call No. 10,
NAY on Roll Call No. 11, and YEA on Roll
Call No. 12.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mrs. MCCLAIN. Mr. Speaker, due to a death
in the family, | needed to attend to the funeral
proceedings and was unable to vote on the
House floor. Had | been present, | would have
voted YEA on Roll Call No. 10, passage of
H.R. 153, NAY on Roll Call No. 11, MTR for
H.R. 28, YEA on Roll Call No. 12, passage of
H.R. 28.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, due to the
devastating wildfire affecting my district and
Southern California, | was not present for to-
day’s vote. Had | been present, | would have
voted YEA on Roll Call No. 10, H.R. 153, YEA
on Roll Call No. 11, Motion to Commit H.R.
28, and NAY on Roll Call No. 12, H.R. 28.

———

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Avery M.
Stringer, one of his secretaries.

HONORING THE COMMITMENT
MADE THROUGH TITLE IX

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, I rise today in cele-
bration of House passage of H.R. 28, the
Protection of Women and Girls in
Sports Act.

Sports have always been more than
just a game. They are an opportunity
for growth that teaches discipline,
teamwork, and resilience. Involvement
in sports opens doors, fosters lifelong
friendships, and inspires confidence in
young adults across this country.

Unfortunately, due to radical policies
implemented by the Biden-Harris ad-
ministration and other far-left politi-
cians nationwide, women and girls are
losing critical protections that were af-
forded to them when Title IX was
signed into law more than 50 years ago.

We owe it to the millions of young
women and girls striving to reach their
fullest potential, both on and off the
field, who deserve fairness and safety.

The Protection of Women and Girls
in Sports Act honors the commitment
we made through Title IX, defends the
principle of fair competition, and en-
sures that athletes can compete in cat-
egories that reflect their biological re-
alities.

I am proud to support this legislation
today on the House floor, and I urge
my Senate colleagues to pass it as well.
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PRESCRIPTION DRUG COST CAP

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

Mr. DELUZIO. Madam Speaker, I
hear a lot from seniors in my district
struggling to afford their prescriptions.
I think that is wrong. This Nation
ought to care for the folks who raised
us and who helped build this great
country of ours.

I rise to share some news today that
will help.

Now, most seniors will never pay
more than $2,000 a year for their medi-
cine. As of January 1, for those already
enrolled in an eligible Medicare plan,
the cap is automatic. Once folks have
paid $2,000 out of pocket for prescrip-
tions in a year, they won’t pay a dime
more.

This cap will give seniors more peace
of mind that they can afford the medi-
cine they need, and thousands of sen-
iors in western Pennsylvania will save
money from this policy, cash that will
go toward keeping a roof over their
head or taking care of a grandchild.

For too long, we have seen pharmacy
benefit managers and Big Pharma rip
us off, padding their pockets while peo-
ple struggle to afford the medicine
they need to stay healthy.

There is lots more to do, but this is
an important step to bring down the
costs for seniors in western Pennsyl-
vania.

———————

CELEBRATING THE BIRTH OF
MARK WALTER TUCKER

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

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Madam
Speaker, today, I rise to celebrate the
birth of Mark Walter Tucker. Mark
Tucker is the son of my deputy chief of
staff, Matt Tucker, and his wonderful
wife, Sarah.

Since my very first day in office,
Matt has been by my side, working to
help address the healthcare issues that
matter most to my communities in
south central and western Pennsyl-
vania.

The birth of a child offers both a
time to reflect and an important time
to look forward.

As Matt and Sarah begin this new
chapter of their lives, I am not sure if
baby Tucker will become a Deacon or
maybe a Hokie. My hopes are that he
becomes a Nittany Lion.

I am excited to see them both have
the opportunity to grow and learn as
they raise their newborn son and teach
him about the important issues of life
that matter most to a child, that mat-
ter most to his new family and to his
community, and to teach him the faith
that he will grow in to become a proud
American.

Welcome, Mark Tucker.



January 14, 2025

RECOGNIZING SAM “THE MAN”
LATHAN

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

Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina.
Madam Speaker, drumroll, please.

I rise to recognize a legendary drum-
mer and, above all, an incredible
human being, Sam ‘“The Man” Lathan.

Mr. Lathan was born and raised in
Wilson, North Carolina. At 94, he has a
deep passion for drums, which placed
him on many stages, from playing for
the iconic singer James Brown and The
Monitors band to St. John AME Zion
Church, his home church.

Mr. Lathan has also served as an edu-
cator and drove a school bus. He is
known for mentoring his former stu-
dents. He has been featured in the Afri-
can American Music Trails of North
Carolina.

Madam Speaker, joining many com-
munity members in recognizing Sam
“The Man”’ Lathan for his love of
drumming and community is indeed an
honor.

APPLAUDING THE MEN AND
WOMEN WHO POWER AMERICA’S
SPACEFLIGHT INDUSTRY

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

Mr. HARIDOPOLOS. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today in my first speech on
the House floor to applaud the men and
women powering America’s spaceflight
industry.

I am a proud resident of Florida’s
Space Coast, the launchpad for Amer-
ica’s journey to the stars since the
early days of NASA. This is not just
our past. It is our future.

Madam Speaker, 2024 was a record-
breaking year for the Space Coast,
with 93 successful launches crossing
our skies. In just the first few weeks of
2025, five more launches have taken
place, proving that America’s new
golden age of spaceflight is alive and
well.

This renaissance has been powered by
game-changing private companies like
SpaceX and Blue Origin, whose inge-
nuity has turned spaceflight into a
thriving ecosystem of public-private
collaboration.

Dominance in space is central to
America’s economic strength and mili-
tary readiness. I am confident that
with the leadership of Chairman BABIN
and President Trump, America will re-
main the global leader in space explo-
ration and innovation.

——————

UNCONDITIONAL AID FOR LOS
ANGELES

(Mr. GARAMENDI asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)
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Mr. GARAMENDI. Madam Speaker,
there is a great tragedy occurring in
California as we speak. Members of the
California delegation have spoken on
the floor about the extraordinary dam-
age, loss of life, and lives that have
been disrupted.

I was shocked to watch on television
the elected leader of this House sug-
gesting that Federal assistance to deal
with that tragedy would be condi-
tioned. He didn’t specify on what, but I
would remind that gentleman that $120
billion has gone to Louisiana over the
last 20 years, dealing with the trage-
dies of Katrina in New Orleans and the
like, and that is not the total count.

It would be unconscionable for this
House to place any condition on the
necessary assistance that Americans
should give to our American people in
Los Angeles.

I would ask us to search our con-
science and for the elected leader of
this House to do so also and put aside
those requirements.

MOURNING THE LOSS OF
PATRICIA BARRAGAN SCHRECK

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

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to mourn the loss
of Patricia Barragan Schreck, who
sadly passed away at the age of 95.

Ms. Schreck was a longtime organist
and choir director for 66 years at the
Cathedral Basilica of St. John the Bap-
tist.

At just 16 years old, Ms. Schreck be-
came the organist at the cathedral in
1946. She managed several choirs, in-
cluding the Savannah Catholic Dean-
ery Choir, the SVA Alumnae Chorus,
and the cathedral men’s choir and
women’s choir.

Ms. Schreck was also the music di-
rector at St. Vincent’s Academy for 47
years of her career, where she taught
choral singing and church music. Her
service to the academy was impactful.
Ms. Schreck composed the fight song
and the academy’s alma mater, which
are still sung today.

Ms. Schreck was awarded a medal for
her work in the church by Pope Saint
John Paul II and recognized by the city
of Savannah, from which she was gifted
a key to the city. Additionally, Savan-
nah also declared Patty Barragan
Schreck Day on May 31, 1981.

Ms. Schreck will forever be remem-
bered as a dedicated servant of God and
her community through her service to
the church and to the city of Savan-
nah.

———
0 1500
THESE ISSUES AREN’'T POLITICAL

(Ms. GILLEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)
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Ms. GILLEN. Madam Speaker, it is
an honor to speak on the House floor
today representing New York’s Fourth
Congressional District, and I am ready
to get to work to deliver solutions for
the issues that matter most to Long Is-
land.

We need to address the cost-of-living
crisis, secure our border, and give hard-
working Long Islanders a middle-class
tax cut by reinstating the full SALT
tax deduction.

These issues aren’t political. The
American people are counting on all of
us to put our differences aside and
work together to put money back in
people’s pockets and get things done.

Madam Speaker, my constituents
have been clear. They want problems
solved and not political extremism on
either side.

I am honored to be their Congress-
woman, and I look forward to working
with anyone from any party who is se-
rious about working productively to
address the pressing issues that our
working families face.

———

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
THE SITUATION IN THE WEST
BANK—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 119-7)

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
FEDORCHAK) laid before the House the
following message from the President
of the United States; which was read
and, together with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs and ordered to be print-
ed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (60 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90
days prior to the anniversary date of
its declaration, the President publishes
in the Federal Register and transmits to
the Congress a notice stating that the
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with this provision, I have sent to
the Federal Register for publication the
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency with respect to the
situation in the West Bank declared in
Executive Order 14115 of February 1,
2024, is to continue in effect beyond
February 1, 2025.

The situation in the West Bank—in
particular high levels of extremist set-
tler violence, forced displacement of
people and villages, and property de-
struction—has reached intolerable lev-
els and constitutes a serious threat to
the peace, security, and stability of the
West Bank and Gaza, Israel, and the
broader Middle East region. These ac-
tions undermine the foreign policy ob-
jectives of the United States, including
the viability of a two-state solution
and ensuring Israelis and Palestinians
can attain equal measures of security,
prosperity, and freedom. They also un-
dermine the security of Israel and have
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the potential to lead to broader re-
gional destabilization across the Mid-
dle East, threatening United States
personnel and interests.

The situation in the West Bank con-
tinues to pose an unusual and extraor-
dinary threat to the national security
and foreign policy of the United States.
Therefore, I have determined that it is
necessary to continue the national
emergency declared in Executive Order
14115 with respect to the situation in
the West Bank.

JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 14, 2025.

————
CERTIFICATION OF RESCISSION OF
CUBA’S DESIGNATION AS A
STATE SPONSOR OF TER-

RORISM—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 119-8)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith a report to the
Congress with respect to the proposed
recission of Cuba’s designation as a
state sponsor of terrorism.

JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 14, 2025.

AGREEMENT FOR COOPERATION
BETWEEN THE GOVERNMENT OF
THE UNITED STATES OF AMER-
ICA AND THE GOVERNMENT OF
THE KINGDOM OF THAILAND
CONCERNING PEACEFUL USES
OF NUCLEAR ENERGY—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 119-
9

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

I am pleased to transmit to the Con-
gress, pursuant to subsections 123 b.
and 123 d. of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2153(b), (d))
(the ‘““Act”), the text of an Agreement
for Cooperation Between the Govern-
ment of the United States of America
and the Government of the Kingdom of
Thailand Concerning Peaceful Uses of
Nuclear Energy (the ‘‘Agreement’’).

I am also pleased to transmit my
written approval, authorization, and
determination concerning the Agree-
ment and an unclassified Nuclear Pro-
liferation Assessment Statement
(NPAS) concerning the Agreement. In
accordance with section 123 of the Act,
a classified annex to the NPAS, pre-
pared by the Secretary of State, in con-
sultation with the Director of National
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Intelligence, summarizing relevant
classified information, will be sub-
mitted to the Congress separately. The
joint memorandum submitted to me by
the Secretaries of State and Energy
and a letter from the Chair of the Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission stating
the views of the Commission are also
enclosed. An addendum to the NPAS
containing a comprehensive analysis of
the export control system of the King-
dom of Thailand with respect to nu-
clear-related matters, including inter-
actions with other countries of pro-
liferation concern and the actual or
suspected nuclear, dual-use, or missile-
related transfers to such countries,
pursuant to section 102A(w) of the Na-
tional Security Act of 1947 (60 U.S.C.
3024(w)), is being submitted separately
by the Director of National Intel-
ligence.

The Agreement has been negotiated
in accordance with the Act and other
applicable law. In my judgment, it
meets all applicable statutory require-
ments and will advance the non-
proliferation and other foreign policy
interests of the United States of Amer-
ica.

The Agreement contains all of the
provisions required by subsection 123 a.
of the Act. It provides a comprehensive
framework for peaceful nuclear co-
operation with the Kingdom of Thai-
land based on a mutual commitment to
nuclear nonproliferation. It would per-
mit the transfer of material, equip-
ment (including reactors), components,
and information for peaceful nuclear
purposes. It would not permit the
transfer of Restricted Data or sensitive
nuclear technology. Any special fis-
sionable material transferred to the
Kingdom of Thailand could only be in
the form of low enriched uranium, with
the exception of small quantities of
special fissionable material for use as
samples, standards, detectors, or tar-
gets, or for such other purposes as the
parties may agree.

Through the Agreement, the King-
dom of Thailand would affirm its in-
tent to rely on existing international
markets for nuclear fuel services rath-
er than acquiring sensitive nuclear
technology (i.e., for enrichment and re-
processing), and the TUnited States
would affirm its intent to support
these international markets to ensure
nuclear fuel supply for the Kingdom of
Thailand.

The Agreement has a term of 30
years, although it can be terminated at
any time by either party on 1 year’s ad-
vance written notice to the other
party, in the event of termination or
expiration of the Agreement, key non-
proliferation conditions and controls
will continue in effect as long as any
material, equipment, or components
subject to the Agreement remains in
the territory of the party concerned or
under its jurisdiction or control any-
where, or until such time as the parties
agree that such material, equipment,
or components are no longer usable for
any nuclear activity relevant from the
point of view of safeguards.
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The Kingdom of Thailand is a party
to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons and has concluded
a Comprehensive Safeguards Agree-
ment and Additional Protocol thereto
with the International Atomic Energy
Agency. The Kingdom of Thailand was
also among the early sponsors of and is
a State Party to the Treaty on the
Southeast Asia Nuclear Weapon-Free
Zone. A more detailed discussion of the
Kingdom of Thailand’s domestic civil
nuclear activities and its nuclear non-
proliferation policies and practices is
provided in the NPAS and its classified
annex.

I have considered the views and rec-
ommendations of the interested depart-
ments and agencies in reviewing the
Agreement and have determined that
its performance will promote, and will
not constitute an unreasonable risk to,
the common defense and security. Ac-
cordingly, I have approved the Agree-
ment and authorized its execution and
urge that the Congress give it favor-
able consideration.

This transmission shall constitute a
submittal for purposes of both sub-
sections 123 b. and 123 d. of the Act. My
Administration is prepared to imme-
diately begin the consultations with
the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee and the House Foreign Affairs
Committee as provided in subsection
123 b. Upon completion of the 30 days of
continuous session review provided for
in subsection 123 b., the 60 days of con-
tinuous session review provided for in
subsection 123 d. shall commence.

JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 14, 2025.

———————

PRIMARY DRIVER OF U.S. DEBT
AND INTEREST FRAGILITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2025, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
majority leader.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Madam Speaker,
I think we are going to try to do a bit
of a continuation of what we were
doing last week. If you don’t like math
or economics, please turn off C-SPAN.

There are a couple of things that we
have to walk through. Last Thursday, I
think I took 38 minutes here, and the
two concepts I was trying to walk
through were, one, the demographics of
the United States being the primary
driver of U.S. debt—it is not that com-
plicated, but it seems to really bother
people—and the second thing was this
concept called interest fragility. That
is a big word.

What it basically means is that when
you have $36 trillion in debt, $28 tril-
lion to $29 trillion publicly financed,
and when, over a year, you are going to
refinance almost $10 trillion, bring
maybe $2 trillion to $2.3 trillion new
issuances to market, that little move-
ment in interest rates could be a boat-
load of cash.

What happened last Friday? We got a
knockout jobs report.
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Here is the irony that people need to
understand: The United States and a
few other governments, such as China,
are bingeing on so much debt that they
have a ravenous appetite to grab peo-
ple’s savings and borrow it around the
world. When the bond markets see that
the U.S. economy is actually doing
okay, which means more individuals
and more businesses will be in the mar-
ket to consume debt, we are going to
raise interest rates. The United States
gets its head kicked in when our inter-
est rates go up.

I think I was trying to show a chart
the other day. It doesn’t completely
work this way because you have to re-
finance into it, but if we went to a 5
percent handle on U.S. sovereigns—
that means, from the short term to the
30 years, you had a 5 percent interest
rate that was our mean interest rate on
U.S. debt—it is almost $9 trillion of ad-
ditional borrowing, spending, and in-
terest over that next 10 years.

Functionally, going to 5 percent is
double everything we are pretty much
talking about in the extension of the
tax reform. There is this lack of under-
standing. We are on the cusp of the
bond market, the debt markets, actu-
ally being the number one influencer
on U.S. policy, not Congress.

When you borrow $70,000 a second—
and I have charts, which I didn’t bring
this time, but I have done it in the
past. Where we are in 9 years, it is no
longer $70,000 a second, but it is almost
doubled.

How many of you understand we bor-
row $70,000 a second? The math will tell
you almost 100 percent of that bor-
rowing from today through the next
decade is interest and healthcare, but
we don’t want to tell people that.

Of the $2.3 trillion that my math says
we are going to borrow this year—and
CBO is going to publish something in
the next day or so, and we will see how
close my math got to what their pre-
diction is—half of it is interest.

