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Senate

The Senate was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Tuesday, May 7, 2024, at 3 p.m.

House of Representatives

The House met at noon and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WEBER of Texas).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 6, 2024.

I hereby appoint the Honorable RANDY K.
WEBER, Sr. 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 9, 2024, 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 1:50
p.m.

————
BAILING OUT ART STUDENTS

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

utes.
Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, last week, President Biden
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unilaterally made the decision to can-
cel more than $6.1 billion in debt for
300,000 art students across our country.

This is a bailout. This bailout is an
insult to the tens of millions of Ameri-
cans who either paid off their student
loans or who never attended college in
the first place.

Instead of using taxpayer dollars in
an attempt to win votes, President
Biden should be turning his attention
to the runaway inflation that has im-
pacted every man, woman, and child in
America. Parents shouldn’t have to
choose between buying gas or buying
groceries for their families. Parents
should not have to dip into their sav-
ings or into their retirement accounts
to afford basic goods.

Sadly, under President Biden, these
decisions have become all too common.
It is time to stop wasting taxpayer dol-
lars on student bailouts and Green New
Deal initiatives. It is time to return to
fiscal restraint. It is time to put a stop
to the runaway inflation that has be-
come the trademark of the Biden ad-
ministration.

BIDEN ADMINISTRATION’S SECRET FLIGHTS

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, last week, the House Home-
land Security Committee released doc-
uments that identified over 45 airport
locations that were used by President
Biden to secretly fly over 400,000 illegal
immigrants into our country.

These documents, which the Biden
administration only turned over under
subpoena, show that Secretary
Mayorkas and President Biden have
been transporting illegal immigrants

into communities across the United
States.

It is clear that President Biden is
using our regional airports to spread
this crisis and effectively make each
and every State a border State.

The American people cannot afford
to have a Homeland Security Secretary
that fails to keep America safe, and
Pennsylvania families cannot afford a
President who cares more about illegal
immigrants than about the American
people.

RECOGNIZING MAYOR JOHN CRUZ

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

Mr. MOYLAN. Mr. Speaker, today, I
rise to recognize Mayor John Cruz as
he serves his final term representing
the village of Hagatna after almost two
decades.

Before becoming the mayor of
Guam’s capital, Cruz faithfully served
the government of Guam for 25 years.
His tenure shows his commitment to
the people of Guam has been unwaver-
ing since the beginning. He has been a
strong advocate for the island and a
champion of public service.

Present day, Cruz is known by many
of his constituents for his beautifi-
cation efforts in his village, ensuring
Guam’s special capital remains a cul-
tural and historical hub.

Most importantly, Cruz is a family
man, devoted Catholic, and reliable
mayor who puts his constituents first.
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I thank Mayor Cruz for his dedica-
tion to the people of Hagatna. His lead-
ership has been instrumental in mak-
ing the village what it is today. I wish
him the very best in retirement, and I
am certain his legacy will be an inspi-
ration to all future leaders to come.

HONORING DR. VINCENT DUENAS

Mr. MOYLAN. Mr. Speaker, today, I
rise to honor a remarkable individual
who has made significant contributions
to the field of medicine, Dr. Vincent
Duenas. His deep passion for healing
and his tireless dedication to patient
care has made a profound impact on
the lives of countless individuals in my
community, the island of Guam.

As he retires from his position, I
thank him for 45 years of service at the
Guam Memorial Hospital Authority.

In addition to his distinguished ca-
reer as an internal medicine doctor, he
has also held the titles of GMH’s asso-
ciate hospital administrator of medical
services and medical director of res-
piratory therapy, among many other
positions.

One of the most remarkable aspects
of Dr. Duenas’ career is his exceptional
ability to provide compassionate care.
He has fostered an environment where
patients can feel heard, understood,
and supported.

Aside from his time in the medical
field, Dr. Duenas also served our Na-
tion in uniform for 20 years. He was a
member of the Guam Army National
Guard, ultimately retiring with the
rank of colonel.

Dr. Duenas’ accomplishments and
contributions to medicine are truly in-
spiring. His dedication, expertise, and
passion have made a positive impact on
countless lives in Guam.

Today, we honor Dr. Duenas and wish
him the very best in his retirement. I
am certain his legacy will continue to
inspire future doctors to come.

———
HONORING CARL PARKER

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
D’EsposiTO). The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. WEBER of
Texas) for 5 minutes.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to honor the life and legacy
of one Senator Carl Allen Parker, a
true southeast Texas giant.

Born in Port Arthur during the Great
Depression, Senator Parker dedicated
decades to serving the people of south-
east Texas. He was a distinguished law-
yer, statesman, and beloved native son
of Port Arthur.

Senator Parker leaves behind a leg-
acy of unwavering dedication to public
service and tireless advocacy for the
people of our great State. He will be re-
membered for his 34 years as a member
of the Texas Legislature, starting with
his election to the House of Represent-
atives in 1962 and then later to the
Texas Senate, where he served until
1995.

As we mourn the passing of this re-
markable man, let us also celebrate his
extraordinary life and the lasting im-
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pact he had on our State. May his leg-
acy inspire future generations of public
servants to follow in his footsteps and
continue the work of building a better
Texas for us all.

HONORING JUDGE RANDALL HUFSTETLER

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today with a heavy heart to honor
the extraordinary life of the Honorable
Kenneth Randall Hufstetler, State dis-
trict judge of the 300th District Court
of Brazoria County. For his relentless
dedication to public service and re-
markable contributions to our commu-
nity, he will always be remembered as
a Brazoria County icon.

Randy was a Texan whose life exem-
plified faith, family, and service. His
tenure as a judge was marked by his
steadfast commitment to upholding
our United States Constitution. With
integrity and diligence, he interpreted
and applied the law to ensure fairness
and justice in every single case that
crossed his bench.

Despite losing his battle with cancer
too soon, Randy’s legacy of courage
and strength will endure, inspiring us
all. Though he may no longer walk
among us, Randy’s impact will con-
tinue to be felt in the lives he touched
and the values he instilled.

To his beautiful family, Danette and
kids, Randy was the epitome of love,
strength, and devotion, cherishing each
moment with them as the greatest gift
of his life.

To Judge Kenneth Randall
Hufstetler, we say farewell with grati-
tude and admiration.

HONORING GERALD SULLIVAN

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to honor a distinguished
Texan, Gerald Sullivan, who has been
selected as the 2024 Buck N’ Ball hon-
oree.

Gerald’s story is nothing but a pure
Lone Star legend, showcasing grit,
guts, and a whole lot of Texas-sized
success.

From Galveston County to the halls
of Texas A&M, Gerald’s entrepre-
neurial spirit has left an indelible
mark. As chairman of the Port of Gal-
veston, he steered us through Hurri-
cane Ike’s wrath, ensuring our ports
and Galveston’s resilience.

His dedication to education and shar-
ing insights with students reflects his
commitment to the next generation,
not to mention the Sullivan family’s
century-long legacy in the beef cattle
industry, grazing cattle in salt grass
pastures along the Coastal Bend and
then shipping them from the Port of
Galveston to Caribbean nations like
Haiti and Cuba.

I congratulate Gerald and Susanne,
his lovely bride, on Gerald receiving
the Buck’ N Ball award from the Bryan
Museum in Galveston, where they are
preserving Texas history. Gerald’s
commitment and dedication are inspir-
ing to southeast Texas, and I am glad
and proud to call him a friend.
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DETERIORATING CONDITIONS IN
NIGER

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

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Speaker, I include in
the RECORD part II of the interim re-
port that I have prepared for the House
of Representatives titled: ‘“Unwelcome
in Niger.”

[From the Office of Congressman Matt
Gaetz]
PART II INTERIM REPORT—UNWELCOME IN
NIGER
SUMMARY

More than 1,000 U.S. service members cur-
rently stationed in Niger, Africa, at Air Base
101 and Air Base 201 are in danger. They are
currently being treated as pawns by both the
U.S. government and the government of
Niger (Conseil national pour la sauvegarde
de la patrie or the National Council for the
Safeguard of the Fatherland) as a diplomatic
negotiation regarding the withdrawal of U.S.
troops from Niger is ongoing.

Currently, U.S. troops are being denied
fresh rotations and needed medications for
chronic illnesses as diplomatic overflights
are stalled.

On information and belief, the Biden ad-
ministration, and particularly the U.S. State
Department, are concealing the dangerous
conditions for U.S. troops in Niger to avoid
the embarrassing reveal that their Africa
strategy has failed. It has led to little more
than collapsed governments, coups, and or-
ders to leave countries we once deemed a
“model”” for U.S. cooperation, as Russia and
China continue to advance their interests.

BACKGROUND

On April 17, 2024, this office filed with the
House an initial report on troop conditions
in Niger, Africa. A copy of this report is at-
tached hereto as Exhibit ““A.”

The report detailed an unfolding scandal,
risking troop welfare to avoid the diplomatic
embarrassment as the Biden administration
has deployed an Africa strategy rife with
coups, failures, and functionally abandoned
U.S. service members. All with little to show
for the billions of dollars of U.S. taxpayer
funds wasted in the continent.

The Report detailed specific concerns ex-
pressed by troops in Niger, Africa, their be-
lief that intelligence regarding their condi-
tion was being suppressed by U.S. Embassy
Niger, and the Department of State’s inabil-
ity to negotiate diplomatic overflights to
achieve troop rotations and deliver life-sus-
taining supplies, such as clean water and
medicine for chronic conditions.

The report further illuminated the pres-
ence of Russian troops at Air Base 101, be-
hind the wire. This is unprecedented.

BIDEN ADMINISTRATION ANNOUNCES
WITHDRAWAL

On April 20, 2024, the Biden administration
fessed up that U.S. troops would be leaving
Niger following the embarrassing demand to
do so by the government of Niger. Unfortu-
nately, this announcement has neither eased
tensions nor facilitated better well-being for
U.S. troops. During the negations sur-
rounding the withdrawal, the U.S. govern-
ment has not successfully obtained permis-
sions to resupply U.S. installations in Niger,
leaving our troops stuck and functionally
abandoned, unable to return home.

DIPLOMATIC ENGAGEMENT, NIGER EMBASSY,

WASHINGTON

On April 29, 2024, Congressman Matt Gaetz
met with Chargé d’Affaires Idi Hassane at
the Washington, D.C.-based Niger Embassy.

Mr. Hassane assured Congressman Gaetz
that all overflights requested by the U.S.
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government for troop rotations and medicine
would be approved. Congressman Gaetz me-
morialized this attestation by letter, at-
tached hereto as Exhibit “B.”

Unfortunately, the Chargé d’Affaires rep-
resentations have proven false. This office
continued to receive reports from service
members and their families that overflights
were not occurring, that medicine was not
being delivered, and that negotiations were
stalling. This induced subsequent demands
from this office to the government of Niger,
through their Chargé d’Affaires, attached
hereto as Exhibit ““C.”

CURRENT CONDITIONS OF U.S. TROOPS IN
NIGER—LACK OF MEDICINE

The initial report detailed statements by
several of the USAF public-health leaders at
Air Base 101. We reported then that if addi-
tional supplies were not provided by May,
several key medicines would be unavailable.
This has now come to fruition. On May 2,
2024, one active-duty spouse wrote [‘‘My hus-
band specifically is on cholesterol medica-
tion for his heart and at this point in time he
has run out of medication. I mailed him a
medication refill . . . that is currently sit-
ting in Germany because Niger still will not
approve flights.””] A copy of this spouse’s
correspondence is attached hereto as Exhibit
“D.” Lacking medicine has also been a con-
cern expressed by other family members,
with specificity (see below).

As stated by another service member in
Niger:

Since two weeks ago we still have not re-
ceived supplies, AB 101 is still short on blood
and medications, here at 201 we are mission
parts that should have been here months
ago. They are struggling getting even
MEdevac planes in for people that need to be
seen at a higher level of care . . . Why are we
still here?”’ (See Exhibit “E”)

And another:

“The situation here at Air Base 101 and 201
(I’'m here at 201) is a failure on the United
States Government.”” We keep getting told
“‘talks are good” well if they are going good,
why have no planes come in for our replace-
ments? . . . We have not a resupply mission
here since March. The morale here is terrible
and it needs to be fixed ASAP!” (Exhibit
CF)

EXTORTION TO LEAVE

An FL-01 constituent and father of an ac-
tive-duty service member in Niger relayed to
this office that local officials are ‘‘extorting
passengers in order for them to bring lug-
gage through the airport.” This account is
confirmed by the spouse of a military con-
tractor currently stationed in Niger, whose
correspondence is attached as Exhibit “G.”’

RUSSIANS ON BASE

The initial report alleged that Russian
troops were allowed onto U.S. installations
in Niger. This is unprecedented and dan-
gerous. Reuters has now confirmed this
claim, see Exhibit ‘“H.”” This continues to be
a source of safety concern for our troops and
their families.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The Biden Administration must imme-
diately resupply U.S. troops in Niger. Our
service members, contractors and their fami-
lies must not be allowed to be used as lever-
age by the government of Niger or anyone
else during a military retrograde. Moreover,
the Biden administration should not spasm
into a hasty retrograde which would leave
hundreds of millions of dollars in U.S. mili-
tary material in the hands of terrorists,
militants, or Russians. The Biden adminis-
tration must fly in the needed water, medi-
cation supplies and troop rotations, under
fighter escort if necessary. If this does not
occur, the Biden administration has rendered
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these brave Americans hostages of a hostile
foreign regime.

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Speaker, the link to
the full report can be found here:
https://gaetz.house.gov/sites/evo-
subsites/gaetz.house.gov/files/evo-
media-document/

Part%2011%20Interim %20Report %20-
%20Unwelcome %20in%20Niger.pdf.

I rise to warn this body of the dete-
riorating conditions in the African
country of Niger and to give rise to the
concern of servicemembers and con-
tractors.

More than a thousand of them right
now are functionally being held hos-
tage in Niger. They are being used as
pawns during a negotiation that has
left America at the bended knee of
Third World criminals and thugs as our
troops seek medicine, freshwater, and
troop rotations.

How did we get here, with more than
1,100 Americans endangered right now
in Niger? It started back in March 2023.
Secretary of State Antony Blinken
went to Niger and proclaimed that it
was a model of resilience, a platform
for great democracy. It would be where
America would execute its Africa strat-
egy.

One year later, almost to the day,
there was a coup in Niger. Guess who
overthrew the government that we said
was the great model of resilience? The
people we trained. We trained the coup
leaders to go throw out the democrat-
ically elected Government of Niger.

