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

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
March 26, 2025.

I hereby appoint the Honorable BRAD
KNOTT 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.

———

AMERICA MUST NOT BE IDLE
WHILE ADVERSARIES ADVANCE
CAPABILITIES

(Mr. SELF of Texas was recognized to
address the House for 5 minutes.)

Mr. SELF. Mr. Speaker, America and
our European Union allies find our-
selves at an inflection point. We have
an amazing opportunity, and the ac-
tions we take today will shape the out-
come for generations to come.

The world is significantly more dan-
gerous because of the Biden adminis-
tration projecting American weakness
to the world. Under the previous ad-

ministration, America turned away
from policies that had our adversaries
quaking in their boots and instead bent
a knee to the axis of evil. Make no mis-
take, China, Russia, and Iran are exert-
ing influence across the globe that is
causing harm and posing major threats
to both the United States and our al-
lies.

It is vitally important that the
United States and our European Union
allies work together to find solutions
that both combat these adversities and
ensure that we stay ahead of them in
the process. All three are trying to im-
pose their will physically, psycho-
logically, and diplomatically on Eu-
rope, and we must be fully prepared for
whatever approach they take.

As the chairman of the Europe Sub-
committee of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, I will continue to lead both re-
authorization of the State Department
and regional efforts under the leader-
ship of Chairman MAST.

A significant part of our focus is
achieving the policies that put Amer-
ica’s interests first while building our
relations with allies abroad against our
common adversaries.

We have taken major steps in the
right direction under President Trump
and his administration, but there is
still more work to be done. Our NATO
partners must step up to the plate and
give 5 percent of their GDP for the pro-
tection of Europe as America shifts its
focus to the Indo-Pacific region. The
CCP has made significant advances in
warfare, and we must remain vigilant
while also building up our defense in-
dustrial base in order to be prepared
for any scenario.

America must not remain idle while
our adversaries are advancing their ca-
pabilities. The Europe Subcommittee
will do our part.

CONGRATULATING OTIS T.
BARKER, SR.

(Mr. KENNEDY of New York was rec-
ognized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.)

Mr. KENNEDY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to celebrate the
incredible career of a consummate pub-
lic servant and my friend, Otis T. Bark-
er, Sr., or as his friends call him, OTB.

For nearly three decades, Otis has
been at the heart and soul of Buffalo’s
community services, dedicating his life
to uplifting our city’s children and
families. From his trailblazing career
in business to his tireless work in pub-
lic service, Otis has always led with in-
tegrity, passion, and an unwavering
commitment to the people of Buffalo.

Otis’ public service journey began in
1996 when deputy speaker of the New
York State Assembly Arthur O. Eve
hired him as his chief of staff. From
1996 to 2002, Otis was at the center of
State and community affairs, gaining a
deep understanding of the challenges
and opportunities that shape our
neighborhoods.

In 2006, Buffalo Mayor Byron Brown
tapped him to serve as director of the
Division of Youth. His leadership con-
tinued to grow, serving as deputy com-
missioner in 2011 and, ultimately, com-
missioner of community services and
recreational programming in 2017,
where he oversaw critical programs for
our youth, our seniors, our workforce,
and our recreational spaces.

As commissioner, Otis Barker helped
over 30,000 young people find opportu-
nities through the mayor’s summer
youth internship program, giving Buf-
falo’s next generation a path forward.

Otis’ service didn’t stop with govern-
ment. He spent his time coaching Lit-
tle League baseball, leading the North
Buffalo Little League Football Organi-
zation, and coaching high school bas-
ketball, instilling values of discipline,
teamwork, and perseverance in young
athletes across our city.
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At his retirement earlier this month,
Buffalo’s mayor surprised Otis with the
renaming of the basketball courts in
Martin Luther King, Jr. Park as the
Otis T. Barker Sr. Basketball Courts, a
fitting tribute to someone who has
helped make athletics more accessible
for our young people.

Otis’ impact extends into Buffalo’s
faith and music communities, where he
directs and assists choirs at St. John’s
Baptist Church and the Var-Son Com-
munity Choir. His voice, both in lead-
ership and in song, has lifted up so
many in our community.

Buffalo will miss him in city hall,
but I am confident that his
mentorship, leadership, and boundless
generosity will continue throughout
his retirement, and I have no doubt he
will continue his commitment to our
city as he also enjoys more time with
his wonderful family and friends.

Mr. Speaker, I thank OTB for making
our community a better place to live,
work, and raise a family. I wish my
friend a well-earned and rewarding re-
tirement. We love him. Congratula-
tions and Godspeed.

————

HONORING NORTH CAROLINA
STATE SENATOR MARSHALL A.
RAUCH

(Mr. MOORE of North Carolina was
recognized to address the House for 5
minutes.)

Mr. MOORE of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to honor North Carolina
State Senator Marshall Arthur Rauch,
who recently passed away at the age of
102, leaving behind a legacy of service,
leadership, and generosity that will be
remembered for generations.

As the longest serving Jewish State
senator in North Carolina history, Sen-
ator Rauch was a trailblazer and a man
of deep principle.

Senator Rauch dedicated much of his
life to public service, serving on the
Gastonia City Council, chairing the
North Carolina Senate Finance Com-
mittee while he was a member of the
senate, and championing racial har-
mony, education, and fiscal responsi-
bility. He was also a World War II vet-
eran and a successful businessman who
ran, at one time, the world’s largest
Christmas ornament company.

Senator Rauch’s work to integrate
schools peacefully in Gaston County,
support higher education, and help
folks achieve self-sufficiency left an
impact that will continue for genera-
tions.

Senator Rauch was known for his
kindness, his wit, and his unwavering
belief in the power of public service to
make people’s lives better.

I was someone who was very lucky to
get to know him. As a young person, I
was a senate page and had the oppor-
tunity to serve there. I got to know
Senator Rauch all those years ago, and
I stayed in contact with him over the
years. He stayed very active pretty
much till the end.

One of his favorite things to do, Mr.
Speaker, was periodically he would
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have a hot dog roast during the week
and invite folks over for hot dogs. He
invited folks from all backgrounds,
from all political parties, with an op-
portunity to sit down and fellowship,
have a meal together, and just get to
know folks. That is the kind of gen-
erous man that Marshall Rauch was.

Mr. Speaker, Marshall Rauch is going
to be deeply missed, and I join the peo-
ple of Gaston County and the people of
North Carolina in honoring his extraor-
dinary legacy.

————

DON'T TOUCH SOCIAL SECURITY

(Mr. COURTNEY of Connecticut was
recognized to address the House for 5
minutes.)

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, last
year, candidate Trump, President-elect
Trump, and now-President Trump re-
peatedly told the American people that
he won’t touch Social Security. We are
now 2 months into his administration,
and we are finding that the opposite is
true.

A headline yesterday in The Wash-
ington Post read: ‘“‘Long waits, waves
of calls, website crashes: Social Secu-
rity is breaking down.”’

Next to me is a poster board from
The Wall Street Journal. Some people
may say that The Washington Post is
always critical of President Trump, but
this is The Wall Street Journal, an im-
peccable, center-right newspaper whose
headline states: ‘“‘Dealing With Social
Security Is Heading From Bad to
Worse.”

The agency that administers benefits
is cutting staff and restricting benefits
as part of the Department of Govern-
ment Efficiency review, or DOGE, the
Trump initiative.

Let’s be more specific. What are some
of those intentional policies that are
being put into place? We know that
there was a wave of those fork-in-the-
road retirements that hit Social Secu-
rity and reduced staff. We know that
Social Security has already announced
that the workforce is going to be re-
duced from 57,000 all across America to
50,000.

Some may say: What is wrong with
that? We should sort of downsize our
workforce, make them more efficient.

The fact of the matter is, if you look
at how many people are beneficiaries
today, with the baby boomer retire-
ments that are swelling the ranks of
Social Security beneficiaries, it is 73
million Americans now who are receiv-
ing Social Security benefits. These are
people with retirement benefits, chil-
dren who have lost a parent, and people
on disability.

We now have a bigger-than-ever pop-
ulation of people collecting Social Se-
curity benefits and a reduced staff.

To put this in perspective, in 2010,
not that long ago, the size of the Social
Security workforce was 68,000, 18,000
more than what the Trump administra-
tion is targeting for today, and the
number of beneficiaries in 2010 was 54
million Americans as opposed to 73
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million Americans today. We have
more people who need help with the So-
cial Security system and fewer staff to
help them navigate it.

In just 1 week from today, they are
pretty much going to shut off phone
service for Social Security bene-
ficiaries who are trying to sign up with
their bank information to get on Social
Security. This is something that has
been normal practice, using very pre-
cise identifiers to make sure that
waste, fraud, and abuse do not occur.

By the way, Social Security’s accu-
racy is 99.7 percent. That has been
verified by outside audits and by the
Social Security trustees. Yet, despite
that track record, what they are going
to tell Social Security beneficiaries,
who sometimes struggle with online
enrollment in other areas of their lives,
is that they are not going to have the
opportunity to use a phone service,
which, again, has been in practice in
the past for decades.

They are also closing 47 Social Secu-
rity offices across the country. Again,
at a time when the number of people
who need to interact and interface with
the Social Security system is bigger
than ever, they are shutting down of-
fices, laying off staff, and shutting off
phone service.

The wait times, in terms of people
trying to get appointments in person,
are going to get longer. Just in the
Northeast, we have already been told
that the White Plains office in New
York is going to be closed, and they are
telling people to go to New Haven, Con-
necticut, my State. That is about a 2-
hour drive for people if they want to
have an in-person appointment who are
now going to basically have a shut-
tered building in a very densely popu-
lated area outside of New York.

The notion that the Social Security
system, by this administration, is not
being trusted, the opposite is true.
DOGE is behind this, as The Wall
Street Journal reported. Elon Musk, in
an interview with FOX News, made it
crystal clear his goal is to eliminate
Social Security and get $800 billion to
$900 billion of savings out of the Social
Security system, which we know today
is probably one of the most efficient
agencies in the Federal Government in
terms of the accuracy of their payouts.

The pathway ahead of us is very crys-
tal clear. Congress has to stand up as a
coequal branch of government that en-
acted Social Security in 1935 and for 90
years—we are celebrating the 90th an-
niversary of Social Security—has been
a pillar of middle-class retirement se-
curity and helping children who have
lost a parent.

Mr. Speaker, it is not an entitlement.
It is not welfare. It is an earned benefit
that people pay into. They should get
that benefit when it is their turn to get
the help from Social Security that we
promised as Congress.

Defend Social Security. Stand up for
Social Security. Don’t touch Social Se-
curity.
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FOREIGN INFLUENCE IN HIGHER
EDUCATION

(Mr. LAMALFA of California was rec-
ognized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.)

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, foreign
influence in American education, high-
er education especially, is a growing
threat that cannot be ignored.

For years, adversaries, like the Chi-
nese Communist Party, have funneled
billions into U.S. colleges and univer-
sities through undisclosed donations
and contracts, gaining influence over
research, curriculum, and even campus
policies.

These backdoor financial arrange-
ments jeopardize academic integrity
and national security, allowing foreign
governments to push their own agendas
under the guise of educational partner-
ships. Foreign regimes, including the
Chinese Communist Party, have cap-
italized on loopholes in the Higher
Education Act to expand their influ-
ence. Many U.S. institutions fail to dis-
close foreign gifts, as required, allow-
ing foreign entities to quietly infil-
trate and manipulate academic envi-
ronments.

The DETERRENT Act, which will be
taken up soon, introduced by my col-
league from Washington, Representa-
tive BAUMGARTNER, takes a decisive
stand against this threat by enhancing
foreign gift and contract reporting re-
quirements. By slashing the reporting
threshold to just $50,000 and imple-
menting an even stricter zero-dollar
threshold for countries and entities of
concern, the bill ensures universities
disclose all foreign funding regardless
of its size or source. Lowering that
threshold will bring more and more of
them into the light.

China alone has sent over $1 billion
to U.S. universities in the past decade,
much of it undisclosed until recently.
These financial ties have been linked
to research theft, censorship of critical
discussions, and undue pressure on fac-
ulty and students. A congressional in-
vestigation uncovered nearly $40 mil-
lion in unreported contracts between
two top U.S. universities and the CCP.

Foreign-backed research centers are
often used as footholds for regimes to
infiltrate American institutions, steal
intellectual property, and push their
political agendas. Some universities,
either unknowingly or in pursuit of fi-
nancial gain, have allowed foreign-
funded centers to operate on campus,
shaping curriculum, limiting academic
freedom, and suppressing dissenting
viewpoints.

The DETERRENT Act strengthens
reporting requirements, ensures great-
er transparency to Congress and the
public, and imposes strict penalties for
noncompliance. It requires universities
to disclose foreign gifts and contracts
to individual faculty members, who are
often the most targeted by adversarial
regimes. It also holds private institu-
tions accountable by revealing foreign
investments in their endowments.
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With the current administration fail-
ing to investigate this growing threat,
the DETERRENT Act provides a nec-
essary course correction.

Foreign influence not only threatens
the integrity of academic research but
also compromises national security by
giving adversarial governments access
to sensitive technological advance-
ments. These financial entanglements,
if left unchecked, will continue to
erode the independence of U.S. institu-
tions, putting both intellectual free-
dom and national interests at risk.

Higher education should be a place
where students are taught how to
think, not what to think, especially by
foreign entities with their own agendas
that go against United States inter-
ests.

Increased oversight is essential to en-
sure that universities serve the inter-
ests of students and the Nation, not
those of adversarial regimes. With the
previous administration failing to take
this step, it is essential that we do that
now with the DETERRENT Act.

———

CONGRATULATING HIGH SCHOOL
BASKETBALL CHAMPIONS

(Ms. SEWELL of Alabama was recog-
nized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.)

Ms. SEWELL. Mr. Speaker, with the
eyes of the Nation on Alabama and Au-
burn men’s basketball as they compete
in the NCAA March Madness cham-
pionship tournament, I would like to
also shed a light on the outstanding
high school basketball players in Ala-
bama’s Seventh Congressional District
who led their teams to championship
victories this season.

That includes the girls’ 7TA cham-
pions at Hoover High School, who
dominated their competition and
brought home the gold at the end of
their 29-3 season. Way to go, ladies.

Likewise, Hoover High School’s boys
were also crowned TA champions at the
end of their undefeated season. Go,
Hoover Buccaneers.

In Tuscaloosa, we recognize the boys
of Paul W. Bryant High School, who
took home the Division 6A Champion-
ship title following their 27-7 season.

In Clarke County, we congratulate
the Jackson Academy boys, who fin-
ished their 21-4 season when they won
the Division 4A championship.

Last, but certainly not least, I con-
gratulate Uniontown’s own R.C. Hatch
boys’ basketball team. In February,
the Bobcats set a new record for boys’
basketball in the State of Alabama
when they took home their 11th State
title as Division 1A champions.

As the proud daughter of the late
Coach Andrew A. Sewell, who coached
the Selma High School Saints for over
30 years, including in numerous State
tournament games, I know firsthand
the amount of dedication, talent, and
teamwork that goes into earning a
State championship title.

On behalf of Alabama’s Seventh Con-
gressional District, I ask my colleagues
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to join me in congratulating our out-
standing high school basketball cham-
pions. I am confident that these young
student athletes have bright futures
ahead of them.

This weekend, the city of Bir-
mingham will host the NCAA women’s
basketball Sweet 16 and Elite 8 in the
Magic City. We welcome all of the
teams to Birmingham, Alabama, and
wish them much success.

———

NATIONAL MEDAL OF HONOR DAY

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania was
recognized to address the House for 5
minutes.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize
yesterday as National Medal of Honor
Day, a solemn occasion when our Na-
tion pauses to reflect on the extraor-
dinary heroism and selflessness of
those who have received our country’s
highest military award for valor, the
Medal of Honor.

National Medal of Honor Day is an
opportunity to pay tribute not only to
their acts of courage but also to the
profound sacrifices made in the defense
of our freedoms.

Over 150 years ago, on March 25, 1863,
the very first Medals of Honor were
presented, establishing a tradition of
recognizing those who displayed unpar-
alleled bravery in the face of over-
whelming danger.

More than a century later, in 1990,
Congress designated March 25 as Na-
tional Medal of Honor Day, ensuring
that future generations would never
forget the servicemembers who went
above and beyond the call of duty.

Since its inception, the Medal of
Honor has been awarded 3,547 times to
servicemembers who have dem-
onstrated extraordinary bravery and
devotion to their fellow troops and our
Nation. Among those, 380 recipients
have called Pennsylvania home, a tes-
tament to the courage and selflessness
of the sons and daughters of the Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania.

One of those remarkable Pennsylva-
nians was Army Specialist Ross
McGinnis, a young man from Clarion
County who, at just 19 years old, made
the ultimate sacrifice to save the lives
of his fellow soldiers.

On December 4, 2006, while on patrol
in eastern Baghdad, Specialist
McGinnis and his unit came under at-
tack. An enemy insurgent positioned
on a rooftop hurled a grenade into his
Humvee.

Without hesitation, Specialist
McGinnis threw his body onto the gre-
nade, saving the lives of his fellow sol-
diers. For this incomparable courage
and sacrifice, President George W.
Bush posthumously awarded him the
Medal of Honor in 2008.

Today, the post office in Knox, Penn-
sylvania, bears his name, ensuring that
his legacy of heroism endures in the
community he once called home.

Another Pennsylvanian whose brav-
ery is etched in history is Private First
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Class Foster Sayers, a 20-year-old in-
fantryman from my hometown of How-
ard, Pennsylvania, who answered the
call to serve during World War II.

On November 12, 1944, while fighting
near Thionville, France, Private Say-
ers singlehandedly charged enemy posi-
tions, drawing fire away from his unit
and allowing his fellow soldiers to suc-
cessfully flank and capture the enemy
stronghold.

His courage, sacrifice, and dedication
to duty earned him the Medal of Honor.
Eighty years later, his name remains a
symbol of the price of our freedom.

In November of last year, I had the
privilege of presenting two flags to
Foster Sayers, Jr., and Foster Sayers
III, in honor of their father and grand-
father’s legacy.

Foster Sayers was married to his
wife, Ellen, at the time he deployed. He
never met Fos, who actually was my
neighbor for a lot of years, for decades,
and married to my dad’s cousin. Fos-
ter’s wife, Ellen, was actually my baby-
sitter when I was growing up. They are
a remarkable family.

Behind every Medal of Honor recipi-
ent is a family that has also sacrificed.
Our military families often bear the
weight of their loved one’s service. I
also thank them for their sacrifice.

Mr. Speaker, when we observe Na-
tional Medal of Honor Day, we honor
these heroes, and we affirm our sacred
obligation to all who wear the uniform.
We must ensure that our veterans and
servicemembers are treated with the
dignity, care, and gratitude that they
have so courageously earned.

Let us continue to build a country
worthy of the sacrifices of our vet-
erans. May God bless our veterans, our
fallen heroes, and our great Nation.

————

UNDERSTANDING TARIFFS

(Ms. JOHNSON of Texas was recog-
nized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.)

Ms. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I recognize that most Americans are
not economists, trade experts, or well
versed in the intricacies of tax policy.
If you will, I want to take this oppor-
tunity to sort of ‘“‘Schoolhouse Rock”
tariffs. Let’s talk about what they are,
how they work, and how they impact
Americans and their families.

Tariffs are taxes on imported goods,
plain and simple. When the government
slaps a tariff on a product, it makes
the product more expensive to buy
from other countries.

Take your sneakers. Most sneakers
are made with rubber, synthetic fab-
rics, and leather, stuff that gets im-
ported from China and other places.
Let’s say the government puts a tariff
on those materials. That is an extra in-
cluded tax on materials that make up
the sneakers.

Now these products become more ex-
pensive to make, and the way that
companies make up for that is passing
that cost on to the consumer. A pair of
sneakers that cost $30 might now cost
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$50 after tariffs are imposed. You now
have to work more to get more money
and then pay more for the same exact
pair of sneakers.

The idea of tariffs is to protect Amer-
ican businesses and jobs. The reality,
though, is, as you can see with the
sneaker example, it often backfires.
Other countries hit back with their
own tariffs, hurting American manu-
facturers and workers.

Now, are tariffs always bad? The an-
swer is no. When used correctly, tariffs
can be a powerful tool. They can pro-
tect American jobs, boost key indus-
tries, and stop countries like China
from flooding our market with cheap,
low-quality goods.

When a country imposes tariffs stra-
tegically on industries we need to re-
build, like steel and manufacturing and
technology, we can give American busi-
nesses the breathing room to compete
and grow. When foreign countries play
dirty with unfair trade practices, tar-
iffs can be a productive way to respond
to that.

Here is the key: Tariffs have to be
smart. When used correctly, tariffs can
defend American industry. When used
incorrectly, though, they are just an-
other tax on working people. Right
now, the Trump administration is
using tariffs in the wrong way, and
their actions are causing costs to sky-
rocket for families in Texas and all
American families.

To be clear, Trump’s tariffs on Can-
ada and Mexico are nothing but a tax
on American businesses and con-
sumers. They are two of our biggest
trading partners. For example, Mexico
is Texas’ largest trading partner, ac-
counting for one-third of our State’s
exports. In 2023, trade between Texas
and Mexico totaled more than $272 bil-
lion. We trade so many products with
our neighbors to the south that fami-
lies in Texas use every day, like toma-
toes, greens, avocados, car parts, elec-
tronics, plastics, and the list goes on.
With Canada, Texas buys steel and
lumber to build homes to ensure fami-
lies have a roof over their heads.

All of these products will have higher
costs, and the only ones who will pay
more are the families and businesses
that buy them. Instead of strength-
ening those relationships with our
neighbors, Trump’s tariffs are making
everything more expensive for us.