Even when we do all sorts of things
to reduce spending, to modernize on
how we deliver services, to change the
costs, we have this interest monster
because we have $36 trillion and, basi-
cally every 125 days, Madam Speaker,
we click off another trillion dollars.
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To the poor Clerk staff, I am so
sorry. You have to be so tired of hear-
ing idiots like me—well, me—getting
up and saying some of these things
over and over, but it doesn’t seem to
sink in around here.

Look, one of the reasons I am here
today is I am trying to sell a concept.

This is a chart and it is almost
unreadable. I accept that, but what it
was saying is, we are up against a se-
ries of tax expirations at the end of
this year. $3.7 trillion of it is indi-
vidual. Your individual taxes are going
up at the end of this year, but then we
have estate taxes and passthroughs and
LLCs and partnerships, all those other
things.
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I think the Treasury Department a
couple days ago scored it not at 4.6;
they scored it at 5.5, which is a timing
effect because it is a different year and
higher interest rates.

There was an economic study done by
CBO and a couple outside groups say-
ing, if Congress can find a way to offset
it—and that is hard. You are talking
$400 billion a year we would have to
find in modernization and changing
spending. If Congress could step up and
pay for it, you not only maintain cur-
rent tax policies so our brothers and
sisters, all of our taxes don’t go up but
you get additional growth in the econ-
omy because you didn’t just pull that
much more money out of the economy
and then have interest pile up on it.

I think it was a year or so ago or 2
years ago, we had, I think, 3 months
where we had to borrow money to pay
for our borrowing.

When we go home and talk to our
voters, how many of them will look
back at us and understand the scale?

You get these responses, well, if you
just cut this or that—I am going to
show a couple of those charts again,
and they are rounding errors. Some-
times they are just a few hours of bor-
rowing from an entire year, but that is
what we speechify because it is easy to
understand, it is a great sound bite on
talk radio, and it is crap math.

Once again, the basic premise of this
chart—and it was reconfirmed by the
Joint Economic Committee and the
baseline math was also done by CBO. It
said, if you want to maximize economic
prosperity in the United States, extend
current tax policy, fix depreciation—
we call it spensing; research and devel-
opment expensing because that is actu-
ally where you get the productivity
curve because God knows you will hear
the Democrats come behind the mike
and talk about look how good the job
market is.

Many Americans are actually poorer
today than they were 4 years ago. They
may be employed, but they are poorer,
and that is because inflation went up
faster than their wages.

I represent a district in the Phoenix-
Scottsdale area that had, I believe, 27
percent inflation over the last 4 years.
So unless your wages are up 27 percent,
you are poorer today.

How do you raise wages? How do you
raise purchasing power?

Two things: Wages go up with infla-
tion. That just means you are treading
water.

Productivity. There are things we
could do in the tax policy that is com-
ing to fix the things that create the
productivity boost, the things we can
do in regulatory reform, in moderniza-
tion, the adoption of technology as a
regulator.

You get people here that go around
saying, oh, we are going to deregulate.
Fine, but how about doing smart regu-
lation. We are all walking around with
these supercomputers in our pockets.
The idea is that you could crowdsource
certain data, crash the size of the bu-
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reaucracy, make them less intrusive,
and yet air quality, water quality, and
all these other things can be much
safer.

It costs a fraction of what we do
today, but you just have to be willing
to think like a scientist, a data person,
and deal with the army of lobbyists
that are outside in the hallway who are
upset that you are making them
change their business model or their
unionized bureaucracies, they show up
here angry at you saying, what do you
mean you want to use technology at
the IRS?

Remember, Madam Speaker, the IRS
is the second largest unionized work-
force in the Federal Government. I be-
lieve the VA is the first one. Every
time we try to add modernization to do
it better, faster, cheaper, and fairer,
can you believe they get cranky?

The math is the math. If you want to
maximize economic vitality for this
country, do your very best to offset as
much as you can of the tax policy ex-
tension.

The other thing I have to give you
that is going to make me sound a little
cranky is when you hear a Member of
Congress, particularly a couple of our
Senators, running around here and say-
ing, we are just extending baseline.
Huh?

It is a whole made up term now. The
law is the law. The law says the tax
cuts for individuals, passthroughs, es-
tate, and alternative minimum tax, all
those things, expire at the end of 2025.
We have made up a term around here
saying we are just going to extend cur-
rent policy. I heard someone this morn-
ing say we are going to extend current
law.

Current law says it expires. Take a
look at all your CBO and your debt
projections. It has the expirations in
there. You take it away, fine. Be hon-
est about what it means. It is another
few trillion dollars of debt over the
next 10 years that we have to pay inter-
est on.

Here is the fragility, and we are
going to do this on a chart or two here.
When you do that, you are going to go
home and tell your voters, I extended
your tax cuts. Great. I don’t want to
raise taxes on anyone, but if you do it
without paying for it, when the inter-
est rates go up and that family’s credit
cards, car debt, mortgage, and every-
thing else gets more expensive, when
the economy slows down because inter-
est rates are up, it is because you have
made the bond market nervous.

Oh, but DAVID, that would require
thinking like an economist. I am going
to get re-elected by telling people I
just extended their tax benefits from
the 2017 TCJA. Great.

How do we explain to people that
there are no free options anymore? We
have the moral obligation to not make
the world debt markets nervous. You
have got to understand—and I need to
double check my math because Great
Britain, you saw what they did. They
were doing all sorts of tax policy this
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summer and the pound crashed and
their interest rates exploded, but most
of the industrialized world actually has
lower interest on their 10-year bond
than the United States.

Greece today can sell a 10-year bond
almost a full percentage point cheaper
than the United States.

Let me repeat that: Greece today can
sell a 10-year bond almost a full per-
centage point cheaper than the United
States.

Does anyone understand there is a
risk premium? If you screw around
with this stuff, there is a thing called
a term premium. It is a fancy way of
saying, we actually want a little higher
interest for the risk.

One of my predictions for 2025 is
Moody’s, which is the last of the three
big rating services. I think we are
going to get downgraded if we do this
stuff without even an attempt to pay
for some of it, offset some of it, mod-
ernize our costs in how we deliver serv-
ices. If we do that, we are going to get
downgraded by all three rating serv-
ices. The other two have already down-
graded us.

Does anyone here care, or do we just
want to do happy talk and sugar highs?
We just want a good dopamine hit on
social media, but don’t give a damn
about the math.

The fact of the matter is most of the
industrialized world today has a better
credit rating. You see it not by the
credit rating services but by the way
they can sell their debt cheaper than
the United States.

When you hear people talk about the
extraordinary privilege the United
States has, there are actually two of
them. The fact that the world uses the
U.S. dollar as the ultimate arbiter of
exchange. Great. Let’s not screw that
up.
The other one we often never talk
about it, and I am going to do it in a
future presentation, it is actually from
an economist’s standpoint and may be
bigger than the fact that we get to buy
and sell in our own currency. This sec-
ond extraordinary privilege is that
smart people from around the world,
entrepreneurs from around the world,
investors from around the world want
to do it here. They want to live here,
go to school here, produce their prod-
ucts here, invest here. From an econo-
mist’s standpoint, the United States
has two remarkable, extraordinary
privileges: our currency and peobple
want to be with us.

In a couple of moments, I am going
to show you why that is so important,
but back to a baseline.

If you are one of our new Members,
please, you have got to memorize this.
You see the blue on the chart that is
upside down so I look like an idiot.
Let’s get this right. That is discre-
tionary. All defense we consider is dis-
cretionary.

Everything most people think is gov-
ernment: the FBI, the Park Service,
the foreign service, those things. That
is blue. We call that nondefense discre-
tionary.
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Everything a Member of Congress
votes on is borrowed money. If I do the
math off the top of my head, it may be
$400 billion of what is in the red, which
is mostly earned benefits. That is your
Social Security, your Medicare, your
veterans benefits, your Federal pen-
sions, those things.

Functionally, I think this year it is
like 75-25, 75 percent of all spending is
on autopilot. We don’t vote on it.

I shouldn’t be yelling. I have had a
lot of caffeine.

What we do vote on, what we give
speeches on, which we screw around
with all the time, is discretionary and
in the scale of what we can reduce, it is
almost—a lot of what we debate here is
rounding errors. We have actually had
debates on the floor here where the
amount of money that we are trying to
save, we borrowed more money during
the time of the debate than it would
save that year because we don’t under-
stand if you are clicking off $70,000 of
borrowing every second—I wonder what
this speech is costing. If I go a full
hour, you start to see the idea.

So far this fiscal year, we are bor-
rowing about $10 billion a day. I think
it will come in at $6 billion, $7 billion
a day once we get tax receipts in April.
I am trying to explain the fragility.

Here is the point I was just trying to
make a couple of moments ago. If we
went back to a 5 percent interest rate,
it is just shy of $9 trillion over 10 years.
Just the interest rate move is double
everything we are talking about. How
many times do you hear idiots—I
mean, excuse me—elected officials like
me get behind these microphones and
talk through—it is not only having
good fiscal policy but we are also going
to be disciplined because how are we
going to communicate to the bond
markets that we are worthy of future
investments?

Where this gets really dangerous is—
remember how I was just criticizing
people walking around here saying,
let’s just ignore everything. Let’s just
keep doing what we are doing, don’t
have any offsets. If we do that, in 9
yvears, 9.2 percent of the entire econ-
omy is borrowed.

This year, my math is, we are going
to kiss up, around 7 percent of the en-
tire economy is going to be borrowed
money.

What happens if we have some large
disasters? Can you imagine that hap-
pening? What happens if we have an-
other pandemic? What happens if we
have a war?

Do you understand how fragile you
are making the greatest country on
Earth because we are not willing to tell
the truth about the fiscal situation?

For my friends on the left who go,
well, let’s just raise taxes. I can bring
my charts over and over, as I have in
the past when we have had high mar-
ginal tax rates, we get about 17 percent
of GDP. When we have had low mar-
ginal tax rates, we get about 17 percent
of GDP. I think we have 75, 80 years of
history of that showing it always falls
back down to that margin.
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The secret is grow. The other side
should stop lying about growing. One
percent of GDP—and I am going to do
this and double check myself in my
head—1 percent of GDP is $300 billion.
If you get 17 percent of that, that is
about $48 billion.

If you are borrowing $7 billion a day
and you did all these things to get an-
other point of GDP, you have covered
yourself for a week. You get these folks
who want to say, happy talk, we are
going to grow our way out. To cover
this year’s debt, you would need almost
a b0 percent GDP growth. Come on.
Join reality world with us. Put bat-
teries in your calculator. We can do
this. We can do this together.
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One point I wanted to make for our
brothers and sisters on the left, I have
done multiple presentations here show-
ing that if you do all their tax hikes
for $400,000 and up, you get about a
point and a half of GDP.

If we do all of our spending cuts in
the nondefense discretionary, which is
what most of us have talked about for
the last couple years, you get about 1
percent of GDP, so you have a big 2%
percent.

We are borrowing 7 percent of the en-
tire economy this year, so all of the
left’s solutions and the things we as
conservatives often talk about don’t
get you actually anything close to
what is necessary. It is terrifying.

Madam Speaker, I am having a sort
of personal crisis of confidence because
I do this every week. My math is good.
We do our best. We make mistakes on
occasion, but we try to double, triple
check it. No one seems to care. Is it
really that terrifying to tell the truth
to our voters?

The press around here has no interest
in telling the truth on the math. I have
a couple Bloomberg reporters, a Wall
Street Journal reporter, and, on occa-
sion, believe it or not, a public tele-
vision reporter seem to be the only
ones who ever want to look at these
charts. Everyone else, they basically
want to write a gossip story.

Yet, these things decide if my 2%
year old has a future. It also decides if
your retirement becomes a miserable
disaster.

I hear a little person up in the bal-
cony. If that little person is 2 years old
today, when that little person is 22, his
or her taxes have to be double what
they are today, a 100 percent increase.

When my 2-year-old is hopefully fin-
ishing up his university and going into
grad school before he does his post-doc-
torate doctorate, I have high ambitions
for him. We actually are trying to put
into the family rules he is not allowed
to run for office. The same thing with
my 9-year-old daughter. That is both
funny and actually true.

Think of this: A child born today,
when they are about 22, 23, the United
States has to double every single U.S.
tax—tariffs, income, corporate, every-
thing—just to maintain baseline serv-
ices. The math says a child born today
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will be part of the first generation in
U.S. history who will be poorer than
their parents and grandparents.

Great morality around here. Let
alone our inability—we are not allowed
to talk about Social Security even
though the Social Security actuaries,
the CBO, the outside groups, the left
groups, the right groups, all say, hey,
9—now 8% because we just gave away a
couple hundred billion dollars out of
it—9 years or so, we double senior pov-
erty in America because when the trust
fund is empty, and you all get a 20 per-
cent cut in Social Security, we double
senior poverty.

How many people do you see coming
behind these microphones and saying,
we need to fix it? It is immoral where
it is going. If you do that, the left now
has a political consultant writing at-
tack ads on you because they care so
much more about winning the next
election than saving the society and
not doubling senior poverty.

We already have the trouble after the
inflation c¢ycle how many baby
boomers are now living on the street
because they can’t afford their rent.
The math is the math, and the math
will win. If we continue current policy
and not follow the law, in 9 years, 9.2
percent of the economy will be bor-
rowed in U.S. debt. This chart doesn’t
even factor in the new higher interest
rates because we are up a full point
from early December. Great job, guys.

Look, I have done this chart the last
couple weeks because it seems to have
an impact. For every dollar we take in
in tax collections, we spend $1.39. Huh?
Take in a dollar, spend $1.39. By 2034, if
we went back to a 6 percent interest
rate. I know that is a couple points
higher than we are at right now, but 6
percent, I think that is sort of what we
were paying in the 1980s, 1990s, early
2000s up to the Great Recession. If we
go to 6 percent, think of this, in 9 budg-
et years, 45 percent of all tax collec-
tions go just to interest.

Does anyone care? No, because we
would have to tell people the truth.

This is a new chart, and I am trying
to actually sort of explain. Our broth-
ers and sisters on the left who want ba-
sically a socialized, planned economy,
industrial policy, they did on the
CHIPS Act and then their version of I
guess they call it the Inflation Reduc-
tion Act, there is some good economic
data now that says if you want to do
something much less expensive, cre-
ated much broader economic growth,
and created much more productivity,
you should not do what the Democrats
did, which is let’s thank some of our fa-
vorite industrial entities. Their execu-
tives, their investors will write us po-
litical checks.

However, if you had done something
like research and development expens-
ing, and expensing when a company
buys a piece of equipment to be better,
faster, cheaper, it is dramatically less
expensive, and it actually has more
economic  value, more economic
growth, and it is spread throughout the
economy.
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The problem with the Democrats’ in-
dustrial policy, we are going to give all
this money to certain green tech-
nologies, we are going to do CHIPS
Act, is you often are writing checks, so
you get rent-seeking, writing checks
for last-generation technology. There
is a little part of that I would have
voted for, for primary research and de-
velopment to do it better, faster,
cheaper.

It is like the old joke, what is the
fastest way to make every computer in
America worthless? Have someone in-
vent a quantum computer, and sud-
denly that leap. It is like when all of a
sudden you have a new photovoltaic
panel, if it goes up 20 percent—there
are experiments in the lab right now—
all the other ones now are out of the
money and don’t make economic sense
anymore.

That is the concept. Creative de-
struction is one of the hallmarks of a
society that becomes more productive.
The way you get that is not the arro-
gance.

When I first got here, I think I stole
this joke from my wife—she looked at
me, what is the two times in life, Mr.
Speaker, you think you know every-
thing? When you are 13 years old, and
the day after you get elected to Con-
gress.

Oh, come on, guys,
stuff.

The fact of the matter is, when you
see these sort of policies coming from
Democrats where they are so smart,
they get to choose the industries that
get the corporate handouts, the cash
handouts, and you can’t imagine that
there were strings attached. Yet, if we
had just done an egalitarian tax policy,
say we want to maximize productivity
across the society because we are
smart enough to know what the break-
through is tomorrow. That break-
through tomorrow is the thing that
raises all boats, I guess that is the say-
ing, and makes us productive.

What do you get in a society that is
more productive? Wages go up.

All right. I just want to make a
point, and I did a little bit of this last
week. We held a little bit of a contest,
I think back in December, where we
asked, give us your ideas of how you
would modernize or improve or reduce
spending, these things.

So far this budget year, if you got rid
of foreign aid, this is for the 2025 fiscal
year, all foreign aid, get rid of it, it is
one week of borrowing.

Get rid of all the salaries at the De-
partment of Education. Okay, I am fine
with that, but you have got to under-
stand, it basically comes out to 9 hours
of borrowing for an entire year, and
that is not spending. That is bor-
rowing.

You have these people like me who
get behind these microphones and
speechify: If we get rid of the Depart-
ment of Education, we are going to bal-
ance the budget. No, all the salaries
just covered 9 hours of borrowing.
There is a scale problem. I know seeing

that is funny
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12 zeroes, when you start talking a tril-
lion, is hard. It is also our job. It is our
job to understand the complexities
here.