I know this will surprise you, but
after that occurred, they say they want
our bases, which U.S. taxpayers have
poured more than a billion dollars into,
gone. They want our servicemembers
gone.

I came to this floor after hearing
from some of my constituents who are
stationed in Niger. After the overthrow
of the government, there weren’t re-
supply flights. They said: Congress-
man, we are going to be out of medi-
cine in May if we don’t get this sorted
out.

0 1215

Three days after I filed part I of the
report that I am supplementing today,
the Biden administration announced
that we will be leaving Niger—a wel-
come sign, I am sure—but the leaving
didn’t actually happen. We have people
who are now more than 200 days into a
180-day rotation.

While the negotiation regarding ret-
rograde and withdrawal are ongoing,
the government in Niger is using the
well-being and health of our service-
members as leverage to get what they
want out of our government. Our
troops aren’t getting medicine for ma-
laria, cholesterol, blood pressure, and
other chronic conditions.

I have received letters from the wives
and fathers of the people who are in
Niger now, and they say: We know that
our family members are being extorted
by the local governments. When they
try to leave, it is hundreds of dollars to
even bring a bag through the airport.
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We know that Russians are behind the
wire.

Do you know what a real U.S. Presi-
dent would do? They would say that C-
130s are on their way to Niger today
with the water, medicine, and food that
our troops need, that they will have a
full fighter pilot escort there.

If the Government of Niger or any
other third-world thug tries to even
turn on their air defense systems, we
should show those leaders and those
thugs what the target package looks
like on their houses and their family
members.

It should not be Americans who are
suffering because President Biden and
Secretary Blinken are so embarrassed
that their strategy in Africa failed that
they are willing to let Americans’ con-
ditions deteriorate.

They are willing to let our military
spouses and family members wonder
what is going to happen to their loved
ones with their blood pressure rising
and no blood pressure medication or be
concerned about what will happen now
that we are in May and there is not suf-
ficient malaria medication. We should
always keep our people’s well-being at
the forefront of our minds.

Today, we should be resupplying our
troops in Niger, Africa, and we should
dare these thugs and criminals to mess
with us while we are doing that. This is
a total embarrassment, and saving
politicians and people like Biden and
Blinken from embarrassment is not
worth putting U.S. troops at risk.

I will stay on this. I will stay on our
government and the Government of
Niger to ensure that our military mem-
bers and their families are appro-
priately treated, and their concerns are
elevated to the highest levels of this
House.

——
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 17
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

————
O 1400
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at 2
p.m.

————

PRAYER

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

Lord of the universe, look down upon
Your people and grant us Your peace.
From generation to generation, we
have found ways to disparage and de-
stroy one another, allowing racism,
prejudice, and discrimination to color
our judgment and enrage our worst
selves.
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You have warned us that there will
be wars and rumors of wars, nation will
rise against nation. Earthquakes, fam-
ines, pestilence, and persecution will
threaten our freedoms and dismantle
our security.

On this day of Holocaust remem-
brance, remind us that the insidious
malice that crept into our culture and
led to the horrific deaths of tens of mil-
lions, including Jews, Roma, Jehovah’s
Witnesses, gays, and the disabled, is an
evil that is still at work today, per-
vading our communities.

The present turmoil reveals a pivotal
moment where You call us to bear tes-
timony to our faithfulness to You and
to You alone. In the words of Elie
Wiesel: “For the dead and the living,
we must bear witness.”

Grant us courage, and unite us under
the values of dignity, respect, justice,
and righteousness that when we reflect
on history’s extermination of entire
peoples, we would affirm that never
again means now.

In the strength of Your 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 Alabama (Mr. CARL) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. CARL 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.

—————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 3, 2024.
Hon. MIKE JOHNSON,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
May 3, 2024, at 9:35 a.m.

That the Senate passed S. 2181.

That the Senate passed S. 3126.

That the Senate passed S. 3249.

That the Senate passed S. 3285.

That the Senate agreed to S. Con. Res. 34.

That the Senate agreed to S. Con. Res. 35.

That the Senate agreed to Relative to the
death of the Honorable Daniel Robert Gra-
ham, former United States Senator from the
State of Florida S. Res. 668.
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That the Senate agreed to Relative to the
death of the Honorable David Hampton
Pryor, former United States Senator from
the State of Arkansas S. Res. 673.

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 593.

That the Senate agreed to H. Con. Res. 89.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,

KEVIN F. MCCUMBER,
Acting Clerk.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 3, 2024.
Hon. MIKE JOHNSON,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, I have the honor to transmit a sealed
envelope received from the White House on
May 3, 2024, at 12:28 p.m., said to contain a
message from the President on his objections
to H.J. Res. 98 which he returns without his
signature.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,
KEVIN F. MCCUMBER,
Acting Clerk of the House.

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL UNDER THE RULE
SUBMITTED BY THE NATIONAL
LABOR RELATIONS BOARD RE-
LATING TO “STANDARD FOR DE-
TERMINING JOINT EMPLOYER
STATUS”—VETO MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 118-135)

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following veto message from the
President of the United States:

To the House of Representatives:

I am returning herewith without my
approval H.J. Res. 98, a resolution that
would disapprove of the National Labor
Relations Board’s (NLRB) rule entitled
“Standard for Determining Joint Em-
ployer Status.”

Since day one, my Administration
has fought to strengthen workers’ right
to organize and bargain for higher
wages, better benefits, and safer work-
ing conditions. The NLRB’s rule would
prevent companies from evading their
bargaining obligations or liability
when they control a worker’s working
condition—even if they reserve such
control or exercise it indirectly
through a subcontractor or other inter-
mediary. If multiple companies control
the terms and conditions of employ-
ment, then the right to organize is ren-
dered futile whenever the workers can-
not bargain collectively with each of
those employers.

Without the NLRB’s rule, companies
could more easily avoid liability sim-
ply by manipulating their corporate
structure, like hiding behind sub-
contractors or staffing agencies. By
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hampering the NLRB’s efforts to pro-
mote the practice and procedure of col-
lective bargaining, Republicans are sid-
ing with union-busting corporations
over the needs of workers and their
unions. I am proud to be the most pro-
union, pro-worker President in Amer-
ican history. I make no apologies for
my Administration protecting the
right to organize and bargain collec-
tively.
Therefore, I am vetoing this resolu-
tion.
JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 3, 2024.

The SPEAKER. The objections of the
President will be spread at large upon
the Journal and the veto message and
the joint resolution will be printed as a
House document.

Mr. CARL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that further consider-
ation of the veto message and the joint
resolution, H.J. Res. 98, be postponed
until the legislative day of May 7, 2024.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ala-
bama?

There was no objection.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause
12(a) of rule I, the Chair declares the
House in recess subject to the call of
the Chair.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 7 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

——
O 1600

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. CLOUD) at 4 p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or votes objected
to under clause 6 of rule XX.

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.

——————

SECURING CHAIN OF COMMAND
CONTINUITY ACT

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 6972) to amend title 5, United
States Code, to require an Executive
agency whose head is a member of the
National Security Council to notify the
Executive Office of the President, the
Comptroller General of the United
States, and congressional leadership of
such head becoming medically inca-
pacitated within 24 hours, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:
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H.R. 6972

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Securing
Chain of Command Continuity Act’’.

SEC. 2. NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL MEDICAL
INCAPACITY NOTIFICATION EN-
HANCEMENT.

Section 3349 of title 5, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘(c)(1) Not later than 24 hours after the
head of an Executive agency who is a mem-
ber of the National Security Council be-
comes medically incapacitated or 24 hours in
advance of a planned medical procedure
where incapacitation is known or may be
reasonably assumed, the person serving or
who will be serving in an acting capacity as
such head or, if no person is or will be so act-
ing, the first assistant to the office of such
head, shall submit to the appropriate Fed-
eral officials a notification that such head is
or will be medically incapacitated.

‘“(2) If the notification required by para-
graph (1) with respect to a head of an Execu-
tive agency becoming medically incapaci-
tated is not submitted in accordance with
the requirements of such paragraph, not
later than 72 hours after such head became
subject to such medical incapacity the per-
son serving in an acting capacity as such
head or, if no person is so acting, the first as-
sistant to the office of such head, shall sub-
mit to the appropriate Federal officials a re-
port including—

‘““(A) the name of each individual who
served in an acting capacity as such head
pursuant to such medical incapacity and, for
each such individual—

‘(1) the dates of such service;

‘“(ii) whether such individual was author-
ized to serve in such acting capacity; and

‘‘(iii) a comprehensive list of resources and
authorities allocated to such individual
while serving in such acting capacity to en-
sure that such individual could perform the
functions and duties of the office of such
head;

‘“(B) an explanation why the notification
required by paragraph (1) was not submitted
in accordance with the requirements of such
paragraph;

‘(C) the dates of such head’s medical inca-
pacitation, and if such head has resumed per-
forming the functions and duties of the of-
fice, the date such head so resumed per-
forming such functions and duties; and

‘(D) an explanation why such head was
medically incapacitated.

““(3) In the event the head of an Executive
agency remains medically incapacitated on
the date the report is submitted under para-
graph (2), the person serving in an acting ca-
pacity as such head or, if no person is so act-
ing, the first assistant to the office of such
head, shall submit periodic updates, as such
person or first assistant considers appro-
priate, to such report to the appropriate Fed-
eral officials.

‘“(4) In this subsection—

‘“(A) the term ‘appropriate Federal offi-
cials’ means the Executive Office of the
President, the Comptroller General of the
United States, the Majority Leader of the
Senate, the Minority Leader of the Senate,
the Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and the Minority Leader of the House of Rep-
resentatives;

‘(B) the terms ‘medical incapacity’ and
‘medically incapacitated’ mean, with respect
to the head of an Executive agency, that
such head is unable to perform the functions
and duties of the office of such head due to
sickness, injury, or other medical condition
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and such inability to perform the functions
and duties of the office of such head con-
stitutes a vacancy of the office of such head
to which this section and sections 3345, 3346,
3347, 3348, 3349a, 3349b, 3349c, and 3349d apply;
and

“(C) the term ‘National Security Council’
means the council established under section
101 of the National Security Act of 1947 (50
U.S.C. 3021).”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. LATURNER) and the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kansas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATURNER. 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 on this
measure.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, like many of you, I was
shocked this past February when Con-
gress learned that Secretary of Defense
Lloyd Austin was medically incapaci-
tated for days before the President or
congressional leaders were made aware.

The lack of transparency set off
alarm bells on both sides of the aisle
and across the national security com-
munity.

We are experiencing crises across the
world, crises that require our defense
leadership to be alert and ready.

Unfortunately, our defense leadership
was not ready earlier this year. Sec-
retary Austin was incapacitated, and
no one knew.

In these times, we cannot afford to be
caught so unprepared. That is why this
bill is an important measure to ensure
military readiness.

The Securing the Chain of Command
Continuity Act requires congressional
and Presidential notification when
someone who is a member of the Na-
tional Security Council and is the head
of an executive agency becomes medi-
cally incapacitated.

Under the bill, the person filling in
for the incapacitated official must send
the proper notifications within 24
hours of the official’s medical incapaci-
tation.

If the proper notifications are not
provided, a report detailing why the
notification rules were not followed
must be sent to Congress, the Presi-
dent, and the Comptroller General
within 72 hours. This is a measured and
balanced solution to this national secu-
rity issue.

I thank my colleagues, Representa-
tive KIGGANS of Virginia and Rep-
resentative DAVIS of North Carolina,
for their bipartisan work on this im-
portant and timely legislation.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to support this bill, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.
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Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Mr. LATURNER
for his excellent introduction. I rise
also in support of H.R. 6927, which
would amend the Federal Vacancies
Reform Act of 1998 to require any agen-
cy head who is a member of the Na-
tional Security Council to notify the
executive office of the President, GAO,
and congressional leadership within 24
hours in the event of medical inca-
pacity.

This bill was brought forth after the
hospitalization several months ago of
Secretary of Defense Lloyd Austin to
treat complications from cancer sur-
gery.

Secretary Austin has taken responsi-
bility for the lack of notification to
the President during his hospitaliza-
tion and has assured the American peo-
ple that ‘‘there were no gaps in au-
thorities and no risks to the Depart-
ment’s command and control” during
his absence.

A congressional hearing on the topic
in February confirmed as much, and a
classified review found no ‘ill intent”
by the Secretary’s staff.

I commend the Biden administration
for the swift action it took to conduct
a thorough review of current protocols
and to ensure that the Office of the
President receives all proper notifica-
tions. This bill aligns with the Biden
administration’s efforts in the field.

Consistent with the spirit of trans-
parency embodied in the 25th Amend-
ment to the Constitution, which re-
quires congressional leadership to be
notified if the President is unable to
discharge the duties of his or her office,
I agree that Congress should be noti-
fied if an agency head who is a member
of the NSC is similarly incapacitated.

I support this legislation, I congratu-
late Secretary Austin on his recovery,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank Mr. RASKIN for his comments.

I yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Virginia (Mrs. KIGGANS).

Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I am proud to rise today to
speak in support of my legislation, the
Securing the Chain of Command Con-
tinuity Act.

At a time when our Nation is facing
threats around the world, we cannot af-
ford for those who are critical to Amer-
ica’s national security to disappear
without explanation and a clear delega-
tion of their responsibilities.

As someone who served in the Armed
Forces for nearly 10 years, I was
alarmed by reports back in January
that those at the highest levels in the
chain of command were not informed
when Secretary of Defense Austin re-
quired an unexpected leave of absence
due to health challenges.

For days, essential members of the
National Security Council, including
the President, were left in the dark re-
garding his status, causing a serious
breach of command and control that is
the bedrock of America’s defense su-
premacy.
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I am concerned for Secretary Aus-
tin’s health and wish him well. How-
ever, the Department of Defense’s lack
of transparency surrounding his ab-
sence is very concerning.

Critical communication breakdowns
like these could have disastrous results
and put our men and women in uniform
at risk.

To ensure America remains capable
of combating threats wherever and
whenever they occur, we not only need
an unparalleled fighting force but also
a strong chain of command among our
military’s leadership that cannot be
compromised.

That is why I introduced the Secur-
ing the Chain of Command Continuity
Act alongside my colleague on the
other side of the aisle, Congressman
DAvis of North Carolina, to prevent
any similar chain of command break-
downs in the future and preserve the
integrity of our national security.