What do we get in return? Absolutely
nothing. American companies didn’t
suddenly stop buying from Canada or
Mexico. They just have to pay more to
do it. Meanwhile, those countries have
hit back with their own tariffs, hurting
Americans across the board. Instead of
using tariffs for smart trade policy,
Trump is using them as a political
stunt that punishes the very people it
claims to help.

J 1030
Madam Speaker, these tariffs are
self-inflicted wounds on the American

economy. We see this every day in the
stock market with the market value
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falling by trillions of dollars over the
past few weeks. Those in their
twenties, thirties, and forties have lost
tons of money in their 401(k).

I should also mention something else
because I know there is something
more sinister going on. Right now, we
have Elon Musk in the White House. He
has been our president since January
20, calling all the shots and using
President Trump as his puppet.

These tariffs will benefit his busi-
nesses because they are being imposed
on Elon’s competition. This is a clear
conflict of interest. It is wrong, and it
is a display of the grift and the greed
that the Trump administration has
ushered into this White House.

None of this is about helping Amer-
ican families. None of this is about
lowering costs. This is about Trump
and Musk settling scores, causing
chaos, and making sure they line their
pockets on the backs of Americans and
the middle class.

Madam Speaker, we need to end
these reckless tariffs and get back to
lowering costs for the people we serve.

———

HONORING MARCH VETERAN OF
THE MONTH LIEUTENANT COM-
MANDER GREG COWAN

(Mr. ALFORD of Missouri was recog-
nized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.)

Mr. ALFORD. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to honor an outstanding Amer-
ican and our March Veteran of the
Month, Lieutenant Commander Greg
Cowan, United States Navy, Retired,
from Lebanon, Missouri, in Laclede
County.

Greg Cowan’s service to our Nation
spans more than two decades, begin-
ning in 1980 when he enlisted in the
Navy. From his early days as an avia-
tion electronics technician, to earning
a commission through the Naval ROTC
program, his dedication and commit-
ment to our Nation never wavered. He
served in duty stations across the
country and around the world, from
Rota, Spain, to Camp Lemonnier in Af-
rica.

He deployed multiple times to the
CENTCOM areas of operation, serving
aboard the USS Comstock, the USS
Kitty Hawk, USS Harpers Ferry, and
USS Inchon. His leadership as a surface
warfare officer was instrumental in en-
suring mission success and in training
the next generation of warfighters.

After retiring in 2024, Lieutenant
Commander Cowan’s passion for serv-
ice continued through his dedication to
mentoring and teaching others. His ca-
reer is a testament to the values of
duty, honor, and country.

Today, we salute Lieutenant Com-
mander Greg Cowan and thank him for
his selfless service, leadership, and un-
wavering commitment to the United
States Navy and to the United States
of America.

RECOGNIZING GOLD APPLE BOUTIQUE

Mr. ALFORD. Madam Speaker, today

we are proud to recognize Gold Apple
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Boutique, located in the historic dis-
trict of Fayette, Missouri, as Mis-
souri’s Fourth Congressional District
March Small Business of the Month.

Owned by Cana Conrow, Gold Apple
Boutique is a shining example of entre-
preneurial spirit and community dedi-
cation. Cana’s passion for business and
her desire to build a future for her
growing family led her to open this
unique shop on Fayette’s historic
square. I was just in it last week. It is
a great store.

They are offering fashionable cloth-
ing, accessories, and personalized
items. Gold Apple Boutique provides a
welcoming space where customers find
both style and confidence.

Cana’s success is a testament to the
impact of small businesses on local
economies. Her engagement in our U.S.
Chamber of Commerce roundtable last
week highlighted her commitment to
strengthening the business community.
As spring approaches, Gold Apple Bou-
tique’s latest arrivals are already
drawing in excited customers there on
the square, proving that small busi-
nesses like hers keep our towns vibrant
and keep them thriving.

We congratulate Cana Conrow and
Gold Apple Boutique on this well-
earned recognition, our Small Business
of the Month. We thank them for their
dedication to Fayette and to making
Missouri’s small business community
thrive.

——————

RECOGNIZING SEASIDE POLICE
DEPARTMENT CHIEF NICK BORGES

(Mr. PANETTA of California was rec-
ognized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.)

Mr. PANETTA. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to recognize Seaside Police
Department Chief Nick Borges and
many others for their dedication and
doggedness to solve the case called the
“American Nightmare.”

Aptly named, this case started back
in 2015 in Vallejo, California, when
Matthew Muller broke into the home of
Denise and Aaron Quinn, drugged and
bound them, and Kkidnapped Denise.
Muller then took Denise to a cabin
near Lake Tahoe where he sexually as-
saulted her and released her 3 days
later down in southern California.

Of course, Aaron immediately called
the authorities, but the Vallejo Police
Department was unable to solve the
crime. This is after they interrogated
Aaron for hours upon hours, brushing
aside his explanation, trying to get
him to confess to killing Denise.

Ultimately, after Aaron wouldn’t
confess to something he didn’t do, the
detectives accused both Aaron and
Denise of faking and lying about the
whole thing. The detectives even went
as far as putting out a formal state-
ment, calling the whole thing a hoax
and that, given the facts that had been
presented thus far, this event appeared
to be an orchestrated event, not a
crime.

Madam Speaker, get this. Around the
same time period, Muller committed
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several more home invasions. He even-
tually got caught and convicted for
those similar crimes. The Vallejo de-
tectives never connected Muller to the
kidnapping of Denise.

It was such a sensational story about
how the detectives acted and about
how Aaron and Denise allegedly con-
cocted a kidnapping that even Netflix
came out with a documentary called
the ‘“‘American Nightmare.” Madam
Speaker, it became one of the most
watched docuseries on Netflix.

Fortunately, one of the people who
watched that Netflix series was Seaside
Police Chief Nick Borges. Chief Borges
didn’t have anything to do with that
case, but after watching the documen-
tary in 2024, he literally reached out to
Denise and Aaron. He let them know
that even he was disgusted with the
way the Vallejo detectives conducted
the interviews and that Denise and
Aaron had the backing of law enforce-
ment, despite how they were treated.

Chief Borges then decided to meet
with the couple, along with Alameda
County Detective Misty Carausu and
El Dorado County DA Vern Pierson, all
of whom felt that the investigation was
mishandled. The group then started
their own investigation and quickly
found that Muller was in custody for
similar crimes in the same areas.

Chief Borges then simply and lit-
erally reached out to Muller who was
in custody on his other similar crimes,
and he asked Muller if he would want
to talk about the crimes against Aaron
and Denise. Madam Speaker, if you can
imagine this, Muller responded, and he
admitted what he did do to Denise.

Further investigation by the group
and getting the FBI involved led au-
thorities to the Lake Tahoe cabin
where they found further evidence to
corroborate the crimes that Muller
committed against Denise and Aaron.
Eventually, Muller ended up pleading
guilty to those crimes, as well as oth-
ers that he had committed in the area.

Madam Speaker, as DA Pierson said:
This was a very unusual, crazy set of
facts. It unfortunately had detectives
who didn’t believe Aaron and Denise
from the start, as well as those who
used some outdated investigation and
interrogation techniques, that led
them down the wrong path.

Fortunately, though, police officers
with common sense got involved to
help solve this case. Moreover, Denise,
Aaron, Chief Borges, and others are
now working with law enforcement to
change how interrogations are con-
ducted and to ensure that what Aaron
and Denise experienced never happens
again.

Madam Speaker, I rise today to com-
mend Denise and Aaron for their for-
titude, for their resilience, and for
their belief in law enforcement. I rec-
ognize Seaside Police Chief Borges and
the other law enforcement officers who
used common sense and their humanity
to not only solve this case with a sense
of justice but to do what is right in our
society.
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HONORING WISCONSIN’S WINTER
SPORTS SEASON

(Mr. TIFFANY of Wisconsin was recog-
nized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.)

Mr. TIFFANY. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to congratulate the high
school athletes from Wisconsin’s Sev-
enth District who competed in the
State championships during the winter
sports season.

In the individual State wrestling
tournament, my district had Liam
Neitzel of Hudson, Lane Andersen of
Amery, Reegan Roy of Wabeno, Blake
Underwood and Cale Quantance of Mar-
athon, Wyatt Unser of Glenwood City,
Colton Weiler of Auburndale, and Car-
ter Lueck of Stratford secure the State
championship, with the Saint Croix
Falls boys’ team taking home the first
place title at the team State wrestling
tournament.

Then the Tomahawk boys’ hockey
team claimed their first-ever State
title at the boys’ hockey State tour-
nament. At the gymnastics State meet,
Chippewa Falls Co-op won Division 1
team State, Rice Lake High School
won Division 2 team State, and Avery
Ash of Rice Lake took home first place
in the individual balance beam event.

I also congratulate the Osceola High
School ice fishing team on taking
home the State title, going against 87
schools. Not many States have an ice
fishing tournament.

We congratulate each one of these
State champions, as well as their
coaches. I wish them the best of luck in
their future seasons.

————
HONORING ALFREDA HARRIS

(Ms. PRESSLEY of Massachusetts was
recognized to address the House for 5

minutes.)
Ms. PRESSLEY. Madam Chair, I rise
today to honor Women’s History

Month. As a practice, I do celebrate
Women’s History Month every month,
but today I take the floor to talk about
a living legend, Ms. Alfreda Harris.

Ms. Harris is a champion for every-
one who calls Boston home and a moth-
er of movements. She has committed
her life to building community and
supporting our young people. She is
widely known for her dedicated work
to the Boston Parks Department,
actualizing a vision of beautiful green
space, room to play, and fresh air for
all of our children.

Ms. Harris was the first Black woman
to coach in UMass Boston’s history in
1980 when she was hired in that role,
becoming UMass Boston’s first wom-
en’s basketball coach. She was also the
first female head coach at UMass Bos-
ton for any sport. She led her basket-
ball teams at Roxbury Community Col-
lege and the University of Massachu-
setts Boston to an outstanding 136-20
career record.

Her tenure on the Boston School
Committee is defined by her lasting
commitment to strengthening Boston
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through decades of transition, grap-
pling with the impact of segregation,
and working toward a vision of edu-
cational equity for all. When she re-
tired, she did so as the longest serving
member of the Boston School Com-
mittee.

Madam Speaker, she remains a
source of inspiration to many. This
Women’s History Month, let’s give this
historymaker her flowers. We love and
honor Ms. Harris.

CALLING OUT SIGNALGATE CHAT

Ms. PRESSLEY. Madam Speaker, I
rise to call out the recklessness of
those in this administration entrusted
with our national security. I did not
think I would see a day where someone
with the highest security clearance is
using a phone messaging app to treat
matters of national security with such
blatant disregard, celebrating with
emojis in a group chat as they unlaw-
fully authorize military actions.

This administration continues to
make history for all the wrong reasons.
I struggle to find a reference point be-
cause this is beyond the pale: the dis-
regard for human life and national se-
curity.

Let me just make this abundantly
clear to the American people. Secure
channels of communication do exist to
discuss classified military action. They
sure as hell are not a Signal group
chat. It is imperative that information
like this be handled with sensitivity.

Under this administration, the
United States foreign policy is a fail-
ure. Decades of diplomatic efforts to
build good will and keep the American
people safe have been upended. We have
an unelected billionaire gutting life-
saving programs like USAID’s essential
work to feed newborns and to give med-
icine to war zones.

Meanwhile, we have a cast of char-
acters in these roles, having nothing to
do with merit. It is simply their fealty
and loyalty to Donald Trump. We have
a cast of characters ordering military
strikes in a group chat with a random
journalist in it.

This is nothing to be cavalier about.
This is not a drill. It is not a joke.
Every person involved should be inves-
tigated by Congress. In particular, Pete
Hegseth is proving himself to be un-
qualified to lead the Department of De-
fense and should never have been con-
firmed by the Senate.

Madam Speaker, this national secu-
rity failure is proof that he cannot
serve this country’s best interests, and
I call for Pete Hegseth to resign.

————
O 1045
BORDER COMMON SENSE

(Mr. MANN of Kansas was recognized
to address the House for 5 minutes.)

Mr. MANN. Madam Speaker, since
President Trump was sworn in, illegal
crossings have plummeted at our
southern border.

This past February saw the lowest
level of illegal crossings ever recorded
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in our Nation’s history, down 94 per-
cent from February 2024 and 96 percent
from the all-time high under the Biden
administration. Along the Del Rio Sec-
tor of the border, there was a 98.8 per-
cent decrease in apprehensions com-
pared to the highest day under Presi-
dent Biden.

For 4 years, President Biden and rad-
ical progressive activists tried to
blame President Trump and congres-
sional Republicans for the crisis at the
Nation’s border. It turns out the only
thing we needed all along was a Presi-
dent who doesn’t run from common
sense and isn’t afraid to enforce the
law. Thankfully, President Trump is
not afraid.

Just last week, Secretary of Home-
land Security Kristi Noem announced
that the Department of Homeland Se-
curity, DHS, will resume construction
of President Trump’s border wall. Bor-
der Patrol agents have told us again
and again that a physical barrier on
our southern border is a key deterrent
to the trafficking of humans and illicit
drugs by the Mexican cartels across
our southern border. Yet, on day one of
his Presidency, President Biden
stopped construction of the border
wall. President Trump is gladly revers-
ing this madness and making our bor-
der secure.

President Biden’s failed leadership
continuously put innocent American
lives at risk as nearly 400 individuals
whose names appeared on the terrorist
watch list attempted to enter the coun-
try and gang members from MS-13 and
Tren de Aragua invaded the interior of
the U.S.

Some of these monsters took the
lives of innocent Americans, like
Laken Riley and Jocelyn Nungaray.
While President Biden barely expressed
empathy for the lives he put at risk,
President Trump took action, deport-
ing these violent criminals and gang
members from the start of his Presi-
dency.

On November b5, 2024, 77 million
Americans, including myself, voted to
restore commonsense border policies to
our Nation’s Capital. The President is
providing that common sense, and I am
deeply grateful to have his strong lead-
ership back in the White House.

I thank President Trump for stand-
ing for our country and securing our
border. Promises made, promises kept.

HONORING CRAIG BEAM

Mr. MANN. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in honor of an American patriot,
Craig Beam. I congratulate Craig on
his well-deserved retirement from the
U.S. Marshals Service.

When most Americans hear of a fugi-
tive on the run, their natural instinct
is to protect their loved ones within
and avoid coming across the wanted
criminal at all costs. Craig’s approach
to protecting his family and loved ones
is a little different. When danger or bad
actors present themselves to our com-
munities, Craig has run toward them
and worked swiftly with his fellow
marshals to remove these criminals
from the streets.
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In August 1993, a convicted mari-
juana grower walked into the Frank
Carlson Federal Building in Topeka,
Kansas, for his sentencing. What was a
normal day in Topeka suddenly turned
into gunfire and tragedy as the con-
vict’s car and his person were covered
with explosives and pipe bombs.

As building staff hid in fear, Craig
and his fellow law enforcement agents
put their fear aside to get innocent ci-
vilians to safety. In all, five Kansans
were injured that day, and a court offi-
cer, Gene Goldsberry, was tragically
killed. Deputy Marshal Beam and three
of his fellow marshals were recognized
for their heroism with the Director’s
Distinguished Service Award.

Serving in law enforcement and the
U.S. Marshals Service is a selfless call-
ing, and for the last 34 years, Craig
Beam has done it effortlessly. Not
many people openly run toward danger
and put their safety at risk for the
sake of their communities, but for
Craig, it is second nature.

I thank Craig for his selflessness and
for 34 years of dedication to keep Kan-
sas safe. I congratulate Craig on his re-
tirement.

————

PUERTO RICO’S ENERGY CRISIS

(Mr. HERNANDEZ of Puerto Rico was
recognized to address the House for 5
minutes.) .

Mr. HERNANDEZ. Madam Speaker,
last Friday, I opened my district office
in Caguas, Puerto Rico. I had about 10
other colleagues join me, and when I
finished my speech and turned to greet
my constituents, the power went out.

I won’t lie, my immediate reaction
was not all that negative. I was sort of
glad that it happened while my col-
leagues were there so that they could
see the reality that many Puerto
Ricans live with on a daily basis.

Now, I am afraid that that reality is
about to get a lot worse. The power
companies in charge of generation and
distribution of energy in the island
have warned us that there will be a se-
vere generation deficit between May
and October due to a major generation
unit’s breakdown. As a result, we
might face up to 125 selective power
outages during that time. Last year,
the average client faced about 10 hours
without power due to these selective
outages. This year, it is expected to be
a lot worse.

Pause and think about that: 125
blackouts over 6 months in the United
States of America. That isn’t and
shouldn’t be normal.

The government of Puerto Rico has a
plan A. First, demand that Genera PR,
the company in charge of generation,
fix the broken power plants before
May. An alternative is that we get
barges and land units to generate tem-
porary electricity to meet the height
and demand during the summer.

I will do what I can to support the
government’s efforts to address this
challenge. I have already urged Presi-
dent Trump to declare a Federal emer-
gency to support Puerto Rico’s electric
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grid crisis, and I have told the power
companies that I am willing to support
their requests for temporary genera-
tion units.

However, I also believe that the gov-
ernment needs a plan B in case all of
this fails. The government needs to
prepare the people of Puerto Rico for
the possibility that power will go out
virtually every day during this sum-
mer.

What can the government do? It can
demand that utility companies be
transparent about their planned inter-
ruptions so that the people know what
to expect and can plan accordingly. It
can educate and incentivize less energy
consumption to prevent the need for
these selective outages. It can begin
preparing vulnerable populations and
providers of essential services with
backup sources and energy assistance.

I want it to be clear that the current
government is not responsible for the
energy generation crisis, but it will be
responsible for how it handles it.

The government must be brave and
honest with the people, not laid back
and blindly optimistic because it views
LUMA, the distribution company, and
Genera, the generation company, as ul-
timately responsible. The government
must care not about who gets the
blame for the problem but about actu-
ally addressing the problem.

We must prepare before it is too late.
Failure to prepare will have unfortu-
nate consequences.

HONORING THE LIFE OF CIRILO TIRADO DELGADO

Mr. HERNANDEZ. Madam Speaker, 1
also rise to honor the life of Cirilo
Tirado Delgado, who passed away last
week, a few days shy of his 90th birth-
day.

Mr. Tirado was a respected public
servant, educator, and attorney in the
great Commonwealth of Puerto Rico.
He served in the Puerto Rico House of
Representatives from 1973 to 1984,
worked in the executive branch from
1984 to 1988, and returned to the legisla-
ture as a senator from 1988 to 1996.
After that, he practiced law in the
town of Guayama.

I extend my condolences to his win-
dow, children, and grandchildren. May
he rest in peace.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
FoxX). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of rule
I, the Chair declares the House in re-
cess until noon today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 54
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

——
O 1200

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.
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PRAYER

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

Holy God, in this House of historic
honor, these corridors of consequence,
these Halls of justice, remind us that
all power belongs to You, O God. All
things came from You, exist in You,
and will return to You in the fullness
of time.

Humbled before You, then, we pour
out our hearts, laying before You the
work of our hands, the thoughts of our
minds, and the desires of our souls.
You call on us to trust You, for You
alone are our refuge and our strength.

In You, Lord, is unfailing love, a love
which transcends our best and some-
times failed intentions, our best laid
but often poorly executed plans, but in
the depth of Your love for us, trans-
form the effect of our labor to align
with Your grace plan for us and for this
Nation.

In Your eternal name we pray.

Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
the approval thereof.

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

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Mississippi (Mr. GUEST) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. GUEST 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

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1l-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

———————

MICHAEL REED, DEDICATED
PUBLIC SERVANT

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

Mr. SWALWELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to recognize my former chief of staff,
Michael Reed, who will leave the House
after many years of service.

From 2019 to 2021, he served my of-
fice. Every Member of this Chamber
would be lucky to have Michael serving
them. He is a mentor to any staff who
work under him. He is a lover of the in-
stitution and the rules that guide us,
and he is a believer that this is still the
best place for us to resolve our dis-
putes.

He led us particularly during COVID
and January 6. On January 6, I remem-
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ber Michael finding every vending ma-
chine he could in the building to bring
food to the Members at the evacuation
site where we huddled, and then he
counseled our staff who were waiting
to know what would happen next. He
predicted to me, stick around in this
room because Speaker PELOSI would
later gavel us in. He was right, and she
was right to hire him a few months
later from my staff to work for her.

We will miss Michael and his service,
but he never could have done it with-
out his partner, his wife, also a former
chief of staff, Keenan. The two of them
will continue to serve in other ways,
but this House will miss Michael Reed.

———

BAN THIS QUACKERY

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

Mr. ONDER. Mr. Speaker, today I am
introducing the Do No Harm Act.

As a physician, I took an oath to do
no harm, but over the past several
years, doctors working at pediatric
transgender clinics have prescribed
medications or done procedures that
they know will permanently sterilize
children or leave them with irrevers-
ible medical and psychological damage.

This bill is the most comprehensive
legislation introduced to date to pro-
tect children from experimental and
unethical practices of so-called gender-
affirming care. This practice has been
banned or severely limited in European
countries, including the U.K., Norway,
Denmark, and Sweden, and it is time
for the U.S. to wake up and ban this
quackery once and for all.

The Do No Harm Act builds on Presi-
dent Trump’s day one executive order
ending the chemical castration and
mutilation of children. I look forward
to working with the Trump adminis-
tration to solidify this policy as Fed-
eral law.

———

PETE HEGSETH MUST GO

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

Mr. VINDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today as the Representative for 72,000
veterans and tens of thousands of Ac-
tive-Duty personnel who live in the
Seventh Congressional District of Vir-
ginia.

As a 25-year Army veteran, former
Army JAG prosecutor, and National
Security Council staff adviser, I can
say this: Imminent strike approval and
mission launch times are highly classi-
fied.