One of the complexities that we are
terrified to talk about is, if anyone is
interested in what we are really up
against, go online, grab Congressional
Budget Office’s report from yesterday.
Every year they do an estimate on pop-
ulation, fertility, growth in the soci-
ety. We were using the Census Bureau’s
data.

I have come here behind the micro-
phone and said, hey, our quick look at
the Census Bureau data was in 11 years
the United States was going to start to
have more deaths than births. CBO
came back yesterday and said, no, the
way they are calculating where fer-
tility rates are in the United States, in
8 years the United States will have
more deaths than births.

Demographics is destiny. You want
people like me to figure out the financ-
ing of Medicare, Medicaid, Social Secu-
rity, which were all designed systems
for population growth. Remember, to-
day’s worker pays for today’s bene-
ficiary. Even when we do the adjust-
ments for net immigration, you pick
up a couple more decades.

Think about that, living in a society
with more deaths than births in 8
years. Matter of fact, I believe there
were 17 States that last year had more
deaths than births.

This goes back to my productivity
argument. If you want a society and a
country that still economically grows,
that can still defend itself, that still is
the envy of the world, that has the ex-
traordinary privileges, are we going to
adopt regulatory tax policies that
maximize economic growth?

It turns out, you are going to have to
do things that maximize productivity,
maximize labor substitution, use that
technology, use the supercomputer in
your pocket. It is shocking how many
people freak out every time I start to
talk about using AI and these things.
You don’t have a choice. If we are
going to keep growing, we have got to
thread a needle here while jogging. We
have got to manage the debt. We have
got to convince the debt markets we
are serious, so don’t raise our interest
rate because if interest rates go up a
bunch, it is almost too late because we
are carrying so much, our demo-
graphics are against us.

We have to have this productivity
spike, and it is going to come through
functionally two things—AI and syn-
thetic biology—but I will save that for
another speech. However, there is a
way it can work. There is hope. There
is only hope if this place sharpens its
intellect. You can’t keep saying the
same things you were saying in the
1990s or a decade ago. The world is dif-
ferent.

I hope the staff, the voters, others
start to really think this through and
start demanding, saying, I need intel-
lectual robustness, if that is a word.
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Learn your math. Learn the oppor-
tunity, but also learn to think like an
economist.

Let’s put up the one chart that gets
me the most hate, and it is more than
a year, year-and-a-half out of date. The
numbers are worse today, but it is the
truth. For anyone crazy enough to
watch, how many Members of Congress
are willing to show this to you?

This is directly from CBO, numbers
from about a year-and-a-half ago. They
update it every year. CBO projects $115
trillion debt over 2024-2054. Social Se-
curity and Medicare account for $124
trillion of deficit. The rest of the budg-
et has a $9 trillion surplus. Let me
walk that through. It basically means
everything when we talk about non-
defense discretionary, defense discre-
tionary, all those are projected to grow
slower than tax receipts, but Medicare,
Social Security, and the interest that
goes on top of their deficit financing
produce about $124 trillion of bor-
rowing.

How many of you think the world is
going to lend us $124 trillion over the
next 30 years?

This is based on current interest
rates. Actually, it is sort of based on
last year’s interest rates. I was playing
with a calculator a couple days ago.
With my math, I have this going to
$135 trillion, not $124 trillion.
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It is not Republican. It is not Demo-
cratic. It is demographics.

The fact of the matter is that you
could substantially change much of
Medicare’s costs and make services
better, faster, and cheaper. Just join
this century of technology in taking
care of people.

The ring I am wearing that does my
vitals or the technologies to
incentivize things, do we pay a Medi-
care provider to help people be
healthier instead of making more
money when someone is sicker?

We did a whole presentation multiple
times last year showing obesity in
America is an additional $9.1 trillion of
spending over the next 10 years. Maybe
as a society, we should consider chang-
ing the farm bill nutrition support to
help our brothers and sisters because it
is both moral and great economics.

Suddenly, people can come back into
the labor force. They can form fami-
lies. They can do all these other things.
We have States where more than half
of the population is technically obese,
and we are paying for it. It is govern-
ment policy in many ways that is
doing it to these people. It is immoral.

I am going to get hate texts saying:
You can’t talk about that. Screw you.

Let’s do what is right for our broth-
ers and sisters in this country. We are
Americans. Don’t hide from the math.
Embrace it, and fix it.

This one is the last. If you saw my
staff, they were slipping me this be-
cause we were sort of speed doing the
math. Let me explain.

We are trying to do this more often.
We will get these questions that come
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in on the comments. Someone asked
this, and they actually did it as a le-
gitimate question: Foreign aid over 4
years is $198 billion. Think of that.
Every dime of foreign aid, if you said
for the last 4 years and took 4 years of
borrowing, it would cover 8 days, 8.2
days of debt. Those of you who get up
in front of these mikes and say that if
we got rid of foreign aid, we will bal-
ance the budget, even when I do the av-
erage of the last 4 years, it is just a lit-
tle over 8 days of borrowing.

It is hard when you get up in front of
an audience at home and tell them the
truth when it is not the same thing
they heard 10 minutes earlier on a talk
radio show or on a cable television
show.

This isn’t about ratings. This isn’t
about today’s dopamine hit of you
being angry because you saw some-
thing on the Drudge Report. This is
about saving this Republic.

If you are like I am, you believe this
Republic was divinely inspired. If you
believe like I do, do you not have a
moral obligation to save this country?

How about being a dad? My wife is
my age. We were blessed. We got to
adopt a couple of kids. Should they be
part of the first generation that is
poor? They don’t have to be.

There is a way the math works. It
just turns out, Mr. Speaker, that it is
hard.

We have to do complex things. We are
going to have to tell lobbyists and peo-
ple from home that you have to mod-
ernize, join this century, and change
your business models.

They are going to be mean to us.
They might not even contribute to us,
but there is a way to make the math
save our future. I am going to argue
that in the next 6 weeks around here.

We are going to make some deci-
sions. Are we going to modernize the
delivery of government? Are we going
to find a way to offset? Are we going to
convince the bond markets that we are
serious about the future?

For everyone out there, watch us. We
all give these beautiful speeches about
the morality of what an amazing coun-
try we have and our place in the world
and our place in history.

Mr. Speaker, these are the weeks we
are going to make that history or have
to live with the sins of what we do.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GILL of Texas). Members are reminded
to direct their remarks to the Chair
and not to a perceived viewing audi-
ence.

119TH CONGRESS REGULATIONS
FOR USE OF DEPOSITION AU-
THORITY AND REMOTE PARTICI-
PATION OF COMMITTEE WITNESS

REGULATIONS FOR THE USE OF DEPOSITION
AUTHORITY

1. Notices for the taking of depositions
shall specify the date, time, and place of ex-
amination. Depositions shall be taken under
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oath administered by a member or a person
otherwise authorized to administer oaths.
Depositions may continue from day to day.

2. Consultation with the ranking minority
member shall include three days’ notice be-
fore any deposition is taken. All members of
the committee shall also receive three days
written notice that a deposition will be
taken, except in exigent circumstances. For
purposes of these procedures, a day shall not
include Saturdays, Sundays, or legal holi-
days except when the House is in session on
such a day.

3. Witnesses may be accompanied at a dep-
osition by two designated personal, non-
governmental attorneys to advise them of
their rights. Only members, committee staff
designated by the chair or ranking minority
member, an official reporter, the witness,
and the witness’s two designated attorneys
are permitted to attend. Other persons, in-
cluding government agency personnel, may
not attend.

4. The chair of the committee noticing the
deposition may designate that deposition as
part of a joint investigation between com-
mittees, and in that case, provide notice to
the members of the committees. If such a
designation is made, the chair and ranking
minority member of the additional com-
mittee(s) may designate committee staff to
attend pursuant to regulation 3. Members
and designated staff of the committees may
attend and ask questions as set forth below.

5. A deposition shall be conducted by any
member or committee counsel designated by
the chair or ranking minority member of the
Committee that noticed the deposition.
When depositions, including those conducted
as part of a joint investigation, are con-
ducted by committee counsel, there shall be
no more than four committee counsel, two
designated by the Chair(s) and two des-
ignated by the ranking minority member(s),
permitted to question a witness per round.

6. Deposition questions shall be pro-
pounded in rounds. The length of each round
shall not exceed 60 minutes per side and shall
provide equal time to the majority and the
minority. In each round, the member(s) or
committee counsel designated by the chair
shall ask questions first, and the member(s)
or committee counsel designated by the
ranking minority member shall ask ques-
tions second.

7. Objections must be stated concisely and
in a non-argumentative and nonsuggestive
manner. A witness’s attorney may not in-
struct a witness to refuse to answer a ques-
tion, except to preserve a privilege. In the
event of professional, ethical, or other mis-
conduct by the witness’s attorney during the
deposition, the Committee may take any ap-
propriate disciplinary action. The witness
may refuse to answer a question only to pre-
serve a privilege. When the witness has re-
fused to answer a question to preserve a
privilege, members or staff may (i) proceed
with the deposition, or (ii) either at that
time or at a subsequent time, seek a ruling
from the Chair either by telephone or other-
wise. If the Chair overrules any such objec-
tion and thereby orders a witness to answer
any question to which an objection was
lodged, the witness shall be ordered to an-
swer. If a member of the committee chooses
to appeal the ruling of the chair, such appeal
must be made within three days, in writing,
and shall be preserved for committee consid-
eration. The Committee’s ruling on appeal
shall be filed with the clerk of the Com-
mittee and shall be provided to the members
and witness no less than three days before
the reconvened deposition. A deponent who
refuses to answer a question after being di-
rected to answer by the chair may be subject
to sanction, except that no sanctions may be
imposed if the ruling of the chair is reversed
by the committee on appeal.
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8. The Committee chair shall ensure that
the testimony is transcribed and may also
require testimony to be electronically re-
corded, including by video recording. When
the witness’s testimony is transcribed, the
witness or the witness’s attorney shall be af-
forded an opportunity to review a copy. No
later than five days after the witness has
been notified of the opportunity to review
the transcript, the witness may submit sug-
gested changes to the chair. Committee staff
may make any typographical and technical
changes. Substantive changes, modifica-
tions, clarifications, or amendments to the
deposition transcript submitted by the wit-
ness must be accompanied by a letter signed
by the witness requesting the changes and a
statement of the witness’s reasons for each
proposed change. Any substantive changes,
modifications, clarifications, or amendments
shall be included as an appendix to the tran-
script conditioned upon the witness signing
the transcript.

9. The individual administering the oath, if
other than a member, shall certify on the
transcript that the witness was duly sworn.
The transcriber shall certify that the tran-
script is a true record of the testimony, and
the transcript shall be filed, together with
any electronic recording, including any
video recording, with the clerk of the com-
mittee in Washington, DC. Depositions shall
be considered to have been taken in Wash-
ington, DC, as well as the location actually
taken once filed there with the clerk of the
committee for the committee’s use. The
chair and the ranking minority member
shall be provided with a copy of the tran-
scripts of the deposition, together with any
electronic recording, including video record-
ing, at the same time.

10. The chair and ranking minority mem-
ber shall consult regarding the release of
deposition testimony, transcripts, or record-
ings, and portions thereof. If either objects
in writing to a proposed release of a deposi-
tion testimony, transcript, or recording, or a
portion thereof, the matter shall be prompt-
ly referred to the committee for resolution.

11. A witness shall not be required to tes-
tify unless the witness has been provided
with a copy of section 3(t) of H. Res. 5, 119th
Congress, and these regulations.
REGULATIONS FOR THE REMOTE PARTICIPATION

OF COMMITTEE WITNESSES

Except as provided by section 3(i) of H.
Res. b, 119th Congress and these regulations,
witnesses shall testify before a committee in
person. No remote testimony will be accept-
ed from witnesses testifying in a government
capacity. In the event the chair of a com-
mittee determines that testimony of a wit-
ness appearing in a non-governmental capac-
ity is necessary and such a witness is only
available to participate remotely due to ex-
treme hardship or other exceptional cir-
cumstances, the chair may allow the witness
to participate remotely, with written ap-
proval from the Majority Leader.

The official record of the committee pro-
ceeding shall include a letter from the chair
detailing the necessity of allowing the wit-
ness to participate remotely, a description of
why the witness could not participate in per-
son, why such testimony was necessary for
purposes of fulfilling Congress’s Article I re-
sponsibility, and a letter from the Majority
Leader approving of such remote participa-
tion.

The witness must agree to remain on the
platform until excused by the chair. The wit-
ness should conduct a pre-hearing tech-
nology test with staff designated by the
chair, to ensure the witness will have suffi-
cient internet connection during the hear-
ing, and to minimize the possibility of any
technical issues.
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No witness appearing in a governmental
capacity may participate remotely. No wit-
ness testifying before a committee in re-
sponse to a subpoena is permitted to testify
remotely, unless both the chair of the com-
mittee and the Majority Leader authorize
such testimony in writing and printed in the
Congressional Record.

Any text based or private messaging func-
tion in the software platform used to facili-
tate the participation of a remote witness
must be disabled unless it is used to provide
technical support to the witness, which may
be excluded from the public video stream and
will not be considered a committee record.

Only witnesses approved for remote par-
ticipation may have participatory access on
the software platform.

Committees may only utilize a software
platform certified by the Chief Administra-
tive Officer. The Chief Administrative Offi-
cer should inform committees, including the
ranking minority members, each time a soft-
ware platform is certified.

Witnesses participating remotely should
appear before a nonpolitical, professional ap-
propriate background that is minimally dis-
tracting to other members and witnesses, to
the greatest extent possible. It remains with-
in the full discretion of the chair to enforce
rules of decorum for committee proceedings.

Any committee report of activities sub-
mitted pursuant to clause 1(d)(1) of rule XI
should include a list of hearings conducted
with remote participation.

A witness participating remotely in a com-
mittee proceeding shall be visible onscreen
within the software platform until excused
by the chair. The witness shall disclose to
the chair and ranking member any addi-
tional individual(s) present off screen.

Witness counsel shall be allowed access on
the remote proceeding software platform if
they are not in the physical presence of the
witness. It is recommended that counsel fa-
cilitate a separate secure line of communica-
tion with the witness. A witness may not be
unmuted by any other individual and should
be allowed to use such secure line of commu-
nication while testifying to confer with
counsel.

A witness may not allow an individual not
invited to testify to speak on the platform.
The committee chair may only provide an
exception when the other individual is nec-
essary to facilitate the witness’s participa-
tion in the hearing (e.g. translators).

A chair may not authorize remote partici-
pation for more than one witness at a com-
mittee hearing without the approval of the
Majority Leader in writing and printed in
the Congressional Record.

——
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, 1
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 3 o’clock and 49 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, January 15, 2025, at 10 a.m.
for morning-hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

EC-20. A letter from the President and
Chair, Board of Directors, Export-Import
Bank of the United States, transmitting a
statement with respect to transactions in-
volving U.S. exports to Azerbaijan, pursuant
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to 12 U.S.C. 635(b)(3); July 31, 1945, ch. 341,
Sec. 2 (as added by Public Law 102-266, Sec.
102); (106 Stat. 95); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

EC-21. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation, and En-
ergy Efficiency, Office of Energy Efficiency
and Renewable Energy, Department of En-
ergy, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Energy Conservation Program: Test
Procedure for Central Air Conditioners and
Heat Pumps [EERE-2022-BT-TP-0028] (RIN:
1904-AF49) received January 9, 2025, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

EC-22. A letter from the Fisheries Regula-
tions Specialist, NMFS, National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration, transmit-
ting the Administration’s final rule — Fish-
eries Off West Coast States; Coastal Pelagic
Species Fisheries; Annual Specifications;
2024-2025 Annual Specifications and Manage-
ment Measures for Pacific Sardine [Docket
No.: 240614-0162; RTID 0648-XD848] received
January 9, 2025, 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-23. A letter from the Acting Director,
Office of Personnel Management, transmit-
ting the Office’s final rule — Suitability and
Fitness (RIN: 3206-A017) received January 9,
2024, 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 Government
Reform.

EC-24. A letter from the Congressional and
Public Affairs Specialist, Bureau of Industry
and Security, Department of Industry and
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Implementation of Certain Aus-
tralia Group Decisions [Docket No.: 241212-
0324] (RIN: 0694-AJ83) received January 9,
2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-25. A letter from the Fisheries Regula-
tions Specialist, NMFS, National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration, transmit-
ting the Administration’s temporary rule —
Fisheries of the Northeastern United States;
Atlantic Bluefish Fishery; Quota Transfer
From New York to North Carolina [Docket
No.: 231221-0314; RTID 0648-XE510] received
January 9, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

EC-26. A letter from the Fisheries Regula-
tions Specialist, NMFS, National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration, transmit-
ting the Administration’s temporary rule —
Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone
Off Alaska; Reallocation of Pacific Cod in
the Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Manage-
ment Area [Docket No.: 240304-0068; RTID
0648-XE445] received January 9, 2025, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Natural Resources.

EC-27. A letter from the Fisheries Regula-
tions Specialist, NMFS, National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration, transmit-
ting the Administration’s temporary rule —
Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone
Off Alaska; Atka Mackerel in the Bering Sea
Subarea and Eastern Aleutian District of the
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Manage-
ment Area [Docket No.: 240304-0068] (RTID:
0648-XD956) received January 9, 2025, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Natural Resources.