My  Dbipartisan legislation would
amend existing law to require all mem-
bers of the National Security Council
to notify the executive office of the
President, the Comptroller General of
the United States, and to each Cham-
ber of Congress within 24 hours of any
planned or emergent medical incapaci-
tation.

In the event this notification does
not occur, a comprehensive report
must be submitted providing trans-
parency surrounding the incapacita-
tion and related notification failure
within 30 days.

At a time when our servicemembers
are facing lethal attacks from our ad-
versaries overseas, my bill will help en-
sure continuous chain of command so
that our military and national defense
systems can operate seamlessly in case
of an emergency and achieve mission
success.

It is my goal in Congress to advance
legislation that protects our country,
our citizens, and our men and women
in uniform.

That is why I drafted this national
security bill in a way that all common-
sense Members can support, no matter
which side of the aisle they are on.

I was pleased when the Securing the
Chain of Command Continuity Act was
passed unanimously out of the House
Oversight Committee in February,
proving just how nonpartisan this ef-
fort is. I thank Congressman DAVIS of
North Carolina for his partnership with
me on this critical issue.

The world is a dangerous place. We
can’t afford a lack of transparency
from our senior military leaders. We
must preserve the integrity of our na-
tional security, and I urge my col-
leagues to vote in favor of this com-
monsense, bipartisan legislation that
will keep our country and our military
men and women safe.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. DAVIS).

Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I thank Ranking Member
RASKIN for yielding time.
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I rise in support of H.R. 6972, the Se-
curing Chain of Command Continuity
Act. As a proud United States Air
Force veteran, I join my colleague,
Representative KIGGANS of Virginia,
who also served our country in uni-
form, to introduce this bipartisan bill.

If we have learned anything from the
past several months, it is, indeed, we
are in a more dangerous world. As ten-
sions and threats rise across the globe,
timely responses are vital to safe-
guarding the American people and sav-
ing lives.

Congress must require National Se-
curity Council agencies to provide a
notice of the incapacitation of their
agency heads within 24 hours. That is
reasonable.

This requirement for our Nation’s
leaders is a minimum expectation to
ensure transparency and account-
ability. The American people deserve
nothing less, and I support the legisla-
tion.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from North Carolina for
his eloquent remarks, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. VAN ORDEN), my friend.

Mr. VAN ORDEN. Mr. Speaker, I
spent over 25 years in the United
States military. I designed elements
from as large as a SEAL team down to
a small tactical unit.

The first thing that you establish is
something called CCIRs, Commander’s
Critical Information Requirements,
and the first one is: Where is the com-
mander? Is the commander in place and
able to make decisions?

Unfortunately, the most powerful De-
partment of Defense in the history of
the world, led by Lloyd Austin, failed
to do the most simple task that is re-
quired of any commander, and that is
to inform the Commander in Chief of
his presence.

This, to me, is another sign of an in-
credibly incompetent Department of
Defense and the Biden administration’s
inability to lead and protect this Na-
tion.

I am so thankful that my colleagues
across the aisle have identified this
also, and they know that the Biden ad-
ministration must be held accountable
for their lack of leadership in pro-
tecting the United States of America.

It is unquestionable that the world is
a much more dangerous place under
the Biden administration and under
Secretary Austin’s leadership of the
Department of Defense.

Again, I thank my colleagues from
across the aisle for this bipartisan ef-
fort to hold the Biden administration
accountable and to make sure that any
member of the National Security Coun-
cil who is incapable of performing their
duties is informing the President in a
timely manner.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time, and I
am prepared to close.

Mr. Speaker, we had such a nice bi-
partisan spirit going. I almost want to
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bite my tongue, but I do have to re-
spond to the last speaker who took a
gratuitous shot at President Biden and
the Biden administration, which has
moved very quickly to get behind this
legislation and to address this gap in
the law.

We do need to always establish the
chain of command, and we need to
know, as the gentleman from Wis-
consin was saying, where is the Com-
mander in Chief? Where is the leader?

That was the question everybody was
asking on January 6 when this institu-
tion, this body, came under brutal,
merciless attack by a mob incited by
the former President.

Nearly 150 of our police officers were
wounded, brutalized, and hospitalized
in that attack, and everybody was ask-
ing this very question the gentleman
from Wisconsin was asking, which is:
Where is the Commander in Chief?
Where is the leader? Where is the Na-
tional Guard?

I am sorry to have to make that refu-
tation of the last interjection by the
gentleman from Wisconsin. Again, I
thank Mr. LATURNER for the bipartisan
spirit with which he brings this legisla-
tion forward, and I strongly support it.

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

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time. We
were 80 close, Mr. Speaker. So close.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my House
colleagues to support this common-
sense government transparency bill to
address a relevant national security
concern.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr.
LATURNER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6972, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

INFORMATION QUALITY
ASSURANCE ACT

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 7219) to ensure that Federal agen-
cies rely on the best reasonably avail-
able scientific, technical, demographic,
economic, and statistical information
and evidence to develop, issue or in-
form the public of the nature and bases
of Federal agency rules and guidance,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7219

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Information
Quality Assurance Act’.

SEC. 2. INFORMATION QUALITY ASSURANCE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter 1 of chapter
35 of title 44, United States Code, is amended
by adding at the end the following:
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“§ 3522. Information Quality Assurance.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of the enactment of the Infor-
mation Quality Assurance Act, the Director
shall—

‘(1) with public and Federal agency in-
volvement, update the guidelines issued
under subsection (a) of the Information Qual-
ity Act—

““(A) to provide policy and procedural guid-
ance to the heads of Federal agencies for bet-
ter ensuring and maximizing the quality, ob-
jectivity, utility, and integrity of influential
information or evidence—

‘(i) used by the heads of Federal agencies
to develop or issue rules and guidance; or

‘‘(ii) disseminated to the public to inform
the public about the nature and bases of such
rules and guidance; and

‘(B) in a manner consistent with—

‘(i) this chapter; and

‘“(ii) the amendments made by the Founda-
tions for Evidence-Based Policymaking Act
of 2018 (Public Law 115-435); and

‘“(2) make the guidelines updated under
paragraph (1) available on the website of the
Office of Management and Budget.

““(b) CONTENT OF GUIDELINES.—In updating
the guidelines under subsection (a), the Di-
rector shall require that the head of each
Federal agency to which the guidelines
apply, not later than 1 year after the Direc-
tor updates such guidelines—

‘(1) update any guidelines issued by the
head of the Federal agency under the Infor-
mation Quality Act to ensure that, in the
case of influential information or evidence,
the best reasonably available information
and evidence is relied on in developing,
issuing, or informing the public about the
rules and guidance of the Federal agency;

‘‘(2) publish the guidelines updated by the
head of the Federal agency under paragraph
(1) on the website of the Federal agency;

““(3) ensure the administrative mechanisms
established under subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion (b)(2) of the Information Quality Act are
available with respect to seeking and obtain-
ing the correction of any influential infor-
mation or evidence that the Federal agency
uses to develop or issue a rule or guideline,
or disseminates to the public to inform the
public of the nature and basis of any rule or
guidance of the Federal agency, that does
not comply with the guidelines issued under
paragraph (1); and

‘“(4) include in the report required under
subparagraph (C) of subsection (b)(2) of the
Information Quality Act the information de-
scribed under that subparagraph with re-
spect to any complaints received by the Fed-
eral agency related to the accuracy of influ-
ential information or evidence the Federal
agency uses to develop, issue, or inform the
public of the nature and bases of rules or
guidance.

“‘(¢) PUBLIC DISCLOSURE.—

‘(1 AVAILABILITY.—Except as provided
under paragraph (2), the head of the Federal
agency shall make available in the docket
for the rulemaking of any rule of the Federal
agency, or in the administrative record for
any guidance, in a timely manner before the
promulgation of the rule or issuance of the
guidance document—

‘“(A) any model, methodology, or source of
scientific, technical, demographic, economic,
or statistical information or evidence upon
which the head of the Federal agency—

‘‘(i) relied on in developing or issuing such
rule or guidance; or

‘“(ii) proposes to rely on in developing or
issuing such rule or guidance; and

‘(B) an identification of whether each such
model, methodology, or source constitutes,
or may constitute, influential information or
evidence.
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‘“(2) EXCEPTION.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The head of the Federal
agency—

‘(i) shall implement paragraph (1) in a
manner consistent with this chapter and sec-
tion 552a of title 5; and

‘‘(ii) may not make available in the docket
for the rulemaking of any rule of the Federal
agency, or in the administrative record for
any guidance, information that is prohibited
from being disclosed to the public under any
statute.

‘(B) EXPLANATION TO BE INCLUDED IN DOCK-
ET OR ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD.—If the head
of the Federal agency does not make a
model, methodology, or source available
under paragraph (1)(A) pursuant to para-
graph (2)(A), the head of the Federal agency
shall include in the docket for the rule-
making or the administrative record for the
guidance document—

‘(i) an explanation as to why such infor-
mation cannot be made publicly available,
including a citation to the applicable law
and policy; and

‘“(ii) a description of any steps being taken
to increase access to such information, even
if the information cannot be made public.

‘“(3) FORMAT OF SOURCE.—The head of each
Federal agency shall make any model, meth-
odology, or source required to be made avail-
able under paragraph (1)(A) available as an
open Government data asset.

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) EVIDENCE.—The term ‘evidence’ has
the meaning given that term in section 3561.

‘(2) INFLUENTIAL INFORMATION OR EVI-
DENCE.—The term ‘influential information or
evidence’ means information or evidence (in-
cluding scientific, technical, demographic,
economic, financial, and statistical informa-
tion or evidence) that the head of the Fed-
eral agency can reasonably determine will
have or does have a clear or substantial im-
pact on—

‘“(A) developing or issuing a proposed or
final rule of the Federal agency; or

‘“(B) informing the public of the nature and
basis of any rule or guidance of the Federal
agency.

“(3) INFORMATION QUALITY ACT.—The term
‘Information Quality Act’ means section 515
of the Treasury and General Government Ap-
propriations Act, 2001 (Public Law 106-554).”".

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for subchapter I of chapter 35 of title
44, United States Code, is amended by adding
after the item relating to section 3521 the
following:

¢‘3522. Information Quality Assurance.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. LATURNER) and the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kansas.

O 1615
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATURNER. 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 on this
measure.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
bill, the Information Quality Assur-
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ance Act. Each year, thousands of reg-
ulations are imposed as an added bur-
den on the American public. The Code
of Federal Regulations, in which these
rules are housed, spans 243 volumes
that contain over 180,000 single-spaced
pages. Agency guidance explaining
these regulations to the public likely
spans millions more pages.

If we must have rules imposed by
Federal regulatory agencies, we should,
at the very least, ensure that regu-
latory agencies rely on the best avail-
able information. Unfortunately, agen-
cies frequently do not rely on the best
available information to create their
regulations.

Year after year, the Federal courts
are clogged with litigation brought by
regulated parties who point out that
Federal agencies have acted based on
flawed information. Over the years,
Congress has tried to improve the situ-
ation.

In 2000, Congress enacted the Infor-
mation Quality Act, which charged the
Office of Management and Budget and
each Federal agency to adopt guide-
lines to ensure agencies rely on high-
quality information.

In 2015, Congress enacted the Founda-
tions of Evidence-Based Policymaking
Act, expanding on the Information
Quality Act to further ensure agencies
use high-quality information.

Still, disputes continue to arise over
whether regulators are basing their de-
cisions on the best quality information
available. Every year, courts strike
down agency rules that do not rely on
adequate information. Every year,
agency guidance that does not rely on
the best information forces regulated
parties down pathways that do not
make sense.

The Information Quality Assurance
Act takes several major but straight-
forward steps to solve that problem.
For the first time, it requires that the
information on which agencies rest
their rules and guidance be the best
reasonably available information. It
also includes several additional terms
to make sure agencies are finally held
to that standard.

This legislation will improve the
quality of agency decisionmaking, im-
prove the acceptability of new rules
and guidance, and avoid the need for
many disputes over agencies’ use of in-
formation to go to court.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill. I thank Representa-
tive McCLAIN and Representative POR-
TER for their work on this important
bipartisan legislation.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
Comment Integrity and Management
Act.

Technological advances have ex-
panded access to Federal agencies’ on-
line rulemaking dockets and have
made it easier for the public to com-
ment on proposed rules. That is a very
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good thing from the standpoint of
transparency, accountability, and de-
liberation.

At the same time, in some recent
high-profile rulemakings, agencies
have received an extraordinarily high
volume of completely duplicative com-
ments, which has created some chal-
lenges for agencies in processing them
and managing their online rulemaking
dockets.

I am sure Members are familiar with
receiving a standardized message hun-
dreds or even thousands of times from
constituents or people across the coun-
try.

This bill is designed to help agencies
manage such mass comments and com-
puter-generated comments submitted
in response to proposed rules. It is not
intended in any way to discourage
mass comments, which are indeed a
vital part of the regulatory process.
The bill would simply allow agencies to
post a representative sample of mass
comments. If they choose to do that,
they would also be required to post the
number—hold that thought, if you
would, Mr. Speaker. I was describing
the next bill. Forgive me. We got our
papers confused here. Keep that in
mind. I like that one, too.

The Information Quality Assurance
Act is bipartisan legislation introduced
by Representatives PORTER and
McCLAIN. I commend them for their
work on it.

It would require the Director of OMB
to update guidance issued under the In-
formation Quality Act. That guidance
is more than 20 years old, and much
work has been done by Congress and
the executive branch on these issues in
the interim. The Evidence-Based Pol-
icymaking Act, the DATA Act, and the
OPEN Government Act are just a few
new laws requiring updated guidance.

Updated guidance would enable agen-
cies to better ensure the quality of in-
formation and evidence used in pro-
mulgating regulations. The new guid-
ance would ensure that the best rea-
sonably available scientific, demo-
graphic, economic, financial, and sta-
tistical information is relied on during
the regulatory process.

The bill also continues the practices
of the Information Quality Act that
allow for public input on the informa-
tion submitted and mechanisms for
OMB to report any complaints to Con-
gress.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the majority
for working closely with us and the ad-
ministration in crafting this bill. The
result is strong, and I fully support it.

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

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for making that
mistake so that when I make it here in
a few bills, it will be easier for me.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs.
MCCLAIN).

Mrs. MCCLAIN. Mr. Speaker, I am
proud to be the sponsor of H.R. 7219,
the Information Quality Assurance
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Act. I also thank Representative KATIE
PORTER for partnering with me on this
important piece of legislation.