Sharing specific launch and strike
times 31 minutes before the mission be-
gins and 2 hours before our forces were
over enemy territory, in harm’s way, is
an egregious breach of national secu-
rity. At best, the success of the oper-
ation was at risk. At worst, our pilots’
lives were in danger.

This isn’t a political issue. It is about
trust, discipline, and the safety of our
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servicemembers. Our men and women
in uniform deserve better, and Sec-
retary Hegseth needs to do the right
thing to restore the confidence of the
Armed Forces, the American people,
and our allies. Pete Hegseth must go,
and Congress must investigate to fulfill
its constitutional responsibilities.

————

CONGRATULATING SOUTH KNOX
GIRLS’ BASKETBALL TEAM

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

Mr. MESSMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to give my personal congratula-
tions to the South Knox girls’ basket-
ball team for taking the Class 2A State
championship. In the stunning 55-33
win, the South Knox Spartans earned
the school’s first statewide champion-
ship victory.

Basketball is a foundational part of
our identity as Hoosiers, and they even
gave us a term, ‘‘Hoosier Hysteria,” to
describe just how seriously we take
this sport and how many top players
we produce.

Congratulations once again to the
girls’ basketball team at South Knox
and to Coach Hollie Eaves for showing
everyone just how well they play bas-
ketball in Verne, Indiana.

——————

MICHAEL REED, PROUD SON OF
TRENTON

(Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in recognition of
a man whom I have known for his en-
tire life; longer, in fact. I knew him
when he was a bump in his mommy’s
belly.

Michael Reed is the proud son of
Trenton and one of the most intel-
ligent, dedicated, and capable public
servants that I have ever had the privi-
lege of knowing.

When I was first elected, it was Mi-
chael’s counsel that I relied on to get
my office up and running. It was Mi-
chael who helped me navigate this new
and peculiar space, and it was Michael
whom I could call day or night, week-
end or weekday, and I still do.

I have the deepest love and respect
for Michael. He has been a blessing in
every sense of the word. I thank him
for his public service. I know that he
will continue to make a positive im-
pact on people’s lives in all that he
does.

I wish Michael and his beautiful
bride, Keenan, nothing but the best as
they begin their next chapter in life.

———

BUDGET RECONCILIATION MOVING
FORWARD

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, Con-
gress is moving forward with reconcili-
ation to rein in Washington’s reckless
spending and put the budget back on a
responsible path. This process brings
multiple committees together to craft
one comprehensive bill that strength-
ens the economy, reduces waste, and
prioritizes taxpayers.

The bill secures the borders with real
enforcement measures, keeps taxes low
for families and small businesses, and
rolls back job-killing regulations. It
also boosts domestic energy produc-
tion, making America less dependent
on foreign adversaries while lowering
costs at home.

Every committee has worked to en-
sure this bill eliminates wasteful
spending and focuses resources where
they are actually needed. Budget rec-
onciliation is about making the Fed-
eral Government work smarter, not
bigger, and being accountable to tax-
payers because the hard-earned money
they have to send this place is cer-
tainly not voluntary.

Budget reconciliation puts America
back on a strong track to what we
should prioritize to begin with.

HONORING ALVIN VAN ZEE

(Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to honor the life and serv-
ice of Alvin ‘“Al” Van Zee, a devoted
veteran and public servant from Pella,
Iowa.

As the longest serving commissioner
on the Marion County Commission of
Veterans Affairs, Al dedicated more
than 20 years to ensuring Iowa’s vet-
erans received care, support, and the
recognition they deserved.

A proud veteran himself, Al’s service
didn’t end when he left the military.
Through his work on the commission
and his involvement on the Van Veen-
Van Hemert American Legion Post No.
89, he was a tireless advocate for those
who wore our Nation’s uniform.

His wisdom, compassion, and unwav-
ering commitment left a lasting im-
pact on his community. Al’s legacy is
one of service, honor, and deep devo-
tion to both our country and to those
who serve our country.

May his family and loved ones find
comfort in knowing his impact will en-
dure for generations. We are grateful
for his life, his service, and his unwav-
ering dedication. Rest in peace, Al.

—————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GUEST). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of rule
I, the Chair declares the House in re-
cess subject to the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 11
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.
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O 1400
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. MOORE of Alabama) at 2
p.m.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL OF THE RULE
SUBMITTED BY THE OFFICE OF
ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RE-
NEWABLE ENERGY, DEPART-
MENT OF ENERGY RELATING TO
“ENERGY CONSERVATION PRO-
GRAM: ENERGY CONSERVATION
STANDARDS FOR COMMERCIAL
REFRIGERATORS, FREEZERS,
AND REFRIGERATOR-FREEZERS”

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 242, I call up
the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 75) pro-
viding for congressional disapproval
under chapter 8 of title 5, United
States Code, of the rule submitted by
the Office of Energy Efficiency and Re-
newable Energy, Department of Energy
relating to ‘“‘Energy Conservation Pro-
gram: Energy Conservation Standards
for Commercial Refrigerators, Freez-
ers, and Refrigerator-Freezers’, and
ask for its immediate consideration in
the House.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 242, the joint
resolution is considered read.

The text of the joint resolution is as
follows:

H.J. REs. 75

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That Congress dis-
approves the rule submitted by the Office of
the Office of Energy Efficiency and Renew-
able Energy, Department of Energy relating
to “Energy Conservation Program: Energy
Conservation Standards for Commercial Re-
frigerators, Freezers, and Refrigerator-
Freezers’ (90 Fed. Reg. 7464; published Janu-
ary 21, 2025) and such rule shall have no force
or effect.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
joint resolution shall be debatable for 1
hour equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Energy and
Commerce or their respective des-
ignees.

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
GUTHRIE) and the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) each will control
30 minutes.

The chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky (Mr. GUTHRIE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on H.J. Res. 75.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, as President Trump
took office in January, the Biden-Har-
ris Department of Energy finalized
amended energy efficiency standards
for commercial refrigeration equip-
ment.

H.J. Res. 75, introduced by Rep-
resentative GOLDMAN of Texas, a new
member of the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, repeals this final rule.

New standards for this equipment,
which included a variety of products,
became effective just 3 years ago. Yet
the Biden administration moved ahead
with implementing burdensome new
standards.

In fact, these standards will require
energy reductions up to 60 percent on
top of the previous standards, pushing
the price of this equipment higher than
ever before. The Department of Energy
itself estimates the final rule will cost
$8 billion. However, it substantially un-
derestimated compliance costs
throughout the rulemaking process.

The Department of Energy, despite
feedback from stakeholders, did not ac-
count for the significant ongoing cap-
ital investment manufacturers must
make to shift to new refrigerants.

When amending energy efficiency
standards, the Department of Energy
must prove that new or amended stand-
ards are economically justified, as well
as technologically feasible, and that
they result in significant savings. Not
only is it unclear if compliance with
the DOE’s final rule is technically fea-
sible but it is certainly clear that the
rule is not cost-effective.

For example, one popular refrig-
erator design covered by this rule,
vertically closed transparent commer-
cial refrigerators, is estimated by the
Department of Energy to have a pay-
back period of almost 94 years under
the amended standards. For retailers,
many of which are small or family-
owned businesses, it makes no sense to
purchase equipment that will take
nearly 100 years to recoup the cost on,
especially when the average lifetime of
this product is 14 years.

This will result in less efficient
equipment being used beyond its rec-
ommended lifetime or a significant
capital expenditure which will have to
be passed down to American families in
the form of higher prices. This is a
lose-lose situation for small business
owners and clearly violates the letter
of the law.

We must pass H.J. Res. 75 to repeal
this midnight rule and provide cer-
tainty to American manufacturers and
small retailers.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. GOLDMAN) for his lead-
ership on this issue. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.J.
Res. 75, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
this resolution. Week after week, I find
myself here on the House floor, not de-
bating things that are important to
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American families like protecting Med-
icaid or Social Security. Instead, we
are debating standards for appliances.
We have got refrigerators, air condi-
tioners, and washing machines. This
one isn’t even something for use in a
household. It is for commercial use.

Again, House Republicans have cho-
sen this time to ignore the pressing
issues that Americans face and to in-
stead march forward with their anti-ef-
ficiency agenda that drives up energy
costs for American businesses and con-
sumers. Democrats, on the other hand,
are here to defend these commonsense
energy efficiency standards and the
very real savings they provide Ameri-
cans.

My home State of New Jersey was re-
cently recognized among the top 10
States doing the most to advance en-
ergy efficiency, and I am pleased by my
State’s progress and want to make sure
that Americans in all States benefit
from similar efforts.

Today’s resolution, like all the other
anti-efficiency resolutions that we
have seen recently from the Repub-
licans, did not go through any regular
order. I want to stress why that is im-
portant. We never received any expert
witness testimony on the impact of the
standards or on the impact of repealing
them. Instead, we are left to trust a
Republican Party that is decidedly
antiscience on the impacts of energy
conservation standards.

Let me stress this. What do I mean
by regular order? Well, a bill is intro-
duced. We have a subcommittee hear-
ing in Energy and Commerce. In this
case, the Department of Energy would
come in and show how there are so
many savings and why these standards
lead to more efficiency.

Then if the Republicans disagree,
they can bring in experts that say the
opposite. Of course, they don’t want to
do that because there aren’t any ex-
perts that are going to say the oppo-
site. They are just making this stuff
up.

Today’s resolution, H.J. Res. 75, tar-
gets a recently finalized energy con-
servation standard for commercial re-
frigerators and freezers. Again, this
isn’t even for households. These are
commercial refrigerators and freezers.
These are products that are primarily
used in grocery stores and convenience
stores.

Now we are debating whether or not
the refrigerators in grocery stores
should be energy efficient. I can’t
imagine more of a waste of floor time.
When there are so many other issues
that have to be discussed here today,
we are doing this instead.

The energy conservation standard
targeted by this resolution would save
businesses $4.6 billion over 30 years.
Republicans have already taken away
options for households to save money
on their energy bills. Now they are
going to strip businesses of these op-
tions as well.

Repealing these standards would also
raise costs and increase demand on the
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electricity grid. It is also not necessary
because two-thirds of the products on
the market today already meet these
new efficiency standards. The payback
period for any up-front costs of the
more efficient products is about 3.5
years, while the products themselves
last for 12 to 14 years. To argue that
there is some kind of major regulatory
burden or imposition on small busi-
nesses is just false.

At a time of increased energy costs,
increased grid strain, tariffs, and rising
household costs under the Trump ad-
ministration, we have to ask ourselves:
Why do Republicans keep targeting
policies that save money and save en-
ergy? They ran on the fact they were
going to make things more affordable.
Things are less affordable, and this will
also make them less affordable.

The only answer I can come up with
is that when more energy is consumed
or more energy is wasted, the oil and
gas industry benefits. We know that
the Washington Republicans continue
to do the bidding of Big Oil and Gas.

This resolution proves that Repub-
licans are completely out of touch.
Americans are struggling to make ends
meet and are facing the reality that
Republicans may soon strip them and
their families not only of healthcare
but repealing commonsense energy ef-
ficiency standards.

Republicans also continue to look
the other way as the Trump adminis-
tration and Elon Musk undermine So-
cial Security, threatening the benefits
seniors have earned over a lifetime of
hard work. Instead, they are focusing
on refrigerators.

Mr. Speaker, I don’t know what else
to say. I oppose this resolution, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GOLDMAN), the sponsor of this bill.

Mr. GOLDMAN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the chairman for yielding
the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of my resolution, H.J. Res. 75, which
repeals the Biden administration’s bur-
densome energy conservation stand-
ards for commercial refrigerators and
freezers.

In the final months, the previous ad-
ministration prioritized their energy
policies over Americans’ prosperity and
freedom. This unnecessary and costly
mandate would burden small busi-
nesses, increase red tape, and jeop-
ardize food safety.

The Department of Energy estimates
implementing this rule would cost
Americans $8 billion. This massive fi-
nancial burden will fall on small busi-
nesses that rely on commercial refrig-
eration for their daily operations.
Cafes, restaurants, and grocery stores
would be forced to purchase more ex-
pensive, less effective equipment. As
we all know, these costs would be
passed on to consumers, increasing
food and beverage prices nationwide.

Beyond the financial strain, the rule
would force manufacturers into costly,
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potentially unfeasible redesigns of re-
frigeration equipment. The Biden ad-
ministration failed to account for real-
world conditions, including how fre-
quently refrigerators are used during
peak business hours. Ignoring these re-
alities poses serious food safety risks.

The evidence is clear. If not repealed,
these extreme regulations will raise
costs, increase red tape, and endanger
food safety.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this resolution. In November,
Americans voted for change, common
sense, and freedom from government
overreach and regulations. Let’s honor
that mandate by rolling back the Biden
administration’s extreme regulations
and supporting small businesses across
our Nation.

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

Mr. Speaker, I am not trying to dis-
respect the sponsor of the resolution.
He is on our committee. He is from the
great State of Texas.

What I hear is that he said: ‘“The evi-
dence is clear.” The evidence is not
clear that these standards for commer-
cial refrigerators are actually worse or
a burden on small businesses. He hasn’t
cited anything that says that.

He says that we should have change.
That is what we voted for in November
but not change that is going to hurt
people or that is actually going to cost
them more money.

The bottom line is and the way this
works is that the Department of En-
ergy, under the existing law, is re-
quired to look at appliances and see
whether or not they can be made more
efficient and more cost-effective. That
is what they did. They found that these
standards were more efficient and cost-
effective.

Mr. Speaker, I haven’t heard from
the other side or any experts they cite
to, other than their own opinion, to say
the experts at the Department of En-
ergy made a mistake.

The experts at DOE who established
these energy conservation standards
were not politicians. DOE’s process in-
volves extensive stakeholder engage-
ment, working with manufacturers and
advocates to establish standards that
are economically feasible, economi-
cally justifiable, and result in signifi-
cant energy savings.

This is a highly technical process.
My colleagues across the aisle are
making claims that this resolution be-
fore us today reduces costs and cuts
red tape, and nothing could be further
from the truth. We know there are
manufacturers out there that support
these standards and support having
consistent guidance from DOE, as op-
posed to ever-shifting goalposts.

Again, even if my colleagues on the
other side come up with testimony or
documents today that say that the De-
partment of Energy was wrong, it
would have been helpful to hold a hear-
ing where their experts could come in
and challenge the Department of En-
ergy experts who put these standards
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together. Then we as members of the
Committee could look at this and say
who is right.

They didn’t do that. There was no
regular order. There was no hearing.
We had no benefit of a hearing on this
resolution and the implications of re-
voking these standards.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution isn’t
some well-reasoned proposal that has
been properly vetted. It is a way to kill
floor time. It is a way to target any
and every regulation without any as-
sessment of the consequences.

I spent last week in my district
meeting with constituents and holding
a townhall. What I heard was that peo-
ple were really concerned that the
economy was heading into a recession
because of President Trump’s policies.
They were concerned about costs to
Medicaid and threats from Elon Musk
to dismantle Social Security. Nobody
mentioned commercial refrigeration
requirements to me. I didn’t hear any-
body mention that. Republicans have
really lost the plot, and I think Ameri-
cans are taking notice.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I have a
letter here from the National Auto-
matic Merchandising Association—
vending machines, as most of us would
know it—that it would be affecting
their vending members. Most are small
businesses. Ninety-plus percent of their
operators have revenues of less than
$10 million a year.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. ALLEN),
my good friend.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker,
today in support of H.J. Res. 75.

My colleagues on the other side of
the aisle will say this resolution is un-
necessary. We have heard that. Let’s be
clear. What is unnecessary is placing
so-called energy standards on commer-
cial refrigerators and freezers, which
will only lead to higher equipment
costs and additional burdens on small
businesses.

I come from the small-business com-
munity. I have felt that, and, again,
that is what we are hearing from our
small businesses and why I am stand-
ing here today.

Time and time again, the Biden-Har-
ris administration imposed new stand-
ards with high price tags. First, it was
regulations on cars and trucks. Then,
it was gas stoves and washing ma-
chines and, now, commercial refrig-
erators and freezers. The list goes on
and on.

In fact, I stood on the House floor in
the last Congress and defended my very
own wife’s gas stove, and we won that
battle.

Fortunately for the American people,
under the leadership of House Repub-
licans and President Trump, common
sense has a seat at the table again.

All we are doing is rolling back the
senseless and unending bureaucratic

I rise
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red tape ushered in under the previous
administration that harms hard-
working Americans and small busi-
nesses.

In fact, the Department of Energy es-
timates that these standards on com-
mercial refrigerators and freezers will
cost approximately $8 billion, as stated
earlier, which we know will be passed
down to consumers.

When did the Department of Energy
get into the appliance business?

Mr. Speaker, this is an easy ‘‘yes”
vote. I encourage all of my colleagues
to support H.J. Res. 75, and I thank
Congressman GOLDMAN for his leader-
ship.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as she may consume to the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. CAS-
TOR), the ranking member of our En-
ergy Subcommittee.

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentleman from New Jer-
sey for yielding the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
H.J. Res. 75, a bill to force small busi-
ness owners to use more energy and
spend more money.

Here we are at the end of March, and
Republicans have not brought one bill
to the floor to lower costs and tackle
the cost of living for our neighbors
back home. Instead, Republicans in
Congress have stood idly by while
American families and small business
owners are left to twist in the wind,
making life harder for people back
home, more expensive, more difficult
to receive the Social Security they
rely on, adding taxes through tariffs.

It is just unconscionable because
what people really want is for us to
work together on solutions, and Repub-
licans in Congress are missing in ac-
tion. People want answers, but Repub-
licans won’t have townhalls. Some of
them will not even answer the phone.

I also had a townhall back in St. Pe-
tersburg, Florida, last week when I was
home, and people want answers. They
want to know what you are doing to
tackle the cost of living. Then, you
come up here to the House of Rep-
resentatives, and Republicans are mak-
ing it more expensive because they
don’t want you to have an energy-effi-
cient appliance.

This isn’t something that happens
overnight. This is something that man-
ufacturers and consumer advocates
worked on for years.

The previous speaker asked when the
Department of Energy got into energy
efficiency. It has been decades that
they have been doing this, trying to
help people save money through con-
servation.

I know that doesn’t align with my
Republican colleagues’ Big Oil and Gas
allies, but people want to save money.
They want to cut pollution. They don’t
want us wasting their time with inane
bills like this that are simply going to
cost people more money.

It gets worse because Republicans in
Congress are barreling toward a mas-
sive tax giveaway to billionaires paid
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for by targeting the family members
we love the most: our parents who rely
on skilled nursing, children, pregnant
women, and our neighbors with disabil-
ities.

We know what this is. This is an at-
tempt to distract from what is going
on behind the scenes here in Wash-
ington, D.C. I have to say I think my
Republican friends are out of touch
with working people.

People are tired of being ripped off by
special interests and politicians in
Washington. This resolution is another
example of that. This makes it harder
for small business owners to save
money through energy-efficient appli-
ances. It essentially picks your pocket.

Mr. Speaker, have you ever been in a
crowd where you are getting jostled,
and then you reach back and your wal-
let is gone? That is exactly what is
happening right here.

I hope that Republicans join Demo-
crats in trying to reduce electric bills,
but no. I hope that Republicans are
going to stand up to Elon Musk as he
takes a chain saw to Social Security,
but no. Today, the Republicans don’t
even want to address the real chal-
lenges facing our neighbors, helping
them with the cost of living, housing,
healthcare, and electric bills. This bill
will simply make matters worse.

These DOE standards are long over-
due. It has been, I think, at least 6 or
7 years since they have had an update.
The law says you update energy-effi-
cient standards for appliances every
few years. That is what happened under
the Biden administration. They came
together. Those kinds of standards also
incentivize American innovation. Man-
ufacturers in America have been the
leaders.

By weakening these rules, we open
our markets to companies in countries
that manufacture low-efficiency prod-
ucts, like from China, at the expense of
American companies and American
families. It is not right.

I heard Mr. PALLONE say that he had
a townhall. A lot of the Democrats are
having townhalls. I had a townhall
back in the Tampa Bay area. They
want help with hurricane recovery. Do
you know what they are having to re-
place right now? Appliances. They
want an appliance that is the most
modern, the most efficient, the most
affordable, and that is made in Amer-
ica, and that is what these appliance
standards do. They help you save
money over the long run.

They also want us to safeguard their
healthcare. They want us to have an
eye on Elon Musk as he takes his chain
saw to all sorts of agencies.

Social Security was a topic of con-
versation in my townhall. Lo and be-
hold, yesterday, there was a press re-
port about the backdoor cuts to Social
Security. It says: “The Social Security
Administration website crashed four
times in 10 days this month because
the servers were overloaded, blocking
millions of retirees and disabled Amer-
icans from logging in to their online
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accounts. In the field, office managers
have resorted to answering phones in
place of receptionists because so many
employees have been pushed out. Amid
all this, the agency no longer has a sys-
tem to monitor customer experience
because that office was eliminated . . .
by Elon Musk. And the phones keep
ringing. And ringing.”’

“The turmoil is leaving many retir-
ees, disabled claimants, and legal im-
migrants needing Social Security cards
with less access or shut out of the sys-
tem altogether.”

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
the article titled: ‘“‘Long waits, waves
of calls, website crisis: Social Security
is breaking down.”’

LONG WAITS, WAVES OF CALLS, WEBSITE
CRASHES: SOCIAL SECURITY IS BREAKING DOWN
(By Lisa Rein and Hannah Natanson, Mar. 25,

2025)

A flood of cuts led by Elon Musk has sent
the agency into chaos as a new commissioner
prepares to take charge.

The Social Security Administration
website crashed four times in 10 days this
month because the servers were overloaded,
blocking millions of retirees and disabled
Americans from logging in to their online
accounts. In the field, office managers have
resorted to answering phones in place of re-
ceptionists because so many employees have
been pushed out. Amid all this, the agency
no longer has a system to monitor customer
experience because that office was elimi-
nated as part of the cost-cutting efforts led
by Elon Musk.