EC-28. A letter from the Fisheries Regula-
tions Specialist, NMFS, National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration, transmit-
ting the Administration’s final rule — Fish-
eries of the Northeastern United States;
Framework Adjustment 16 to the Mackerel,
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Squid, and Butterfish Fishery Management
Plan [Docket No.: 241022-0277] (RIN: 0648-
BNO02) received January 9, 2024, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

EC-29. A letter from the Fisheries Regula-
tions Specialist, NMFS, National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration, transmit-
ting the Administration’s final rule — Pa-
cific Island Fisheries; Amendment 7 to the
Fishery Ecosystem Plan for the American
Samoa Archipelago and Final Rule; Dis-
continue Rebuilding Plan for American
Samoa Bottomfish and Implement Annual
Catch Limits and Accountability Measures
for Fishing Years 2024-2026 [Docket No.:
241101-0287] (RIN: 0648-BN03) received Janu-
ary 9, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Natural Resources.

EC-30. A letter from the Attorney Advisor,
Office of the Secretary, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Revisions to Civil Pen-
alty Amounts, 2025 (RIN: 2105-AF16) received
January 9, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

EC-31. A letter from the President of the
United States, transmitting the 2024 Federal
Programs and Services Agreement between
the United States and the Repbulic of Palau
and the 2024 Federal Programs and Services
Agreement between the United States and
the Marshall Islands, pursuant to Public Law
118-42, title II, Sec. 204(e); (138 Stat. 423) and
48 U.S.C. 1931(d)(2); Public Law 99-658, Sec.
101(d)(2); (100 Stat. 3673) (H. Doc. No. 119—10);
jointly to the Committees on Natural Re-
sources and Foreign Affairs, and ordered to
be printed.

————

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. KENNEDY of Utah (for himself,
Mr. OWENS, Mr. MOORE of Utah, and
Ms. MALOY):

H.R. 376. A bill to prohibit the use of funds
by the Secretary of the Interior to finalize
and implement certain travel management
plans in the State of Utah; to the Committee
on Natural Resources.

By Mrs. BICE (for herself, Mr. AMODEI
of Nevada, Mr. FEENSTRA, Ms.
HAGEMAN, Mr. CLINE, Mr. CLOUD, Mr.
MOORE of Alabama, Mr. ELLZEY, Mr.
TIFFANY, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr.
MOYLAN, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. WILSON
of South Carolina, Ms. TENNEY, Mr.
COLLINS, Mr. SELF, Mr. RULLI, and
Mr. SMITH of Nebraska):

H.R. 377. A bill to require agencies to re-
peal three existing regulations before issuing
a new regulation, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, 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 Mr. BUCHANAN (for himself, Mr.
HIGGINS of Louisiana, Mr. NEHLS, Mr.
EzELL, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. BOST,
Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. LALOTA, Ms.
DE LA CRUZ, Mrs. HOUCHIN, Mrs.
LUNA, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. BACON, Mr.
VALADAO, and Mr. OBERNOLTE):

H.R. 378. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to provide additional aggra-
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vating factors for the imposition of the

death penalty based on the status of the vic-
tim; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CARTER of Georgia (for him-

self, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. CRENSHAW,

Ms. LETLOW, Mr. ALLEN, Mr.
SMUCKER, and Mr. KELLY of Pennsyl-
vania):

H.R. 379. A bill to provide that the rule re-
lating to ‘‘Short-Term, Limited-Duration In-
surance and Independent, Noncoordinated
Excepted Benefits Coverage’” (89 Fed. Reg.
23338 (April 3, 2024)) shall have no force or ef-
fect; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committees on
Education and Workforce, and 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. CASE (for himself, Mr. MOYLAN,
Mr. HERNANDEZ, Mrs. RADEWAGEN,
and Mrs. KING-HINDS):

H.R. 380. A bill to require fair shipping
prices for noncontiguous areas of the United
States, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. CASTEN (for himself, Ms.
BARRAGAN, Ms. CASTOR of Florida,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr.
LEVIN, Mr. MAGAZINER, Mr. McGoV-
ERN, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. NADLER, Ms.
NORTON, Ms. PINGREE, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, and Ms. TLAIB):

H.R. 381. A bill to amend the Natural Gas
Act to require that impacts to climate sta-
bility, consumer energy costs, and environ-
mental justice be considered in a determina-
tion of whether proposed exportation of nat-
ural gas is in the public interest, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. CASTEN (for himself and Ms.
NORTON):

H.R. 382. A bill to require the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection
Agency to collect, calculate, and publish in-
formation regarding emissions of carbon di-
oxide and methane outside the boundaries of
the United States that are associated with
exports of fossil fuels, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. CASTEN (for himself, Mr.
BEYER, Mr. LEVIN, Ms. BROWNLEY,
Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. COHEN, Mr.

HUFFMAN, Mr. KHANNA, Ms. PINGREE,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. TONKO, and Ms.
MOORE of Wisconsin):

H.R. 383. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal fossil fuel sub-
sidies for oil companies, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CLINE (for himself, Mr. FITZ-
GERALD, and Ms. HAGEMAN):

H.R. 384. A Dbill to transfer antitrust en-
forcement from the Federal Trade Commis-
sion to the Attorney General, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr.
KEATING, Mr. WILSON of South Caro-
lina, and Ms. SALAZAR):

H.R. 385. A bill to identify and combat cor-
ruption in countries, to establish a tiered
list of countries with respect to levels of cor-
ruption by their governments and their ef-
forts to combat such corruption, and to
evaluate whether foreign persons engaged in
significant corruption should be specially
designated mnationals wunder the Global
Magnitsky Human Rights Accountability
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Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
and in addition to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. DAVIDSON:

H.R. 386. A bill to require the United
States Governor of, and the United States
Executive Director at, the International
Monetary Fund to oppose an increase in the
weight of the Chinese renminbi in the Spe-
cial Drawing Rights basket of the Fund, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

By Ms. DE LA CRUZ (for herself, Ms.
CROCKETT, Mr. ELLZEY, Mr. FALLON,
and Mr. ARRINGTON):

H.R. 387. A bill to require the Secretary of
Agriculture to submit to Congress a report
on available assistance to agricultural pro-
ducers in the State of Texas that have suf-
fered economic losses due to the failure of
Mexico to deliver water; to the Committee
on Agriculture.

By Ms. DE LA CRUZ (for herself, Ms.
CROCKETT, and Mr. ELLZEY):

H.R. 388. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Agriculture to review the Cattle Fever Tick
Eradication Program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Ms. DE LA CRUZ (for herself and
Mr. TONY GONZALES of Texas):

H.R. 389. A bill to amend the Food Security
Act of 1985 to authorize payments under the
environmental quality incentives program to
assist producers in implementing certain
conservation practices along the southern
border of Texas, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. FONG (for himself and Ms.
MCCLELLAN):

H.R. 390. A bill to utlitize the Advanced
Capabilities for Emergency Response to Op-
erations project of NASA to improve aerial
responses to wildfires, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology.

By Mr. KHANNA:

H.R. 391. A bill to amend the Protecting
Americans from Foreign Adversary Con-
trolled Applications Act to extend the dead-
line by which TikTok must be sold in order
to avoid being banned; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

By Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia (for her-
self, Ms. TENNEY, Mr. JOYCE of Ohio,
and Mr. COSTA):

H.R. 392. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to create a tax credit for
nurse preceptors; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mrs. LUNA (for herself and Mrs.
MILLER of Illinois):

H.R. 393. A bill to increase penalties for
crimes against children; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mrs. LUNA (for herself and Mrs.
MILLER of Illinois):

H.R. 394. A bill to increase penalties for
child pornography; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mrs. LUNA (for herself and Mrs.
MILLER of Illinois):

H.R. 395. A bill to require mandatory mini-
mums for sexual abuse; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. MAGAZINER (for himself, Mr.
RoYy, Ms. ADpAMS, Mr. BEYER, Mr.
CASAR, Mr. CISCOMANI, Mr. CLEAVER,
Ms. CRAIG, Mr. CRANE, Mr. CROW, Ms.
DAvVIDS of Kansas, Ms. DELBENE, Mr.
DELUZIO, Mr. GARCIA of California,
Mr. GOLDEN of Maine, Mr.
GOTTHEIMER, Ms. HOULAHAN, Mr.
HUFFMAN, Mr. JOHNSON of South Da-
kota, Mr. KEATING, Mrs. KiMm, Mr.
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LANDSMAN, Mr. LAWLER, Ms. LEGER
FERNANDEZ, Mr. LEVIN, Ms. MACE,
Ms. McCOLLUM, Mr. MRVAN, Mr. MUR-
PHY, Mr. NADLER, Mr. NEGUSE, Ms.
NORTON, Ms. PEREZ, Mr. PERRY, Ms.
PETTERSEN, Mr. POCAN, Ms. SALINAS,
Ms. SHERRILL, Mr. SORENSEN, Mr.
STANTON, Ms. STEVENS, Ms. TITUS,
Mr. TONKO, Mr. VASQUEZ, Ms. WIL-
LIAMS of Georgia, Mr. MACKENZIE,
and Mr. PAPPAS):

H.R. 396. A bill to require Members of Con-
gress and their spouses and dependent chil-
dren to place certain assets into blind trusts,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
House Administration.

By Mr. MORELLE:

H.R. 397. A bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
216 Cumberland Street in Rochester, New
York, as the ‘“Minister Franklin Florence
Memorial Post Office”’; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ:

H.R. 398. A bill to amend the Geothermal
Steam Act of 1970 to provide cost-recovery
authority for the Department of the Interior;
to the Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mrs. RADEWAGEN:

H.R. 399. A bill to permanently extend the

American Samoa economic development tax

credit; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.
By Mr. ROY (for himself, Mr. OGLES,
Mr. ROUZER, Mr. CLINE, Mrs.

HARSHBARGER, Mr. BIGGS of Arizona,
and Mr. MOORE of West Virginia):

H.R. 400. A bill to prohibit contributions to
the United Nations Human Rights Council,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. ROY (for himself, Mr. HIGGINS
of Louisiana, Mr. BiGGs of Arizona,
Ms. TENNEY, Mr. OGLES, Ms. GREENE
of Georgia, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr. NOR-
MAN, Mr. BURLISON, Mrs.
HARSHBARGER, Mr. FALLON, Mr.
MOORE of Alabama, Mrs. LUNA, and
Ms. HAGEMAN):

H.R. 401. A bill to prohibit United States
assessed and voluntary contributions to the
World Health Organization; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT:

H.R. 402. A bill to amend title 31, United
States Code, to require the Secretary of the
Treasury to appear before Congress before
the debt limit is reached or extraordinary
measures are taken to prevent default; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SWALWELL:

H.R. 403. A bill to enhance predisaster
mitigation to prevent future natural disas-
ters, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Mr. FLOOD:

H. Res. 38. A resolution electing Members
to certain standing committees of the House
of Representatives; considered and agreed to.

By Mr. FLOOD:

H. Res. 39. A resolution ranking a Member
on a certain standing committee of the
House of Representatives; considered and
agreed to.

By Mr. AGUILAR:

H. Res. 40. A resolution electing Members
to certain standing committees of the House
of Representatives; considered and agreed to.

By Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI (for him-

self, Ms. MALLIOTAKIS, Mr.
SUBRAMANYAM, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr.
KHANNA, Mr. THANEDAR, and Mr.

BERA):

H. Res. 41. A resolution expressing support
for the designation of the month of January,
as ‘‘Tamil Language and Heritage Month’’;
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.
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CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Utah:

H.R. 376.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

By Mrs. BICE:

H.R. 377.

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.
By Mr. BUCHANAN:
H.R. 378.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, section 8
By Mr. CARTER of Georgia:
H.R. 379.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution
By Mr. CASE:
H.R. 380.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article I Section 8
By Mr. CASTEN:
H.R. 381.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, clause 3 of the Con-
stitution
By Mr. CASTEN:
H.R. 382.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, clause 3 of the Con-
stitution
By Mr. CASTEN:
H.R. 383.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, clause 3 of the Con-
stitution
By Mr. CLINE:
H.R. 384.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution.
By Mr. COHEN:
H.R. 385.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con-
stitution of the United States
By Mr. DAVIDSON:
H.R. 386.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S.
Constitution.
By Ms. DE LA CRUZ:
H.R. 387.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 8
By Ms. DE LA CRUZ:
H.R. 388.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 8
By Ms. DE LA CRUZ:
H.R. 389.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. FONG:

H.R. 390.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. KHANNA:

H.R. 391.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, section 8

By Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia:

H.R. 392.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mrs. LUNA:

H.R. 393.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mrs. LUNA:

H.R. 39%4.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mrs. LUNA:

H.R. 39.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. MAGAZINER:

H.R. 396.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. MORELLE:

H.R. 397.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the
United States Constitution and Amendment
XVI of the United States Constitution.

By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ:

H.R. 398.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the
United States Constitution

By Mrs. RADEWAGEN:

H.R. 399.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. ROY:

H.R. 400.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

By Mr. ROY:

H.R. 401.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT:

H.R. 402.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S.
Constitution:

By Mr. SWALWELL:

H.R. 403.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, of the United States
Constitution, specifically Clause 18 (relating
to the power to make all laws necessary and
proper for carrying out the powers vested in
congress).

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:
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H.R. 21: Mr. MCGUIRE, Mr.
South Dakota, Mr. DAVIDSON,
LOUDERMILK.

H.R. 28: Mr. TIFFANY and Mr. CLINE.

H.R. 30: Mrs. HINSON.

H.R. 33: Ms. PLASKETT.

H.R. 38: Mr. MCGUIRE, Mr. FONG, Mr. STEIL,
and Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS.

H.R. 45: Mr. YAKYM, Mr. JOHNSON of South
Dakota, Mr. MANN, and Mr. SELF.

H.R. 53: Mr. DONALDS.

H.R. 70: Ms. BOEBERT.

H.R. 75: Mr. DONALDS.

H.R. 128: Ms. VAN DUYNE.

H.R. 131: Mr. HURD of Colorado.

H.R. 132: Mr. HURD of Colorado.

H.R. 134: Mr. BIGGS of Arizona.

H.R. 141: Mr. YAKYM.

H.R. 142: Ms. HAGEMAN and Mr. YAKYM.

H.R. 163: Mr. MANN.

H.R. 176: Mr. MANN.

JOHNSON of
and Mr.
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H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.

210:
211:
234:
260:

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

JACKSON of Illinois.
TONKO.

BAIRD.

MCDOWELL.

264: Mr. CARTER of Louisiana.

H.R. 265: Mr. CARTER of Louisiana.

H.R. 271: Ms. FoxX, Mr. FULCHER, and Mr.
LOUDERMILK.

H.R. 272: Mrs. HOUCHIN.

H.R. 273: Mrs. BicGs of South Carolina, Mr.
SMITH of Nebraska, and Mr. MCCORMICK.

H.R. 274: Mr. BAIRD.

H.R. 283: Mr. MCDOWELL, Mr. OWENS, Mr.
ALFORD, and Mr. BAIRD.

H.R. 295: Mr. BAIRD.

H.R. 302: Mr. OWENS.

H.R. 307: Mr. MEEKS, Mr. DAVIS of North
Carolina, Mrs. SYKES, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 309: Mr. CARTER of Texas.

H.R. 318: Mr. CARTER of Texas.
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H.R. 326: Mr. VAN ORDEN.

H.R. 327: Mr. VAN ORDEN and Mr. DAVIS of
North Carolina.

H.R. 330: Mr. CRENSHAW.

H.R. 335: Mr. DOWNING.

H.R. 342: Mr. MORAN, Mr. NEHLS, Mr.
FALLON, Mr. BAIRD, Mr. JACKSON of Texas,
Mr. ScoTT Franklin of Florida, and Mr.
DONALDS.

H.R. 343: Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. RUTHERFORD,
and Mrs. BICE.

H.R. 3564: Mr. LAHooD and Mr. KELLY of
Pennsylvania.

H.R. 361: Mr. BAIRD.

H.J. Res. 12: Mr. MANN and Mr. JOYCE of
Pennsylvania.

H. Con. Res. 3: Mr. HARRIS of Maryland.

H. Res. 30: Mr. GOTTHEIMER and Mr.
RASKIN.

H. Res. 33: Ms. Ross and Ms. SIMON.
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The Senate met at 12 noon and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. GRASSLEY).

——
PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Holy, holy, holy, Lord God of hosts,
speak to our lawmakers and fill them
with bright memories, holy commit-
ments, and deep resolve. May their
bright memories remind them of the
way You have guided and protected
this Nation throughout the seasons of
its history. May their holy commit-
ments prompt them to be true to their
duties to stand for right, though the
heavens fall. May their deep resolve
motivate them to not become weary in
doing Your will.

Lord, remind them that without
Your power, human efforts are useless.

We pray in Your mighty Name.
Amen.

———————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The President pro tempore 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.

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
JOHNSON). Under the previous order,
the leadership time is reserved.

MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will be
in a period of morning business for de-
bate only, with Senators permitted to
speak therein for up to 10 minutes
each.

The Senator from Iowa.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak in morn-
ing business for 2 or 3 minutes.

Senate

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——————

IOWA LEGISLATURE

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I
served 16 years in the Iowa House of
Representatives before I came to the
Congress of the United States. Fre-
quently, I visit that body.