From my time in business, I can tell
you that American employers and
workers cannot afford for the Federal
Government to impose new regulations
and guidance on them that are mis-
informed, misconceived, and, quite
frankly, backed by bad data.

Regulations like that only harm the
American people. They needlessly
drain employers’ resources, Kill jobs,
and cede economic victory to Amer-
ica’s other competitors, like China.

The same can be said of ill-informed
and ill-conceived agency guidance.
When an agency’s guidance rests on
flawed information, it risks sending
regulated parties and their resources
down rabbit holes just to avoid the
threat of misguided agency enforce-
ment actions.

One of the most important ways we
can make sure the Federal Government
does not issue ill-informed regulations
and guidance is also, quite frankly, one
of the simplest. It is to require that
Federal regulators base new regula-
tions and guidance on the best reason-
ably available information.

My Information Quality Assurance
Act does just that. It requires three
simple things.

First and foremost, it requires agen-
cies to use the best data possible in
drafting regulations. This includes
data on the impacts the regulation will
have on the American people.

Second, it requires the agency to
make public, in a timely fashion, any
model, methodology, or source of sci-
entific, technical, demographic, eco-
nomic, or statistical information which
it intends to utilize in its rulemaking.

Third, it makes sure the public has a
chance to question whether that infor-
mation is the best that is reasonably
available.

With these three simple common-
sense reforms, we can make sure the
Federal regulatory system avoids a
mountain of mistakes that would un-
fairly burden the American people.
That is what our job in Congress truly
is: making the government more effi-
cient so that we can help the most peo-
ple.

By making these three simple
changes to how agencies utilize data,
we can achieve that simple goal and
make life better for people in this
country.

It is clear my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle agree. This bill passed
through the Oversight Committee—be
careful to listen for it—with unani-
mous bipartisan support. That is the
kind of thing this country needs right
now.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to lead this
bipartisan bill to improve the way our
government works for generations to
come, and I urge all of my colleagues
to support this bill.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time for clos-
ing.
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Despite the fact that I didn’t know
we were on this bill originally, we are
in very strong and unanimous support
on our side of the aisle for this, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to support this bill to
ensure that agencies rely on the best
reasonably available information to
create their regulations.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr.
LATURNER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 7219, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker,
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 motion will be post-
poned.

on

COMMENT INTEGRITY AND
MANAGEMENT ACT OF 2024

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 7528) to amend section 206 of the
E-Government Act of 2002 to improve
the integrity and management of mass
comments and computer-generated
comments in the regulatory review
process, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7528

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Comment
Integrity and Management Act of 2024.

SEC. 2. PURPOSE.

The purpose of this Act is to help Federal
agencies manage mass and computer-gen-
erated comments in the Federal regulatory
process. This should in no way be understood
to discourage mass comments, which are a
vital part of the regulatory process.

SEC. 3. IMPROVING INTEGRITY AND MANAGE-
MENT OF MASS COMMENTS AND
COMPUTER-GENERATED COMMENTS
IN THE REGULATORY REVIEW PROC-
ESS.

(a) IN GENERAL.— Section 206 of the E-Gov-
ernment Act of 2002 (Public Law 107-347; 44
U.S.C. 3501 note) is amended by—

(1) redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (f); and

(2) inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(e) INFORMATION INTEGRITY.—

‘(1) VERIFICATION OF ELECTRONIC SUBMIS-
SIONS.—With respect to each comment ac-
cepted by electronic means under subsection
(c), in accordance with the guidance estab-
lished by Director in paragraph (3), the head
of an agency shall verify, to the greatest ex-
tent possible, at the time the comment is
submitted, whether the comment has been
submitted by a human being.

‘“(2) IDENTIFICATION AND MANAGEMENT OF
MASS COMMENTS.—
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‘“(A) IDENTIFICATION OF MASS COMMENTS.—
With respect to each comment accepted by
electronic means under subsection (c) by the
head of an agency, the head of the agency
shall—

‘(i) to the extent practicable, reasonably
determine whether such comment is a mass
comment; and

‘“(ii) in the case that the agency has made
a reasonable determination that the com-
ment is a mass comment, indicate on any
publicly available copy of the comment, or
comment variations, (through a label or in-
dicator, and in a machine and human read-
able format) that the comment is part of a
mass comment submission; and

‘(B) HANDLING OF MASS COMMENTS.—Not-
withstanding subsection (d)(2)(A), instead of
making available through the electronic
docket of the agency each comment identi-
fied as a mass comment under paragraph (2),
the head of an agency may—

‘(i) make available through such docket
only a single representative sample of each
such mass comment; or

‘(ii) in the case where mass comments
take the form of variations on certain stand-
ardized but not identical language the agen-
cy make available through such docket a
single copy of one of the variations of the
mass comment.

‘(C) NUMBER OF SUBMISSIONS.—In case in
which the head of an agency makes available
through such docket a single representative
sample or a single copy of one of the vari-
ations of a mass comment under subpara-
graph (B), the head of the agency shall indi-
cate (through a label or indicator, and in a
machine and human readable format), on the
sample or copy made available, the number
of submissions that were determined to be
identical, or substantively identical to the
sample or copy made available on such dock-
et.

¢“(3) OMB GUIDANCE.—

‘““(A) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 240 days
after the date of the enactment of this sub-
section, the Director, in consultation with
the Administrator of General Services, shall
issue guidance to the heads of each agency
on the implementation of the requirements
of this subsection.

‘“(B) CONTENTS OF GUIDANCE.—The guidance
issued pursuant to subparagraph (A) shall in-
clude recommendations for agencies on how
to best manage comments accepted by elec-
tronic means, including recommendations on
how to do the following:

‘(i) Use technology tools and procedures
that verify, to the greatest extent possible,
whether a comment is being submitted by a
human being.

‘(i) Identify mass comments, including
how to leverage software tools to identify
whether a comment is a mass comment.

‘“(iii) Indicate (through a label or indi-
cator, and in a machine- and human-readable
format), that a comment is a mass comment.

‘‘(iv) Use new technology to offer new op-
portunities for public participation in the
rulemaking process.

‘(C) UPDATES.—The Director, in consulta-
tion with the Administrator of General Serv-
ices, may update the guidance issued pursu-
ant to subparagraph (A), as determined nec-
essary by the Director.

*“(4) POLICIES CONCERNING POSTING AND CON-
SIDERATION OF COMPUTER-GENERATED COM-
MENTS AND MASS COMMENTS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of the enactment of this sub-
section, the head of each agency shall estab-
lish a policy with respect to the posting and
consideration of computer-generated com-
ments and mass-comments during the rule-
making process of the agency that is con-
sistent with—

‘(i) the requirements of paragraph (2); and
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‘“(ii) the guidance issued under paragraph
3).

“(B) AVAILABILITY OF POLICY.—Not later
than 60 days after the date on which the head
of an agency establishes a policy pursuant to
subparagraph (A), the head of the agency
shall, to the extent practicable, post the pol-
icy on the website through which an agency
makes comments available pursuant to sub-
section (d)(2)(A).

‘“(C) UPDATE TO POoLICY.—The policy estab-
lished pursuant to subparagraph (A)—

‘(i) shall be updated as necessary to make
such guidance consistent with any updates
to the guidance issued under paragraph (3);
and

‘(i1) may be updated by the head of the
agency, in consultation with the Director, as
the head of the agency determines appro-
priate.

¢“(5) EXCEPTION TO TIME LIMITATION FOR IM-
PLEMENTATION.—The requirement described
under subsection (f) shall not apply to this
subsection.

‘“(6) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection:

‘““(A) COMMENT.—The term ‘comment’
means a submission under section 553(c) of
title 5, United States Code.

¢(B) COMPUTER-GENERATED COMMENT.—The
term ‘computer-generated comment’ means
a comment the substance of which is pri-
marily generated by computer software, in-
cluding through the use of artificial intel-
ligence, rather than by a human being.

‘“(C) MASS COMMENT.—The term ‘mass com-
ment’ means a comment submitted as part of
an organized submission of a large volume of
identical, or substantively identical, com-
ments submitted by different signatories or
entities.”.

(b) UPDATE TO WEBSITES, INFORMATION SYS-
TEMS OF AGENCIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the head of each agency subject to the re-
quirements of section 206(e) of the E-Govern-
ment Act, as added by subsection (a), shall
update any website of the agency, and any
information system of the agency, as nec-
essary to ensure compliance with the re-
quirements of such section.

(2) REGULATIONS.GOV.—The Administrator
of General Services, acting through the
eRulemaking Program Management Office,
shall update Regulations.gov as necessary to
ensure compliance with the requirements of
section 206(e) of the E-Government Act, as
added by subsection (a).

(3) ERULEMAKING SYSTEM.—The Adminis-
trator of General Services shall update the
shared eRulemaking system on behalf of par-
ticipating agencies.

(¢) GAO REPORT ON COMPUTER-GENERATED
COMMENTS.—

(1) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Comptroller General of the United States
shall submit to the Committee on Oversight
and Accountability of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs of
the Senate a report on the identification of
computer-generated comments under section
206(e) of the E-Government Act of 2002 (Pub-
lic Law 107-347; 44 U.S.C. 3501 note), that in-
cludes the following:

(A) Recommendations on how to identify if
a submission under that section is a com-
puter-generated comment.

(B) Any effect that computer-generated
comments have on the rulemaking process.

(C) The extent to which the public uses
computer-generated comments to partici-
pate in the rulemaking process at the time
the report is submitted.

(D) How prevalent computer-generated
comments are at the time the report is sub-
mitted.
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(E) How prevalent the Comptroller General
anticipates computer-generated comments
will be 5 years after the date on which the
report is submitted.

(1) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this Act, or the amendments made by this
Act, may be construed as affecting the con-
sideration of a mass comment by the head of
an agency during the rulemaking process.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) COMMENT.—The term ‘‘comment”’
means a submission under section 553(c) of
title 5, United States Code.

(2) COMPUTER-GENERATED COMMENTS.—The
term ‘‘computer-generated comment’’ means
a comment the substance of which is pri-
marily generated by computer software, in-
cluding through the use of artificial intel-
ligence, rather than by a human being.

(3) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’ means
the Director of the Office of Management
and Budget.

(4) MASS COMMENT.—The term ‘‘mass com-
ment’”’ means a comment submitted as part
of an organized submission of a large volume
of identical, or substantively identical, com-
ments submitted by different signatories or
entities.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. LATURNER) and the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kansas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATURNER. 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 on this
measure.

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

There was no objection.

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

Every American deserves the oppor-
tunity to participate in our political
system, which includes sharing their
views on agency rulemaking.

Agencies are required to provide an
opportunity to participate in rule-
making by submitting written views or
data on draft rules.

Recent advances have expanded the
ability for the public to comment on
proposed rules electronically. However,
agencies may struggle to manage com-
puter-generated or mass comments.

H.R. 7528, the Comment Integrity and
Management Act, provides additional
support to agencies navigating these
new challenges by allowing them the
flexibility necessary to manage elec-
tronic comments.

The bill requires agencies to verify
that any comment submitted electroni-
cally has been submitted by an actual
human. The bill also provides agencies
with additional authorities to assist in
processing and analyzing mass com-
ments submitted electronically.

It requires agencies to identify, to
the extent practicable, if the comment
is a mass comment and indicate this
identification on any publicly available
copy of the comment.

This bill also requires agencies to es-
tablish and make public any policies
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they have regarding how they will han-
dle computer-generated and mass com-
ments in the rulemaking process.

Further, this legislation requires the
Office of Management and Budget to
issue implementing guidance to agen-
cies and requires the Government Ac-
countability Office to submit a report
to Congress.

It is time that our Federal agencies
adapt their processes to accommodate
the latest technologies.

I thank Representative CLAY HIGGINS
for his idea and work in developing this
forward-thinking legislation.

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

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

I rise in support of the Comment In-
tegrity and Management Act again, as
I was saying. I was very eager to sup-
port my friend Mr. HIGGINS’ legislation
here.

The basic issue is that it has gotten
easier for people to post comments on-
line in a rulemaking. That is a really
good thing because it means that the
process of implementing regulations is
more accessible, more transparent,
more open, and more participatory, but
a number of the agencies have found, I
think, what Members of Congress have
found. Sometimes you get the same
paragraph 100 times, 1,000 times, or
3,000 times.

This bill would simply allow agencies
to post a representative sample of mass
comments like this. If they choose to
do that, they still are required to post
the number of such comments received
so that the volume of public sentiment
is still fairly and effectively registered.

The bill would also require agencies,
within 1 year, to establish policies for
handling computer-generated com-
ments, which is a growing concern to
manage with the recent remarkable ad-
vances in artificial intelligence.

I am eager to hear from Mr. HIGGINS
because I view his legislation as one
that supports the administrative rule-
making process, which is so much
under attack these days. There are peo-
ple who say that we shouldn’t have
rules and regulations. Of course, the
way our system works is that, in Con-
gress, we pass laws like the Clean Air
Act and the Clean Water Act, but we
don’t get into all the fine details. That
is left to the executive branch to do a
rulemaking. That, too, is an open proc-
ess where people can register their con-
cerns and send comments in.

We want to make sure that that
process continues to operate effec-
tively and is not overwhelmed and
overburdened by AI and computer-du-
plicated comments.
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So I thank Mr. HIGGINS, and I thank
Chairman COMER and his staff for
working with our side to address some
of the concerns we had with the origi-
nal language.

I understand the administration and
some outside groups have also reg-
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istered some concerns about the legis-
lation that have been addressed. We
have worked with them and our major-
ity counterparts to incorporate their
feedback into this revised version of
the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support
the bill at this time, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. HIGGINS).

Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Kansas for yielding. I appreciate the
commentary of my friend and col-
league, the ranking member of the
Oversight and Accountability Com-
mittee, Representative RASKIN.

It may interest you to know, Mr.
Speaker, that Representative RASKIN
and I have worked in the spirit of mu-
tual respect and camaraderie for 8
years now. We have enjoyed many vig-
orous debates in this body, and I find it
encouraging that he has risen enthu-
siastically now twice in support of my
bill.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
75628, the Comment Integrity and Man-
agement Act. This bill is essential in
the digital age where our constituents
engage with us more and more through
electronic means. It seeks to safeguard
citizens’ First Amendment right to
participate in the Federal rulemaking
process.

This participation includes the in-
valuable process of submitting public
comments on proposed Federal rules
and regulations, comments that help
shape the very fabric of our govern-
ment.