And the phones keep ringing. And ringing.

The federal agency that delivers $1.5 tril-
lion a year in earned benefits to 73 million
retired workers, their survivors, and poor
and disabled Americans is engulfed in cri-
sis—further undermining the already strug-
gling organization’s ability to provide reli-
able and quick service to wvulnerable cus-
tomers, according to internal documents and
more than two dozen current and former
agency employees and officials, customers
and others who interact with Social Secu-
rity.

Financial services executive Frank
Bisignano is scheduled to face lawmakers
Tuesday at a Senate confirmation hearing as
President Donald Trump’s nominee to be-
come the permanent commissioner. For now,
the agency is run by a caretaker leader in
his sixth week on the job who has raced to
push out more than 12 percent of the staff of
57,000. He has conceded that the agency’s
phone service ‘‘sucks” and acknowledged
that Musk’s U.S. DOGE Service is really in
charge, pushing a single-minded mission to
find benefits fraud despite vast evidence that
the problem is overstated. The turmoil is
leaving many retirees, disabled claimants,
and legal immigrants needing Social Secu-
rity cards with less access or shut out of the
system altogether, according to those famil-
iar with the problems.

“What’s going on is the destruction of the
agency from the inside out, and it’s accel-
erating,” Sen. Angus King (I-Maine) said in
an interview. ‘I have people approaching me
all the time in their 70s and 80s, and they’re
beside themselves. They don’t know what’s
coming.”

King’s home state has the country’s oldest
population. ‘“What they’re doing now is un-
conscionable,” he said.

Leland Dudek, who became acting commis-
sioner after he fed data to Musk’s team be-
hind his bosses’ backs, has issued a series of
rapid-fire policy changes that have created
chaos for front-line staff. Under pressure
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from the secretive Musk team, Dudek has
pushed out dozens of officials with years of
expertise in running Social Security’s com-
plex benefit and information technology sys-
tems. Others have left in disgust.

The moves have upended an agency that,
despite the popularity of its programs, has
been underfunded for years, faces potential
insolvency in a decade and has been led by
four commissioners in five months—just one
of them Senate-confirmed. The latest con-
troversy came last week when Dudek threat-
ened to shut down operations in response to
a federal judge’s ruling against DOGE that
he claimed would leave no one in the agency
with access to beneficiaries’ personal infor-
madtion.

Alarmed lawmakers are straining to an-
swer questions back home from angry con-
stituents. Calls have flooded into congres-
sional offices. AARP announced Monday that
more than 2,000 people a week have called
the retiree organization since early Feb-
ruary—double the usual number—with con-
cerns about whether benefits they paid for
during their working careers will continue.
Social Security is the primary source of in-
come for about 40 percent of older Ameri-
cans.

Trump has said repeatedly that the admin-
istration ‘“‘won’t touch’” Social Security, a
promise that aides say applies to benefit lev-
els that can be adjusted only by Congress.
But in just six weeks, the cuts to staffing
and offices have already taken a toll on ac-
cess to benefits, officials and advocates say.

‘CREATING A FIRE’

With aging technology systems and a $15
billion budget that has stayed relatively flat
over a decade, Social Security was already
struggling to serve the public amid an explo-
sion of retiring baby boomers. The staff that
reviews claims for two disability programs
was on life support following massive pan-
demic turnover—and still takes 233 days on
average to review an initial claim.

But current and former officials, advocates
and others who interact with the agency—
many of whom spoke on the condition of an-
onymity for fear of retribution—said Social
Security has been damaged even further by
the rapid cuts and chaos of Trump’s first two
months in office. Many current and former
officials fear the push is part of a long-
sought effort by conservatives to privatize
all or part of the agency.

“They’re creating a fire to require them to
come and put it out,” said one high-ranking
official who took early retirement this
month.

Dudek, who was elevated from a mid-level
data analyst in the anti-fraud office, hurried
to cut costs when he took over in mid-Feb-
ruary, canceling research contracts, offering
early-retirement incentives and buyouts
across the agency, and consolidating pro-
grams and regional offices. Entire offices, in-
cluding those handling civil rights and mod-
ernization, were driven out. The 10 regional
offices that oversee field operations were
slashed to four.

“I do not want to destroy the agency,” he
said in an interview Monday. ‘‘The president
wants it to succeed by cutting out the red
tape to improve service while improving se-
curity.”

Musk’s Department of Government Effi-
ciency team began poring through Social Se-
curity’s massive trove of private data on
millions of Americans, working in a fourth-
floor conference room at the Woodlawn,
Maryland, headquarters, with blackout cur-
tains on the windows and an armed security
guard posted outside.

At first, the DOGE team was obsessed by
false claims that millions of deceased people
were receiving benefits. Then came new
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mandates designed to address alleged fraud:
Direct-deposit transactions and identity au-
thentication, operations that affect almost
everyone receiving benefits, will no longer be
able to be done by phone. Customers with
computers will go through the process on-
line; those without will wait in line at their
local field office. A change announced inter-
nally last week will require legal immi-
grants with authorization to work in the
United States and newly naturalized citizens
to apply for or update their Social Security
cards in person, eliminating a long-standing
practice that sent the cards automatically
through the mail.

‘“We realize this is a significant change and
there will be a significant impact to cus-
tomers,” Doris Diaz, deputy commissioner of
operations, told the field staff Monday dur-
ing a briefing on the changes, a recording of
which was obtained by The Washington Post.
She said the agency was ‘‘working on a proc-
ess’ for homeless and homebound customers
who cannot use computers or come into an
office—and acknowledged that service levels
will decline.

In the weeks before that briefing, phone
calls to Social Security surged—with ques-
tions from anxious customers wondering
whether their benefits had been or would be
cut and desperate to get an in-person field
office appointment. That is, if they could get
through to a live person.

Depending on the time of day, a recorded
message tells callers their wait on hold will
last more than 120 minutes or 180 minutes.
Some callers report being on hold for four or
five hours. A callback function was available
only three out of 12 times a Post reporter
called the toll-free line last week, presum-
ably because the queue that day was so long
that the call would not be returned by close
of business.

The recording that 66-year-old Kathy Mar-
tinez heard when she called the toll-free
number two weeks ago from the San Fran-
cisco Bay Area said her hold time would be
more than three hours—she was calling to
ask what her retirement benefits would come
to if she filed for them now or waited until
she turned 70. She hung up and tried again
last week at 7 a.m. Pacific time. The wait
was more than 120 minutes, but she was of-
fered a callback option, and in two hours she
spoke with a ‘‘phenomenally kind person
who called me,” she said.

Martinez said she wants to wait to file for
benefits to maximize her check. But “I'm
kind of thinking, I wonder if I should take it
now. When I apply, I will do it over the
phone. But will there still be a phone sys-
tem?”’

‘NOT ACCEPTABLE’

Aging, inefficient phone systems have dog-
ged Social Security for years. A moderniza-
tion contract with Verizon begun under the
first Trump administration suffered multiple
delays, system crashes and other problems.
As commissioner in the last year of the
Biden administration, former Maryland gov-
ernor Martin O’Malley moved the project to
a new contractor, Amazon Web Services, and
data shows that the average wait time for
the toll-free line was down to 50 minutes,
half of today’s average. But O’Malley ran out
of time to switch the new system to field of-
fice phones, he said.

Now a perfect storm has overtaken the sys-
tem. Turnover that’s normally higher than
10 percent has worsened at the 24 call centers
across the country. Some employees took
early retirement and buyout offers—a num-
ber that Dudek said was ‘‘not huge’ but that
current and former officials estimate could
be significant.

Shonda Johnson, a vice president at the
American Federation of Government Em-
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ployees Council 220 who represents 5,000 call
center staffers, said low pay (starting salary
is $32,000 a year), anger at a return-to-office
mandate after years of telework, rapid policy
changes, and frustration with how the
Trump administration is treating federal
employees have hurt morale to the point
that people aren’t giving their all to the job.

“When you're facing threats yourself, it
kind of prevents you from being totally
there for the public you’re servicing,” she
said.

Asked about worsening phone service,
Dudek told reporters in a call last week that
‘‘a 24 percent answer rate is not acceptable.”

‘I want people who want to get to a person
to get to a person,” he said, adding that ‘‘all
options are on the table” to improve phone
service, including outsourcing some call cen-
ter work.

The new limits on phone transactions take
effect at the end of the month, but field of-
fices have been deluged for weeks, even as
DOGE is targeting an unspecified number of
field and hearing offices for closure over the
next three years.

In one office in central Indiana, the phone
lines are jammed by 9 a.m. with hundreds of
retirees, further taxing a staff of less than a
dozen that is responsible for nearly 70,000
claimants across the state, according to one
employee. That worker, who like others
spoke on the condition of anonymity for fear
of retribution, said the questions have be-
come predictable: What is the U.S. DOGE
Service doing to Social Security? Will the of-
fice close? Will my benefits continue?

The employees, with no training yet on the
impending changes, have few answers. “I
hope we’re going to be here,” the employee
tells caller after caller. ‘“‘But I can’t guar-
antee anything.”

Complicated benefits cases are falling by
the wayside, the employee said. Online
claims, which are completed by field staff,
are piling up.

“There is just no time to breathe or get
anything else done,” she said. ‘“We used to be
efficient.”

Another employee in a regional office said
the staff was told at a recent briefing that
field offices across the country are seeing
‘‘exponential growth’ in foot traffic. The el-
derly are not only calling but showing up at
bricks-and-mortar buildings to ask about the
DOGE-1ed changes.

In one Philadelphia office, the federal gov-
ernment’s return-to-office edict has left 1,200
staffers competing for about 300 parking
spots, according to an employee. Staffers
wake up as early as 4:30 a.m. to try to snag
a space, and some are buying backup spots
for $200 a month nearby. As morale has
cratered, some employees have stopped wear-
ing business clothes and now come to work
in jeans and a T-shirt because, as they tell
colleagues, they no longer take pride in their
work, the employee said.

‘OFF THE CHARTS’

Scammers are already taking advantage of
the chaotic moment, according to internal
emails obtained by The Post. Last week, em-
ployees in several offices were warned that
seniors were reporting receiving emails from
accounts pretending to be linked to Social
Security. The messages asked recipients to
verify their identity to keep receiving bene-
fits.

“Sounds like scammers are jumping on
this press release to trick the elderly,” one
Social Security staffer wrote to colleagues
Thursday, referring to the agency’s an-
nouncement of the in-person verification
program.

In Baltimore, an employee who works on
critical payment systems said nearly a quar-
ter of his team is already gone or will soon
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be out the door as a result of resignations
and retirements. Talented software devel-
opers and analysts were quick to secure
high-paying jobs in the private sector, he
said—and the reduction in highly skilled
staff is already having consequences.

His office is supposed to complete several
software updates and modernization proc-
esses required by law within the next few
weeks and months, he said. But with the de-
partures, it seems increasingly likely that it
will miss those deadlines.

His team is also called on to fix com-
plicated technology glitches that stop pay-
ments. But many of the experts who make
those fixes are exiting.

“That has to get cleaned up on a case-by-
case basis, and the experts in how to do that
are leaving,” the Baltimore employee said.
“We will have cases that get stuck, and
they’re not going to be able to get fixed. Peo-
ple could be out of benefits for months.”

Meanwhile, a DOGE-imposed spending
freeze has left many field offices without
paper, pens and phone headsets—at the exact
moment phone calls are spiking, the em-
ployee in Indiana said.

The freeze drove all federal credit cards to
a $1 limit, and purchasers for the agency
were reduced to about a dozen people for
1,300 offices, said one employee in the North-
east.

These purchasers must get a green light
from higher-ups for anything other than 12
specific preapproved transactions, according
to emails obtained by The Post. The list in-
cludes ‘‘shipping costs,” ‘‘phone bills,”
“Legionella testing’” and ‘‘services to sup-
port fire safety and emergency response.” It
does not include basic office supplies.

The field office in Portland, Oregon, is so
slammed that the claims staff has told advo-
cates to send questions or information by fax
because they can’t get to the phones, accord-
ing to Chase Stowell, case management su-
pervisor for Assist, a nonprofit that helps
disabled people apply for benefits. Many of
them are homeless.

“The attrition rates in Portland are off the
charts,” Stowell said. “They just don’t pick
up the phone. They were already short-
staffed. They’ve told us they just don’t trust
that there’s a reliable system to get ahold of
them by voicemail.”

The service issues keep bubbling up to
members of Congress. Hundreds of Maryland
residents turned out for a town hall meeting
last week hosted by Baltimore County Coun-
cil member Pat Young about a mile from So-
cial Security headquarters.

Asked by one retiree in the audience to
provide ‘‘a little bit of hope’ that his Social
Security benefits would not be cut, Sen. An-
gela Alsobrooks (D-Maryland) conceded,
“The truth of the matter is that we don’t
know what they intend.”

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
this is a real cry for help, and we need
Republicans and Congress focused on
Americans’ pocketbooks, not trying to
distract from the massive tax giveaway
to billionaires and special interests.

Mr. PALLONE is absolutely right.
They are out of touch. Let’s send a
message and vote ‘‘no’”’ on this bill and
get back to work on safeguarding the
pocketbooks of our neighbors back
home.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume. It
is difficult for small businesses to stay
in business. I would say if this equip-
ment was going to do for small busi-
nesses what the Department of Energy
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and the other side is saying, they
would buy them. They wouldn’t have
to be told to buy them.

I have a letter from the National As-
sociation of Food Equipment Manufac-
turers, which sells to restaurants and
so forth. It says these costs must be
passed on to customers, many of which
are small businesses like restaurants,
bars, retailers, hotels, grocers, and
schools. As the Department of Energy
acknowledges in its own analysis, the
increased capital expense caused by
these standards may take more than—
not many small businesses will invest
their money if it is going to take more
than 10, 75, and up to 94 years. Most
small businesses don’t stay in families
more than a couple of generations. In
many instances, to match cost reduc-
tions achieved through higher effi-
ciency gains, more expensive equip-
ment translates into higher costs for
consumers. This is simple economics.
As the cost of inputs in doing business
increases, a restaurant’s or grocer’s
prices also must increase to make
enough of a profit to stay in business.

The other argument you can make is
that if you buy this, you are going to
be more efficient. The other side has
said that then you can make more
profit. If that is the case, believe me,
our small businesses would be doing it
without a government mandate.

Mr. Speaker, I will yield 3 minutes to
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
BAIRD), my friend.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
chairman for giving me this oppor-
tunity to speak.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.J.
Res. 75. Once again, I join my House
colleagues in working to overturn an-
other last-minute, so-called energy ef-
ficiency standard from the previous ad-
ministration.

In reality, the Biden administration
imposed standards that are nearly im-
possible for commercial refrigeration
equipment manufacturers to meet. Ac-
cording to estimates from the Biden
Department of Energy, the final rule
will cost approximately $8 billion. This
will be borne by those purchasing
equipment, many of whom are small
businesses. The payback period for cer-
tain commercial refrigeration equip-
ment under these standards is up to
93.9 years. That is right, nearly 9%
years.

To make matters worse, the Depart-
ment of Energy’s test procedures do
not align with real-world conditions.
The DOE’s estimate of the CRE door
openings in an hour often undercounts
the real number of door openings. This
means the appliance’s interior tem-
perature may rise above safe food-stor-
age conditions, jeopardizing food safe-
ty.

Once again, the left’s pro-Big Govern-
ment, Green New Deal agenda harms
the little guy. The Biden Department
of Energy implemented a policy that
threatens small businesses, harms con-
sumers, and drives up costs, even as
many Americans continue to struggle
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under the long-term effects of the
Biden administration’s inflationary
economic policies.

That ends now. I am proud to join my
House Republican colleagues in stand-
ing up for America’s consumers and
small business owners across the coun-
try. With this bill, we are continuing
to deliver on the mandate of the Amer-
ican people to cut burdensome red tape
and ensure American consumers and
small businesses can thrive.

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

0O 1430

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

Mr. Speaker, I think it is important
to clarify some of the numbers that we
are hearing from the Republicans. The
chairman keeps mentioning a 94-year
payback period for one of the products
impacted by the rule, and he claims
that this number comes from the
DOE’s rule. However, this is really a
total misunderstanding of what hap-
pened.

There may have been some analysis
of this 95 years, but the DOE did not
propose or adopt efficiency levels like
that for the product mentioned. In
fact, for that particular product that
he is mentioning, the final rule made
no changes to the existing standards.

Now, I am not surprised that my
friends across the aisle are throwing
this number around, this 94 years, even
though it has nothing to do with the
final rule. They are not interested in a
good-faith debate on the merits of
these standards. If they were, as I said,
we would have had hearings on this
resolution so Members could better un-
derstand the details.

The truth is that the actual payback
period for this particular class of prod-
ucts, since there were no updates to
the standards, is zero because it wasn’t
changed. The average payback period
for the other products impacted by the
rule, as I mentioned earlier, is close to
3.5 years. So this 94-year analysis was
not in the rule, it was not made for the
product, and it wasn’t proposed for the
product.

For everything else, it is about 3.5
years. What this means is that after
the 3.5 years, every year you are saving
money. So all this just goes to show
that my colleagues across the aisle pre-
tend to be experts in energy conserva-
tion standards, but they can’t even
read the final rule correctly.

Again, this wouldn’t be the case if we
had a hearing and went through reg-
ular order, but that didn’t happen.

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

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, the Fed-
eral Register lists this class of equip-
ment, and the simple payback period in
years is 93.9 for all purchasers. I have it
right here.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
JOYCE), who is the vice chair of the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee.
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Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to support H.J.
Res. 75, legislation to repeal the Biden
administration’s energy efficiency
standard for commercial refrigerators
and freezers.

This regulation was implemented as
a last-ditch effort by the Biden admin-
istration to force its Green New Deal
agenda on the American people with-
out regard to the impact that it will
have on small businesses.

Drastically changing efficiency
standards, without input from the
American public, hurts both businesses
and consumers. This will cost Amer-
ican businesses $8 billion to meet the
new standards, and it will, indeed, take
over 90 years for businesses to recap-
ture that loss.

After 4 years of President Biden’s in-
flation, business owners and consumers
are searching for relief. Repealing this
out-of-touch energy regulation will
keep costs low for the American con-
sumer and allow small businesses to re-
invest and to expand instead of being
forced to meet bureaucratic regula-
tions.

Let me put it very simply. This is ex-
actly the type of regulation that the
American people voted against in No-
vember. Americans want less red tape.
Americans want lower costs.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my
colleagues to support H.J. Res. 75
which delivers results for the American
people.

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

I rise in opposition to this resolution.
We have heard a lot today about up-
front costs to businesses, the rising
cost of doing business, and the slim
margins under which businesses oper-
ate.

First, let me say that no one is forc-
ing businesses to replace their com-
mercial refrigerator equipment. These
standards don’t go into effect until
2029, and even then it is only when ex-
isting products need to be replaced
that businesses will be looking at the
upfront cost of any new products.

Many of these products already exist
on the market, the ones with the new
standards, so it is not like businesses
will be faced with totally new and un-
familiar options. Sixty percent of the
products on the market right now meet
these efficiency standards.

As I have already said, the payback
period for these products is about 3
years. After that, businesses will be
saving money every month on their en-
ergy bills.

If Republicans were serious about re-
ducing costs for businesses and for
Americans, they would push back on
Trump’s tariffs. That is what they
should be pushing back on is tariffs.
They are the ones who are causing all
the unrest, the possibility of recession,
and raising costs. All of our economic
indicators show that we are heading to-
ward a recession and that consumer
confidence is extremely low.

Why aren’t Republicans fighting poli-
cies like the tariffs that impact the
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cost of things now instead of the cost
of commercial refrigerators in 2029? I
don’t know what else to say.

Mr. Speaker, I urge opposition to this
resolution, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, as we have heard today,
the Biden-Harris administration DOE’s
final rule for commercial refrigeration
equipment will have a detrimental im-
pact on small businesses and the con-
sumers. If small businesses thought
this was going to benefit their busi-
nesses, I guarantee you, Mr. Speaker,
as a family business owner, we would
invest in it. We would not have to be
mandated to invest in it.

This final rule does not even meet
the statutory requirements laid out in
ECPA for new or amended energy effi-
ciency standards. With a cost of at
least $8 billion, questions surrounding
the technological feasibility of the
standards and serious food safety con-
cerns cloud this rulemaking.

Simply put, the DOE far exceeded the
bounds of its authority with this rule.
If Congress does not act, this final reg-
ulation will harm small businesses,
drive up costs for American families,
and put already expensive equipment
out of reach for many who need it for
their livelihoods.

That is why the following groups are
supporting this CRA: The National As-
sociation of Food Equipment Manufac-
turers; NATSO, representing truck
stops and travel centers; SIGMA, rep-
resenting fuel marketers; and National
Automatic Merchandizing Association,
which includes vending machine opera-
tors.

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

I just want to be clear. I don’t have
anything in my family business in any
of these businesses, but I will tell you
what we look at is do we get a return
on investment and can we serve our
customers better.

The list I just said, they looked at it
and said that if they don’t get a return
on their investment, then they can’t
serve their customers better by this
rule.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.J. Res. 75 to overturn these
unworkable energy standards for com-
mercial refrigeration equipment, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

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

Pursuant to House Resolution 242,
the previous question is ordered on the
joint resolution.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the joint resolu-
tion.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the joint
resolution.

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

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow.

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

There was no objection.

———

A REPUBLIC IF WE CAN KEEP IT

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

Mr. TRAN. Mr. Speaker, in 1787, after
the Second Continental Congress, Ben-
jamin Franklin was asked: Do we have
a monarchy or a republic?

He solemnly replied: a republic, if
you can keep it.

For nearly 250 years, those immortal
words have lived at the heart of our
Republic. Representative democracy is
not just something that appears, it
doesn’t happen by accident, and it isn’t
maintained by sheer inertia. We have
to fight each and every day to main-
tain it.