Yesterday, I participated in the open-
ing of the 91st session of that Iowa
House of Representatives. I enjoyed
hearing from Iowa legislators about
the issues their communities are con-
cerned with. I also had the opportunity
to swear in my grandson Patrick
Grassley for his sixth year as speaker
of the Iowa House of Representatives.

I wish both the Iowa House and Sen-
ate a productive session as they work
to better the lives of Iowans through
State law.

By the way, I can say to my col-
leagues here: Congress could learn a
lesson not only from the Iowa Legisla-
ture but from most State legislatures
in the balancing of the budget because
the Federal budget needs that sort of
discipline.

I yield the floor.

—————

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.

———
ENERGY

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, 2 months
after Americans soundly rejected his
Presidency and its policies, President
Biden is doubling down. Last week, he
unveiled a new front in his war on
American energy: a sweeping ban on
new offshore oil and gas development
covering the entire east coast and large
portions of the west coast, the eastern
Gulf of Mexico, and parts of the North-
ern Bering Sea in Alaska. All told—all
told—he is closing off more than 625

million acres to new oil and gas devel-
opment, on top of the bans that were
already in place.

The President’s decision last week
was particularly notable for its size
and for the clear snub to American vot-
ers. But this is just the latest in a long
series of actions by the President hos-
tile to conventional energy develop-
ment: a pause on approvals of liquefied
natural gas exports; a sharp decline in
leases issued for oil and natural gas on
public lands and waters; restrictions on
drilling in large areas of the Natural
Petroleum Reserve in Alaska; the can-
cellation of leases in the Arctic; the ad-
ministration’s so-called good neighbor
rule, designed to effectively force fos-
sil-fuel-powered powerplants to close.
And the list goes on. In short, Presi-
dent Biden has done everything he can
to set us up for a future of diminished
conventional energy production.

That is a problem because we are no-
where near being able to rely primarily
on alternative energy. And if we don’t
have sufficient conventional energy,
we are going to find ourselves in seri-
ous difficulties.

For starters, insufficient conven-
tional energy production could mean
big increases in energy bills for Amer-
ican families. A lack of domestic sup-
ply—or the need to rely on expensive
energy imports—would be likely to
make things like gas and electricity
far more expensive. Needless to say,
that is the last thing that Americans
are looking for after the steep in-
creases in gas and electricity bills
under the Biden administration.

And apart from price, there is the
even more concerning prospect of
major supply shortages. I am fairly
sure Americans don’t want to wait in
long lines for gas—or face rationing—
or wondering whether the lights are ac-
tually going to turn on when they hit
the light switch.

Then there are the national security
implications. If we are not producing
enough conventional energy here at

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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home, we are going to have to make up
the supply from abroad, most likely
from hostile nations or volatile areas
of the world. As European countries
learned the hard way after Russia in-
vaded Ukraine, relying on hostile na-
tions for your energy supply is not a
winning proposition.

Plus, foreign production can be far
less environmentally friendly than pro-
ducing oil and gas here at home.

One of the best things that we can do
for our national security is to ensure
that we have a stable, reliable, and af-
fordable domestic energy supply.

Fortunately, the Biden administra-
tion is being supplanted by the Trump
administration, and I know that Presi-
dent Trump is committed to reversing
President Biden’s anti-conventional
energy policies and unleashing Amer-
ican energy production.

Hopefully, it will be possible to undo
much of the damage that President
Biden has done and set us up for a se-
cure energy future. But it is worth re-
flecting on what might have been—and
could be again—if we don’t have a Con-
gress and a President committed to
conventional, as well as renewable, en-
ergy development.

I hope that future administrations—
Democrat, as well as Republican—will
make American energy security a pri-
ority.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant executive clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

CABINET NOMINATIONS

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, today,
the Senate began holding hearings for
the President-elect’s nominees to serve
in his Cabinet.

This morning, the Senate Armed
Services Committee heard testimony
from Pete Hegseth to serve as Sec-
retary of Defense. Few nominees will
face the kind of troubling questions
that Mr. Hegseth faced going into to-
day’s hearing. He is, by outward ap-
pearance, woefully unfit for a job like
Secretary of Defense. Unfortunately
for Mr. Hegseth, his testimony thus far
has failed to address the disturbing
questions that plague his nomination.
It appears Mr. Hegseth’s strategy is to
follow the five d’s of dodgeball: dodge,
duck, dip, dive, and dodge.

Mr. Hegseth failed to explain, for
one, why someone with his lack of
qualifications should be entrusted to
lead our Armed Forces. Why should
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America entrust our military to a tele-
vision personality who has never led
any large organization? It is a huge or-
ganization, DOD. He hasn’t come close
to having any of that kind of adminis-
trative experience. We didn’t hear any
good answer to that question.

Mr. Hegseth also failed to answer for
his deeply flawed history of financial
and organizational mismanagement.
Why should he be the one entrusted to
manage the Pentagon’s budget? Again,
no good answer.

When asked about his comments as
recently as 2 months ago, when he
claimed that ‘“we should not have
women in combat roles,”” he had no
good answers.

Finally, Mr. Hegseth failed to assure
us he has the temperament for the job.
His history of excessive drinking is
troubling for someone seeking to lead
our military, and his reflexive defiance
against the allegations regarding sex-
ual assault undermines his credibility.

If Mr. Hegseth had nothing to hide
about his past, then it shouldn’t be a
problem for the chairman of the Armed
Services Committee to allow all com-
mittee members to review all FBI
background documents, but today,
Chairman WICKER rejected this reason-
able request by Ranking Member REED
to let committee members review Mr.
Hegseth’s past. Again, if there is noth-
ing to hide about Mr. Hegseth, why is
the chairman hell-bent on keeping all
relevant information out of the hands
of his colleagues? To dismiss the alle-
gations against Mr. Hegseth but then
reject full transparency is odd at best,
dangerous at worst. It reeks of some-
thing hiding in the dark.

Being Secretary of Defense demands
discipline, character, and restraint. Mr.
Hegseth’s history shows he is deficient
in all these qualities, and so far, his
hearing has not changed that.

Mr. President, now on the noms to-
morrow, Mr. Hegseth is not the only
nominee testifying this week who must
answer for a disturbing record. The
number of people with disturbing
records who have been nominated—
some of them are good nominees, but
the number with disturbing records
and histories—I don’t think I can re-
member a time in history when we
have had that many.

Tomorrow, we will hear from a large
collection of nominees, but let’s focus
on two: Russell Vought to serve as Di-
rector of OMB and Chris Wright to
serve as Secretary of Energy.

Let me begin with Russell Vought, a
key figure in the first Trump adminis-
tration and one of the chief archi-
tects—one of the chief architects—of
Project 2025. This man is not just a by-
stander who supported it; he helped put
it together.

No administration on Earth can
claim to be pro-worker and then nomi-
nate someone like Russell Vought to
oversee the Federal Government’s
budget. Again, you can’t be pro-worker
and be for Russell Vought. He has spent
yvears—years—pushing for trillions in
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cuts to America’s social safety net—
something that would cause immediate
and severe harm to tens of millions of
American citizens.

We all know Mr. Vought’s history
very well. We know his awful and rad-
ical record from the first Trump ad-
ministration. Even after leaving gov-
ernment, Mr. Vought was the go-to au-
thority for the most radical elements
of the House GOP, advising them on
budgets that punished America’s fami-
lies, seniors, kids, law enforcement,
and others with draconian—draco-
nian—budget cuts. His budget cuts
weren’t just snipping at the edges; they
cut to the deep.

Tomorrow, when Vought testifies be-
fore the committee, Americans will be
reintroduced to his outlandishly ex-
treme agenda. If Project 2025 caused
your stomach to turn during the elec-
tion, Mr. Vought would be a nightmare
scenario. If you are among America’s
working class or from low-income fam-
ilies or from middle-class families
working hard to make ends meet, Mr.
Vought would be disastrous. If you rely
on programs like Medicare or nutrition
assistance, Mr. Vought would put those
services in danger. On the other hand,
if you are among the wealthiest of
Americans in this country, Mr. Vought
is a wave of good news. He is a staunch
advocate of tax cuts for the ultrarich
and deregulation for America’s mega
corporations, even if that means add-
ing trillions to the deficit.

As we will all see tomorrow for our-
selves, confirming Mr. Vought would be
a disaster for America’s working- and
middle-class families.

Finally, I would like to say some-
thing about President Trump’s nomi-
nee to serve as Secretary of Energy,
Mr. Chris Wright. There is a lot—a
heck of a lot—in Mr. Wright’s back-
ground that should trouble Americans
who care about affordable energy and
creating good-paying, clean jobs.

Mr. Wright is one of America’s
wealthiest fossil fuel executives and
has a history of sounding like a cli-
mate change skeptic. He once said,
“There is no climate crisis”” and ‘“We
have seen no increase in the frequency

. . of hurricanes, tornadoes, droughts,
and floods.”” What on Earth is this man
talking about? Is he such an ideologue
that he doesn’t see the truth of the
world around him?

Mr. Wright, look over at California
right now and say that we haven’t had
increases in these kinds of problems.

Tomorrow, Mr. Wright must answer
for his background and his comments.
It is like putting a fox in the henhouse.
If you believe in clean energy, you
couldn’t have a worse nominee.

If confirmed, will Mr. Wright fight to
lower costs for American consumers or
will he fight to help the bottom line of
polluters and oil companies? Will Mr.
Wright push policies that build on the
progress we made in the Inflation Re-
duction Act that has created hundreds
of thousands, if not millions, of good-
paying, clean jobs or will he kill those
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jobs because he is such an ideological
extremist? If confirmed, will Mr.
Wright advance our country into a
prosperous, affordable clean energy fu-
ture or will he take us backward and
do the bidding of Big 0il? He must an-
swer these questions and more tomor-
Trow.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that Senators BARRASSO and DUR-
BIN be permitted to complete their re-
marks prior to the scheduled recess.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
ScoTT of Florida). Without objection,
it is so ordered.

Mr. SCHUMER. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wyoming.

CABINET NOMINATIONS

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I rise
today to discuss the Senate’s confirma-
tion process because today Senate com-
mittees are beginning their hearings,
starting to hear from the nominees
from President-elect Donald Trump—
qualified nominees.

We are going to hear from many of
the nominees this week, and I just
heard the minority leader talk about
what is happening today because at
this very moment, Pete Hegseth is tes-
tifying—testifying in the Armed Serv-
ices Committee. He is the President’s
nominee to be the Secretary of De-
fense.

I have been following these hearings
closely. Pete Hegseth is giving strong
answers to tough questions. He is con-
fident, he is knowledgeable, and he
should be confirmed quickly. We have a
significant problem in our military
with morale and with recruitment, and
Pete Hegseth is the right person to ad-
dress those issues of military readi-
ness.

The incoming administration is
ready to act—ready to act and deliver
on the historic mandate that President
Trump won in November. His victory
in the electoral college and the popular
vote gives him a mandate—a mandate
to undo the damage of the current ad-
ministration and to unleash new Amer-
ican prosperity.

President Trump understands the old
saying that personnel is policy. That is
why he nominated his entire Cabinet
before Thanksgiving. And it is a strong
team. Doug Burgum, Chris Wright, and
Lee Zeldin will take the handcuffs off
of American energy. MARCO RUBIO and
Pete Hegseth and John Ratcliffe will
restore American strength. No more
weakness from America on the world
stage. Scott Bessent will stop the $4
trillion tax increase. Pam Bondi will
stop the weaponization of the Justice
Department, and she will actually en-
force the law. Kristi Noem will make
sure the border is secure.

These nominees are not a return to
business as usual. Business as usual
gave us painfully high prices. Business
as usual gave us wide-open borders.
Business as usual gave us the disas-
trous death of soldiers and the fall of
Afghanistan.
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These nominees by President Trump
are bold choices. They are motivated,
they are skilled, and they are com-
mitted to the safety and security of
every American. Most importantly,
they show that President Trump is se-
rious—serious about bringing fresh
eyes and a new outlook to Washington,
DC. That is exactly what the American
people voted for in November.

Senate Republicans are committed to
getting President Trump’s team in
place quickly.

Our committee chairs are working
aggressively to give each nominee a
fair and speedy consideration. That is
how the Senate has operated histori-
cally, especially when faced with such
a mandate from the American people.

In 2009, the President coming into of-
fice, Obama, had seven Cabinet nomi-
nees confirmed on his very first day in
office. Within 8 days of taking office,
he had 14 nominees confirmed. All but
five of his nominees in 2009 were con-
firmed by voice vote. President Trump
deserves the same deference.

It is interesting to me to hear the
Democrat leader talk about Repub-
licans rushing the process this year.
Well, 4 years ago, Senator SCHUMER
pledged to hold hearings right away, he
said, for President Biden’s nominees.
He pledged to hold votes on Inaugura-
tion Day. He said: It is “‘traditional for
a new President.”

Well, I believe Senator SCHUMER was
right to move quickly, but now that
the shoe is on the other foot, Demo-
crats should work in good faith with
us, with the Republicans, to uphold
that tradition for President Trump.

I have my doubts. The Democrat
leader reportedly told his caucus to
create fireworks at this week’s hear-
ings of our nominees. Well, we have
seen Democrat obstruction before. Due
to Senate Democrat obstruction, Presi-
dent Trump had only five nominees
confirmed in January during his first
term. We saw obstruction for the sake
of obstruction.

Americans now have chosen a new di-
rection. They chose this President, and
the President’s victory was decisive.

Elections have consequences, and the
Presiding Officer and I know that. This
week, the U.S. Senate is engaging in
our constitutional duty of advice and
consent.

Advice and consent means to delib-
erate, to debate. It means giving advice
to the nominees, and we are doing that
and have done it. But it is no excuse to
distract and delay or to slander and
then to try to search and destroy.

The Senate is going to follow the
mandate of the American people and
confirm President Trump’s strong
nominees. We will do it swiftly. We are
committed to working around the
clock, including nights and weekends,
if Democrats choose to deliberately
delay. With this majority, with our
new President-elect, we will deliver a
new direction for America.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Illinois.

————
TRIBUTE TO JOSEPH R. BIDEN, JR.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, many
Senators use this bully pulpit to wax
poetic, but only on special occasions do
I actually quote poetry.

Today, as I honor my former col-
league, friend of several decades, and
our Nation’s 46th President, it feels ap-
propriate to do so.

History says

Don’t hope on this side of the grave
But then, once in a lifetime

The longed-for tidal wave

Of justice can rise up

And hope and history rhyme.

I recited these words—some of Presi-
dent Biden’s favorites, by Irish poet
Seamus Heaney—on the evening of his
inauguration as our Nation’s Vice
President in 2008. As I reflect on his
time in our Nation’s highest office, I
think it is only right to use these
words again.

Over the course of his long service to
this country, President Joseph Biden
has been the source of hope and an au-
thor of history. And just as Heaney ob-
served, he became one of the rare lead-
ers who have made hope and history
rhyme. America is better for it.

Over the decades I have known Presi-
dent Joe Biden, he has proven to be one
of the finest public servants America
has seen.

Coming from humble beginnings, he
worked hard and put himself in posi-
tions to give back to this Nation that
has given so much to him. When it
came to making decisions of con-
sequences on issues that mattered
most to the American people, Joe
Biden put America first.

Through immense personal tragedy,
through setbacks and obstacles, Presi-
dent Biden has taken the strength and
wisdom he learned from his family,
held steadfast on to his faith in Amer-
ica, and gave millions of people in this
Nation reasons to hope.

His record as a Senator, while serv-
ing as Vice President under Barack
Obama, and while sitting behind the
Resolute Desk himself speaks for itself.

When future generations hear the
name ‘‘Joe Biden,” they will think of
the incredible growth, recovery, and
progress America has made under his
leadership. The COVID-19 pandemic
changed life in America as we knew it.
It claimed thousands of American lives
per week and brought our economy to
a virtual halt.

But thanks to Joe Biden, we recov-
ered from the devastation of this pan-
demic. We passed the American Rescue
Plan to support working families and
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businesses and address the public
health crisis. This law deployed vac-
cines to millions of Americans and nor-
malcy returned. In 2020, the world
economy was in shambles due to
COVID-19. In April 2020, our economy
lost nearly 21 million jobs in a single
month, and our unemployment rate
skyrocketed to 14.7 percent. But
thanks to Biden’s leadership, many
workers were able to get back to work.

Since Joe Biden has taken office, our
economy has added 16 million jobs.
Twenty million new business applica-
tions have been filed, the most in any
single Presidential term in history.

And under Joe Biden, unemployment
was under 4 percent for the longest
stretch in 50 years. Four years ago,
“Infrastructure Week” was mnothing
more than a punch line and a broken
promise, but thanks to Joe Biden, we
passed a bipartisan infrastructure law
that replaced our aging infrastructure
and expanded access to clean drinking
water and the high-speed internet.

Thanks to Joe Biden, we took his-
toric action to address the climate cri-
sis through the Inflation Reduction
Act, the most significant investment in
clean energy, sustainability, and cli-
mate resilience in America’s history.
And we guaranteed American leader-
ship in science and technology with the
Chips and Science Act, a bipartisan bill
bringing semiconductor manufacturing
back to America and bolstering our
competitiveness for generations.