With the advent of digital technology
and the rise of artificial intelligence
being of increasing import, the chan-
nels for such participation have ex-
panded providing broader access but
also introducing new challenges. These
challenges include computer-generated
comments which can obscure genuine
public input and hinder our agencies’
ability to gauge public sentiment effec-
tively.

The cornerstone of this bill is its
commitment to ensuring that every
comment submitted by electronic
means comes from a real person, not an
automated program. By requiring
human verification, we are taking a
significant step towards preserving the
authenticity of public input.

Furthermore, the Comment Integrity
and Management Act equips our agen-
cies with the flexibility and tools nec-
essary to efficiently manage the com-
ments they receive. This includes the
authority to identify and process com-
puter-generated and mass comments,
ensuring that they are handled trans-
parently and effectively.

Additionally, the legislation directs
the Office of Management and Budget
to issue guidance on best practices for
managing electronic comments and
mandates a report for the TUnited
States Government Accountability Of-
fice on the prevalence and impact of
computer-generated comments.
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Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
recognize the importance of adapting
our processes to the realities of the
21st century. It is imperative that we
ensure every American is heard and
that genuine public input is not
drowned out by the noise of automa-
tion.

This bill represents a good govern-
ment approach to embracing techno-
logical advancements while safe-
guarding the principles of public par-
ticipation and transparency in the
rulemaking process.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I just wanted
to salute the distinguished gentleman
from Louisiana for making the admin-
istrative rulemaking process up-to-
date, rapid, transparent, and effective
for all of us so we can keep it going.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to
support this bill, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. LATURNER. In closing, Mr.
Speaker, H.R. 7528 helps ensure every
American is heard and not drowned out
by an influx of computer-generated
comments.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support this necessary legis-
lation, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr.
LATURNER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 7528, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

MAIL TRAFFIC DEATHS
REPORTING ACT OF 2024

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 7527), to direct the United States
Postal Service to issue regulations re-
quiring Postal Service employees and
contractors to report to the Postal
Service traffic crashes involving vehi-
cles carrying mail that result in injury
or death, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7527

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Mail Traffic
Deaths Reporting Act of 2024,

SEC. 2. REGULATIONS ON TRAFFIC CRASH
DEATHS AND INJURIES INVOLVING
VEHICLES TRANSPORTING MAIL.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Postmaster General of the Postal Service
shall issue regulations to require the collec-
tion, tracking, and public reporting of infor-
mation related to deaths and injuries result-
ing from traffic crashes involving vehicles
transporting mail. Such regulations shall es-
tablish appropriate mechanisms to monitor
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and enforce compliance with the reporting
requirements of this Act and may utilize ex-
isting reporting mechanisms in use at the
time of enactment of this Act.

(b) REPORTS ON CRASHES.—

(1) EMPLOYEES.—Any employee of the Post-
al Service engaged in the transportation of
mail shall report to the Postal Service any
traffic crash involving the vehicle the em-
ployee was operating during such transpor-
tation that resulted in injury or death not
later than three days after such crash.

(2) CONTRACTORS.—Any contractor (of any
tier) of the Postal Service engaged in the
transportation of mail shall report to the
Postal Service any traffic crash involving
the vehicle the contractor was operating
during such transportation that resulted in
injury or death not later than three days
after such crash.

(3) CONTENTS.—Any report submitted under
paragraph (1) or (2) shall include detailed in-
formation describing, at a minimum, the
crash, including the date, time, location, na-
ture of the crash, information identifying
the contractor, number of injuries, fatalities,
and any contributing factors to the crash.
An employee or contractor (as the case may
be) shall update the report, in such form and
manner as the Postal Service deems appro-
priate, to reflect any change in crash-caused
injuries or fatalities.

(4) ACCOMMODATIONS IN EVENT OF INJURY.—
The Postal Service shall provide for proce-
dures under which reports may be submitted
under this subsection under an alternative
deadline in the event a Postal Service em-
ployee or contractor is unable to submit a
report due to serious injury resulting from
the applicable crash.

(5) STANDARD FORM.—The Postmaster Gen-
eral shall create a standard form available to
Postal Service employees and contractors
for the purposes of submitting reports under
this subsection.

(c) DATABASE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Postal Service shall
maintain a continuously updated internal
digital database that includes comprehensive
information related to deaths and injuries
from traffic crashes involving vehicles trans-
porting mail.

(2) CoNTENTS.—The database shall include
any information provided by Postal Service
employees and contractors under subsection
().

(d) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Postal Service shall
make available to the public an annual re-
port summarizing information related to
deaths and injuries from traffic crashes in-
volving vehicles transporting mail.

(2) CONTENTS.—The report shall include ag-
gregated statistics, trends, and analysis to
enhance transparency and accountability.

(3) PrivAcy.—Information in the report
shall be made available to the public in a
manner that does not personally identify
any Postal Service employee, contractor, or
any other individual.

(e) PENALTIES.—Any Postal Service con-
tractor who fails to report a traffic crash
within the deadline prescribed under sub-
section (b) shall be subject to appropriate
penalties as determined appropriate by the
Postal Service, including fines, suspension of
contracts, or termination of contracts. The
Postal Service may take into account the se-
verity of the applicable traffic crash and the
frequency of noncompliance with the re-
quirements of this Act by the applicable
Postal Service contractor when determining
which penalty to apply (if any).

(f) CRASH DEFINED.—In this Act, the term
‘“‘crash”—

(1) means an occurrence involving a com-
mercial motor vehicle operating on a high-
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way in interstate or intrastate commerce
which results in—

(A) a fatality;

(B) bodily injury to a person who, as a re-
sult of the injury, immediately receives med-
ical treatment away from the scene of the
accident; or

(C) one or more motor vehicles incurring
disabling damage as a result of the accident,
requiring at least one of the motor vehicle to
be transported away from the scene by a tow
truck or other motor vehicle; and

(2) does not include—

(A) an occurrence involving only boarding
and alighting from a stationary motor vehi-
cle; or

(B) an occurrence involving only the load-
ing or unloading of cargo.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. LATURNER) and the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kansas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on this
measure.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
7527, which requires U.S. Postal Service
employees and contractors to report
traffic crashes that result in injury or
death to the Postal Service.

Last year, The Wall Street Journal
published an article alleging that the
Postal Service contracted with low-
cost trucking companies that did not
follow highway safety regulations.
They also reported that postal contrac-
tors have been involved in car crashes
that have killed 79 people in the last 3
years.

To conduct oversight of this impor-
tant topic, Congress needs to be in-
formed. The Mail Traffic Deaths Re-
porting Act requires the Postal Service
to report to Congress any traffic crash-
es that result in injury or death.

Under the bill, Postal Service em-
ployees and contractors will have 3
days to report a traffic accident to the
Postal Service. These reports will in-
clude, at minimum, the date, time, lo-
cation, nature of the crash, informa-
tion identifying the contractor, and
number of injuries and fatalities. The
Postal Service will maintain a com-
prehensive internal digital database of
this information.

The Postal Service is also required to
compile a publicly available report
summarizing annual stats related to
injuries and deaths from traffic acci-
dents.

I thank Representative CONNOLLY
and House Oversight and Account-
ability Committee Chairman JAMES
COMER for bringing this necessary leg-
islation to the consideration of the
House.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this legislation introduced by Mr.
CONNOLLY.

Between 2021 and 2023, truck drivers
contracted by the Postal Service were
involved in at least 68 different traffic
accidents, and 79 people were Killed in
them.

On February 27, 2024, the U.S. Postal
Service Office of Inspector General
found that the Postal Service failed to
record all mail transport accidents in a
central database, including accidents
involving truck driver contractors. As
a result, the Postal Service failed to
have a complete understanding of traf-
fic accidents and the comprehensive
safety performance of its mail trans-
port drivers.

With this new information from the
inspector general, it is clear that the
level of fatalities across this period
could even have been higher.

The Mail Traffic Deaths Reporting
Act, the excellent bill brought forward
by Mr. CONNOLLY, would resolve these
serious oversight deficiencies by in-
creasing transparency, comprehension,
and understanding of the full scale of
mail transport accidents and ulti-
mately improve safety for postal trans-
port drivers and for the public. The bill
would require all Postal Service mail
transport drivers, including 4,600 postal
trucking contractors, to adhere to a
range of reporting, tracking, and ac-
countability measures.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Subcommittee
Ranking Member GERRY CONNOLLY
from Virginia for his great leadership
in strengthening Postal Service mail
transport safety, and I am pleased to
support this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the

gentleman from Virginia (Mr. CON-
NOLLY).
Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, 1

thank my good friend from Maryland,
the distinguished ranking member, for
yielding, and the Republican manager
from Kansas.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of the bill, the Mail Traffic Deaths Re-
porting Act. This necessary bill which
I am co-leading with my distinguished
colleague, the chairman of the Over-
sight and Accountability Committee,
Mr. COMER, has strong, bipartisan sup-
port. It passed through our committee
40-0.

I am thrilled that the chairman and
I could partner, write, and introduce
the Mail Traffic Deaths Reporting Act,
which requires the United States Post-
al Service to collect, track, and report
on serious crashes and fatalities in-
volving vehicles transporting U.S.
postal mail.

The chairman and I have both met
with the families of truck crash vic-
tims. We have heard their painful sto-
ries and are committed to stopping pre-
ventable tragedies involving mail
transport. These families-turned-advo-
cates welcome this legislation which is
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endorsed by the Truck Safety Coali-
tion.

In June of 2022, the Godines family
was traveling back to their home in
Gillette, Wyoming. Traveling behind
the family on I-25 as they passed Gree-
ley, Colorado, was a contract freight
truck carrying U.S. mail on a U.S.
Postal Service contract.

The truck’s brakes were out of align-
ment, it was uninsured, and its driver
had no commercial driver’s license.
When that truck carrying U.S. delivery
material slammed into the back of the
Godines’ family vehicle, in an instant,
Mr. Speaker, three generations of
Godines were Kkilled. They lost their
lives, including a 3-month old baby,
Tessleigh. Safety concerns about the
freight contract trucking practices at
the Postal Service have been increas-
ing ever since.

Between 2020 and 2023, as has been
noted, at least 79 people have been
killed in crashes involving trucks con-
tracted by the Postal Service. The true
number is higher because just last year
we learned that the Postal Service did
not report serious crashes involving its
trucking contractors.

That revelation raised serious ques-
tions about safety oversight by the
USPS involving their contracted vehi-
cles, including the troubling allegation
that the Postal Service is managing
truck freight operations which do not
adhere to legal and commonsense safe-
ty standards.

The Postal Service has, for example,
set delivery schedules requiring drivers
to exceed hours of service requirements
and has selected carriers with exten-
sive records of safety violations. It
looks like there is no vetting of these
contractors at all.

Between December of 2020 and De-
cember of 2022, the Department of
Transportation identified a frightening
466 Postal Service trucking contractors
that had high rates of violations re-
lated to driving hours. In 2021 and 2022,
39 percent of trucking companies car-
rying U.S. mail by contract violated
rules meant to prevent driver exhaus-
tion and did so repeatedly. Between
2017 and 2022, one single trucking group
contracted by USPS had broken those
rules 200 times-plus.

When I asked the Postal Service for
the number of deaths involved in the
contracted transport of mail, the Post-
al Service said that they didn’t have
that information because they did not
collect, monitor, or report such infor-
mation.

Imagine that comfort to grieving
families.

That was until, of course, May of 2023
when I asked the Inspector General of
the U.S. Postal Service to look into
this issue and, all of a sudden, the
Postal Service responded by estab-
lishing an ad hoc centralized reporting
mechanism for serious and deadly
crashes involving postal freight con-
tractors.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
the ‘‘Contract Trucking Safety and
Compliance Report.”
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FINDINGS SUMMARY

We found that the Postal Service’s high-
way trucking contract safety controls, con-
tract compliance, and screening oversight
were not always effective. First, the Postal
Service did not track contractor accidents
and fatalities. Second, the Postal Service did
not always develop appropriate safety re-
quirements, provide adequate oversight, or
enforce the terms and conditions of the con-
tracts or freight auction Ordering Agree-
ments.

Lastly, the Postal Service’s screening
processes did not always include a contract
trucker’s driving history. These collective
deficiencies hindered visibility into safety
performance and could compromise the safe-
ty and security of the mail and motorists.
FINDING #1: THE POSTAL SERVICE DOES NOT

TRACK TRUCKING ACCIDENTS AND FATALITIES

BY CONTRACTORS

The Postal Service did not tract trucking
contractor accidents and fatalities and
therefore, we could not determine the total
number of occurrences. We analyzed incident
data between October 2018 and December 2022
tracked on the DOT’s Federal Motor Carrier
Safety Administration (FMCSA) website to
help assess Postal Service contract trucker
safety performance. This list does not con-
tain all contractors utilized by the Postal
Service as FMCSA does not track company
safety data separately. However, we were
able to identify at least 373 accidents result-
ing in 89 fatalities that were directly related
to 43 on-duty contractors servicing Postal
Service truck contracts. These 43 contrac-
tors were associated with Postal Service con-
tracts totaling about $1.34 billion between
October 2018 and December 2022. We deter-
mined that the Postal Service had not termi-
nated any contracts with trucking compa-
nies involved in accidents or fatalities prior
to March 2023.

The Postal Service was unable to provide
statistics and information on incidents (e.g.,
frequency, location, time, or involved par-
ties) as it did not monitor FMCSA or have a
system for recording or tracking related con-
tractor data. However, when accidents or fa-
talities occur on trucking routes contracted
with the Postal Service, contractors are re-
quired to report incident data to Postal
Service contracting personnel. As stated ear-
lier, Postal Service policy also requires AOs
to report accident information to the Postal
Inspection Service. Despite these reporting
requirements, there is no centralized collec-
tion of information concerning these inci-
dents. Postal Service officials acknowledged
the lack of such a system, noting that track-
ing this data was not previously required by
Postal Service policy or procedures.

The Postal Service has recently started to
track this information. In March 2023, the
Vice President, Transportation Strategy,
stated that all traffic accidents involving
contract trucking drivers be reported di-
rectly to him and the appropriate CO. This
directive; however, was not recorded in writ-
ten policy. In June 2023, the Postal Service
stated they have an existing platform that
could be used for storing contract trucking
safety data. However, as of November 2023,
the Postal Service has not created cor-
responding policies governing the use of this
system (including related roles, responsibil-
ities, and procedures) to record contract
trucking safety data.