I am the child of refugees. My par-
ents came to this country from Com-
munist Vietnam in search of the very
freedoms that had been ripped away
from them in the country of their
birth. I joined the Army when I was 18
yvears old because I wanted to protect
the freedoms that have given me so
much.

I fear that this President does not
share this same commitment to our
Republic. He seems not to care whether
we Kkeep it or not, as long as his per-
sonal political desires are met. This is
a trying time for our Republic, and I
invite my Republican colleagues and
the rest of America to join me in fight-
ing to keep our Republic.

————

RECOGNIZING KENNY CHESNEY ON
HIS BIRTHDAY

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

Mr. BURCHETT. Mr. Speaker, today,
I rise to recognize my friend, the leg-
endary musician, American, and east
Tennessean, Kenny Chesney. Today is
his birthday, Mr. Speaker, and I can’t
think of a more fitting birthday
present for Kenny than the announce-
ment that he will be inducted into the
Country Music Hall of Fame.

He was born in Knoxville. Kenny is a
graduate of Gibbs High School, which
is not a mile from my house, where he
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had a storied career in baseball and
football. He went on to graduate from
East Tennessee State University, Mr.
Speaker.

Kenny has cemented himself in
American history with his timeless
hits. While I know the accolades mean
very little to a man of his character, I
am going to name a few of them any-
way.

Kenny has won four Country Music
Association Entertainer of the Year
awards. He has had 33 number one hits
and has been nominated for multiple
Grammys.

I wish Kenny a happy birthday. I con-
gratulate him on his induction into the
Country Music Hall of Fame. I thank
him for making east Tennessee proud.

I will always remember the first time
he won Country Music Entertainer of
the Year. He took his momma up on
stage. I thought that was pretty cool.
His dad, Dave, was a teacher at
Bearden Junior High School where I at-
tended. His whole family has just been
wonderful to me.

———

ADVANCING AMERICA FIRST
POLICIES

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. MOORE of
Utah was recognized for 60 minutes as
the designee of the majority leader.)

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the topic of this Special Order.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
the last few weeks have been nonstop.
The Trump administration and con-
gressional Republicans have been ad-
vancing legislation and policies that
put Americans first.

Just last week President Trump
issued an executive order that puts de-
cisions about our students’ education
back where it belongs, in the hands of
parents and the States.

As the father of four young boys, I
know firsthand that those closest to
educating my children—the teachers,
administrators, and special aides—are
the ones who know what they need to
get ahead academically and succeed.

Data shows that our current edu-
cational system is failing our students.
Our outcomes are not where they need
to be. Reading and math scores are not
where they need to be, et cetera.

We have got plenty to focus on with
this particular issue. I am right in the
thick of it. My wife and I are very
much in the thick of it. We could not
be more grateful for the support that
we have back home with our teachers.
It has been probably one of the most
positive things in our lives as we see
those boys progress.

House Republicans are also con-
tinuing to assess our education system
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this week by advancing the DETER-
RENT Act, to protect our higher edu-
cation institutions from foreign influ-
ence by strengthening gift and con-
tract disclosure requirements and po-
tentially banning contracts from for-
eign entities of concern.

I applaud MICHAEL BAUMGARTNER, a
new freshman out of Washington, for
his work on this important bill.

We are also seeking to reverse harm-
ful Biden-era energy regulations on es-
sential home appliances, including re-
frigerators and freezers. Americans de-
serve the ability to purchase the appli-
ances that best suit their families’
functional and financial needs.

I am grateful to Congresswoman
STEPHANIE BICE and Congressman
CRAIG GOLDMAN for taking the lead on
this issue. I will speak more on these
later.

This week, we are seeing great
progress in getting our reconciliation
package to the next step. The efforts
seek to serve Americans better by se-
curing our border, supporting our econ-
omy, bolstering domestic energy pro-
duction, maintaining a pro-family and
pro-growth Tax Code, and much, much
more.

I thank each Member involved in
these critical discussions for their
work, and I thank my good friend from
California (Mr. LAMALFA) for being
here today to kick us off with his mes-
sage.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from California (Mr. LAMALFA).
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Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. MOORE for leading us in these ef-
forts to help enlighten folks on what
we are doing here in Congress to give
people more choice, more options, and
have goods be more reasonably priced
and available for them.

As we are coming out of the Biden
administration, we saw a lot of devas-
tation to the economic conditions for
families, for homes, for small busi-
nesses, et cetera. In Washington, there
seems to be an obsession with over-
regulation. It does make life harder for
everyday Americans.

Under the Biden administration, the
energy efficiency standards became
weapons of control, driving up costs,
limiting choices and strangling eco-
nomic growth.

Under the antienergy agenda that
President Biden had, American fami-
lies felt the pinch every day, every
time they turned on a light, heated
their home, powered their appliances,
or drove their car. These so-called effi-
ciency standards didn’t lower costs,
they shifted the burden on to local
level wallets and bank accounts.

Back in my home State of California
we see the impact firsthand, as these
ideas seemed to start there first, be-
tween skyrocketing energy bills and
blackouts caused by misguided poli-
cies. Public safety power shutoffs is
what they call them. When the wind is
blowing and they haven’t trimmed the
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trees in the forested areas around the
power lines they have to shut off the
power rather than doing the work out
in the forests that is needed, but that
is another issue.

All of this causes families to have to
pay more for less reliability in their
needs.

This is the future that our Demo-
cratic colleagues seem to want for the
rest of America, one where energy is
not affordable nor dependable. The con-
versations keep pushing more toward
wind and solar, which are fine in and of
themselves, but they are a tiny part of
the grid. They are not a 24/7 available
source of power anyway such as we
would get from nuclear energy, hydro-
electric, natural gas, or coal. Those can
be counted on at any time. You can
turn them on and use them at any
time. Obviously with the wind or solar
you have to wait for the Sun to come
up, the clouds to go away, for it to stop
raining, or the wind to blow—as long as
the wind doesn’t blow too hard, which
in that case, they have to slow down
and shut off the windmill because the
wind might spin it off of its hinges.

Washington bureaucrats are now try-
ing to dictate what kind of refrigerator
you can have, what kind of stove you
can use, and even how long your dish-
washer should take to run. Most folks
want to see that the dishwasher runs
long enough to get things clean and
dry; the same with your dryer, the
same with your clothes washer. Folks
want what it takes to get the job done,
not some arbitrary shutdown of when a
bureaucrat decides you have used
enough energy.

So really it is just limiting options
and you being told what is good enough
for you, rather than what you actually
need.

Californians have already been
through a lot of this. We have been
forced to 1live with policies that
prioritize these whims of regulators
over the needs of families. Indeed, we
have seen the elimination of many out-
door tools, gas-powered lawn mowers,
weed eaters, leaf blowers, and I will
come back to even they are trying to
take away generators.

Now, how do you take away a gas- or
diesel-powered generator? When the
electricity goes off, and you need some-
thing to replace that at least tempo-
rarily, what do you power that gener-
ating vehicle with? It isn’t going to be
other electricity. Some will argue we
need to have batteries with this power
saved up. Okay. Well, there are a lot of
issues with batteries on what it takes
to make them, what do you do with the
metals and the materials from a bat-
tery that is now no longer useful and it
has to be discarded versus just having
something that works at the flick of a
switch or the pull of a cord. You can
start your generator using gasoline or
diesel and have great success like you
had for generations. They want to take
all these options away from us.

Indeed, they do many things to in-
convenience families, small businesses,
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and they also strangle our economy. It
is amazing to go out to Tractor Supply
or someplace like that, and they have a
whole lineup of those outdoor appli-
ances and they are all electric. It just
happened overnight. I don’t know how
well they are selling or how well people
like them, but we have to get to a
point where we can overcome these
mandates or at least not have them at
the Federal level for the other 49
States or whatever amount of States
that are not following California as
more and more of them seem to want
to get toward with California’s cra-
ziness.

Manufacturers are forced to spend
millions trying to comply with these
rules changing the dynamics, changing
the makeup of how their equipment
works.

Take the electric car industry, for
example. I remember back in Cali-
fornia in about 1990, the California Air
Resources Board, known as CARB,
pretty famous now, I believe it was 1990
they wanted to mandate that 10 per-
cent of all vehicles by the year 2000 had
to be zero-emissions vehicles. At the
time, all that would mean is, well, you
have to use batteries instead of fuel.

The manufacturers were standing on
their heads, the auto manufacturers,
trying to figure out how are we going
to meet this mandate in 10 years for 10
percent production. You ended up with
these basically glorified golf carts with
batteries on them using the same old
battery technology we had and finding
out that you can’t just slap a license
plate on a golf cart and have a prac-
tical vehicle for people. They actually
had to relent on that mandate before
2000 occurred, but you still saw these
little golf carts running around dealer-
ships with license plates on them pre-
tending to be automobiles that people
would buy.

They don’t always know by making a
mandate—many in those institutions
believe that, well, if we force the man-
date, then they will come up with the
technology. Well, battery technology
still hasn’t made a quantum leap into
the future yet to where it can be such
an incredible source and for long ex-
tended periods as really the previous
generation. They have got more experi-
mental materials. They have different,
more exotic materials they are actu-
ally using now, but the battery life
hasn’t extended that much more than
what batteries of 20 years ago were
doing.

The more we hamstring the energy
production and force businesses to con-
form with out-of-touch mandates, the
more time businesses have to waste on
developing technology, which really
isn’t going to go anywhere. The further
refinement of internal combustion en-
gines has so far achieved amazing re-
sults with how clean gasoline and die-
sel engines are running these days.
They have put the filtration systems
and the fuel additives on there to make
a diesel engine run pretty darn clean,
so why don’t we allow those manufac-
turers to continue in the direction of
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making them even better instead of
saying, no, we are going to force you to
stop selling gasoline-powered vehicles
in California I think by 2030, and you
can’t sell any new ones and take away
diesel-powered trucks.

We are going to run into a real reck-
oning in California when these man-
dates kick in and there are no goods to
deliver. People expect to take the raw
materials from a mine or from a farm
or wherever to the mill, to the manu-
facturer and then bring a finished prod-
uct to the store shelf and you go pick
it up and bring it home. What is taking
away these options, it is going to be a
real strangle on the economy of Cali-
fornia and any other State foolish
enough to follow what we do out there.

So it really isn’t about saving en-
ergy. It seems to be a lot more about
controlling what people do, the ideals
of putting people in stacked commu-
nities and these walkable commu-
nities, transit communities instead of
letting them live how they would like
to or what is needed.

In my rural district I have in north-
ern California, the people that produce
things that other people need whether
it is timber, and the products that
come from timber, wood, lumber,
paper, et cetera, that has to come from
a rural area. You need rural people liv-
ing there that can do that, and they
need to have the vehicles and the
wherewithal and the tools to do it.
That all seems to be taken away. In-
stead, they would rather burn down
those forests.

So what kind of choice is that?

People would like to have choices
where they can live as well as what we
are talking about previously with en-
ergy choices and the energy using ap-
paratus choices in those.

Americans deserve a little bit better
than a government that prioritizes
green ideology over their own quality
of life. What you get right down to is
that when these choices are taken
away you don’t really get that much
greener of a lifestyle because there is
an offset for taking away the power
plants that we have. There is an offset
of replacing them with solar panels
that cover many, many acres, espe-
cially of prime ag ground like they are
trying to do in central California in
some of the richest ag ground any-
where in the world and products there
that so many Americans have come to
expect that come from California with
these amazing vegetable crops, fruit
crops, nut crops. Mr. Speaker, 90 to 99
to even 100 percent of those crops are
grown in California, and they want to
cover those areas with solar panels be-
cause those areas have had their water
rights and their water taken away be-
cause of more green things and more
environmental policies that put the
needs of fish over the needs of people.

Instead, we need to go in the direc-
tion that puts energy policies that
would actually lower prices, expand the
consumer choices, and create opportu-
nities for American jobs and an Amer-
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ican economy and American prosperity
and not have the continued strangle-
hold we saw under the Biden adminis-
tration.

The work we are doing here along
with President Trump is extremely im-
portant to bring these things back to
the forefront of families having choices
in the basics like their appliances,
their automobiles, their ability to heat
or cool their homes and just enjoy
their life.

We will continue, and I look forward
to being part of the battle here of push-
ing back against that out-of-touch
agenda, whether you want to call it the
Green New Deal or green ideology and
move toward a future where families
and not bureaucrats get to decide what
works best for them.

Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my good friend from California
for his message and for his willingness
to always be here.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. MEUSER).

Mr. MEUSER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my good friend from Utah for his lead-
ership.

Mr. Speaker, the TUnited States
spends more money per student than
any country in the world, yet among
developed nations, we sadly rank near
the bottom in educational outcomes.

Mr. Speaker, 70 percent of eighth
graders, 70 percent, Mr. Speaker, aren’t
proficient in reading or math according
to the latest National Assessment of
Educational Progress.

Believe it or not, and it gives me no
joy to say this, there are reports that
say 54 percent of Americans cannot
read at a sixth-grade level. This is not
just disappointing; this is indeed a na-
tional failure.

At this point, the Department of
Education just doesn’t need reform, it
needs a complete overhaul.

In the last 5 years, the Department of
Education has spent over $1 trillion
with no measurable gains. Under Presi-
dent Biden its spending surged over 200
percent from $71 billion in 2019 to $268
billion last year.

At the same time, the Biden adminis-
tration’s love of excessive regulations
imposed an additional 4.2 million hours
of paperwork burdens on schools pull-
ing teachers and administrators away
from what matters most—the students.

President Reagan said back in 1982,
and President Trump has recently

echoed, that we need to turn the
schools back to the States and to the
local school districts. President
Reagan rightly noted that . . . the

decline and the quality of public edu-
cation began when Federal aid became
Federal interference.”

Fortunately, President Trump and
Secretary McMahon are committed to
returning control of education back to
the States where it belongs and em-
powering parents, local leaders, and
definitely teachers, but putting fund-
ing and decisionmaking back in the
hands of States is just one piece of the
puzzle.
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If we truly want to improve student
outcomes, we must embrace school
choice and voucher programs, some-
thing my home State Governor’s office
in Pennsylvania still refuses to do.

School choice States have flourished.
Florida, Indiana, Utah, and Ohio now
rank among the best performing K-12
systems in the country. President
Trump recognizes the importance of
school choice, issuing an executive
order directing the Department of Edu-
cation to guide States on how to use
Federal funds for K-12 scholarship pro-
grams.

It also instructs the Education Sec-
retary to prioritize school choice when
awarding discretionary grants. That is
real leadership focused on students, not
bureaucracy.

To that end, I am pleased to support
H.R. 833, the Educational Choice for
Children Act, which offers a Federal
tax credit to encourage charitable do-
nations toward scholarships that help
families cover K-12 expenses, tuition,
books, supplies, and more.

This bill is expected to benefit over 2
million students nationwide, opening
the door to better opportunities wheth-
er in public, private, religious, or
homeschool settings.

Unfortunately, forward-thinking so-
lutions like this are not being consid-
ered in my home State of Pennsylvania
where there are some families that feel
trapped in a system that puts bureauc-
racy before students.

We cannot allow the status quo to be
accepted.

School choice works, Mr. Speaker,
and what are these politicians afraid
of? I went to a public school, and I had
some great teachers. My son went to
public high school, and he had some
great teachers, but not all of them
were.

We need accountability. Parents and
children must come first. Reforms are
needed, not a year from now, not 5
years from now, but right now. This is
critical. We are failing far too many
young people.

Education is the foundation of a bet-
ter life, a stronger economy, and a
more advanced society, yet we con-
tinue allowing too many students to
fall behind.

A child only gets one chance at a
quality education. The time for change
is now, and thankfully we have a Presi-
dent who puts students, families, and
results first. President Trump and his
administration will deliver for our stu-
dents and for their futures.

The executive orders returning edu-
cation authority to the States not only
prioritizes school choice, it also en-
sures that vital services and benefits
continue without disruption during the
transition.

That is how we reform education the
right way: by empowering parents, pro-
tecting students, and putting our edu-
cational life and results ahead of regu-
lation.
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Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
appreciate the message of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
MEUSER). I think it is actually one of
the most important things to be focus-
ing on right now.

Mr. Speaker, I take a lot of questions
from folks back home. Utah is a State
that hits above their weight in aca-
demic outcomes. We have large fami-
lies. This is a big, big deal for us.

The confusion of why would you dis-
mantle the Department of Education, I
will make sure I do my part, and I have
spoken about this to a lot of constitu-
ents back home. One of the key aspects
and the things that are important
under title I is making sure that we
have underfunded communities well
represented.

My son is on an IEP. He is a 9-year-
old in the third grade. He is on a spe-
cialized education plan that meets his
needs. My wife painstakingly got us to
the point of making sure that that was
the right scenario for him.

We value the work that gets done
here, and we want to see more re-
sources pushed back to our State, who
has largely led this effort. We have had
meetings for our boy to be able to get
into the situation where he is in a
thriving third-grade class at a public
school and where he has a little extra
attention on things that he does well.
He is reading well above a third-grade
level, but he really struggles in other
areas. He is on the autism spectrum.

The attention that our teachers,
local administrators, and PTA have
put into our boy, who is the pride of
our life, we know that that will be
cared for moving on. If we can move as
much of those resources back into the
decisionmakers’ hands, we are going to
have success here.

Mr. Speaker, I think we are going to
look back at this point down the road
and say that this was a key part of why
we were able to better fund schools
that are in tough communities, to bet-
ter fund special education needs, and to
make sure that we are still fulfilling
all of the FAFSA and student loan re-
quirements that we currently do.

Mr. Speaker, let’s give this an op-
tion. If we are having such bad out-
comes holistically, why not take a look
and try to do something differently. We
can’t just keep doing the same thing.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the gentle-
man’s commentary on that issue, and I
look forward to being a part of this
change. I am actually very confident
that, when Utah is given more opportu-
nities in the space of education as we
move more of those resources back to
the State level, we will continue to
thrive. I want to be a big part of it. I
am sure my wife will be right there
birddogging us to make sure that our
son will have what he needs to also
thrive in this environment. I look for-
ward to that chance.

Mr. Speaker, I have been very en-
couraged this week to see the House
and the Senate Republicans coming to-
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gether to deliberate on our reconcili-
ation package. We are trying to get
this timeline going as quickly as pos-
sible. There is an enormous amount of
good work that is going on in every
committee with respect to this rec-
onciliation package.

This is going to be a key factor to
making sure that we maintain a
progrowth and profamily tax policy
amongst the other aspects of securing
our border, bolstering our economy,
supporting domestic energy produc-
tion, promoting peace through
strength, and making our government
more efficient and effective.

This is the profamily and progrowth
tax code that we are developing and
have been developing since 2017, and we
want to make sure that we don’t see
these provisions expire.

The number of inversions that took
place before 2017 and the repatriation
of companies and their operations has
been pretty well underrecognized.
When you make progrowth tax policy
domestically, you encourage compa-
nies to repatriate those operations and
their intellectual property, and you are
able to actually raise revenues.

That is the big thing. If we want to
raise the rate on taxes so we can claim
we are raising revenues, if the outcome
is to raise revenue, then every Demo-
crat should be celebrating what took
place in 2017.

What we are trying to make sure
doesn’t happen now is that those more
antiquated international tax policies
that encourage companies to put their
intellectual property in Ireland and in
other European countries or in other
tax havens across the world, it encour-
ages them to keep it there or put it
there instead of investing back into
America.

I wish my Democratic colleagues
were more honest on this, because they
know and they see the numbers, too.
When you create a competitive envi-
ronment, you are able to actually raise
that revenue for the U.S. Companies
want to invest here. If they have a
competitive tax environment, they will
always choose to be back in America.

Mr. Speaker, I worked very hard to
get spots on the Committee on Ways
and Means and Committee on the
Budget. It has been an enormous
amount of work getting us to this
point, and the lion’s share of that work
is still up ahead. I wanted to be on
those committees for this very moment
because I knew that 2025 would be a
major tax policy year. Known as the
Super Bowl of tax colloquially, I be-
lieve that we have a real opportunity
to extend tax policies that benefit
hardworking Americans and that sup-
port families.

Let’s remember that the child tax
credit was $1,000 pre-2017, and Repub-
licans doubled it without a single Dem-
ocrat vote in 2017. We are going to go
at this alone, it looks like, again,
where we are trying to avoid the child
tax credit from going back down to
$1,000 at the end of this year if we don’t
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get this tax bill done. We want to make
sure that we reestablish as much as we
possibly can and moving it forward.

I am one of the key leaders on this
particular issue with the Family First
Act and to making sure that we are
supporting families and encouraging
that type of positive environment.
Strong families will lead to so much
good in our communities. I don’t want
to demean the concept of a strong fam-
ily, but it is one of the core aspects of
having a strong economy.

There is a lot going on now and in
the coming months. I am looking for-
ward to seeing the Senate come to-
gether and getting us the parameters
that they would like to see with re-
spect to this tax package. We are work-
ing very close in hand with our Senate
Committee on Finance and Senate
leadership to be able to take a look to
see what this reconciliation bill is ulti-
mately going to pan out.

We recognize that it will be a par-
tisan moment back here because we
won’t have any support from Demo-
crats on these incredibly important
progrowth and profamily tax policies.
That is just the nature of this place,
but we are working very hard to build
this out and continue on the successes
that we have had from 2017.

Mr. Speaker, the irony of this place
is that all of those tax provisions could
have been repealed in 2021 and 2022,
when Democrats had the White House,
House, and Senate. None of them were
because Democrats recognized deep
down that doubling the child tax cred-
it, doubling the standard deduction, en-
couraging increased wage growth with-
out the inflation that came from the
American Rescue Plan, which we saw
the Democrats enact in 2021, all of that
positive economic growth is actually a
very good solution.