Because of his leadership, we were
able to enact the most significant gun
safety legislation passed in nearly 30
years—the Bipartisan Safer Commu-
nities Act.

Thanks to Joe Biden, over $180 bil-
lion—billion dollars—in student loan
debt has been forgiven for more than 5
million Americans, giving them, fi-
nally, a chance at life. We lowered the
cost of prescription drugs, made his-
toric gains in expanding health insur-
ance coverage, and continue to fight
for the reproductive rights of all Amer-
icans.

History will also remember Joe Biden
for the Violence Against Women Act.
He wrote the bill. He championed it
while in the Senate, bipartisan legisla-
tion aimed at making sure every
woman can live free from fear, vio-
lence, and abuse.

And as chair of the Senate Judiciary
Committee, I am proud to say that I
worked with Joe Biden to confirm 235
judges to the Federal bench under his
leadership, including the first African-
American woman and former public de-
fender as a member of the Supreme
Court, and that is only here at home.

On the global stage, he restored faith
in America as a world power, a global
leader, and a responsive ally that
would not tolerate the post-World War
II global order to be undermined by
autocrats like Putin. He defended
Ukraine, boosted competition with
China, and strengthened alliances in
the South Pacific. He oversaw the ex-
pansion of NATO and its bolstering of
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defenses of its Baltic members. But,
most importantly, thanks to Joe
Biden, the Office of President once
again stood for decency, civility, re-
spect, and empathy. I sincerely hope
our Nation does not lose sight of these
values.

There is no doubt, when it comes to
Heaney’s words, President Biden’s life
has imitated art. Throughout his time
in public service, President Biden in-
spired hope in so many millions of peo-
ple, and in his commitment to ensuring
that America lived up to her lofty
ideals, he left a legacy that will shape
history.

President Biden, it has been an honor
to count myself as your colleague and
your friend.

On behalf of a grateful nation and the
world, I want to say to you—and to Jill
and all of your family who shared you
with us for so long—thanks for making
hope and history rhyme.

I yield the floor.

———————

RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until 2:15 p.m.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:53 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mrs. HYDE-SMITH).

———

MORNING BUSINESS—CONTINUED

CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Chair lays before the Senate the cer-
tificate of election for the State of
West Virginia. The certificate, the
Chair is advised, is in the form sug-
gested by the Senate. If there be no ob-
jection, the reading of the certificate
will be waived and will be printed in
full in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the certifi-
cate was ordered to be printed in the
record, as follows:

STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR SIX-YEAR TERM
To the President of the Senate of the United

States:

This is to certify that on the Fifth day of
November, Two Thousand Twenty-Four, Jim
Justice was duly chosen by the qualified
electors of the State of West Virginia, a Sen-
ator from said State to represent said State
in the Senate of the United States for the
term of six years beginning on the third day
of January, Two Thousand Twenty-Five.

Witness: His excellency our governor,
James C. Justice, and our seal hereto affixed
at Charleston this Seventeenth day of De-
cember, in the year of our Lord, Two Thou-
sand Twenty-Four.

By the governor:
JAMES C. JUSTICE,
Governor.
MAC WARNER,
Secretary of State.
[State Seal Affixed]

——
ADMINISTRATION OF OATH OF
OFFICE

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the
Senator-elect will now present himself
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at the desk, the Chair will administer
the oath of office.

The Senator, escorted by Mrs. CAP-
ITO, advanced to the desk of the Presi-
dent pro tempore; the oath prescribed
by law was administered by the Presi-
dent pro tempore; and he subscribed to
the oath in the Official Oath Book.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Con-
gratulations, Senator.

(Applause, Senators rising.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
HYDE-SMITH). The Senator from Texas.

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

LAKEN RILEY ACT—Resumed

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 5, which the
clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A bill (S. 5) to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to take into custody
aliens who have been charged in the United
States with theft, and for other purposes.

Pending:

Thune (for Ernst/Grassley) amendment No.
8, to include crimes resulting in death or se-
rious bodily injury to the list of offenses
that, if committed by an inadmissible alien,
require mandatory detention.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

CABINET NOMINATIONS

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, last
week, I had a chance to lay out some of
my top priorities for the new Congress
as Republicans take the helm. Today, I
want to elaborate on the first of those
priorities, which is to confirm Presi-
dent Trump’s Cabinet.

Back in November, November 5—it
seems like a long time ago, but it was
just the other day—Americans went to
the polls to elect new leaders, includ-
ing a President of the United States.
Voters made their voices heard as to
which direction our country should go
because they plainly believed that we
were heading in the wrong direction.

As a result of that vote, President
Trump won the election decisively.
From my perspective, that means he is
entitled to his team—absent some ex-
traordinary circumstances—because it
is his team or Cabinet that will help
him follow through on the promises he
made on the campaign trail. Once con-
firmed, these men and women will then
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be accountable to him and the Amer-
ican people to accomplish the goals he
has set out for them. That is the way
the process is supposed to work.

Madam President, if you remember,
back in 2017, during President Trump’s
first term, this process was not what
you might call smooth sailing. In fact,
Senate Democrats did everything they
could to delay and derail the Presi-
dent’s Cabinet. They did so openly,
without shame or any embarrassment.

In fact, when the Senate minority
leader at the time was asked in an
interview back in 2017 if he would at-
tempt to keep Justice Scalia’s seat
open rather than work with Repub-
licans to confirm a Republican Presi-
dent’s nominee, he said, ‘‘Absolutely.”
Well, it is funny how history works and
how things work out. But of course
Democrats went on to criticize Repub-
licans for doing exactly the same thing
that Senator SCHUMER said he would do
if the shoe were on the other foot. It
was an embarrassing moment or should
have been an embarrassing moment for
the Democratic minority leader. He
sent a clear message to all of us that
he was willing to put partisanship
ahead of the country and before the
voices of the American people who
voted for President Trump could be
heard.

If Democrats repeat the same play
this year, they will only further embar-
rass themselves and the party and be a
disservice to the American people who
elected President Trump and JD Vance
on November 5. So I would like to cau-
tion my colleagues, my Democratic
colleagues, not to play the same she-
nanigans again, but unfortunately it
looks like they have come up with a
new tactic.

The delays we are already starting to
see in the confirmation process are
completely unacceptable. We know
when President Trump will be sworn
in—that is January 20—and we need to
make sure that as many members of
his Cabinet, particularly his national
security Cabinet, are available to be
confirmed when President Trump takes
his hand off the Bible.

Just 2 days ago, Axios news reported
some interesting details, for example,
surrounding the Democrats’ handling
of the nomination of Tulsi Gabbard,
President Trump’s choice to be Direc-
tor of National Intelligence. According
to this report, Democrats on the Sen-
ate Intelligence Committee are refus-
ing to work as a team with Repub-
licans to schedule her hearing, citing
concerns that her background checks
are not yet completed.

This is unacceptable. According to
Axios, Ms. Gabbard has submitted all
of the paperwork required on her end
as part of the background check proc-
ess. And this is someone who serves
currently as a lieutenant colonel in the
National Guard, a former Member of
Congress, somebody who has been thor-
oughly vetted for security purposes.

It is up to the Biden administration,
because they currently hold office—in-
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cluding all parts of the executive
branch, including the Department of
Justice and the FBI—it is up to them
to make sure the paperwork is expe-
dited so Ms. Gabbard can have her
hearing and presumably, if confirmed,
be available to serve on day one, after
President Trump is sworn into office.
So the FBI needs to work 24/7—not “We
will get around to it when we can’—
they need to work 24/7 to get these
background checks done before the
nomination hearings so the hearings
can actually be set. We know that if
there is the will to get it done, it can
be done. And in my view, it must be
done.

If Democrats are so concerned that
the Senate does not yet have her back-
ground check, then the President,
President Biden, should address those
concerns by making sure that his FBI
and his Department of Justice get the
background checks done, because they
are still technically in charge until
January 20. There is nothing the
Trump administration, the incoming
Trump administration, can do offi-
cially to make that happen; it is up to
President Biden and his FBI and his
Department of Justice.

By slow-walking her background
check and causing delays for such a
critical appointment, the Biden admin-
istration is posing a threat—an unnec-
essary threat—to our national secu-
rity. We all know we are living in a
dangerous world, and now is not the
time to have some prolonged and un-
necessary vacancy for the Director of
National Intelligence.

I would hope our Democratic col-
leagues and the administration—the
current administration—would aban-
don this futile and dangerous tactic.

As other nominees are working to
complete their requisite paperwork, I
would urge the Biden administration to
work with the incoming administra-
tion, not against the administration,
to expedite this process. They talk
about a peaceful transfer of power—
well, that is what this includes. This is
part of that peaceful transfer of power
from one administration to the next.

Democrats have a duty and a respon-
sibility to set aside any partisan tac-
tics and to give the President an oppor-
tunity to have his Cabinet confirmed.

Just imagine how Democrats and
even the mainstream media would re-
spond if an outgoing Republican ad-
ministration intentionally caused
delays for crucial appointments after
voters gave them a mandate. They
would claim this is a threat to our Na-
tion’s security. Republicans would be
accused of playing games and ‘‘playing
politics”” with critical government
Agencies. And, of course—their favor-
ite pet accusation—Democrats would
undoubtedly call these tactics ‘‘a
threat to democracy.” Well, with the
shoe on the other foot, the situation is
no different.

Back in 2015, the Senator from Michi-
gan, Senator Stabenow, said:

[W]lhen a President wins an election, they
have the right to have their team.
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That is exactly how we should under-
stand this process. President Trump
was elected, and he has a right to his
team.

Again, this doesn’t mean that the
Senate will rubberstamp any nominee.
That is what advice and consent is all
about: the background checks; the
hearings, like we see this morning with
the Secretary of Defense nominee, Mr.
Hegseth. This means committees must
hold hearings and votes for each of the
President’s nominees. It is that simple.

And, of course, Democrats have every
opportunity during these hearings to
ask any questions that they want and
to vote however they want. We are not
saying their rights should somehow be
constricted. But to deny and delay the
hearings outright is simply uncon-
scionable and dangerous.

Democrats are not entitled to sabo-
tage this President by denying him his
Cabinet. Any efforts to do so under-
mine the democratic process and that
peaceful transfer of power that we hear
so much about and which is so impor-
tant.

Senate Republicans, Senate Demo-
crats, and the outgoing Biden adminis-
tration alike must act in the best in-
terest of the country—not in their par-
ty’s best interest, not in pursuit of
some partisan agenda, but in the best
interest of the country. And it is far
from America’s best interest to have
President Trump sitting alone at the
White House—maybe with the Vice
President—and no Cabinet there to
support him in his efforts.

President Biden should remember
that people around the country and
around the world will be watching very
closely his final days in office. Unfor-
tunately, his administration has al-
ready been marked by a multitude of
failed policies and scandals. President
Biden would be wise to note that the
handling of the transition at the end of
his term can, if mishandled, further
tarnish his administration’s reputa-
tion. History will not be forgiving if his
outgoing administration decides to
threaten the safety and security of the
American people by causing unneces-
sary delays for Cabinet appointments,
particularly his national security Cabi-
net.

The American people elected Presi-
dent Trump as the next leader of our
country. Now, it is time for the Senate
to do our job by making sure that the
President has the team he needs to do
that job, and I intend to do everything
I can to see that his nominees are con-
firmed on a timely basis.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mrs. BRITT. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Alabama.
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Mrs. BRITT. Madam President, last
week, the Senate took a big bipartisan
step toward honoring the life and leg-
acy of Laken Riley, answering her
loved ones’ call to action, and pro-
tecting American families.

But that step, no matter how big,
was just that, a first step, and there
are many to follow if we want to follow
through for the American people on the
demands to secure our border and inte-
rior immigration enforcement, make it
real, take it seriously. And to do that,
we have to break the cycle that we
have seen year over year.

The House passed the Laken Riley
Act not once but twice. Senator BUDD
took this very bill to the Senate floor
last year, and, unfortunately, our
Democratic colleagues blocked it. I
personally took the bill to the floor a
second time and called on my col-
leagues to pass it, but not only did
they say no, they stood in the way and
didn’t even allow us to have a hearing
in the entire 118th Congress.

Democrats persisted in their obstruc-
tion in moving this bill forward. It
isn’t just the Laken Riley Act the
Democrats are standing in the way of;
it is the safety and security of our
American citizens. It is progress on
making sure that we begin to have a
more secure border and that our
streets and communities are safer.

But today is a new day in the U.S.
Senate, and ©people’s tunes have
changed. While I am hearing from
many of my colleagues across the aisle
that they want to vote yes on this bill,
that illegal aliens who commit crimes
should be sent back to their country
not released onto American streets, I
am optimistic, but I want to caution
my colleagues: Don’t revert back to
your partisan tribe.

We can’t lose focus on what this bill
is about and what it would do. It would
protect American families and save in-
nocent lives. The Laken Riley Act is
bipartisan; it is straightforward; it is
targeted; and it is common sense.

It will ensure that illegal aliens who
committed a theft-related crime after
unlawfully crossing our border are off
our streets before they can commit the
most heinous crime imaginable. Laken
Riley’s killer was first arrested for
coming into our country illegally.
Then he was unlawfully paroled and re-
leased by the Biden administration.
Then, in New York, he was ‘‘charged
with acting in a manner to injure a
child less than 17.”

Then, again, he was released without
ICE issuing a detainer. Then, in Geor-
gia, he was charged for shoplifting,
and, again, he was released without
ICE issuing a detainer.

Jose Ibarra then went on to Kkill
Laken Riley. The Laken Riley Act
would have prevented him from run-
ning wild through our country’s
streets. And had it been law, it would
have saved Laken Riley’s life.

And if we enact it into law in the
coming days, it will no doubt save
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American lives, and it will save fami-
lies from the heartbreak and tragedy
that Laken Riley’s family has had to
endure.

Now, I want to be clear, this bill does
not attempt to fix every single thing in
our immigration and border security
system. We all know that there are
plenty. And we have had several other
border security and immigration en-
forcement bills in the works. I person-
ally have the WALL Act and the Keep
Our Community Safe Act. But you will
notice I am not trying to tack those
bills onto the Laken Riley Act as
amendments because this is a targeted
bill to protect American families from
criminal illegal aliens; isn’t that com-
mon sense?

Look, regardless of which side of the
aisle you are on, I think this is clearly
common ground that we should be able
to rally around. I know that my Repub-
lican colleagues heard the American
people’s voices in November, and we
are answering that call. The question
remains, will enough Democrats join us
to make it happen?

Unfortunately, there are some work-
ing to create another push to block
this vital legislation. So special inter-
est groups are working around the
clock right now to try to kill this bill.

They are waging a campaign of mis-
information and, in doing so, trying to
create enough momentum so this bill
doesn’t become law. They have created
every farfetched hypothetical that
they can dream up but never discuss
the real tragedies—like Laken Riley—
and how they could have been stopped
if we had only done our job.

I have refuted their claims in con-
versations with my colleagues, and we
will continue to do so. But what the
American people should know is this:
These are the same groups that have
publicly fought to keep our borders
wide open for years. They are the
groups who thought that Joe Biden was
too tough on the border and immigra-
tion, if that is even possible.

We know how far out of touch that is.
These are, of course, groups who don’t
want ICE detaining criminal illegal
aliens. They are the very groups that
actually wanted to abolish ICE.

I am hopeful that my colleagues will
listen to the verdict the American peo-
ple delivered on November 5, rather
than the propaganda of these radical
interest groups.

The time to act is now. The Amer-
ican people have made their voices
heard. They want action, and they
want it without any delays. They want
the Laken Riley Act. It is a strong bi-
partisan piece of legislation that has
support from both sides of the aisle in
both Chambers.

Forty-eight House Democrats voted
for it. It is cosponsored by Senators
JOHN FETTERMAN and RUBEN GALLEGO
of the Democratic Party. I am grateful
for their cosponsorship and their cour-
age to say now is the time for results.

I have been encouraged by other
Members of the Democratic Party who
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have said: This is a bill I would like to
see cross the finish line.

Last week, we had 84 Senators who
voted to advance it. So each one of my
colleagues is left with one simple ques-
tion this week: What will you choose to
protect—open borders or American
families? To me, that is a pretty simple
choice.

It is time to fulfill the responsibility
we have to the American people to pro-
tect the citizens of this country from
criminals who would do them harm. It
is time to make sure that what hap-
pened to Laken Riley and her family
never happens again.

It is time to pass the Laken Riley
Act, and it is past time to choose
American families.

I look forward to this body having
the courage to do that this week.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri.

CHILD TAX CREDIT

Mr. HAWLEY. Madam President, we
are here in the second week of the
119th Congress with enormous work to
do. We have a border to secure; we have
streets to make safe; we have an econ-
omy to resurrect. We have, in short, a
great nation to rebuild.

And nothing could be more central to
that rebuilding than the strengthening
of the American family, and nothing
could be more urgent for our future
than the revival of the American work-
ing class. And those two things go pre-
cisely together.

The truth is we have been living
these last 40 years or so in the great
American decline. Our economy has de-
clined. We were once the manufac-
turing and trade capital of the world.
Everybody wanted to trade with us. We
were the envy of the world in every
possible way economically. That is not
true any longer. Now we are a debtor
nation. Our standing in the world has
declined. We were the leader of the free
nations not so long ago. Now, the na-
tions of the world rush to court China
and regard the United States as yester-
day’s news.