The Postal Service is however, taking
other actions to monitor, assess, and poten-
tially act on contractor safety data. First, it
hired outside experts to review changes in
the suppliers’ safety ratings, create a list of
suppliers to avoid, and determine suppliers’
insurance coverage risk. Second, it is work-
ing to establish new contract trucking proc-
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esses and procedures to improve the quality
of contractors, including the removal of con-
tractors with a conditional safety rating.
Collectively, these actions would better in-
form the Postal Service when making deci-
sions to either (a) choose a contractor based
on their safety performance or (b) take ap-
propriate termination or other corrective ac-
tions in instances of poor safety perform-
ance.

However even with these actions, the lack
of a finalized method and established policies
to track and monitor contractor accident
and fatality data in the existing safety data-
base limits the Postal Service’s visibility
into contractor safety performance. This de-
ficiency could allow unsafe drivers to trans-
port mail and put other motorists at risk.

Recommendation #1:

We recommend the Vice President, Trans-
portation Strategy, finalize the method for
tracking contractor accident and fatality
data and establish corresponding written
policies and procedures, including related
roles and responsibilities.

FINDING #2: LACK OF SUBCONTRACTOR AND
TEAM DRIVER OVERSIGHT

The Postal Service lacked requirements
and clear policies or did not always enforce
the terms and conditions of the contracts or
freight auction Ordering Agreements to pro-
mote safe highway trucking practices. We
found the following deficiencies:

Lack of Visibility in Subcontractor Use.
The Postal Service did not always know who
was authorized to transport the mail on its
behalf. Freight auction brokers were not re-
quired to obtain prior written approval or in-
form the Postal Service of the specific con-
tractors being utilized. Instead, the Postal
Service relied on the broker to complete sub-
contractor authorization and vet the subcon-
tractor, but those results are not required to
be reported to the Postal Service. The onus
is on the broker to ensure the subcontractor
is in compliance with Postal Service poli-
cies.

Specific to HCR contracts, per the procure-
ment handbook, contractors should specify
their intent to subcontract route operations
during contract award and disclose any sub-
sequent subcontractor additions. Further, if
a contractor wants to use additional sub-
contractors, Postal Service policy states this
is an exceptional action and should be ap-
proved only when the contractor can offer
sufficient reasons for the change. HCR con-
tract terms and conditions also require the
contractor to fully disclose subcontractor re-
lationships as part of its proposal.

However, of the 15 COs and AOs inter-
viewed, 14 (93 percent) did not know when
HeR contractors utilized a subcontractor.
Furthermore, HCR contractors must obtain
prior written approval from the CO to em-
ploy subcontractors. However, six of the
seven COs we interviewed were not aware of
this requirement and therefore did not have
the required documentation. Instead, the
Postal Service relied on the HCR contractor
to determine when to use a subcontractor
and to ensure the subcontractor adhered to
the terms and conditions including safety re-
quirements. Using subcontractors without
the prior written approval of the CO is a
major irregularity for which the contractor
may be terminated without notice or warn-
ing. However, while the SPs and Ps require
approval from the CO before subcontracting,
it does not state that approval needs to be
written.

Mr. CONNOLLY. As the USPS OIG
stated in a report released this past
March, while it is a welcome step, the
Postal Service still does not have a sin-
gle written policy requiring the track-
ing of trucking contractor accidents
and fatalities.
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The OIG’s number one recommenda-
tion was that the Postal Service fix
this serious safety oversight imme-
diately, and that is what we are doing
today.

Our legislation would codify the
number one recommendation of the
OIG, to begin to improve USPS freight
trucking safety and provide account-
ability.

This bill will maintain an internal
database, and I hope it will lead to re-
forms by the Postal Service and save
lives.

O 1645

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. CON-
NOLLY) for the purposes of a colloquy.

Mr. CONNOLLY, is it the case that
rules that would clearly apply to USPS
trucks carrying postal mail have not
been applied to the contractors?

Mr. CONNOLLY. I think that is a fair
conclusion.

Mr. RASKIN. In other words, the
postal truck drivers who are working
for the Postal Service have to have all
the proper licensure and all the proper
certification and training. Presumably
the brakes are checked on their trucks,
but because of the contracting out,
they somehow have been able to escape
all the rules we have with respect to
road safety?

Mr. CONNOLLY. I think, again, that
is a fair conclusion, Mr. RASKIN.

Mr. RASKIN. Well, again, I commend
the gentleman for bringing this to pub-
lic attention. That is an extraordinary
number of people to lose their lives on
the road to private contractors, who
seem to have completely escaped the
grasp of the rules that have been
adopted under the Postal Service. Ad-
ditionally, we know that the Postal
Service traditionally has taken far
more serious interest in public safety
and public welfare.

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I say
to Mr. RASKIN, what is so troubling is
these are 100 percent preventable trage-
dies. Not one of these lives had to be
lost but for the callousness and lack of
regard at the Postal Service in vetting
freight contractors.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time to close.

Mr. Speaker, this is excellent bipar-
tisan legislation with Congress acting
just as it should to address a serious
public policy problem, and let’s hope
that we pass this quickly, the Presi-
dent signs it quickly, and we don’t lose
any more Americans or Postal Service
workers on the road.

Mr. Speaker, I urge everyone to sup-
port it, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time to close.

Mr. Speaker, the Postal Service is
tasked with the challenging job of pro-
viding fast, reliable mail service na-
tionwide. While they do so, their safety
should be prioritized.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my
colleagues to support this common-
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sense bill that increases transparency
into the Postal Service’s safety record
to improve public safety throughout
our Nation, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HIG-
GINS of Louisiana). The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Kansas (Mr. LATURNER) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 7527, as amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

SPECIAL DISTRICT GRANT
ACCESSIBILITY ACT

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 7525) to require the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget
to issue guidance to agencies requiring
special districts to be recognized as
local government for the purpose of
Federal financial assistance determina-
tions.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7525

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Special Dis-
trict Grant Accessibility Act’’.

SEC. 2. AGENCY FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE GUID-
ANCE ON SPECIAL DISTRICTS.

(a) REQUIREMENTS FOR AGENCY ACKNOWL-
EDGMENT OF SPECIAL DISTRICTS AS GRANT RE-
CIPIENTS.—

(1) OMB GUIDANCE.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Director shall issue guidance that clari-
fies how an agency recognizes a special dis-
trict as a unit of local government for the
purpose of being eligible to receive Federal
financial assistance.

(2) AGENCY REQUIREMENTS.—Not later than
1 year after the date on which the guidance
is issued pursuant to paragraph (1), the head
of each agency shall implement the require-
ments of such guidance and conform any pol-
icy, principle, practice, procedure, or guide-
line relating to the administration of the
Federal financial assistance programs of the
agency.

(3) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Not later
than 2 years after the date of the enactment
of this Act, the Director shall submit to the
Committee on Oversight and Accountability
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs of the Senate a report that
evaluates agency implementation of and
conformity to the guidance issued pursuant
to paragraph (1).

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) AGENCY.—The term ‘‘agency’ has the
meaning given the term in section 552 of
title 5, United States Code.

(2) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’” means
the Director of the Office of Management
and Budget.

(3) FEDERAL FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE.—The
term ‘‘Federal financial assistance”—

(A) means assistance that a non-Federal
entity receives or administers in the form of
a grant, loan, loan guarantee, property, co-
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operative agreement, interest subsidy, insur-
ance, food commodity, direct appropriation,
or other assistance; and

(B) does not include an amount received as
reimbursement for services rendered to an
individual in accordance with guidance
issued by the Director.

(4) SPECIAL DISTRICT.—The term ‘‘special
district”” means a political subdivision of a
State, with specified boundaries and signifi-
cant budgetary autonomy or control, created
by or pursuant to the laws of the State, for
the purpose of performing limited and spe-
cific governmental or proprietary functions
that distinguish it as a significantly sepa-
rate entity from the administrative govern-
ance structure of any other form of local
government unit within a State.

(6) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’” means each
of the several States, the District of Colum-
bia, each commonwealth, territory, or pos-
session of the United States, and each feder-
ally recognized Indian Tribe.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. LATURNER) and the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kansas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATURNER. 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 on this
measure.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
75625, which establishes a definition in
law for special districts and clarifies
that special districts are eligible to re-
ceive Federal financial assistance.

Many Americans receive essential
services through special districts, units
of local government authorized under
State law to deliver specific services to
communities. There are approximately
35,000 special districts across the coun-
try in every single State.

Some examples of special districts
are ambulance service districts, drain-
age districts, emergency  service
boards, and flood control districts, to
name a few. These special districts pro-
vide critical services to mostly rural
communities across the Nation.

The Office of Management and Budg-
et already recognizes special districts
as units of local government, similar to
townships or villages, yet special dis-
tricts often struggle to compete for or
access Federal funding.

The Special District Grant Accessi-
bility Act works to solve this problem
and ensures that special districts are
on equal footing with other units of
local government. This bill requires
the Office of Management and Budget
to issue guidance to Federal agencies,
emphasizing how special districts
should be recognized as a unit of local
government.

This legislation is supported by the
National Special Districts Coalition.
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I thank Representative FALLON and
Representative PETTERSEN for their
work on this important bipartisan bill,
which impacts nearly every congres-
sional district in our Nation.

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

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 7525.

The Special District Grant Accessi-
bility Act is a bipartisan measure that
takes a positive step forward toward
ensuring that Federal policy better re-
flects the complexities of local govern-
ments and how they work.

Congress confronted these complex-
ities when it acted to send aid to local
governments during the coronavirus
pandemic. This included committee
Democrats’ historic work with the
Biden-Harris administration to provide
$350 billion in direct financial assist-
ance to more than 30,000 governments
across the country, the vast majority
of which were small local governments,
and many of whom received significant
assistance for the first time.

This bill would provide further clar-
ity around special districts, a special
unit of local government. According to
the National Special Districts Coali-
tion, there are roughly 35,000 such spe-
cial districts across the Nation that
play an important role in delivering es-
sential government services, like
wastewater treatment and fire protec-
tion, to millions of Americans.

Special districts have reported chal-
lenges when trying to access Federal
funding opportunities and have indi-
cated that a unified Federal definition
of ‘“‘special district’” would help clarify
how entities can best assist local com-
munities through Federal assistance
programs.

To address these concerns, H.R. 7525
would codify a definition of the term
and direct OMB to clarify how Federal
agencies can recognize special districts
as units of local government for the
purpose of being eligible for Federal
grants and other Federal assistance.

Congress and the Federal Govern-
ment must continually work to ensure
Federal assistance programs are au-
thorized, funded, and implemented to
best address the needs of local commu-
nities. This should include careful con-
sideration of the intricacies of local
governments and a rigorous commit-
ment to ensuring Federal assistance
promotes equal opportunity for every-
one.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate sub-
committee Chairman PAT FALLON and
Representative BRITTANY PETTERSEN
for their excellent bipartisan work and
support of this bill, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. FALLON), my friend.

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague, the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. LATURNER), my good
friend, for yielding time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 7525, the Special District Grant
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Accessibility Act, introduced by myself
and my colleague, Representative
PETTERSEN, from the Centennial State
of Colorado.

Mr. Speaker, special districts are a
type of local government authorized by
State law, which deliver specialized
services to specific communities that
would otherwise not be provided. In
rural areas, for instance, special dis-
tricts may provide fire protection,
mosquito control, ambulatory services,
et cetera. Special districts also occur
in urban areas and can provide airport,
road, and transit services.

According to the National Special
Districts Coalition, as my colleague
from Kansas (Mr. LATURNER) said,
there are about 35,000 special districts
in the country, and they are in every
State.

In Texas, we have over 3,300 special
districts providing all manner of gov-
ernment goods and services. Yet, as
these lesser-known units of govern-
ment, special districts have struggled
to consistently access Federal finan-
cial assistance.

H.R. 7525 would remedy that and
would emphasize that special districts
are units of local government and are,
therefore, eligible for Federal financial
assistance by establishing a definition
in law for special districts and requir-
ing the Office of Management and
Budget to issue guidance to Federal
agencies, as well as grant-issuing agen-
cies.

This bill also requires an OMB report
to Congress on the agency’s implemen-
tation and conformity to the guidance.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Representative
PETTERSEN and the bipartisan coalition
of Members who cosponsored this bill,
and I encourage a ‘‘yes’’ vote.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further speakers, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Col-
orado (Ms. PETTERSEN).

Ms. PETTERSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the Special District
Grant Accessibility Act, and I thank
my colleague, Representative FALLON,
for his leadership and bipartisan col-
laboration on this bill. I also thank the
advocates who raised this concern with
our office and give a huge shout-out to
my team for doing the work to get it to
this point.

Special districts are local govern-
ments that are created by the people
for a community to deliver specialized
services. There are 35,000 special dis-
tricts across the country, and this in-
cludes providing services ranging from
drinking water and wastewater man-
agement to healthcare, transit, natural
resource conservation, and much more.

This bipartisan bill will ensure Fed-
eral policies better reflect the complex-
ities of local government by creating a
Federal definition. I didn’t realize that
there were so many barriers at the
local level to actually drawing down
those Federal funds when it comes to
community block grants, childcare
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services, and transportation
needs.

We also saw significant barriers when
it came to the pandemic and the ARPA
funding that was going down to help
support communities through that dif-
ficult time. We know that this is a very
important and small step forward, but
it is going to make a big difference for
people across Colorado and the Nation.

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

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further speakers, and I am prepared
to close.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I support
H.R. 7525, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to support this bipar-
tisan bill to emphasize that special dis-
tricts are eligible for Federal financial
assistance.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BosT). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Kansas
(Mr. LATURNER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
7525.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker,
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 motion will be post-
poned.

even

on

——
O 1700

ELIMINATE USELESS REPORTS
ACT OF 2024

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(S. 2073) to amend title 31, United
States Code, to require agencies to in-
clude a list of outdated or duplicative
reporting requirements in annual budg-
et justifications, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 2073

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Eliminate
Useless Reports Act of 2024”°.

SEC. 2. SUNSETS FOR AGENCY REPORTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1125 of title 31,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (d);

(2) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and
inserting the following:

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) BUDGET JUSTIFICATION MATERIALS.—
The term ‘budget justification materials’ has
the meaning given the term in section 3(b)(2)
of the Federal Funding Accountability and
Transparency Act of 2006 (31 U.S.C. 6101 note;
Public Law 109-282).