I hate that this place ends up being
so partisan in these moments of what
we call the trifecta, when one party
has the White House, House, and Sen-
ate. It is just the way that it is, but
there is so much of this tax policy that
both sides of the aisle share a common
vision on.

We did an awesome bipartisan tax
bill last year. I wish it would have been
able to survive in the Senate, but it
didn’t. There is so much good that will
come out of what we are going to ex-
tend here.

I shared a lot of this with my news-
letter followers yesterday. I feel like,
as congressional Republicans, we have
the most momentum now that we have
ever seen regarding our looming debt
crisis.

A statistic I shared is that, for sev-
eral decades, our Federal revenues have
remained at approximately 17 percent
of GDP. Over the last couple of dec-
ades, our expenditures have sky-
rocketed to 26 percent of GDP. In the
early 2000s, our expenditures were ap-
proximately 17 percent to 18 percent.

The way I shared it was that I know
it is sort of the old adage that we don’t
have a revenue problem, but we have a
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spending problem. That is just what
the data bears out. In years of tax re-
form, we have still been able to main-
tain 17 percent of GDP.

Remember that, in 2017, even though
we reduced taxes in multiple areas, we
have what is called broadened the base,
which actually helped bring in more
tax revenue. We have continually
maintained that 17 percent of GDP, but
our spending has gone from about 17
percent to 26 percent over the last 25
years.

You have to look at things with re-
spect to GDP. That is why I always
talk about debt to GDP and how we are
at World War II levels while we have
largely been in peacetime. We have to
take advantage of this.

This is not going to be easy. This is
not going to be overnight. Yet, with
progrowth tax policy, which keeps our
economy strong and keeps our GDP
moving in the right direction, we have
an opportunity to limit some of this
spending. It is not going to be easy. I
never intended for it to be.

Anytime you add to the budget, it is
much easier. Trying to remove from
the budget is much, much more dif-
ficult, as anybody could probably at-
test. Yet, it is something that has to be
done, and I hope that we can continue
to do it in the most thoughtful way
possible. We have a really strong plan.

Our committees have been working
on this for months and months to iden-
tify where the best opportunities for
savings over the next 10-year budget
cycle are. In doing so, we want to be
able to change that trajectory of, like
I said, 26 percent of GDP. It is far too
high, and we have to recognize that
data that has been a success for our
Nation.

I am thankful to be on these two
committees as we work toward a really
difficult needle to thread in getting
this policy done, but we are moving it
along.

I thank all of my Senate colleagues
who are equally working on this. This
is ultimately why I am back here, is to
make sure that this work is done in the
most responsible way possible. As we
navigate the reconciliation process
over the next few months, I look for-
ward to being able to celebrate some
significant wins for our American fami-
lies and our economy.

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

———

WOMEN’S HISTORY MONTH

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Ms. SCHOLTEN of
Michigan was recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.)

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. SCHOLTEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material in the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BARRETT). Is there objection to the re-
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quest of the gentlewoman from Michi-
gan?

There was no objection.

Ms. SCHOLTEN. Mr. Speaker, the
United States won its independence 250
years ago in the Revolutionary War,
and our journey as the United States of
America began. Yet, 250 years ago, I
could not be standing where I am
today. Women did not have the right to
vote, to hold public office, or to own
property 250 years ago. Some women
were property 250 years ago. Women
were a footnote to the story of our
country’s founding 250 years ago.

Today, 250 years later, women make
up 1256 Members in the Congress, and
the Democratic Women’s Caucus is 96
strong. Women now make up more
than 58 percent of college graduates, 40
percent of all businesses are women
owned, and more than 52 Fortune 500
companies are led by women.

This kind of change did not happen
by accident. It happened because our
mothers, grandmothers, great-grand-
mothers, aunties, sisters, and cousins
dared greatly and forged new paths for
us to walk on. The freedoms and privi-
leges we enjoy today are because of
those who came before us. These are
their stories.
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Over the next hour, we will hear from
women Members across the country
who will share the stories of heroines
who changed the course of history.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from North Carolina, Ms. DEBO-
RAH ROSS.

Ms. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, I thank Con-
gresswoman SCHOLTEN for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor
former Ambassador Jeanette Hyde,
who, sadly, passed away last month.

A North Carolina native, Ambassador
Hyde was a trailblazer who paved the
path for generations of women in our
State. Her contributions to our com-
munity span industries, from her time
as a social worker and teacher to serv-
ing as the first woman on the North
Carolina Board of Transportation.

Ambassador Hyde was an active phi-
lanthropist, never forgetting her roots
and always giving back to North Caro-
lina causes and organizations.

It is especially meaningful to cele-
brate her legacy during Women’s His-
tory Month.

As a leader and influential advocate,
she pushed for ratification of the equal
rights amendment and women’s full
participation in the political process.
She never gave up on her vision of an
America where every woman has a
chance to make her voice heard.

At a time when women are facing un-
precedented attacks from the Trump
administration, we should all seek to
emulate Ambassador Hyde’s grit and
grace over the next 4 years. Like Jea-
nette, we cannot back down in the face
of threats to women’s healthcare, ac-
cessible childcare, equal pay, and more.

Ms. SCHOLTEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield to the gentlewoman from Min-
nesota (Ms. MORRISON).
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Ms. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, as we
recognize Women’s History Month, I
rise, as an OB/GYN, in fierce defense of
our Nation’s moms and babies.

Right now, the Republican majority
in Congress is launching a full attack
on America’s families.

Let’s start first with where we are in
our country. We are facing a serious
and worsening maternal healthcare cri-
sis.

Just look at this map. In more than
half of our country, women do not have
a place to go that provides obstetric
care. Among peer nations, we have
both the highest rate of maternal
deaths and the highest rate of infant
deaths—in the United States of Amer-
ica.

This is a crisis. It is an unacceptable
crisis, and it demands immediate ac-
tion from our Nation’s legislators.

Yet, the Republican majority is shov-
ing a budget through that would gut
Medicaid, which is the single largest
payer of maternity care in our country,
in order to give tax cuts to billionaires.

As an OB/GYN who has spent my life
caring for women and delivering ba-
bies, let me tell you: It is unconscion-
able to threaten the care women re-
ceive before, during, and after preg-
nancy, but that is exactly what the Re-
publican majority is doing with their
budget.

Republicans are choosing to shut
down more hospitals and clinics across
the country. Republicans are choosing
to make even more of our country into
maternal care deserts. Republicans are
choosing to take healthcare away from
moms and babies.

It does not have to be this way. As we
celebrate Women’s History Month, I
implore the Republican majority to
make their policy match their
profamily rhetoric and choose to put
America’s moms and babies first.

Ms. SCHOLTEN. Mr. Speaker, clear-
ly, history is still being made this
Women’s History Month as we have an
unprecedented number of changemaker
women from across the country who
are standing up and fiercely defending
their constituents. We are so grateful
for their work in Congress.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Maryland, Representative
SARAH ELFRETH.

Ms. ELFRETH. Mr. Speaker, Com-
mander Janie L. Mines was the first
African-American woman to graduate
from the U.S. Naval Academy in 1980.

Commander XKristine Holderied, a
Howard County native, was the first
woman to graduate as valedictorian
not only from the Naval Academy but
from any service academy, in 1984.

Midshipman Kristen Dickmann, a
Naval Academy freshman and
volleyball player, tragically passed
away at the age of 19 in 2008. Her mem-
ory is now honored every single year,
for over the last decade, via a tour-
nament in her honor.

Midshipman 1st Class Sydney Barber,
the Naval Academy’s first African-
American female brigade commander,
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earned that honor not even 5 years ago,
in 2020.

I share these names and stories be-
cause these are women and women of
color who are an integral part of the
rich history of the United States Naval
Academy that I have the privilege of
representing. It is not just the Naval
Academy. They represent our military
and, proudly, our Nation.

I want to be clear that this adminis-
tration’s unrelenting and reckless at-
tack on the stories and the history of
persistence, diversity, and opportunity
only serves to set us back.

When faculty at our five world-class
service academies are told to avoid di-
visive concepts like racism and sexism,
that only threatens to erase the stories
and experiences of these brave women
who just wanted to serve our great Na-
tion.

I strongly believe that we should
have a Navy and Marine Corps that
look like our country, where our mid-
shipmen receive an education that
teaches the accurate and full history of
this Nation, where the stories of
women and people of color aren’t
skipped over because they are incon-
venient.

This is all critical to our national se-
curity and strong democratic prin-
ciples that we embody abroad. It is for
these women and the hundreds of thou-
sands of women serving our Nation at
home and abroad that I am here today.

Ms. SCHOLTEN. Mr. Speaker, as the
first woman in history to hold my seat
in Congress, I am always thinking
about the history-making women of
the past, present, and future. I am hon-
ored to highlight a few stories of his-
tory-making women Michiganders now.

I am honored to highlight Michi-
gander Harriet Quimby, the first Amer-
ican woman to earn a pilot’s license
and the first woman ever to fly solo
across the English Channel. Her career
in aviation was short but accom-
plished.

Flying from the U.S. to England,
Mexico, and more, Harriet’s legacy
serves as a reminder that women can
soar to whatever heights they set their
minds to.

We are so proud to claim that So-
journer Truth made her home in Michi-
gan for the last 27 years of her life, a
fearless abolitionist and women’s
rights advocate who used her powerful
voice to demand justice. Born into
slavery, she escaped and dedicated her
life to fighting for freedom and equal-
ity. Her famous ‘“‘Ain’t I a Woman?”’
speech challenged the exclusion of
Black women from the suffrage move-
ment, leaving a legacy that continues
to inspire generations.

Anna Howard Shaw was a trailblazer
in every sense of the word, becoming
one of the first female ordained min-
isters in the United States and later a
physician. She dedicated decades to the
fight for women’s suffrage, serving as
the president of the National American
Woman Suffrage Association. Her lead-
ership and relentless advocacy helped
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secure the right to vote, proving that
determination and conviction, as well
as persistence, can change the course
of history.

Clara Arthur, known as the Mother
of the Playground Movement, believed
in creating a better world for future
generations. As president of the Michi-
gan Equal Suffrage Association, she
worked tirelessly to advocate for wom-
en’s voting rights. Her activism ex-
tended beyond the ballot box. She
championed education, labor reforms,
and public spaces for children, ensuring
that progress didn’t just mean progress
for some. It meant progress for all.

Lucia Voorhees Grimes was a dedi-
cated suffragist who played a pivotal
role in Michigan’s fight for women’s
voting rights. As a leader in the Michi-
gan Equal Suffrage Association, she
traveled the State organizing cam-
paigns, educating voters, and pushing
for legislative change. Her unwavering
commitment helped pave the way for
Michigan women to claim their right-
ful place in the democratic process.

These are the stories of past
historymakers who have changed the
course of our Nation. The freedoms we
enjoy today are because they refused to
sit idly by, and now, as we see unprece-
dented attacks on our healthcare, on
our rights, we also see everyday
women, especially in places like my
hometown in Grand Rapids, Michigan,
who refuse to sit quiet.

I refuse to stand by while Repub-
licans, Donald Trump, and billionaires
like Elon Musk try to gut essential
programs like Medicaid, a lifeline that
millions of families rely on.

No parent should have to choose be-
tween their child’s health and paying
their bills. We are fighting to protect
the care that women and families de-
pend on because healthcare isn’t a
privilege for the wealthy; it is a right
for everyone.

I highlight a brave mom from my dis-
trict, Abby Koroma, a mother of two
visually impaired daughters who de-
pend on Medicaid. Without this critical
program, Abby would be forced to
make impossible decisions: whether
she has enough in her bank account for
treatments that could save her chil-
dren’s vision or putting food on the
table.

No parent should have to face that
choice, but Republicans in Congress
right now, aided by Donald Trump and
Elon Musk, are willing to rip away this
essential healthcare from families like
Abby’s just to hand out more tax cuts
to the ultrawealthy.

We won’t let it happen. We are the
women who are standing in the gap and
standing up for these families. We will
fight every day to protect Medicaid, to
stand up for families who depend on it,
and to make sure that no one in this
country is left wondering whether they
can afford the care that they need for
themselves or their families.

I stand here today so that no one has
to wonder who they have fighting for
them. We are here, standing together
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and fighting for families across the
country.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the women who
joined me here today to stand up and
highlight the powerful women of their
home States and the impacts that they
have had on changing the course of his-
tory.

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

EDUCATING YOUNG PEOPLE

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. GROTHMAN of
Wisconsin was recognized for 30 min-
utes.)

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
think it is important to hear from leg-
islators on the experiences they had be-
fore this week as they toured their dis-
trict and as they talked to normal peo-
ple to see whether their concerns and
observations squared with those of the
people in this building.

Donald Trump has done a great job of
trying to remove the diversity, equity,
and inclusion from our government, in-
cluding our military. We have, to a de-
gree, gotten rid of some of the bureau-
crats who pushed this odious ideology
in our businesses and our schools.

Nevertheless, these bureaucrats ev-
erywhere are waiting to gain a foothold
in America again as soon as we have
another administration, and it is im-
portant to educate the young people in
this country as to the degree to which
America is really a broken system, a
racist system, and whether white su-
premacy is a major problem, as Joe
Biden said.

O 15630

While I was back home, I had an op-
portunity to speak to a mosque of
Ahmadiyya Muslims. Ahmadiyya Mus-
lims have a little bit different theology
than Muslims in general. They are per-
secuted by those members of Islam who
live in Pakistan, and many of them
have had to flee Pakistan even with re-
gards to their own personal safety.

Nevertheless, when I met with the
Ahmadiyya Muslims, there were two
things that hit me: First of all, they
were all successful, at least the ones I
met. I asked them whether they knew
of any of them that were having chil-
dren out of wedlock. They knew no-
body like that. They all seemed to be
working hard and succeeding in Amer-
ica.

This, of course, is at complete odds
with the DEI ideology in which people
who are not Europeans are struggling
or can’t succeed in America. Indeed,
the Ahmadiyya Muslims are one more
example of a group of people who are
succeeding in this land of opportunity.

Actually, they were very thrilled to
praise America. They praised us not
only as being a much better place to
live than Pakistan, but they pointed
out we are a much better place to live
than Europe. They laughed at Europe,
which they referred to as a ‘‘socialist
continent’” and one in which there was
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no room for people who wanted to work
hard and get ahead. One more time, we
have an example of foreigners who
come here from other places who seem
to appreciate America more than the
native born and certainly appreciate
America more than the average college
professor.

I would like to point out that an-
other, I guess you would call, minority
that is very common in my district is
the Hmong, who came here from Laos.
They as well are achieving, doing well,
having strong families, succeeding in
the realm of education, and all seem to
have jobs. This despite the fact that
when they came here from Laos, again,
many of them didn’t know the lan-
guage. It, again, shows it is a lie for
any of these DEI professionals—be they
in business, government, or edu-
cation—to say that America is not a
place where people can succeed.

As a practical matter, while I don’t
think the Hmong are a large enough
minority to have statistics on how well
they are doing economically, it is ap-
parent subjectively that they are prob-
ably doing better than the average
American who was born here and, in-
deed, larger minorities for which we
have statistics.

I remind everybody that people who
come here from India, who are the
most successful minority, Philippines,
China, Japan, Cuba, the coast of west-
ern Africa all are succeeding wildly in
America. All it takes is hard work and
strong families, and all these groups
have strong families.

I encourage our educators and all our
policymakers to educate the people
back home on all the groups from all
around the world who are doing a fan-
tastic job. I think they are doing, in
part, a fantastic job because they don’t
listen to the naysayers who want to
run down America and apparently say
that if you are not succeeding and
things aren’t going right, it is because
of prejudice.

The next thing I would like to point
out is immigration is still in the news.
There are some people who complain
about Donald Trump doing what he so
desperately has to do, and that is to re-
move the people who snuck into this
country illegally.

I want to point out to everyone that,
again, in the last year we had many
new Americans who were naturalized.
There are people who say about the
people who are being removed: Why
can’t we let them stay? We have a sys-
tem in this country to make sure that
we are getting the best people, the law-
abiding, the self-reliant people, which
is all we should need here.

We took in 850,000 last year on a roll-
ing 3-year average. I still believe we
are at the all-time high of even more
than that. We should be reminding
anybody who says we are mean or not
doing our share of taking in people who
would rather live here that, in fact, we
took in 850,000 naturalized citizens;
those are new citizens.

That is not including the approxi-
mately 10 million people who are here
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on student visas, work visas, or tourist
visas. As far as people who want to
spend a short time here, particularly to
work, we are even more generous that
way. I have heard of no strong efforts
being made to greatly reduce these
numbers.

Again, we have to remind our young
people, our constituents, not to put up
with this anti-American rhetoric of
why are we kicking these people out.
We have to remind people every year
that in this country we wind up swear-
ing in about 850,000 new people legally.
I think if you think about that number
for a little bit, something that is far
higher than the historical average in
this country, you will realize it is ri-
diculous to say this country is in any
way xenophobic.

As I mentioned, one of the strong
predictors of success in this country
for everybody—for women, men, and
children—is that of strong families. I
think we have to spend some time pon-
dering why it seems to be that people
who are used to the American culture
seem to have weaker family ties than
those people who are coming here from
other countries.

It is my personal belief that the rea-
son we have weak families in Amer-
ica—and one of the reasons why our
American children cannot do as well as
children whose ancestors come from
Pakistan or India or Philippines—is
that we have such strong incentives in
America, through a horrible broken
welfare system, to discourage mothers
and fathers to stay together with their
children.

This began in the 1960s under Lyndon
Johnson, who I felt, before Joe Biden,
was the worst President in this coun-
try’s history. In the 1950s, we only had
about 4 percent of American children
born without a mother and father at
home. We now have over 40 percent
who are born without a mother and fa-
ther at home.

This doesn’t mean there aren’t won-
derful single parents. I know some sin-
gle parents, particularly emotionally
strong single parents, who have done a
fantastic job of raising their children.
Anybody would be proud of them. How-
ever, the statistics make it obvious
that overall children would be better
off if they had a mother and father at
home.

Almost every program in what would
be referred to as ‘‘the welfare state”
has incentives to discourage there from
being a mother and father at home.
This is because eligibility for almost
every program is based upon percent of
poverty. If you are a single parent and
don’t have a job or are working part
time, you are eligible for many other
programs. I think probably the most
damaging is that of low-income hous-
ing where if, say, a single parent has a
child, even when they are a minor
without another parent at home, you
are eligible for low-income housing,
which means almost no rent and the
ability to get away from your parents.

Other programs that also discourage
marriage, programs that you would
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lose eligibility for if both parents were
working and had a child are the food-
share programs, the Medicaid pro-
grams, the earned income tax credit,
the Pell grants. Indeed, I could go on.
There are about 90 different programs
in America which are designed to go to
a single-parent family, but if you have
a two-parent family making a decent
income, they are considered not in pov-
erty and, therefore, they are not eligi-
ble for a program.

This is why, anecdotally, if you get
out in your district, away from the
fundraisers and such, you find so many
stories of single parents who may even
live with the other parent—sometimes
illegally—but they don’t want to get
married because they lose all this
money.

Nobody is eligible for all 90 programs
at once, but I don’t think it is difficult
to find hypotheticals in which a parent
alone is eligible for maybe $25,000 or
$30,000 that they would lose if they
were married to the other parent. In
other words, it seems like the policy of
the United States is to try to discour-
age the strong families, which are one
of the reasons why so many immi-
grants—be it the Ahmadiyya Muslims
or the Cubans or the Mexicans or the
Filipinos—seem to do so well in Amer-
ica, indeed frequently better than so
many of the native born.

We are soon going to pass a reconcili-
ation bill, and that reconciliation bill
will be a tremendous bill, a revolu-
tionary bill. The bill, I think, is going
to try to get America back to its roots.
Certainly, one of the goals of this bill
has to be to get rid of the huge mar-
riage penalty, which has such an im-
pact on causing there to be many fewer
children with a mother and father at
home than are necessary.

I think it is important to look at all
the programs I just named off, as well
as a few others, particularly any low-
income housing programs, because it is
not right that a young person can re-
ceive their dream of renting an apart-
ment, not in their parents’ home, by
having a child out of wedlock.

I also want to point out with regard
to these immigrants coming here,
there are so many more than there
used to be when I was growing up.
Right now, as far as the people who feel
we are not allowing enough people in
this country, in the 1960s we were
around 200,000 a year. Now we are
around 850,000 a year. We are about
four times what we were when I was a
child. By historical standards, we have
been very, very generous.

The next question is: Why are we
seeming to subsidize or have set up
programs with an apparent hatred of
having both a mother and father at
home? You might think that every pol-
itician would be encouraging having
both a mother and father at home, and
this must have been an inadvertent
thing.

It is important for the young people
today that they know that there is a
strong number, it is a small number,



March 26, 2025

but a strong number of intellectuals
going back to the 19th century, actu-
ally even going back to the 18th cen-
tury who are hostile to the idea of hav-
ing a man in the home.

Certainly, there were people who felt
this way during the French Revolution
when we had the atheistic mobs killing
the clergy. It continued through Karl
Marx and Friedrich Engels in the 1800s.
The Marxists were hostile to the fam-
ily. A goal of theirs was to get rid of
the family. It winds its way all the way
up through communism and the femi-
nists in the 1960s.

Let me give you a couple quotes of
people who are famous, who were well-
known to people in the 1960s. We have
Simone de Beauvoir: ‘“As long as the
family and the myth of the family . . .
have not been destroyed, women will
still be oppressed.”

There is also Germaine Greer: ‘“I'm
passionately opposed to the nuclear
family.”

Then we have Kate Millett, who some
people would consider to be the moth-
er, or whatever, of women’s studies
programs, which are all over our uni-
versities: ‘““The complete destruction of
traditional marriage and the nuclear
family is the ‘revolutionary or utopian’
goal of feminism.”