Our cities have declined. They are
not safe. Our health has declined. Our
hope for the future has eroded. And all
the while, this town has plowed ahead
with the failed policies of the last 40
years. This town has assured us that
everything is fine. We only need to
spend a little bit more, issue a little bit
more debt, give our giant corporations
a few more tax breaks, maybe get in-
volved in another foreign war or two.
This town has pursued the projects of
the governing class and neglected the
weightier matters, the well-being of
our families and of our working people.

And let’s be honest. My party, the
Republican party, has too often in
these years been part of the problem.
The Republican party has too often
spoken up for corporate interest rather
than for the interest of families. The
Republican party has too often cooper-
ated with a corporate agenda rather
than an agenda to empower workers.
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We need a change in this town. We
need a change in this Congress. We
need a change in this party, and that is
the opportunity that we have in the
moment before us, because I submit to
you the fact is this: You can measure
the strength of a nation in the strength
of its families, and you can study the
struggles of a nation in the struggles of
its working people. And right now, our
families and our working people in this
country are struggling.

There was a time not so long ago in
this country when a man got a high
school degree and then got a job and
then worked at it decidedly and
learned a skill and worked hard and
saved where he would be able to pro-
vide for a family, start a family, get
married, provide for kids, have a fu-
ture, have something to look forward
to. That is just not true anymore.
Those days, in fact, are long since
gone.

During the last 40 years, real wages
for working people have flatlined. And
during the last 4 years, real wages for
working people have declined. Here is
just one measure of that. The Bureau
of Economic Analysis reports that dis-
posable income—that is income after
taxes—fell almost 10 percent—10 per-
cent—during Joe Biden’s Presidency.
And that was, I might emphasize, for
all earners. That drop was even higher,
more steep and more devastating, for
America’s working people and for
America’s working families.

The fact of the matter is there is no
such thing as a family wage any
longer, not in this economy. Now par-
ents have to work multiple jobs to sup-
port just one or two kids, if they can
afford to have children at all. I mean,
let’s just think. In the 1960s, the aver-
age family had just shy of four chil-
dren. Today, that number has fallen by
more than half. And here is the really
interesting thing: Families today tell
researchers they would like to have
more children. To be specific, more
than half, approaching 60 percent of
American families, tell researchers
that they would like to have more
kids, but they don’t. Why not? Because
they can’t afford it. And that is all
families. The numbers are higher, once
again, for working-class families.

Here is what I would say. There is
something fundamentally wrong with
an economy when the working people
who power that economy cannot afford
to have children that they want. There
is something fundamentally wrong
with an economy when the working
people who are the strength and source
of all of its might cannot provide for
the children they have with the labor
of their own hands. But that is our re-
ality. That is where we are today. And
it is time to do something about it.

The test of this Congress will not be
what we do for foreign nations. It will
not be what we do for our largest cor-
porations. It will not even be what we
spend on defense or how we increase
the Nation’s GDP, though those are
important priorities. The test of this
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Congress will be whether we strengthen
America’s families and whether we de-
liver for America’s working people.

Because in those families lies the
hope of this Nation. And in those work-
ing people resides the wellspring of our
great national strength.

The well-being of our families and of
our working people is not one priority
among many, I submit to you. It is not
one more interest to satisfy. It is a
moral imperative. It is our overriding
moral obligation, and it is, for this
Congress, a moral test.

And for every Republican who went
out and campaigned on strengthening
families, on delivering for working peo-
ple, for every Republican who has
hailed the new working-class coalition
that President Trump has assembled,
this is the time to deliver. This is the
time to stand up and be counted. Rhet-
oric on the campaign trail is cheap. De-
livering actual solutions, delivering ac-
tual results here in this body, that is
the acid test, and that is where we are
today.

Now, it is time for this new majority,
this Republican majority, to stand up
and be counted. It is time to deliver on
the agenda that we ran on. It is time to
realize the promise that our voters
have invested in us. It is time to real-
ize the hope for the future that our
voters are counting on us to deliver.

And to meet that test, to meet this
moral priority, we must reshape our
Nation’s tax policy and, indeed, rebuild
our Nation’s economy around our Na-
tion’s families. And the surest way to
do that is to reform and expand the
child tax credit.

You know, the child tax credit was
first proposed in its earliest form by
President Ronald Reagan, who was
looking for a way back in the 1980s in
circumstances not so dissimilar from
ours, to deliver real, meaningful tax re-
lief to working families with children.
And then, in 1994, the famous Contract
with America promised what became
today’s modern child tax credit to de-
liver once again real tax relief for
every working family in this country.
And now it is time for us again to
strengthen that pledge and that prom-
ise and to deliver new and powerful tax
relief for every family that will help
strengthen our working families, help
put our workers on a firmer founda-
tion, help get our economy working
again for the people who make it work
for the entire Nation.

Now under current law, the child tax
credit is available to eligible families
with up to $2,000 in tax credit relief per
child. Here is my suggestion. Here is
my proposal: We should more than dou-
ble that amount. We should dramati-
cally increase it. We should make it
$5,000 per child. And more than that,
we ought to allow families to apply
this tax relief against payroll taxes.

Currently, even families who are pay-
ing into the payroll tax system—that
is, families who have a job, workers
who have a job, a mom and dad who are
paying taxes—they can’t begin to
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claim the child tax relief until they
meet a certain threshold of income.

My view is this: We ought to allow
them to start applying this tax relief
against every dollar that they pay into
the payroll tax system. Most working-
class families pay considerable sums in
payroll taxes but relatively little in in-
come taxes. And there is a 1ot of misin-
formation about this, a lot of mis-
nomers out there, many of them, sadly,
repeated by some who call themselves
conservatives. You all heard that old
saw that 47 percent of American tax-
payers, American workers, don’t actu-
ally pay into the tax system. That is
just not true. Every worker who has a
job is paying payroll taxes; that is over
15 percent. And many of them are pay-
ing full freight because they are self-
employed or they are gig workers.

My point is this: If you have got a job
and are working, you are paying into
America’s tax system. You are paying
payroll taxes. And for families, many
working-class families, they are paying
significant sums in payroll taxes. But
because of the increased threshold for
income taxes, they don’t have a whole
lot of income tax liability.

So the challenge is: How do we de-
liver real and meaningful tax relief to
these working-class families who are
paying significant amounts of money
in payroll taxes but yet don’t qualify
for those income tax deductions and
benefits that higher earners get, like
the home mortgage deduction, for in-
stance. That only Kkicks in if you are at
a certain level of income. For many
working-class families, they don’t
qualify for those deductions. They
don’t qualify for those tax expendi-
tures. But yet they are paying signifi-
cant sums in payroll taxes every single
year.

This proposal delivers significant tax
relief to them. It allows them to claim
tax relief for every child who they are
raising as they go out there and they
work their jobs. And I would just say
to you, this is how it was meant to be.
The child tax credit as it was proposed
in its current form by that Republican
Congress in the 1990s, as it was pro-
posed in the Contract with America
back in 1994 was supposed to be cred-
ited against payroll taxes. That was
the original proposal, and there is good
reason for that. These families are con-
tributing to our economic system, to
Social Security and Medicare. They are
paying taxes, along with everybody
else, but right now they are not getting
tax relief. The Contract with America
was supposed to change that. It is time
to deliver on that promise: Make the
child tax credit available against the
first dollar earned in payroll taxes.

Here is another change. We ought to
deliver the credit to families in regular
installments throughout the year. The
truth is many working families can’t
afford to wait until the end of the year
to tally up and figure out how much
tax credit they might get back, how
much relief they might qualify for.
They are paying their taxes in every



S134

single paycheck that they earn. It is
coming out of their paycheck every
couple of weeks or every month. We
ought to be returning real tax relief to
them in the same increments. So let’s
make it advanceable. Let’s give it to
families in installments that they can
use across the year as they go out
there and earn a living and pay their
taxes.

And we ought to make the credit
available to expecting parents as well.
We should say that parents who are ex-
pecting children, a child not yet born,
ought to be able to claim that tax cred-
it up to $5,000 depending on the amount
of payroll taxes that they pay, even if
the baby has not yet arrived.

Pregnancy is costly. Hospital bills
are outrageous, and working families
who are expecting children should be
able to claim tax relief on the same
basis as families with older kids.

This plan would provide major gener-
ational tax relief for working families
with children. And I emphasize ‘‘work-
ing.”” What I propose is not social as-
sistance. It is not social insurance
even. It is a tax cut. You have to work
a job and pay taxes in order to earn the
credit.

But under our current system, too
many families do work. Under our cur-
rent system, too many do pay consider-
able sums in taxes but do not qualify
for tax relief in any meaningful way. It
is time to change that and make this
relief available for working families.

And this proposal advances a second
important principle as well. And that
is the principle that everyone who pays
taxes ought to get relief, and relief
ought to be available on the basis of
family.

Conservatives have said for years
that family is the cornerstone of soci-
ety. We have said for years that it is
the first and irreplaceable building
block of our Nation.

Well, our tax policy ought to reflect
that. Our whole national policy ought
to reflect that, and we shouldn’t shy
away from saying that we ought to de-
liver tax relief and tax cuts on the
basis of family formation, on the basis
of family size, and, yes, on the basis of
family need.

Madam President, this is only the be-
ginning. There is much more to do. We
have years of decline of the American
family to reverse. We have years of ne-
glect of the American worker to undo.
The challenges are indeed formidable,
but this is the moment for the revival
that we seek. And so let us not delay.
Let us begin.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUESTS—S. RES. 24 AND
S. RES. 25

Mr. COTTON. Madam President, for
almost 4 years now, Joe Biden has sub-
jected our country to economic misery,
uncontrolled crime, and international
humiliation. And now, on the way out
of his failed and scandal-plagued Presi-
dency, he is showering gifts and favors
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to some of the most depraved human
beings.

It started last month with Hunter
Biden, pardoning his own son not just
for the crimes he was convicted of and
pleaded guilty to but for all crimes
that he may have committed. Lord
only knows what Joe Biden was trying
to cover up.

The hits continued when he issued
1,500 blanket commutations for crimi-
nals whose records, by his own aide’s
admission, he did not review, whose
victims he did not consider—an affront
to the pardon process envisioned by our
Founders, intended to correct specific
and limited errors in the criminal jus-
tice system.

Among the beneficiaries of these
commutations was a corrupt judge who
sent hundreds of kids to jail for bribes.
Yes, a judge took bribes to imprison
children. The victims of the so-called
“kids for cash’ judge included a young
man who later killed himself.

These 1,500 commutations also bene-
fited hundreds of drug dealers,
fraudsters, and thieves. Joe Biden and
those who control him, though, didn’t
seem to care about the victims of these
criminals. Instead, they just continued
their uncaring, offensive giveaway to
criminals.

It has continued. In just the last 2
weeks, we learned that the Biden ad-
ministration released 11 Yemeni terror-
ists from Guantanamo Bay, including
two suspected bodyguards of Osama bin
Laden. We also learned that Khalid
Shaikh Mohammed and two other ar-
chitects of the 9/11 attacks will avoid
the death penalty as a result of the
Biden administration plea deal.

That plea bargain is an insult to the
sacrifice of thousands of young Ameri-
cans who left their homes, their fami-
lies, and their professions after 9/11 and
volunteered to go fight on behalf of our
country. That is an absolute disgrace,
and it alone would blacken the legacy
of any Presidency.

There should be a Senate resolution
condemning every single one of these
commutations and the release of every
single terrorist. Unfortunately, Senate
Democrats would block every single
resolution.

Case in point: Last month, I intro-
duced a resolution condemning the
Democrats’ commutation of that ‘‘kids
for cash” judge. Surely, we could agree
on that. But, no, Senate Democrats,
led by the Senator of Illinois, objected
to even that limited bill.

Therefore, I have come to the floor
today not to condemn all of these atro-
cious actions, though they all deserve
condemnation. I am simply here to
judge the depth of the Democratic fe-
alty to a disgraced President halfway
out the door.

I am asking the Senate to condemn
just two of President Biden’s latest and
most inexcusable commutations of
all—his commutations of death row in-
mates’ death sentences. Just 2 days be-
fore Christmas—2 days before Christ-
mas—when most kids had visions of
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sugarplum fairies dancing in their
heads, the President announced that he
was commuting the death sentence of
37 rapists, murderers, and sadists. With
that action, he brought relief to 37 de-
praved monsters on death row and de-
spair to the families of their victims
during the holiday season.

It is difficult to express the cruelty
of reminding these families of the
worst days of their lives and robbing
them of justice right before Christ-
mas—a Christmas gift to 37 savage
murderers and a reminder to those
families that, not only will they never
spend Christmas with their loved ones
again, but they won’t get justice for
their loved ones.

The President showed disdain for the
victims of these crimes and their fami-
lies, presumably and cynically hoping
that the Christmas holiday would sup-
press media attention and public back-
lash against his commutation. I don’t
think so.

Now, the President and his defenders
would like the American people to
think that President Biden made these
commutations out of some principled
objection to the death penalty. I could
respect that. I know people who are op-
posed to the death penalty, no matter
how heinous the crime, in all cases,
usually founded in a deep-seated reli-
gious conviction. I can respect that. I
certainly disagree with it, but I under-
stand it.

But that is not what Joe Biden did.
That is a lie. He commuted the sen-
tences of 37 death row inmates, and he
left 3 killers on death row. Who are
they? You may have heard of them.
The Mother Emanuel Church shooter
in Charleston, the Tree of Life syna-
gogue shooter in Pittsburgh, and the
Boston Marathon bomber. So, clearly,
he believes in the death penalty for
some criminals but not most.

He made a choice, a moral judgment,
that the victims of 37 depraved mur-
derers and their families didn’t deserve
justice. He also made a choice that not
even he, doddering out of the White
House, could defend the commutations
of racist murderers and terrorists on
political grounds or inflict that kind of
grave political damage on his own
party.

But he wasn’t motivated by prin-
ciple. He was motivated by politics and
guided by leftwing ideologues. He hand-
picked 37 murderers to save from death
row. Unlike the rest of his pardons and
commutations, you can’t hide behind
the excuses of staff, incompetence, per-
sonal ignorance, or the affection of a
father. He knew who he was pardoning,
and he knew the evil crimes they com-
mitted.

I would like to discuss in a little
more detail just two of the depraved
savages that Joe Biden saved from
death row. The first is Anthony Battle,
who broke into his ex-wife’s home and
raped her, stabbed her to death with a
butcher knife. She was heard scream-
ing: ‘““Help me, help me, rape.”” She was
a U.S. marine, and Anthony Battle
raped and murdered her.
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Yet that murder wasn’t even the
crime for which he was on Federal
death row. He wasn’t done. While he
was in prison, he beat a 31-year-old cor-
rectional officer to death with a ham-
mer, hitting him in the back of the
head three times until he was soaked
in the officer’s blood.

The corrections officer hadn’t even
done anything to provoke or confront
Battle. Battle beat him to death any-
way. When he was given a chance to
apologize for the killing, Battle said
the officer ‘‘died like a dog.”

This is why we have the death pen-
alty for correctional officers; so inhu-
mane monsters who are stuck in prison
for life have some reason not to start
open hunting season on correctional of-
ficers.

This is the man that Joe Biden de-
cided deserved mercy 2 days before
Christmas, a man who raped and mur-
dered a U.S. marine and bludgeoned a
police officer to death.

Joe Biden also saved the life of
Marvin Gabrion, another rapist and se-
rial killer. While facing trial for raping
19-year-old Rachel Timmerman—yes,
that is right. He was on trial for raping
a 19-year-old girl. Gabrion kidnapped
her.

He bound her body with duct tape, he
chained her to a concrete block, and he
threw her into a lake while she was
still breathing. Her last moments were
filled with terror and agony.

In addition, he also killed her 11-
month-old baby—11 months old. He al-
legedly confessed in prison that he
‘‘killed the baby because there was no-
where else to put it.”

This is the man that Joe Biden also
decided deserved clemency 2 days be-
fore Christmas.

It is an ancient truth that some
crimes are so evil that the scales of
justice can never balance so long as the
perpetrator lives. Every day that men
like Marvin Gabrion and Anthony Bat-
tle draw breath at the expense of
American taxpayers is a day that jus-
tice is denied. There is no forgiveness
in this world for what they did, and
there is no redemption. The sooner
they exit this world, the sooner they
will face the full measure of justice
next.

And that is just two. I could give you
35 more examples as well. That is all I
am asking for today—unanimous con-
sent for two resolutions. The first one
condemns the commutation of Marvin
Gabrion, a rapist and serial killer. The
second condemns the commutation of
Anthony Battle, who raped and mur-
dered a U.S. marine and bludgeoned a
correctional officer to death.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate now proceed to
the en bloc consideration of the fol-
lowing Senate resolutions, which are at
the desk: S. Res. 24 and S. Res. 25; fur-
ther, I ask unanimous consent that the
resolutions be agreed to, the preambles
be agreed to, and that the motions to
reconsider be considered made and laid
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate, all en bloc.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
Democratic whip.