‘“(2) PLAN OR REPORT.—The term ‘plan or
report’ means any plan or report submitted
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to Congress, any committee of Congress, or
subcommittee thereof, by not less than 1
agency—

“(A) in accordance with Federal law; or

‘“(B) at the direction or request of a con-
gressional report.

¢“(3) RECURRING PLAN OR REPORT.—The term
‘recurring plan or report’ means a plan or re-
port submitted on a recurring basis.

‘(4) RELEVANT CONGRESSIONAL  COM-
MITTEE.—The term ‘relevant congressional
committee’—

““(A) means a congressional committee to
which a recurring plan or report is required
to be submitted; and

‘(B) does not include any plan or report
that is required to be submitted solely to the
Committee on Armed Services of the House
of Representatives or the Senate.

“(b) AGENCY IDENTIFICATION OF UNNECES-
SARY REPORTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of each agency
shall include in the budget justification ma-
terials of the agency the following:

““(A) Subject to paragraphs (2) and (3), the
following:

‘(i) A list of each recurring plan or report
submitted by the agency.

‘(ii) An identification of whether the re-
curring plan or report listed in clause (i) was
included in the most recent report issued by
the Clerk of the House of Representatives
concerning the reports that any agency is re-
quired by law or directed or requested by a
committee report to make to Congress, any
committee of Congress, or subcommittee
thereof.

‘“(iii) If applicable, the unique alpha-
numeric identifier for the recurring plan or
report as required by section 7243(b)(1)(C)(vii)
of the James M. Inhofe National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2023 (Public
Law 117-263).

“‘(iv) The identification of any recurring
plan or report the head of the agency deter-
mines to be outdated or duplicative.

‘(B) With respect to each recurring plan or
report identified in subparagraph (A)(iv), the
following:

‘(i) A recommendation on whether to sun-
set, modify, consolidate, or reduce the fre-
quency of the submission of the recurring
plan or report.

‘‘(ii) A citation to each provision of law or
directive or request in a congressional report
that requires or requests the submission of
the recurring plan or report.

‘“(iii) A list of the relevant congressional
committees for the recurring plan or report.

“(C) A justification explaining, with re-
spect to each recommendation described in
subparagraph (B)(i) relating to a recurring
plan or report—

‘(i) why the head of the agency made the
recommendation, which may include an esti-
mate of the resources expended by the agen-
cy to prepare and submit the recurring plan
or report; and

‘“(ii) the understanding of the head of the
agency of the purpose of the recurring plan
or report.

¢(2) AGENCY CONSULTATION.—

“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In preparing the list re-
quired under paragraph (1)(A), if, in submit-
ting a recurring plan or report, an agency is
required to coordinate or consult with an-
other agency or entity, the head of the agen-
cy submitting the recurring plan or report
shall consult with the head of each agency or
entity with whom consultation or coordina-
tion is required.

‘(B) INCLUSION IN LIST.—If, after a con-
sultation under subparagraph (A), the head
of each agency or entity consulted under
that subparagraph agrees that a recurring
plan or report is outdated or duplicative, the
head of the agency required to submit the re-
curring plan or report shall—
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‘(i) include the recurring plan or report in
the list described in paragraph (1)(A); and

‘“(ii) identify each agency or entity with
which the head of the agency is required to
coordinate or consult in submitting the re-
curring plan or report.

“(C) DISAGREEMENT.—If the head of any
agency or entity consulted under subpara-
graph (A) does not agree that a recurring
plan or report is outdated or duplicative, the
head of the agency required to submit the re-
curring plan or report shall not include the
recurring plan or report in the list described
in paragraph (1)(A).

“(3) GOVERNMENT-WIDE OR MULTI-AGENCY
PLAN AND REPORT SUBMISSIONS.—With respect
to a recurring plan or report required to be
submitted by not less than 2 agencies, the
Director of the Office of Management and
Budget shall—

‘“(A) determine whether the requirement to
submit the recurring plan or report is out-
dated or duplicative; and

‘(B) make recommendations to Congress
accordingly.

‘(4) PLAN AND REPORT SUBMISSIONS CON-
FORMITY TO THE ACCESS TO CONGRESSIONALLY
MANDATED REPORTS ACT.—With respect to an
agency recommendation, citation, or jus-
tification made under subparagraph (B) or
(C) of paragraph (1) or a recommendation by
the Director of the Office of Management
and Budget under paragraph (3), the agency
or Director, as applicable, shall also provide
this information to the Director of the Gov-
ernment Publishing Office in conformity
with the agency submission requirements
under section 7244(a) of the James M. Inhofe
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2023 (Public Law 117-263; chapter 41
of title 44 note) in conformity with guidance
issued by the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget under section 7244(b) of
such Act.

““(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION ON AGENCY RE-
QUIREMENTS.—Nothing in this section shall
be construed to exempt the head of an agen-
cy from a requirement to submit a recurring
plan or report.”’; and

(3) in subsection (d), as so redesignated, by
striking ‘‘in the budget of the United States
Government, as provided by section
1105(a)(37)”’ and inserting ‘‘in the budget jus-
tification materials of each agency’’.

(b) BUDGET CONTENTS.—Section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code, is amended by
striking paragraph (39).

(c) CONFORMITY TO THE ACCESS TO CONGRES-
SIONALLY MANDATED REPORTS ACT.—

(1) AMENDMENT.—Subsections (a) and (b) of
section 7244 of the James M. Inhofe National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2023 (Public Law 117-263; chapter 41 of title
44, United States Code, note), are amended to
read as follows:

‘‘(a) SUBMISSION OF ELECTRONIC COPIES OF
REPORTS.—Not earlier than 30 days or later
than 60 days after the date on which a con-
gressionally mandated report is submitted to
either House of Congress or to any com-
mittee of Congress or subcommittee thereof,
the head of the Federal agency submitting
the congressionally mandated report shall
submit to the Director the information re-
quired under subparagraphs (A) through (D)
of section 7243(b)(1) with respect to the con-
gressionally mandated report. Notwith-
standing section 7246, nothing in this sub-
title shall relieve a Federal agency of any
other requirement to publish the congres-
sionally mandated report on the online por-
tal of the Federal agency or otherwise sub-
mit the congressionally mandated report to
Congress or specific committees of Congress,
or subcommittees thereof.

“(b) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this sub-
section and periodically thereafter as appro-
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priate, the Director of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, in consultation with the
Director, shall issue guidance to agencies on
the implementation of this subtitle as well
as the requirements of section 1125(b) of title
31, United States Code.”.

(2) UPDATED OMB GUIDANCE.—Not later than
180 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget shall issue updated
guidance to agencies to ensure that the re-
quirements under subsections (a) and (b) of
section 1125 of title 31, United States Code,
as amended by this Act, for agency submis-
sions of recommendations and justifications
for plans and reports to sunset, modify, con-
solidate, or reduce the frequency of the sub-
mission of are also submitted as a separate
attachment in conformity with the agency
submission requirements of electronic copies
of reports submitted by agencies under sec-
tion 7244(a) of the James M. Inhofe National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2023 (Public Law 117-263; chapter 41 of title
44, United States Code, note) for publication
on the online portal established under sec-
tion 7243 of such Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. LATURNER) and the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kansas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATURNER. 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 on this
measure.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, every year numerous
laws require Federal agencies to
produce thousands of reports, with a
single report costing tens of thousands
of taxpayer dollars.

While many reports help inform Con-
gress and the public, some are outdated
or duplicative.

With nearly 100 agencies issuing an-
nual reports as required under law,
there is a great opportunity for cost
savings and improving government ef-
ficiency by addressing outdated re-
ports.

Agencies are already required to
compile lists of the reports they gen-
erate, but this information is not in-
cluded in an agency’s annual budget
document which Congress scrutinizes
on an annual basis.

The Eliminate the Useless Reports
Act requires each agency to identify
and reduce the frequency of duplicative
or outdated reports in its regular budg-
et justification documents.

This bill would increase government
efficiency and save taxpayer dollars by
eliminating unnecessary reports.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Representatives
ROBERT GARCIA and GROTHMAN for
their leadership on this issue and Budg-
et Committee Chairman ARRINGTON for
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his collaboration with the House Over-
sight Committee for advancing this bill
today.

I encourage my colleagues to support
this bipartisan commonsense bill, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume. I
rise today in support of S. 2073. I thank
my colleague from California, Ranking
Member ROBERT GARCIA, for intro-
ducing the House companion to the
Eliminate Useless Reports Act of 2023.
I am proud to support this bipartisan
legislation. The accumulation of out-
dated and redundant reports is some-
thing that the Oversight Committee
has tried to deal with several times
over the past few decades.

The Eliminate Useless Reports Act
takes an innovative approach. It would
establish clear procedures for Federal
agencies to request the elimination or
modification of duplicative or outdated
reports in their annual budget jus-
tifications. This would ensure that the
correct committee of jurisdiction with
the appropriate expertise considers this
request. This bill would better inform
Congress and the executive branch and
ensure that agencies are not wasting
time or resources on redundant or ar-
chaic reports.

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

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. GROTHMAN).

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I will
get this done in less than 5 minutes. As
has been pointed out, anybody around
here a while knows that frequently
when a bill passes we include require-
ments that an agency provide reports.

Another way for a Congressman to
pass a bill is just to pass a freestanding
bill that requires another report. Obvi-
ously, these reports aren’t cheap.
There is a great deal of hours spent as
the agencies compile the reports. It is
time to have a look at these reports
and see how many are necessary and
how many we can do away with.

The President’s most recent budget
request identified 53 reports that were
outdated or duplicative. Some exam-
ples: Department of Commerce report
on business licensing activities in Iraq.
This report was signed into law in 2003
during the start of the Iraq war. As our
presence there diminished, the need for
regular reporting on Irag-bound busi-
ness licenses has outlived its useless-
ness.

There is the Department of Labor re-
port on a community college and ca-
reer training grant. This is another re-
port that is outdated. The authoriza-
tion of the appropriations has expired,
and no funds have been appropriated
for this program since 2014; neverthe-
less, the requirement for the report
lives on.

There is the annual FTC report on
the market concentration of the eth-
anol industry. The FTC has submitted
the report every year since 2005, but
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each and every year the ethanol mar-
ket has not been overly concentrated,
entry into the market is easy, and the
present circumstances do not justify a
presumption that a single ethanol pro-
ducer could set prices. In other words,
the usefulness of the report is no
longer in existence.

The Eliminate Useless Reports Act
simply requires each agency to identify
and recommend eliminating, modi-
fying, or reducing the frequency of du-
plicative reports. Recommendations
from agencies will be considered by the
relevant committees so they can take
appropriate legislative steps.

This bill would increase the effi-
ciency of identifying outdated or dupli-
cative reports.

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to co-lead
the House version in a nice bipartisan
effort with my Oversight Sub-
committee colleague, Congressman
ROBERT GARCIA from California.

I am also thankful for the bipartisan
Senate cosponsors to this bill, Senators
OSSOFF and LANKFORD.

I urge adoption of Senate bill S. 2073,
an important bipartisan step toward
improving the efficiency of the Federal
Government.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I urge
support for S. 2073, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I en-
courage my colleagues to support this
bill that will increase government effi-
ciency, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr.
LATURNER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 2073, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

GSA TECHNOLOGY
ACCOUNTABILITY ACT

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 7524) to amend title 40, United
States Code, to require the submission
of reports on certain information tech-
nology services funds to Congress be-
fore expenditures may be made, and for
other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7524

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “GSA Tech-
nology Accountability Act’.

SEC. 2. TRANSPARENCY OF GSA FUNDED INFOR-
MATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES.

(a) TRANSPARENCY ON USE OF THE FEDERAL
CITIZEN SERVICES FUND.—Section 323 of title
40, United States Code, is amended by adding
at the end the following:
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“(g) REQUIREMENT FOR ANNUAL REPORT TO
CONGRESS.—Not later than September 30 of
each year, the Administrator shall submit to
the Committee on Oversight and Account-
ability of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs of the Senate a report
that includes, at a minimum, a list of each
program funded by expenditures during the
previous fiscal year, or that have been fund-
ed by expenditures in the previous 5-year pe-
riod, including the following:

‘(1) An explanation of the program.

‘(2) Information about how the program is
funded, including the amount of expendi-
tures the program received in the previous
fiscal year and total amount.

‘(3) The amount of reimbursements associ-
ated with or anticipated to be associated
with the program from another source of
funds or another agency, if applicable.

‘“(4) A description of projects or initiatives
associated with the program, including—

““(A) information about when the projects
or initiatives were initiated and completed;
and

‘(B) funding information, to the extent
practicable.

‘(6) Any additional information, data, or
analysis used to determine the information
estimated within the report, if applicable.

‘‘(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘Adminis-
trator’ means the Administrator of General
Services.

‘(2) EXPENDITURE.—The term ‘expenditure’
means any obligation of funds from the
Fund.”.

(b) TRANSPARENCY ON USE OF THE ACQUISI-
TION SERVICES FUND.—Section 321 of title 40,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following:

“(h) REQUIREMENT FOR ANNUAL REPORT TO
CONGRESS.—Not later than September 30 of
each year, the Administrator shall submit to
the Committee on Oversight and Account-
ability of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs of the Senate a report
that includes, at a minimum, a list of each
program within the Technology Trans-
formation Services funded by expenditures
during the previous fiscal year, or that have
been funded by expenditures in the previous
5-year period, including the following:

‘(1) An explanation of the program.

‘“(2) Information about how the program is
funded, including the amount of expendi-
tures the program received in the previous
fiscal year and total amount.

“(3) The amount of reimbursements associ-
ated with or anticipated to be associated
with the program from another source of
funds or another agency, if applicable.

‘“(4) A description of projects or initiatives
associated with the program, including—

“(A) information about when the projects
or initiatives were initiated and completed;
and

‘“(B) funding information, to the extent
practicable.

‘“(5) Any additional information, data, or
analysis used to determine the information
estimated within the report, if applicable.

‘(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘Adminis-
trator’ means the Administrator of General
Services.

‘‘(2) EXPENDITURE.—The term ‘expenditure’
means any obligation of funds from the Ac-
quisition Services Fund for programs ref-
erenced in subsection (h).”’.

(¢) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this Act shall take effect on the
commencement of the first fiscal year after
the date of the enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
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Kansas (Mr. LATURNER) and the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kansas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATURNER. 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 on this
measure.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
7524, the GSA Technology Account-
ability Act.