Eventually, Angela Davis, another
person prominent in the revolutions
that were taking place in the 1960s, was
very antifamily. Even since I have been
in Congress, we had the Black Lives
Matter movement, who came out
against what was referred to as the
““¢raditional family.”

This is not only a problem for chil-
dren, it is a problem for the men. I
think men are frequently more likely
to cause problems and be less produc-
tive if they are not connected with a
family, and social scientists like
George Gilder have pointed this out.
One of the reasons why I think we have
a disproportionate number of men in
prison, men doing drugs is because
they are not connected with a family,
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and that was because of all these pro-
grams which provide financial incen-
tives to make sure that one of the par-
ents, usually the man, is not part of
the family.

0 1545

Mr. Speaker, Black Lives Matter
stated that they want to get rid of
what is known as the traditional nu-
clear family. It is a group that a lot of
people in this building were happy to
stand with, despite stating that on
their website. Eventually they took it
down, but it shows the power even

today.
Mr. Speaker, you might ask why in
the world anybody would be

antifamily. Why would any politician
do that? I mention these powerful peo-
ple who seem to have a stranglehold on
the Democratic Party. Who is for hav-
ing men participate in women’s sports?
Who is for an abortion at 8% months?
Who is for men in the women’s locker
room? The same group is for them all.

It is the same group that is against
having children raised in a nuclear
family. It is the radical feminists and
their successors from the 1960s. As long
as they have such a vise grip on the
leftwing of this body, I am afraid they
will continue to break down the Amer-
ican family.

In any event, I think those are three
things that we have to look at and re-
member to tell young people. It is the
fact that people who are not from Eu-
rope come to America and succeed
wildly again and again. Statistically,
these groups are doing better than the
native born, be it the Muslims, Hmong,
Chinese, Filipino, Cuban, Nigerian,
what have you.

I think we have to remember that it
is the welfare structure which is right
now creating huge incentives not to
raise children in a nuclear family. Fre-
quently there is a penalty of $25,000 or
$30,000 for getting married to the father
of one’s children. This affects so many
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other problems that we have in Amer-
ica.

The crime problem is a family break-
down problem. The drug problem is cer-
tainly not exclusive, but it is a strong
element of the family breakdown prob-
lem. In talking to teachers, particu-
larly in the area of special education,
frequently the problems stem from a
breakdown in the family.

We have to do something to remove
these horrible marriage penalties. I
really don’t think America is truly
going to be great again until we have a
dramatic cut in 40 percent of children
who are born without a mother and fa-
ther at home.

Those are three big issues today. We
should educate the young people on all
of the issues. Until they realize what
our government is doing, they may go
back to the days of Joe Biden, a time
in which he tried to divide people by
ethnic background.

We will continue down the path of
having huge incentives not to get mar-
ried, and our young people will con-
tinue to be educated that America has
a huge race problem and that we
should not be adequately proud of
America.

As I mentioned, right now there are
many examples of ethnic groups who
are doing better than the native born
today, which puts a lie to the idea that
anybody is not succeeding in this coun-
try because their ancestors did not
come from Europe.

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

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I
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 wuntil tomorrow,
Thursday, March 27, 2025, at 9 a.m.

REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for Official Foreign Travel during the third and
fourth quarters of 2024 and the first quarter of 2025, pursuant to Public Law 95-384, are as follows:

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO THE UNITED KINGDOM, EXPENDED BETWEEN FEB. 10 AND FEB. 15, 2025

Date

Name of Member or employee

Arrival Departure

Per diem !

Transportation

Other purposes Total

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency 2

Country Foreign

currency

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency?

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency?

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

Foreign
currency

Speaker Mike Johnson ..
Hon. Adam Smith ...
Hon. Adrian Smith ..
Hon. Jack Bergman

Hon. Lloyd Smucker
Hon. Troy Carter
Garrett Fultz
Courtney Butcher
Brittany Smith
Taylor Haulsee
Josh Hodges
Meredith Turton
William Johnson
Kate Knudson
Meghan McCann
Steven Bertolini

Committee total

United Kingdom
United Kingdom
United Kingdom
United Kingdom
United Kingdom
United Kingdom
United Kingdom
United Kingdom
United Kingdom
United Kingdom
United Kingdom
United Kingdom
United Kingdom
United Kingdom
United Kingdom
United Kingdom

1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
2,605.00
2,605.00
1,400.00

1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
1,400.00
3,570.81
443831
1,400.00

27,609.12

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
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2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
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HON. MIKE JOHNSON, Mar. 11, 2025.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO GERMANY AND BELGIUM, EXPENDED BETWEEN FEB. 14 AND FEB. 19, 2025

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2

Hon. Mike Turner 214 2/16  Germany 1,984.00 () 1,984.00
Hon. Gerald Connolly 214 2/16  Germany 1,984.00 () 1,984.00
Hon. Brian Mast .. 2114 2/16  Germany 1,984.00 () 1,984.00
Hon. Steny Hoyer . 2/14 2/16  Germany 1,984.00 () 1,984.00
Hon. Brett Guthrie 2114 2/16  Germany 3,026.00 () 3,026.00
Hon. Michael McCaul 214 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 () 2,976.00
Hon. Neal Dunn 2/14 2/16  Germany 1,984.00 () 1,984.00
Hon. Brian Fitzpatrick .. 2/14 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 () 2,976.00
Hon. Donald Norcross 2/14 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 () 2,976.00
Hon. Chrissy Houlahan . 2114 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 () 2,976.00
Hon. Seth Moulton 214 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 (3)6,936.81 9,912.81
Hon. Mike Rogers 2114 2/16  Germany 1,984.00 (3)4,089.81 6,073.81
Hon. Jason Crow .. 2/14 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 (3)6,259.11 9,235.11
Hon. Joe Wilson 2/14 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 3) 2,976.00
Jason Galanes 214 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 () 2,976.00
James L derfer 214 2/16  Germany 1,984.00 () 1,984.00
Rachel Walker 2/14 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 () 2,976.00
Collin Davenport . 2/14 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 () 2,976.00
Philip Bednarczyk 214 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 () 2,976.00
Joel Miller 2/14 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 3 2,976.00
Wyndee Parker 214 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 (3)6,777.91 9,753.91
Paul Massaro 2/14 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 (3 2,976.00
Katie Earle 214 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 (3) 85.00 3,061.00
Chris Vieson 2114 2/16  Germany 2,976.00 () 2,976.00
Hon. Mike Turner 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 () 1,908.00
Hon. Gerald Connolly 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 () 1,908.00
Hon. Brian Mast .. 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 () 1,908.00
Hon. Brendan Boyle .. 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 ) 1,908.00
Hon. Linda Sanchez .. 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 (3)1,145.30 3,053.30
Hon. Steny Hoyer . 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 3 1,908.00
Hon. Brett Guthrie 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 () 1,908.00
Hon. Michael McCaul 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 () 1,908.00
Hon. Neal Dunn 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 () 1,908.00
Hon. Brian Fitzpatrick 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 () 1,908.00
Hon. Donald Norcross 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 () 1,908.00
Hon. Chrissy Houlaha 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 () 1,908.00
Jason Galanes 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 () 1,908.00
James L derfer 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 Q] 1,908.00
Rachel Walker 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 () 1,908.00
Collin Davenport . 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 () 1,908.00
Philip Bednarczyk 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 () 1,908.00
Joel Miller 2/16 2/19  Belgium 1,908.00 ©) 1,908.00
Committee total .......cooooovverrereercerceines v 124,167.94

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

3 Military air transportation.

HON. MIKE JOHNSON, Mar. 14, 2025.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORKFORCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND

SEP. 30, 2024
Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2

HOUSE COMMITTEES

Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

HON. VIRGINIA FOXX, Mar. 7, 2025.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORKFORCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 1 AND

DEC. 31, 2024
Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2

HOUSE COMMITTEES

Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.

Lper diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

EC-608. A letter from the Attorney for Reg-
ulatory Affairs, Regulatory Affairs Division,
Office of General Counsel, Consumer Product
Safety Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s direct final rule — Safety Standard

for Play Yards [Docket No.: CPSC-2011-0064]
received March 24, 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-609. A letter from the Attorney for Reg-
ulatory Affairs, Regulatory Affairs Division,
Office of General Counsel, Consumer Product
Safety Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s direct final rule — Safety Standard
for Non-Full-Size Baby Cribs [Docket No.:

HON. VIRGINIA FOXX, Mar. 7, 2025.

CPSC-2019-0025] received March 24, 2025, pur-
suant 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-610. A letter from the Senior Bureau
Official, Bureau of Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting Transmittal
No. DDTC 24-078, pursuant to the reporting
requirements of Section 36(c) and 36(d) of the
Arms Export Control Act; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.
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EC-611. A letter from the Senior Bureau
Official, Bureau of Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of States, transmitting Trans-
mittal No. DDTC 24-081, pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(c) and
36(d) of the Arms Export Control Act; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-612. A letter from the Senior Advisor,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting thirty (30) notifications of a
federal vacancy, designation of acting offi-
cer, nomination, action on nomination and
discontinuation of service in acting role,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-
277, Sec. 151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

EC-613. A letter from the Senior Advisor,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting two (2) notifications of designa-
tion of acting officer and discontinuation of
service in acting role, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
3349(a); Public Law 105-277, Sec. 151(b); (112
Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

EC-614. A letter from the Secretary, Fed-
eral Trade Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s annual notice of revision —
Revised Jurisdictional Thresholds for Sec-
tion 8 of the Clayton Act received March 24,
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 Judiciary.

EC-615. A letter from the Secretary, Fed-
eral Trade Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s annual notice of revision —
Revised Jurisdictional Thresholds for Sec-
tion TA of the Clayton Act received March
24, 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 Judiciary.

EC-616. A letter from the Secretary, Fed-
eral Trade Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s final rule — Adjustments to
Civil Penalty Amounts received March 24,
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 Judiciary.

EC-617. A letter from the Assistant Gen-
eral Counsel for Regulatory Affairs, Pension
Benefit Guaranty Corporation, transmitting
the Corporation’s final rule — Adjustment of
Civil Penalties for Inflation (RIN: 1212-AB45)
received March 19, 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-618. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Helicopters [Docket No.: FAA-
2024-2147; Project Identifier MCAI-2022-01515-
R; Amendment 39-22967; AD 2025-04-09] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received March 24, 2025, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-619. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E
Airspace; Windsor, NC [Docket No.: FAA-
2024-1982; Airspace Docket No.: 24-AS0-23]
(RIN: 2120-AA66) received March 24, 2025, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-620. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31592;
Amadt. No.: 4154] received March 24, 2025, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.
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EC-621. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; ATR-GIE Avions de Transport
Reégional Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2024-
2422; Project Identifier MCAI-2024-00378-T;
Amendment 39-22962; AD 2025-04-04] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received March 24, 2025, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-622. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; ATR-GIE Avions de Transport
Régional Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2024-
2409; Project Identifier MCAI-2024-00410-T;
Amendment 39-22964; AD 2025-04-06] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received March 24, 2025, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-623. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2024-0766; Project Identifier MCAI-2023-
00711-T; Amendment 39-22963; AD 2025-04-05]
(RIN: 2120-A A64) received March 24, 2025, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-624. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Canada Limited Partnership
(Type Certificate Previously Held by C Se-
ries Aircraft Limited Partnership (CSALP);
Bombardier, Inc.) Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2022-1650; Project Identifier MCAI-2022-
00210-T; Amendment 39-22939; AD 2025-02-06]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received March 24, 2025, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-625. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Helicopters Deutschland GmbH
Helicopters [Docket No.: FAA-2025-0212;
Project Identifier MCAI-2024-00778-R; Amend-
ment 39-22968; AD 2025-04-10] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received March 24, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

EC-626. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2023-2235; Project Identifier AD-
2023-01009-T; Amendment 39-22961; AD 2025-04-
03] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received March 24, 2025,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

EC-627. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Bombardier, Inc., Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2024-2543; Project Identifier MCAI-
2024-00342-T; Amendment 39-22969; AD 2025-04-
11] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received March 24, 2025,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

EC-628. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
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ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2024-2549; Project Identifier MCAI-2024-
00359-T; Amendment 39-22965; AD 2025-04-07]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received March 24, 2025, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-629. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; General Electric Company Engines
[Docket No.: FAA-2024-2540; Project Identi-
fier AD-2024-00343-E; Amendment 39-22974; AD
2025-05-02] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received March
24, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

EC-630. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; CFM International, S.A. Engines
[Docket No.: FAA-2024-2424; Project Identi-
fier AD-2024-00416-E; Amendment 39-22970; AD
2025-04-12] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received March
24, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

EC-631. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Schempp-Hirth Flugzeugbau GmbH
Gliders [Docket No.: FAA-2024-2135; Project
Identifier MCAI-2024-00157-G; Amendment 39-
22972; AD 2025-04-14] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received
March 24, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

EC-632. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Pratt & Whitney Engines [Docket No.:
FAA-2024-2026; Project Identifier AD-2024-
00163-E; Amendment 39-22971; AD 2025-04-13]
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received March 24, 2025, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-633. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2023-2234; Project Identifier AD-
2023-00963-T; Amendment 39-22960; AD 2025-04-
02] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received March 24, 2025,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

EC-634. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2023-2236; Project Identifier AD-
2023-00962-T; Amendment 39-22959; AD 2025-04-
01] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received March 24, 2025,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

EC-635. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class E
Airspace; Ahoskie, NC [Docket No.: FAA-
2024-2530; Airspace Docket No.: 24-AS0-33]
(RIN: 2120-A A66) received March 24, 2025, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.
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EC-636. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class E
Airspace; Austin, TX; Establishment of Class
E Airspace; Austin, Lago Vista, and
Lakeway, TX [Docket No.: FAA-2024-2511;
Airspace Docket No.: 24-ASW-21] (RIN: 2120-
AA66) received March 24, 2025, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-637. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Establishment and
Amendment of Multiple United States Area
Navigation (RNAV) Routes; Eastern United
States; Correction [Docket No.: FAA-2024-
1157; Airspace Docket No.: 24-AEA-2] (RIN:
2120-A A66) received March 24, 2025, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-638. A letter from the Manager, Legal
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of VOR Fed-
eral Airways V-68, V-76, V-212, V-222, and V-
558, and United States Area Navigation
Route T-220 in the Vicinity of Industry, TX
[Docket No.: FAA-2024-1707; Airspace Docket
No.: 24-ASW-4] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received
March 24, 2025, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

———

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. KUSTOFF (for himself, Mr.
NORMAN, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr.
ScoTT FRANKLIN of Florida, Mr.
GUEST, and Mr. COLLINS):

H.R. 2350. A bill to provide that the Federal
Communications Commission may not pre-
vent a State or Federal correctional facility
from utilizing jamming equipment, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. MCDOWELL:

H.R. 2351. A Dbill to direct the Commandant
of the Coast Guard to update the policy of
the Coast Guard regarding the use of medica-
tion to treat drug overdose, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

By Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania (for her-
self, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms.
JAYAPAL, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. DELUZIO,
and Mrs. RAMIREZ):

H.R. 2352. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to place reason-
able limits on contributions to Super PACs
which make independent expenditures, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
House Administration.

By Mr. LANGWORTHY (for himself,
Mr. VEASEY, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr.
BACON, Mrs. BICE, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr.
BRESNAHAN, Ms. CRAIG, Mr. DAVIS of
North Carolina, Mr. ELLZEY, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. GARBARINO, Mr.
GIMENEZ, Mr. GOLDMAN of Texas, Mr.
GOLDMAN of New York, Mr. KEAN, Mr.
LALOTA, Mr. LAWLER, Ms.
MALLIOTAKIS, Mr. MANN, Mr. MENEN-
DEZ, Mr. NADLER, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
PAPPAS, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. SCHOLTEN,
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. SMITH
of Washington, Mr. THANEDAR, Mr.
TURNER of Ohio, Mr. VALADAO, Mr.
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VAN DREW, Mr. WEBER of Texas, and
Mr. WITTMAN):

H.R. 2353. A Dbill to direct the Adminis-
trator of the Transportation Security Ad-
ministration to update security screening re-
quirements for certain covered air carrier
operations; to the Committee on Homeland
Security.

By Mr. MOORE of Utah:

H.R. 2354. A bill to amend part A of title IV
of the Social Security Act to set aside funds
expended under the program of block grants
to States for temporary assistance for needy
families, for core work purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MOORE of Utah (for himself,
Ms. SEWELL, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr.
DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. KELLY of Penn-
sylvania, and Ms. LEE of Nevada):

H.R. 2355. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for collegiate
housing and infrastructure grants; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MASSIE (for himself, Mr. BIGGS
of Arizona, Mr. HIGGINS of Liouisiana,
and Ms. GREENE of Georgia):

H.R. 2356. A bill to require that the state-
ment required under the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 for a candidate to des-
ignate a principal campaign committee in-
clude information with respect to whether
the candidate is a citizen of any country
other than the United States, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on House Admin-
istration.

By Ms. ADAMS (for herself, Mr. CASAR,
Ms. NORTON, Mr. MCGARVEY, Ms. LEE
of Pennsylvania, Mr. GARCIA of Illi-

nois, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. TONKO,
Mr. GARcIA of California, Ms.
BUDZINSKI, Mr. POCAN, Mr. COHEN,
Mrs. MCBATH, Mrs. MCIVER, Ms.

JAYAPAL, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. DAVIS of
Illinois, Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ, Mr.
GOLDMAN of New York, Mr. FROST,
Ms. CHU, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr. CARSON, Mr.
KENNEDY of New York, Mr. NADLER,
Mr. EVANS of Pennsylvania, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Ms. MCBRIDE, Mr. SMITH
of Washington, Ms. OMAR, Mr. NOR-
CROSS, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. KHANNA,
Ms. BROWNLEY, Ms. PETTERSEN, Ms.
WATERS, and Ms. ANSARI):

H.R. 2357. A Dbill to amend the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 to ensure that striking
workers and their households do not become
ineligible for benefits under the supple-
mental nutrition assistance program, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. BARR (for himself and Mr.
HUIZENGA):

H.R. 2358. A bill to amend the Investment
Advisers Act of 1940 to specify requirements
concerning the consideration of pecuniary
and non-pecuniary factors, to require the Se-
curities and Exchange Commission to con-
duct a study on climate change and other en-
vironmental disclosures in the municipal
bond market, and to require the Securities
and Exchange Commission to conduct a
study on the solicitation of municipal securi-
ties business; to the Committee on Financial
Services.

By Mr. CAREY (for himself and Mr.
MILLER of Ohio):

H.R. 2359. A bill to amend part A of title IV
of the Social Security Act to establish dead-
lines for the obligation and expenditure of
funds and allow States to establish rainy day
funds under the program of block grants to
States for temporary assistance for needy
families; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. CARTER of Texas (for himself,
Mr. COLE, Mr. SMITH of Missouri, Ms.
FoxX, Mr. VALADAO, Mr. NEHLS, and
Mr. SELF):
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H.R. 2360. A bill to permanently extend the
exemption from the engine compartment
portion of the pre-trip vehicle inspection
skills testing requirement for school bus
drivers, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Mr. CONNOLLY:

H.R. 2361. A bill to permit the televising of
Supreme Court proceedings; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. DE LA CRUZ (for herself, Mr.
GREEN of Texas, Mr. PFLUGER, Mr.

LAWLER, Mr. GOODEN, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. CRENSHAW, Ms.
PETTERSEN, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr.

GOTTHEIMER, Mr. HARDER of Cali-
fornia, and Ms. R0OSS):

H.R. 2362. A bill to require each enterprise
to include on the Uniform Residential Loan
Application a disclaimer to increase aware-
ness of the direct and guaranteed home loan
programs of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

By Ms. DEGETTE (for herself, Mr.
GOLDMAN of New York, Mr. CARTER of
Louisiana, Ms. PRESSLEY, and Ms.
SANCHEZ):

H.R. 2363. A bill to prohibit the authoriza-
tion of certain individuals to access certain
systems containing individually identifiable
health information; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Mr. EDWARDS (for himself, Mr.
DAvis of North Carolina, and Ms.
FOXX):

H.R. 2364. A bill to provide for a waiver of
duplication of benefits for certain assistance
under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief
and Emergency Assistance Act as a result of
a major disaster or emergency, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. EMMER (for himself and Mr.
S0TO):

H.R. 2365. A Dbill to amend the securities
laws to exclude investment contract assets
from the definition of a security; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

By Ms. ESCOBAR (for herself, Ms.
SALAZAR, Mr. TONKO, Mr. ESPAILLAT,
Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. CASAR, Mr.
CORREA, Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania,
Ms. DELBENE, Mr. GARCIA of Illinois,
Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. R0OSsS, Ms. SALI-
NAS, Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms. SCANLON, Mr.
SoTo, Mr. Suozzi, Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr.
LEVIN, and Mr. GOLDMAN of New
York):

H.R. 2366. A bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to promote family
unity, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mrs. HOUCHIN:

H.R. 2367. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to prohibit an institution
of higher education that employs unauthor-
ized aliens from receiving funds from Federal
student assistance or Federal institutional
aid and to require institutions of higher edu-
cation to participate in the E-Verify Pro-
gram in order to be eligible to participate in
any program authorized under title IV of
such Act; to the Committee on Education
and Workforce, 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. IVEY (for himself, Ms. SCAN-
LON, Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. AMO, Ms.
ANSARI, Ms. BARRAGAN, Mrs. BEATTY,
Mr. BELL, Mr. BERA, Mr. BEYER, Mr.
BoYLE of Pennsylvania, Ms. BROWN,
Ms. BROWNLEY, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr.
CARSON, Mr. CARTER of Louisiana,
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Mr. CASTEN, Ms. CASTOR of Florida,

Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr.
CLEAVER, Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCOR-
MICK, Ms. CHU, Mr. CORREA, Mr.