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I lis-
tened carefully to the presentation of
the Senator from Arkansas and waited
to hear five words. I waited patiently
as he described these heinous crimes
and the action of President Biden—
waiting to hear five words. To my
knowledge, unless I missed it, he went
through his whole speech without men-
tioning those five words. They are crit-
ical to this whole issue.

I would like to clarify the record on
Biden’s recent clemency efforts. On De-
cember 23, President Biden announced
he would commute the sentences of 37
of the 40 individuals who were on Fed-
eral death row. These individuals will
now have their sentences reclassified
from execution—here are the five
words—to life without possibility of pa-
role—life without possibility of parole.

Now, I understand Senator COTTON is
opposed to the President’s
commutations in at least two of these
cases. I want to be clear. The crimes he
described, the crimes these individuals
all committed are egregious, and there
must be accountability. The Presi-
dent’s decision provides for account-
ability. With a term of life imprison-
ment without the possibility of parole,
this will ensure that these individuals
will never again pose a threat to public
safety, never again enjoy freedom in
their entire human lives.

Now, my colleague from Arizona may
disagree with the decision. That is his
right. But I have long advocated for
the abolition of the Federal death pen-
alty. And I know he sees it differently.

I commend President Biden for his
leadership. The death penalty is deep-
ly, deeply flawed. History tells us a ter-
rible tale of the victims of the death
penalty in America. It has dispropor-
tionately been applied to people of
color. That is a fact. That is why I
serve as lead sponsor of the Federal
Death Penalty Prohibition Act, bi-
cameral legislation to prohibit the use
of the death penalty at the Federal
level.

I spoke out in July of 2020, when the
Trump administration ended a 17-year
hiatus on Federal executions. In total,
Trump oversaw 13 executions in the
last 6 months of his Presidency. I will
continue to urge Congress to pass my
legislation to end the Federal death
penalty, following the lead of 23 States
that have already done so, including
my State of Illinois. This failed and un-
just policy has no place in a civilized
society.

If Senator COTTON is concerned about
undermining the rule of law and rob-
bing victims of justice, we should con-
sider for just a moment President
Trump’s pardons—for example, Presi-
dent Trump’s decision to grant clem-
ency to all 10 healthcare executives
and doctors convicted in one of the
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largest Medicare fraud schemes in the
history of our country. These decisions
wiped away years of prison sentences
because of the action taken by Presi-
dent Trump and restitution totaling
hundreds of millions of dollars from
some of the worst healthcare
fraudsters in America’s history. At
least seven people pardoned by Trump
have gone on to be charge with another
crime, a new one.

President Trump also used his pardon
power to provide relief for his political
loyalists. Who am I referring to? His
former campaign manager Paul
Manafort, his National Security Advi-
sor Michael Flynn, his former adviser
Steve Bannon, and at least seven Re-
publican Congressmen who have been
convicted of crimes.

Now President Trump has promised
he will pardon the January 6 rioters on
day one of his new administration. He
calls them ‘‘political prisoners.”

I would like to ask my colleague
from Arkansas if he supports pardoning
the following individuals:

David Dempsey, convicted of assault-
ing police officers by using ‘‘his hands,
feet, flag poles, crutches, pepper spray,
broken pieces of furniture, and any-
thing else he could get his hands on” as
a weapon.

How about Shane Jenkins—a Trump
pardon—convicted of using two axes to
break into the Capitol and assaulting
police officers by throwing furniture
and a flagpole at them.

Kyle Fitzsimons, convicted of five
separate assaults against law enforce-
ment, including one that caused ca-
reer-ending, life-altering injuries to
U.S. Capitol Police Sergeant Aquilino
Gonell. A pardon? Is he ready for a par-
don?

Kenneth Bonawitz—a member of the
so-called Proud Boys—assaulted at
least six officers, placing one officer in
a choke hold, lifting him by the neck.
Bonawitz injured one officer so se-
verely, it forced him into retirement.

I don’t recall the Senator from Ar-
kansas or any of his Republican col-
leagues introducing similar resolutions
to criticize any of President Trump’s
pardons, and I haven’t heard any Sen-
ate Republicans urging President-elect
Trump not to pardon the January 6 ri-
oters.

President Biden’s commutations pro-
viding for life imprisonment without
parole are far more defensible than
President Trump’s use of the pardon
power during his first term or what he
is planning for the first day of his sec-
ond term.

For these reasons, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
HAWLEY). The objection is heard.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is recognized.

Mr. DURBIN. If the Senator from Ar-
kansas wants to police the use of par-
don power, I urge him to instead sup-
port my resolution urging President-
elect Trump not to pardon crimes com-
mitted during the January 6, 2021, at-
tack on the U.S. Capitol.

(Mr.
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Even our former Senate colleague
Vice President-elect Vance said this
week:

If you committed violence on [January 6],
obviously you shouldn’t be pardoned.

I hope the Senator from Arkansas
agrees.

So I ask unanimous consent on my
resolution. It is a resolution that con-
tains the allegations which I made ear-
lier.

Let me read the necessary script for
the record.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of my resolution at the
desk; further, that the resolution be
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to,
and the motions to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table
with no intervening action or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, which I cer-
tainly will, I want to briefly address
what the Senator from Illinois said
about my resolution condemning these
two death sentence commutations.

I want to acknowledge that the Sen-
ator from Illinois is a longtime and
principled opponent of the death pen-
alty, based I believe in part on genuine
and deep faith convictions. He has had
that conviction for years. As I have
said, I can respect that.

The Senator from Illinois presumably
wants to see the commutation of the
Mother Emanuel Church shooter, the
Tree of Life synagogue shooter, and the
Boston Marathon bomber. I strongly
disagree. I can respect it. It is not what
Joe Biden did. Joe Biden picked and
chose which depraved murderers and
rapists deserved to live and deserved to
die, denying justice to the families of
all those who were Kkilled by anyone
who wasn’t totally politically toxic.

Second, the Senator from Illinois
said that he did not hear five words in
my remarks. He repeatedly said he
didn’t hear five words in my remarks.
Those five words he didn’t hear are
“life without the possibility of parole.”
That is true—he didn’t hear those
words in my remarks. That is not what
these murderers were sentenced to.
They were sentenced by a jury of their
peers to the death penalty. And one of
them that I offered the resolution on,
Anthony Battle, murdered a correc-
tional officer while he was in prison for
life.

Giving these 37 depraved murderers
life in prison without the possibility of
parole doesn’t solve the problem; it
creates 37 new potential problems—
open hunting season on correctional of-
ficers at every facility where they are
incarcerated. Again, that is why we
have the death penalty for the murder
of a correctional officer—because oth-
erwise there is nothing for these de-
praved men to lose.

Senator DURBIN also mentioned a few
of President Trump’s pardons of Medi-
care fraudsters or political allies or
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others. I haven’t reviewed every one of
those cases. I am not prepared today to
say whether I would support them or
not. Some of them sound pretty bad.
Here is what they aren’t, though: hei-
nous murderers who duct-taped a
woman alive, tied her to a concrete
block, and threw her in a river while
the murderer was on trial for her rape
and then killed her 11-month-old baby
because he didn’t have anything better
to do with it.

He mentioned the January 6 defend-
ants. President Trump said he is going
to likely issue pardons in some of those
cases. I think that is appropriate.
Many of these men and women have
been convicted of misdemeanor crimes
like parading and picketing on public
grounds without a permit, and they
had the book thrown at them, includ-
ing a 70-year-old great-grandma who
was just walking around wearing a red
MAGA hat. I expect, I hope, the Presi-
dent will review these cases on a case-
by-case basis. I think all Presidents
should do that. But whatever President
Trump does with the January 6 defend-
ants through commutations or pardons
will pale in comparison to eliminating
the judgment of these 37 depraved mur-
derers’ fellow citizens to impose the
death penalty on them, will pale in
comparison to depriving these families
of some measure of justice 2 days be-
fore Christmas.

So I do object to this resolution, and
I cannot believe that this Senate—our
Democratic colleagues cannot bring
themselves to condemn some of these
pardons over the last 2 months of Hun-
ter Biden or the ‘‘kids for cash’ judge
who sold kids into juvenile detention
centers for bribes or, now, depraved
murderers.

I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

(Mr. SCOTT of Florida assumed the
Chair.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER
BRITT). The majority leader.

——
APPOINTMENT

The Presiding Officer. The Chair, on
behalf of the Vice President, pursuant
to Public Law 94-304, as amended by
Public Law 99-7, appoints the following
Senators as members of the Commis-
sion on Security and Cooperation in
Europe (Helsinki Commission) during
the 119th Congress: the Honorable
SHELDON WHITEHOUSE of Rhode Island;
the Honorable JEANNE SHAHEEN of New
Hampshire; the Honorable TINA SMITH
of Minnesota; and the Honorable JOHN
FETTERMAN of Pennsylvania.

———

REMOVAL OF INJUNCTION OF SE-
CRECY—TREATY DOCUMENT NO.
119-1

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, as if
in executive session, I ask unanimous
consent that the injunction of secrecy
be removed from the following treaty
transmitted to the Senate on January

(Mrs.
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14, 2025, by the President of the United
States: Treaty with the United Arab
Emirates on mutual legal assistance in
criminal matters (Treaty Document
No. 119-1); I further ask that the treaty
be considered as having been read the
first time; that it be referred, with ac-
companying papers, to the Committee
on Foreign Relations and ordered to be
printed; and that the President’s mes-
sage be printed in the RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The message of the President is as
follows:

To the Senate of the United States:

With a view to receiving the advice
and consent of the Senate to ratifica-
tion, I transmit herewith the Treaty
between the Government of the United
States of America and the Government
of the United Arab Emirates on Mutual
Legal Assistance in Criminal Matters
(the ““Treaty’’), signed at Abu Dhabi on
February 24, 2022. I also transmit, for
the information of the Senate, the re-
port of the Department of State with
respect to the Treaty.

The Treaty is one of a series of mod-
ern mutual legal assistance treaties ne-
gotiated by the United States to more
effectively counter criminal activities.
The Treaty should enhance our ability
to investigate and prosecute a wide va-
riety of crimes.

The Treaty provides for a broad
range of cooperation in criminal mat-
ters. Under the Treaty, the Parties
agree to assist each other by, among
other things: taking the evidence, tes-
timony, or statements of persons; pro-
viding and authenticating documents,
records, and articles of evidence; locat-
ing or identifying persons or items;
serving documents; transferring per-
sons in custody temporarily for testi-
mony or other assistance under the
Treaty; executing requests for searches
and seizures; and identifying, tracing,
immobilizing, seizing, and forfeiting
assets and assisting in related pro-
ceedings.

I recommend that the Senate give
early and favorable consideration to
the Treaty and give its advice and con-
sent to ratification.

JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 14, 2025.

———

CONSTITUTING THE MAJORITY
PARTY’S MEMBERSHIP ON CER-
TAIN COMMITTEES FOR THE ONE
HUNDRED NINETEENTH CON-
GRESS, OR UNTIL THEIR SUC-
CESSORS ARE CHOSEN

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of S. Res.
26, which is at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 26) to constitute the
majority party’s membership on certain
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committees for the One Hundred Nineteenth
Congress, or until their successors are cho-
sen.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the resolution
be agreed to and that the motion to re-
consider be considered made and laid
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution (S. Res. 26) was agreed
to.

(The resolution is printed in today’s
RECORD under ‘‘Submitted Resolu-
tions.”)

MORNING BUSINESS

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATIONS

Mr. RISCH. Madam President, sec-
tion 36(b) of the Arms Export Control
Act requires that Congress receive
prior notification of certain proposed
arms sales as defined by that statute.
Upon such notification, the Congress
has 30 calendar days during which the
sale may be reviewed. The provision
stipulates that, in the Senate, the noti-
fication of proposed sales shall be sent
to the chairman of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee.

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is still available to the full Sen-
ate, I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD the notifications
that have been received. If the cover
letter references a classified annex,
then such an annex is available to all
Senators in the office of the Foreign
Relations Committee, room SD-423.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

DEFENSE SECURITY
COOPERATION AGENCY,
Washington, DC.
Hon. BENJAMIN L. CARDIN,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended,
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No.
24-123, concerning the Army’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Repub-
lic of Zambia for defense articles and serv-
ices estimated to cost $100 million. We will
issue a news release to notify the public of
this proposed sale upon delivery of this let-
ter to your office.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL F. MILLER,
Director.
Enclosures.
TRANSMITTAL NO. 24-123

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the

Arms Export Control Act, as amended

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Republic of
Zambia.

(ii) Total Estimated Value:

Major Defense Equipment * $0.

Other $100 million.

Total $100 million.

Funding Source: Foreign Military Financ-
ing ($80 million); National Funds ($20 mil-
lion).
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(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-
tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase:

Major Defense Equipment (MDE):

None.

Non-Major Defense Equipment:

Bell 412 Enhanced Performance exportable
medium-lift transport helicopters; radio
communication and navigation systems;
weather radar and transponder capabilities;
qualification and transition training for pi-
lots and maintainers; in-country Contractor
Field Service Representatives support; Pro-
gram Management Reviews; technical assist-
ance and product support; associated avia-
tion ground support equipment; peculiar
ground support equipment; hardware; special
tools; test equipment; basic issue items;
Quality Assurance Team inspections, inven-
tories, validations, and ground run and flight
test verification testing; air freight trans-
portation delivery; initial spare, repair, and
consumable parts; operator, maintenance,
and technical manuals; technical and logis-
tics support services; and other related ele-
ments of logistics and program support.

(iv) Military Department: Army (ZA-B-
UAD).

(v) Prior Related Cases; if any: None.

(vi) Sales Commission; Fee; etc.; Paid; Of-
fered; or Agreed to be Paid: None known at
this time.

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained
in the Defense Article or Defense Services
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex.

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress:
January 13, 2025.

* As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms
Export Control Act.

POLICY JUSTIFICATION
Zambia—Bell 412 Enhanced Performance Ex-
portable Medium-Lift Transport Heli-
copters

The Republic of Zambia has requested to
buy Bell 412 Enhanced Performance export-
able medium-lift transport helicopters; radio
communication and navigation systems;
weather radar and transponder capabilities;
qualification and transition training for pi-
lots and maintainers; in-country Contractor
Field Service Representatives support; Pro-
gram Management Reviews; technical assist-
ance and product support; associated avia-
tion ground support equipment; peculiar
ground support equipment; hardware; special
tools; test equipment; basic issue items;
Quality Assurance Team inspections, inven-
tories, validations, and ground run and flight
test verification testing; air freight trans-
portation delivery; initial spare, repair, and
consumable parts; operator, maintenance,
and technical manuals; technical and logis-
tics support services; and other related ele-
ments of logistics and program support. The
estimated total cost is $100 million.

This proposed sale will support the foreign
policy and national security of the United
States by helping to improve the security of
an important partner that continues to be an
important force for political stability and
economic progress in South Central Africa.

The proposed sale will improve Zambia’s
capability to conduct peacekeeping and re-
gional security, disaster response, and hu-
manitarian aid missions over long distances
and in non-standard weather conditions.
Zambia will have no difficulty absorbing this
equipment into its armed forces.

The proposed sale of this equipment and
support will not alter the basic military bal-
ance in the region.

The principal contractor will be Bell Tex-
tron, located in Fort Worth, TX. The pur-
chaser typically requires offsets. Any offset
agreement will be defined in negotiations be-
tween the purchaser and the contractor.

Implementation of this proposed sale will
not require the assignment of any additional
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U.S. Government or contractor representa-
tives to Zambia.

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed
sale.

TRANSMITTAL NO. 24-123
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the
Arms Export Control Act
Annex Item No. vii

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology:

1. The Bell 412 is a commercial helicopter
with integrated commercial off-the-shelf
mission equipment. This sale will not in-
volve the release of sensitive technology.
The radio communication systems, naviga-
tion systems, weather radar, and trans-
ponder capabilities are all U.S. Federal Avia-
tion Administration (FAA) certified through
supplemental type certificates for civilian
airspace usage.

2. The highest level of classification of de-
fense articles, components, and services in-
cluded in this potential sale is UNCLASSI-
FIED.

3. A determination has been made that the
Republic of Zambia can provide substan-
tially the same degree of protection for the
sensitive technology being released as the
U.S. Government. This sale is necessary in
furtherance of the U.S. foreign policy and
national security objectives outlined in the
Policy Justification.

4. All defense articles and services listed in
this transmittal have been authorized for re-
lease and export to the Republic of Zambia.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

RECOGNIZING BOOMERANG
CORPORATION

e Ms. ERNST. Madam President, as
chair of the Senate Committee on
Small Business and Entrepreneurship,
each week I recognize an outstanding
Iowa small business that exemplifies
the American entrepreneurial spirit.
This week, it is my privilege to recog-
nize Boomerang Corporation of
Anamosa, IA, as the Senate Small
Business of the Week.

In 1998, Bryce Ricklefs opened
Ricklefs Excavating to support con-
struction projects throughout the

Anamosa community. After graduating
from high school, Bryce began focusing
on a career in grading and excavation.
He purchased a used excavator in 1999
and began seeking larger projects. In
2002, the company began focusing on
public municipal construction across
eastern Iowa, expanding its services to
include wastewater management, road-
work, and infrastructure projects. In
2017, Bryce rebrand