CosTA, Ms. CROCKETT, Mr. DAVIS of
Illinois, Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania,
Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. DESAULNIER, Ms.
DEXTER, Mrs. DINGELL, Ms. ELFRETH,
Ms. ESCOBAR, Mr. FOSTER, Ms. FRIED-
MAN, Mr. FROST, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr.
GARCIA of California, Mr. GARCIA of
Illinois, Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Mr.
GOLDMAN of New York, Mr. GOMEZ,
Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mrs. HAYES, Mr.
HOYER, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms.
JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. KAMLAGER-
DoOVE, Mr. KEATING, Ms. KELLY of I11i-
nois, Mr. KENNEDY of New York, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms. LEGER
FERNANDEZ, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania,
Mr. LIEU, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. MAG-
AZINER, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. MCBRIDE,
Mrs. MCCLAIN DELANEY, Ms. MCCLEL-
LAN, Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr. MCGARVEY,
Mrs. MCIVER, Mr. MFUME, Mr. MIN,
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr.
MOSKOWITZ, Mr. MOULTON, Mr.
MRVAN, Mr. NADLER, Ms. NORTON, Ms.
OCASIO-CORTEZ, Mr. OLSZEWSKI, Mr.
PALLONE, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. PETERS,

Mr. PoOCAN, Mrs. RAMIREZ, Mr.
RASKIN, Ms. SALINAS, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Ms.

SCHOLTEN, Mr. DAVID ScOTT of Geor-
gia, Ms. SEWELL, Ms. SHERRILL, Mr.
SHERMAN, Mr. SMITH of Washington,

Ms. STANSBURY, Ms. STEVENS, Mr.
SUBRAMANYAM, Mr. Svuozzl, Mr.
SWALWELL, Mr. THANEDAR, Mr.

THOMPSON of California, Ms. TITUS,
Ms. TLAIB, Ms. TOKUDA, Mr. TORRES
of New York, Ms. UNDERWOOD, Mr.
VARGAS, Ms. VELAZQUEZ,  Ms.
WATERS, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms.
WILLIAMS of Georgia, Ms. WILSON of
Florida, Mr. EVANS of Pennsylvania,
Mr. WHITESIDES, Mrs. TRAHAN, Mr.
MENENDEZ, Mr. SOTO, Mr. LATIMER,
and Mr. GOTTHEIMER):

H.R. 2368. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to prohibit a Federal firearms
licensee from selling or delivering certain
semiautomatic centerfire rifles or semiauto-
matic centerfire shotguns to a person under
21 years of age, with exceptions for active
duty military personnel and full-time law
enforcement officers, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania (for
himself, Mr. PANETTA, and Mr.
FITZPATRICK):

H.R. 2369. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to treat certain amounts
paid for physical activity, fitness, and exer-
cise as amounts paid for medical care; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mrs. KIM (for herself, Mr.
MOOLENAAR, and Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI):

H.R. 2370. A bill to improve the coopera-
tion between the United States and the au-
thorities of Taiwan with respect to travel
and tourism; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs, and in addition to the Committees
on Energy and Commerce, Homeland Secu-
rity, and Ways and Means, 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. LICCARDO:

H.R. 2371. A bill to adjust the boundaries of
the Golden Gate National Recreation Area to
include the Scarper Ridge property; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. LIEU (for himself, Ms. CHU, and
Ms. NORTON):
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H.R. 2372. A bill to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to enhance
medical device communications and ensure
device cleanliness; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Ms. MACE:

H.R. 2373. A bill to amend the Consolidated
Appropriations Act, 2022 with respect to a
civil action relating to the disclosure of inti-
mate images; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Ms. MACE (for herself, Mr. HARRIS
of Maryland, and Ms. BOEBERT):

H.R. 2374. A bill to amend section 505 of the
Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant
Responsibility Act of 1996 to prohibit the
provision of Federal financial assistance to
public institutions of higher education that
provide certain higher education benefits to
aliens who are not lawfully present in the
United States, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition
to the Committee on Education and Work-
force, 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. MAGAZINER (for himself and
Mr. AMO):

H.R. 2375. A bill to amend the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage-
ment Act to add Rhode Island to the Mid-At-
lantic Fishery Management Council; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

By Ms. MALOY:

H.R. 2376. A bill to nullify the Henry Moun-
tains and Fremont Gorge Travel Manage-
ment Plan; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Mr. MAST:

H.R. 2377. A bill to authorize the White
House Task Force on Celebrating America’s
250th Birthday to establish the National Gar-
den of American Heroes, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Mrs. MILLER of Illinois (for her-
self, Ms. TENNEY, Mr. ONDER, Mr.
MOORE of Alabama, and Mr. ESTES):

H.R. 2378. A bill to establish clear and con-
sistent biological definitions of male and fe-
male; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MOORE of Alabama (for himself
and Mr. VASQUEZ):

H.R. 2379. A Dbill to amend the Farm Secu-
rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 to in-
clude the provision of tree nuts (including
shelled tree nuts) under the seniors farmers’
market nutrition program, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. MORAN (for himself and Mr.
SMUCKER):

H.R. 2380. A bill to amend the Workforce
Innovation and Opportunity Act to authorize
the use of individual training accounts for
certain youth; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Workforce.

By Mr. MORELLE (for himself and Mr.
FITZPATRICK):

H.R. 2381. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to reauthorize and im-
prove the National Breast and Cervical Can-
cer Early Detection Program for fiscal years
2026 through 2030, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. MURPHY (for himself, Ms.
Foxx, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. ROUZER, Mr.
EDWARDS, Mr. HARRIGAN, Mr.
McDOWELL, and Mr. MOORE of North
Carolina):

H.R. 2382. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide that govern-
mental pension plans may include certain
firefighters, emergency medical technicians,
and paramedics, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Education and Workforce,
and in addition to the Committee on Ways
and Means, for a period to be subsequently
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determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.
By Mr. NEGUSE (for himself and Mr.
MCDOWELL):

H.R. 2383. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to authorize the use of
Preventive Health and Health Services Block
Grants to purchase life-saving opioid antago-
nists for schools and to provide related train-
ing and education to students and teachers,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. NUNN of Iowa (for himself and
Mr. HIMES):

H.R. 2384. A Dill to establish an Inde-
pendent Financial Technology Working
Group to Combat Terrorism and Illicit Fi-
nancing, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

By Mr. OBERNOLTE (for himself and
Mr. BEYER):

H.R. 2385. A Dbill to establish the National
Artificial Intelligence Research Resource,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Science, Space, and Technology.

By Mr. OGLES:

H.R. 2386. A bill to improve education out-
comes by empowering parents, States, and
local communities, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Education and Work-
force.

By Mr. ONDER (for himself, Mr. HAR-
RIS of Maryland, Mrs. MILLER of Illi-
nois, and Mrs. BigGgs of South Caro-
lina):

H.R. 2387. A bill to prohibit Federal funds
from being used for sex-trait altering treat-
ments for minors, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committees on the Ju-
diciary, Education and Workforce, and Ways
and Means, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Ms. RANDALL:

H.R. 2388. A bill to take certain Federal
land in the State of Washington into trust
for the Lower Elwha Klallam Tribe, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

By Ms. RANDALL:

H.R. 2389. A bill to take certain land in the
State of Washington into trust for the ben-
efit of the Quinault Indian Nation, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

By Mr. ROUZER:

H.R. 2390. A bill to amend title 46, United
States Code, to clarify that port infrastruc-
ture development program funds may be
used to replace Chinese port crane hardware
or software, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mr. RYAN (for himself, Mr. NUNN of
Iowa, and Mr. AMODEI of Nevada):

H.R. 2391. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to establish a refundable
tax credit for commercial truck drivers; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. STEIL (for himself, Mr. HILL of
Arkansas, Mr. TORRES of New York,
Mr. EMMER, Mr. HUIZENGA, Mr.
MEUSER, Mrs. KiM, Mr. MOORE of
North Carolina, Mr. DOWNING, Mr.
HARIDOPOLOS, Mr. GOTTHEIMER, and
Mr. LICCARDO):

H.R. 2392. A bill to provide for the regula-
tion of payment stablecoins, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Financial
Services.
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By Mr. STUTZMAN:

H.R. 2393. A bill to place a duty on im-
ported Australian Wagyu beef and to estab-
lish a to establish a reciprocal trade agree-
ment between the United States and Aus-
tralia as it concerns wagyu beef; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mrs. WAGNER (for herself, Mr.
SCHNEIDER, and Mr. MORAN):

H.R. 2394. A bill to authorize sentencing
enhancements for certain criminal offenses
directed by or coordinated with foreign gov-
ernments; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. BERGMAN (for himself, Mr.
GOLDEN of Maine, Mr. BACON, Mr.
BELL, Mrs. BICE, Mr. BosT, Mr. CAL-
VERT, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. CRAWFORD,
Ms. DE LA CRrRUZ, Mr. DAVIS of North

Carolina, Mr. DELUZIO, Mr.
DESJARLAIS, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Ms.
ELFRETH, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr.
FINSTAD, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr.

GIMENEZ, Mr. GOODEN, Mr. HAMADEH
of Arizona, Mr. HARRIGAN, Ms.
HOULAHAN, Mr. HUIZENGA, Mr. ISSA,
Ms. JACOBS, Mr. JACKSON of Texas,
Mr. KeLLYy of Mississippi, Mr.
KHANNA, Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia,
Mr. LALOTA, Mr. LAWLER, Mr. MAST,
Mr. McCORMICK, Mr. MCGUIRE, Mr.

MILLER of Ohio, Mr. MILLS, Mr.
MESSMER, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr.
MOULTON, Mr. NORCROSS, Mr.

OBERNOLTE, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. AUSTIN
ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr.
SORENSEN, Ms. TENNEY, Mr. TURNER
of Ohio, Mr. VAN ORDEN, Mr.
VASQUEZ, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. WILSON
of South Carolina, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr.
LUTTRELL, and Mr. VINDMAN):

H. Res. 254. A resolution recognizing the
250th anniversary of the United States Ma-
rine Corps; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Mr. MEEKS (for himself, Mr. SHER-
MAN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. KEATING, Mr.
BERA, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Ms.
TITUS, Mr. LIEU, Ms. JACOBS, Mrs.
CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK, Mr. STANTON,
Mr. MOSKOWITZ, Mr. JACKSON of Illi-

nois, Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE, Mr.
CosTA, Mr. AMO, Mr. MFUME, Ms.
JAYAPAL, Mr. LATIMER, Mr.
OLSZEWSKI, Ms. JOHNSON of Texas,

Ms. MCBRIDE, Mr. SCHNEIDER, and Ms.
DEAN of Pennsylvania):

H. Res. 2565. A resolution of inquiry request-
ing the President and directing the Sec-
retary of State to transmit to the House of
Representatives any record created on or
after January 20, 2025, under the control of
the President or the Secretary, respectively,
relating to strikes on the Houthis in Yemen
and the disclosure of confidential informa-
tion to a journalist on the Signal applica-
tion; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia (for
himself, Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS, Ms.
WILLIAMS of Georgia, Mr. CRENSHAW,
Mr. BACON, Mr. BIisHOP, Ms. CHU, Ms.
CLARKE of New York, Ms. LoIsS
FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, Mrs. MCIVER, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. PANETTA, Ms. SEWELL, Ms. STE-
VENS, Ms. STANSBURY, and Ms.
TLAIB):

H. Res. 256. A resolution supporting the
designation of March 2025 as Endometriosis
Awareness Month; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ (for herself, Ms.
SEWELL, Mrs. MCBATH, Mr. JOHNSON
of Georgia, Mr. MANNION, Ms.
STANSBURY, Ms. TITUS, and Ms. PIN-
GREE):

H. Res. 257. A resolution expressing support
for the designation of March 2025 as ‘‘Music
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in Our Schools Month”’; to the Committee on
Education and Workforce.
By Mr. WEBER of Texas (for himself
and Mr. CARTER of Texas):
H. Res. 258. A resolution censuring Rep-
resentative Jasmine Crockett of Texas; to
the Committee on Ethics.

————

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. KUSTOFF:

H.R. 2350.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Under Article I, Section 8, the Necessary
and Proper Clasue. Congress shall have the
power to make all laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into Execu-
tion the foregoing powers and all Powers
vested by this Constitution in the
Governmetn of the United States, or in any
Department of Officer thereof.

By Mr. McDOWELL:

H.R. 2351.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to Article 1 Section 8 of the
Constitution.

By Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania:

H.R. 2352.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Art. I, Sec. 8

By Mr. LANGWORTHY:

H.R. 2353.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

By Mr. MOORE of Utah:

H.R. 2354.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, section 8

By Mr. MOORE of Utah:

H.R. 2355.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. MASSIE:

H.R. 2356.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8

By Ms. ADAMS:

H.R. 2357.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section VIII of the U.S. Constitu-
tion.

By Mr. BARR:

H.R. 2358.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. CAREY:

H.R. 2359.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8

By Mr. CARTER of Texas:

H.R. 2360.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. CONNOLLY:

H.R. 2361.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

By Ms. DE LA CRUZ:

H.R. 2362.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Ms. DEGETTE:

H.R. 2363.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8 Clause 18

By Mr. EDWARDS:

H.R. 2364.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

“Regulate commerce with foreign nations,
and among the several states, and with the
Indian tribes.”

By Mr. EMMER:

H.R. 2365.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Ms. ESCOBAR:

H.R. 2366.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

THE U.S. CONSTITUTION

ARTICLE I, SECTION 8. POWERS OF
CONGRESS

CLAUSE 18

The Congress shall have the power . . . .
To make all laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into execution the
foregoing powers, and all other powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the government of
the United States, or in any department or
officer thereof.

By Mrs. HOUCHIN:

H.R. 2367.

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).

By Mr. IVEY:

H.R. 2368.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania:

H.R. 2369.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mrs. KIM:

H.R. 2370.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8.

By Mr. LICCARDO:

H.R. 2371.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 1.

All legislative powers herein granted shall
be vested in a Congress of the United States,
which shall consist of a Senate and House of
Representatives.

By Mr. LIEU:

H.R. 2372.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

U.S. Const., Art. 1, Sec. 8

By Ms. MACE:

H.R. 2373.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution.

By Ms. MACE:

H.R. 2374.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution.
By Mr. MAGAZINER:

H.R. 2375.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Ms. MALOY:

H.R. 2376.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 section 8.

By Mr. MAST:

H.R. 23717.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18.1

By Mrs. MILLER of Illinois:

H.R. 2378.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I

By Mr. MOORE of Alabama:

H.R. 2379.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. MORAN:

H.R. 2380.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. MORELLE:

H.R. 2381.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. MURPHY::

H.R. 2382.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

By Mr. NEGUSE:

H.R. 2383.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. NUNN of Iowa:

H.R. 2384.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof.

By Mr. OBERNOLTE:

H.R. 2385.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. OGLES:

H.R. 2386.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section VIII of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. ONDER:

H.R. 2387.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

By Ms. RANDALL:

H.R. 2388.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section 8

By Ms. RANDALL:

H.R. 2389.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article 1 Section 8
By Mr. ROUZER:

H.R. 2390.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section VIII

By Mr. RYAN:

H.R. 2391.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. STEIL:

H.R. 2392.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18:

To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof.

By Mr. STUTZMAN:

H.R. 2393.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I Section VIII

By Mrs. WAGNER:

H.R. 239%4.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 7: Mr. BUCHANAN.

H.R. 45: Mr. BARR.

H.R. 309: Mr. GIMENEZ.

H.R. 369: Mr. MOORE of Alabama.

H.R. 383: Mr. NADLER.

H.R. 430: Mr. LATIMER.

H.R. 433: Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. CONNOLLY,
Mrs. RAMIREZ, Mr. WHITESIDES, Mr. GARCIA
of California, and Ms. PINGREE.

H.R. 452: Ms. DELBENE and Mr. PAPPAS.

H.R. 491: Mr. CASTEN.

H.R. 516: Mr. SUOZZI.

H.R. 539: Mr. WALBERG.

H.R. 588: Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. THOMPSON of
California, and Mr. RASKIN.

H.R. 589: Mr. AUSTIN ScOTT of Georgia.

H.R. 612: Ms. ROSS.

H.R. 643: Mr. BRECHEEN.

H.R. 703: Mr. TIFFANY, Mr. HARRIS of Mary-
land, and Mr. BAUMGARTNER.

H.R. 722: Mr. SELF.

H.R. 749: Mr. SESSIONS.

H.R. 768: Mr. LIEU and Mr.
Texas.

H.R. 879: Ms. CASTOR of Florida and Mr.
STEUBE.

H.R. 909: Mr. FRY, Ms. STRICKLAND, Mr.
BERA, Mr. KUSTOFF, Mr. CLINE, Ms. KELLY of
Illinois, Ms. STANSBURY, Mr. TORRES of New
York, Mr. GOLDMAN of Texas, and Mr. Fos-
TER.

H.R. 973: Mr. SWALWELL.

H.R. 979: Mr. TIMMONS, Mr. EZELL, and Ms.
FOXX.

H.R. 989: Ms. STANSBURY, Mr. BELL, and
Mrs. RAMIREZ.

H.R. 1065: Ms. SCANLON, Mr. BEYER, Mr.
AMO, Mr. HOYER, Mr. CASTEN, Mr. SWALWELL,
Mr. DELUZIO, Mr. MCGARVEY, and Mr. MEEKS.

H.R. 1078: Mr. GOODEN and Mrs. MILLER-
MEEKS.

H.R. 1151: Mr. SWALWELL, Ms. McCOLLUM,
and Mrs. MILLER of West Virginia.

H.R. 1181: Mr. KELLY of Mississippi.

H.R. 1196: Mr. MRVAN.

H.R. 1211: Mr. RoY.
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H.R. 1229: Mr. DELUZIO, Mr. LUTTRELL, Mr.
KEATING, Mr. CUELLAR, and Mr. SCHMIDT.

H.R. 1262: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska and Ms.

OMAR.
. 1317: Mr.
. 1328: Mr.
. 1361: Mr.
. 1383: Mr.
. 1410: Mr. RESCHENTHALER.

H.R. 1422: Ms. BUDZINSKI, Mr. SCHMIDT, Mr.
LATIMER, Mr. MRVAN, Mrs. SPARTZ, and Mr.
TAYLOR.

H.R. 1464: Mr. GARCIA of California.

H.R. 1492: Mr. PFLUGER.

H.R. 1517: Ms. PETTERSEN
FLEISCHMANN.

H.R. 1522: Mr. MEEKS, Mr. DELUZIO, Mr.
CASTEN, Ms. BYNUM, Mr. MOSKOWITZ, Mrs.
MCBATH, Ms. Lois FRANKEL of Florida, Mr.
BIsHOP, Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. CLEAVER,
Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. KEATING, Mr.
GOLDMAN of Texas, and Ms. TITUS.

H.R. 1584: Mr. DELUZIO.

H.R. 1606: Mr. MEUSER.

H.R. 1684: Mr. COURTNEY.

H.R. 1702: Mr. CORREA.

H.R. 1715: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia.

H.R. 1750: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms.
NORTON, and Mr. THANEDAR.

H.R. 1793: Mr. FINSTAD.

H.R. 1806: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia and Ms.
NORTON.

FINSTAD.
SoTo.
FLEISCHMANN.
MORAN.

and Mr.

H.R. 1822: Mr. FINSTAD.

H.R. 1869: Mr. MRVAN.

H.R. 1871: Mr. COSTA.

H.R. 1940: Mr. LAHOOD.

H.R. 1949: Mr. MOORE of North Carolina.

H.R. 1950: Ms. TLAIB, Ms. JAYAPAL, and Mr.
THANEDAR.

H.R. 1993: Mr. WITTMAN, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, and Ms. SHERRILL.

H.R. 2002: Mr. PANETTA.

H.R. 2029: Mr. CORREA.

H.R. 2036: Ms. TENNEY and Mr. CONNOLLY.

H.R. 2039: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska.

H.R. 2042: Mr. MILLS and Ms. PETTERSEN.

H.R. 2059: Mr. AUCHINCLOSS and Mr. POCAN.

H.R. 2091: Ms. MCBRIDE.

H.R. 2094: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 2144: Mr. LATTA.

H.R. 2165: Mr. LATTA.

H.R. 2175: Mr. PANETTA, Ms. MATSUI, Mr.
CosTA, Ms. BARRAGAN, Mr. PETERS, Ms.
BROWNLEY, Mr. KILEY of California, Ms.
WATERS, and Mrs. TORRES of California.

H.R. 2189: Mr. NEHLS and Mr. VEASEY.

H.R. 2192: Mr. WIED and Mr. QUIGLEY.

H.R. 2200: Mr. MOYLAN, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr.
MOULTON, Mr. TURNER of Ohio, Ms. KING-
HINDS, and Mr. WITTMAN.

H.R. 2202: Mr. GOSAR and Mrs. BIGGS of
South Carolina.

. 2220: Ms. SALINAS.

. 2226: Mr. WEBSTER of Florida.

. 2240: Mr. BILIRAKIS.

. 2272: Mr. BACON and Mr. CAREY.
: Mr. BACON.

: Mrs. MILLER of West Virginia.
: Ms. TENNEY.

: Mr. GRIFFITH.

. 2299: Mr. HAMADEH of Arizona.

. Res. 11: Mr. CLYDE.

. Res. 28: Mr. COLLINS.

H.J. Res. 64: Mr. BARR.

H. Con. Res. 21: Mr. MIN.

H. Res. 64: Mr. SUBRAMANYAM, Mr. CARSON,
Ms. SCANLON, and Mr. KELLY of Pennsyl-
vania.

H. Res. 147: Ms. BONAMICI.

H. Res. 148: Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. MCBRIDE, Mr.
EVANS of Colorado, and Mrs. HINSON.

H. Res. 206: Mr. MORAN.

H. Res. 229: Mr. OGLES and Mr. GOSAR.
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