The General Services Administra-
tion’s Technology and Transformation
Services, or TTS, manages several Fed-
eral technology projects and initia-
tives.

These projects and initiatives are
mostly funded through two funds—the
Citizen Services Fund and the Acquisi-
tion Services Fund.

There is little transparency, how-
ever, into how money from these funds
is allocated and what TTS is doing
with its resources.

This bill requires the administrator
of GSA to submit an annual report to
Congress regarding each program fund-
ed by the Citizen Services Fund and
some programs funded by the Acquisi-
tion Services Fund.

This annual report will include infor-
mation about funded programs,
projects and initiatives, and reimburse-
ments associated with each program.

This bill provides much-needed trans-
parency into TTS programs and tech-
nology-related projects.

I thank Representative PETE SES-
SIONS, chairman of the House Oversight
Committee Subcommittee on Govern-
ment Operations and the Federal
Workforce, and Representative GERRY
CoNNOLLY for their work on this legis-
lation.

I encourage my colleagues to support
this commonsense bill to increase
transparency and provide additional
oversight of taxpayer dollars, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of the GSA Technology Accountability
Act.

I thank my colleagues, Representa-
tive COMER and Chairman SESSIONS and
their staffs, for their partnership and
collaboration on this bill. I am pleased
to support the updated form of this
bill.

This bill would bring increased trans-
parency to some of the General Serv-
ices Administration’s leading programs
that are funded by the Federal Citizens
Services Fund and the Federal Acquisi-
tion Fund.

As GSA continues to make the tech-
nological advancements that allow the
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American people to securely access
government services, this bill will
allow Congress to fulfill its vital over-
sight responsibilities.

Once again, I thank my colleagues
for working with us to address GSA’s
concerns about the original legislation
and ensure that this bill allows for in-
creased transparency without creating
unnecessary administrative burdens.

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

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SESSIONS), my friend.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the distinguished gentleman and friend
from Kansas for yielding.

I also thank my colleague from the
District of Columbia, representing the
minority or the Democratic Party on
the Subcommittee on Government Op-
erations and the Federal Workforce, for
her leadership.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of this bill. It is a bill that we tried to
make bipartisan and to include ideas
from a number of people that were on
the committee.

As the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Government Operations
and the Federal Workforce, we worked
together not only holding hearings, but
discussing the need for transparency
and better technology for projects from
the General Services Administration.

As it stands now, the government’s
internal technology consultancy is
mostly opaque in its operation, result-
ing in the lack of competition and a
few instances of serious failures from
the GSA’s products. Those are products
that were developed in-house.

Last year, the GSA Inspector General
reported that Login.gov, a GSA prod-
uct that was intended to be a single-
sign-on solution for the Federal Gov-
ernment and government agencies, was
intentionally misleading Federal agen-
cies about its technical capabilities
and ability to actually authenticate
the users.

In other words, Mr. Speaker, as peo-
ple came in to do business with the
government agency, GSA had a front
to it that would assuredly tell that
agency wherever they were going and
with great likelihood exactly who that
person was.

This subversion left government
websites exposed to fraudulent users
and removed a critical barrier for
criminals to improperly claim govern-
ment benefits. In other words, they
said that it contained certainty about
who that person was that came to them
for those agencies then did not need to
do further investigation to make sure
who was seeking government benefits.

While we do not currently know the
total amount of fraud that was com-
mitted because Login.gov did not pro-
vide adequate system security as it was
required and stated that it was pre-
pared to do, we do know that the
American taxpayer was on the hook for
hundreds of billions of dollars—up to
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$400 Dbillion—in fraud from various
COVID relief programs; each of these
agencies counting on the person that
they were speaking to and in contact
with were the correct person.

The central tactic used in this was
identity theft. It was fraud.

In order to prevent such fraud in the
future, Federal systems must have
identity verification capabilities that
work.

Instead, the GSA marketed, and Fed-
eral agencies paid for, an identity
verification system that was either not
present or did not work.

It left the door wide open for crimi-
nals pretending to be someone else, to
steal benefits, to steal information,
and otherwise compromise government
systems with a false identity.

Last year, the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform and Oversight Sub-
committees, which I chair, held a hear-
ing and it was a bipartisan answer that
we came up with. It is a problem.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate my col-
leagues, including the gentleman from
Virginia, Mr. CONNOLLY, for his support
of this legislation, but certainly back
in the committee as we brought this
bill forward, it was a bipartisan answer
that no matter whose fault it was, it
needed to be fixed.

We looked at it, I think, the same
way. I am very proud of this com-
mittee, and I am very proud of my col-
leagues, the Democrats, the minority
party, for working with us just like it
was a part of their responsibility,
which it was. I totally support that.

With Login.gov, the Technology
Transformation Service failed. Now, we
are going to provide the transparency
that is required in this bill. I am very
proud of this work that was done on a
bipartisan basis.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I urge
Members to support this bipartisan
bill, and I yield back the balance of my
time.
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Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I en-
courage my colleagues to support this
commonsense bill to increase trans-
parency and provide additional over-
sight of taxpayer dollars.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr.
LATURNER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 7524, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

ASTRONAUT SAFE TEMPORARY
RIDE OPTIONS ACT

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 272) to amend title 31, United
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States Code, to authorize transpor-
tation for Government astronauts re-
turning from space between their resi-
dence and various locations, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 272

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Astronaut
Safe Temporary Ride Options Act” or the
“ASTRO Act”.

SEC. 2. TRANSPORTATION OF ASTRONAUTS RE-
TURNING FROM SPACE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1344(a)(2) of title
31, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘or” at
the end;

(2) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘or”’
after the comma at the end; and

(3) by inserting before the matter following
subparagraph (B) the following:

“(C) necessary for post-flight transpor-
tation of Government astronauts, and others
subject to reimbursable arrangements, re-
turning from space for the performance of
medical research, monitoring, diagnosis, or
treatment, or other official duties, prior to
receiving post-flight medical clearance to
operate a motor vehicle,”’.

(b) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year
after the date of enactment of this Act and
annually thereafter, the Administrator of
the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration shall submit an annual report to
Congress on the use of the authority pro-
viding transportation under subparagraph
(C) of section 1344(a)(2) of title 31, United
States Code (as added by subsection (a) of
this Act).

(2) CONTENTS.—Any such report shall in-
clude the name of any individual who re-
ceived such transportation, the number of
instances such transportation was provided,
and the total cost of such transportation for
the year preceding the date such report is
submitted.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. LATURNER) and the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kansas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on this
measure.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
272, the ASTRO Act.

First of all, let’s give respect for the
name ASTRO Act. As far as the names
of bills go, that ranks way up there as
far as the ones I have seen, so high
compliments.

This will streamline a burdensome
administrative process regarding gov-
ernment-provided transportation for
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astronauts returning from space flight.
When astronauts return from space
travel, NASA provides them with
home-to-work transportation so that
the agency can monitor, evaluate, di-
agnose, and provide these brave men
and women with medical treatment
until they are medically cleared to
drive.

Under existing statute, NASA’s au-
thorization of this transportation for
the astronauts must include concur-
rent reports to Congress with details
about the authorized transportation.
Reporting in this manner can be chal-
lenging to NASA as it can make it dif-
ficult to maintain up-to-date author-
izations as crewmembers are replaced
or reassigned to different missions.

The ASTRO Act will amend current
law to enable NASA to authorize the
use of official transportation between
residence and worksite without such
unworkable reporting requirements.
However, the bill maintains appro-
priate congressional transparency by
requiring NASA to provide Congress
with an annual report on its use of this
new authorization.

I thank the sponsor of the bill, Con-
gressman BABIN, for his work. I also
thank the House Committee on
Science, Space, and Technology for its
bipartisan support of this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support this commonsense
bill, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

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

The ASTRO Act would give the Ad-
ministrator of NASA the authority to
allow astronauts returning from space
to receive home-to-work transpor-
tation from the agency. Such transpor-
tation is currently permitted only on a
case-by-case basis, and it must be re-
ported to Congress. This bill also re-
quires NASA to report annually to
Congress on the use of this authority.

These seem like reasonable changes
to me, and I support this bill.

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

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. BABIN).

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 272, the Astronaut Safe
Temporary Ride Options Act, or, for
short, the ASTRO Act. As the bill’s
sponsor, I thank Chairman COMER for
his help in getting the bill to the floor.

One of the great honors of serving as
the chairman of the Subcommittee on
Space and Aeronautics is having the
opportunity to meet our astronauts
preparing to go to space and to hear
from them after they return from their
missions. The ASTRO Act is a result of
these conversations and NASA’s advo-
cacy for increased astronaut safety.

The brave men and women who wear
the iconic blue flight suit risk their
lives to advance America’s leadership
in space. We owe it to them to ensure
that when they return from long-dura-
tion space missions, their recovery and
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health studies are not hampered by bu-
reaucracy.

The space environment poses signifi-
cant medical issues, such as
osteoporosis, muscle atrophy, broken
bones from reentry, vision and ocular
changes, and disrupted equilibrium,
which prevent astronauts from being
able to drive when they come back
home.

However, NASA astronauts’ partici-
pation in physiological research and
longitudinal studies upon their return
from space informs future exploration
efforts and how we treat future astro-
nauts. It is imperative that they get
these things checked.

The ASTRO Act streamlines the ap-
proval process for astronauts to receive
transportation to and from their homes
and the Johnson Space Center for doc-
tor visits until they are medically
cleared to resume driving. There are no
costs associated with this bill but,
rather, a significant paperwork reduc-
tion in the approval process.

Additionally, my bill provides trans-
parency by requiring NASA to send an
annual report to Congress on how this
authority is used in the future.

Astronauts’ health data acquired by
the Johnson Space Center upon return
from space is invaluable. This bill en-
sures hassle-free transportation to and
from these important medical evalua-
tions so that we can appropriately
study the impacts of space exploration
on the human body.

As we prepare to go to the Moon and
farther to Mars and beyond, it is in-
cumbent upon us to streamline oper-
ations to enable discovery and innova-
tion. America has long been the leader
in space exploration, and we must re-
main there. We will continue to push
the bounds of our universe outward.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congressman
JEFF JACKSON for cosponsoring this
legislation bipartisanly as well as
Chairman COMER and Chairman LUCAS
for their support. I urge my colleagues
to please support this bill.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I urge
Members to support this bill, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, while
it may sound like a mundane problem,
the underlying need for this bill is any-
thing but that. We owe it to these cou-
rageous men and women who leave be-
hind families and friends to spend
months in space to cut through the red
tape and take care of them upon their
return.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr.
LATURNER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 272.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.



May 6, 2024
PERMISSION FOR MEMBER TO USE
MEDICAL  ASSISTIVE COMMU-

NICATION DEVICE DURING CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 3354

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that notwith-
standing rule XVII, during consider-
ation of H.R. 3354, Representative
WEXTON of Virginia be permitted to use
a medical assistive communication de-
vice while under recognition.

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

There was no objection.

———

SECRETARY OF STATE MAD-
ELEINE ALBRIGHT POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3354) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 220 North Hatcher Avenue in
Purcellville, Virginia, as the ‘Sec-
retary of State Madeleine Albright
Post Office Building”’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3354

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SECRETARY OF STATE MADELEINE
ALBRIGHT POST OFFICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 220
North Hatcher Avenue in Purcellville, Vir-
ginia, shall be known and designated as the
“Secretary of State Madeleine Albright Post
Office Building™’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Secretary of State
Madeleine Albright Post Office Building”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. LATURNER) and the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kansas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATURNER. 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 on the meas-
ure.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
bill, which would name a post office in
Purcellville, Virginia, for former Sec-
retary of State Madeleine Albright.

Secretary Albright was born in
Prague in 1937 and immigrated to the
United States with her family in 1948.

In 1993, President Clinton appointed
her Ambassador to the United Nations,
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a position in which she served until her
appointment as Secretary of State in
1996, the first woman to be appointed
to that position and the highest rank-
ing woman in the history of the U.S.
Government at that time.

For 50 years, Secretary Albright re-
sided in Loudoun County, where this
post office is located.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 3354 to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 220 North Hatcher Avenue in
Purcellville, Virginia, as the Secretary
of State Madeleine Albright Post Office
Building.

This legislation, introduced by my
tremendous colleague, Representative
JENNIFER WEXTON of Virginia, would
designate a post office after former
Secretary of State Madeleine Albright.

Secretary Albright fled Communist
rule under Czechoslovakia and immi-
grated to Denver, Colorado, in 1948. She
committed herself to a life of public
service, including working for the U.S.
Senate under then-Senator Edmund
Muskie, and later served the Carter ad-
ministration as a White House staff
member and a staffer of the National
Security Council.

Secretary Albright was appointed by
President Clinton as Ambassador to
the United Nations in 1993 and was a
critical force behind the expansion of
NATO ‘“‘to build, for the very first
time, a peaceful, democratic, and undi-
vided transatlantic community.” She
was committed to the democratization
and security of European nations that
escaped Soviet rule.

Secretary Albright is remembered as
an important force behind the global
fight against climate change, including
by supporting the ratification of the
Kyoto Protocol, an international trea-
ty to fight global climate change. This
protocol was eventually adopted in
1997.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
Virginia (Ms. WEXTON).

Ms. WEXTON. Mr. Speaker, last
yvear, I was diagnosed with progressive
supranuclear palsy, or PSP. PSP
makes it very difficult for me to speak,
and I use an assistive app so that you
and our colleagues can understand me.

I am proud to be here today speaking
in support of my bill to rename the
Purcellville, Virginia, post office in
honor of my former constituent, the
late Secretary of State Madeleine
Albright, who chose not to have her
mail delivered to her rural western
Loudoun County farm but instead be-
came a fixture at the post office that
will bear her name.

Secretary Albright was a fearless
trailblazer for women and a devoted
public servant who touched the lives of
s0 many whom she taught, mentored,
and worked with, including me. Her re-
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lentless defense of democracy and ad-
vocacy for human rights, inspired by
her own lived experience fleeing Nazi
persecution, made her an icon here at
home and around the globe.

It is my honor to lead this legislation
to celebrate her historic life and legacy
here in Virginia’s 10th Congressional
District, where her farm is located and
where she spent as much time as she
was able.

Secretary Albright once said the
greatest honor of her life was rep-
resenting the United States of Amer-
ica, a sentiment I am sure we all share
as Members of the House of Represent-
atives.

Throughout her life, Secretary
Albright received numerous accolades
and awards, including the Presidential
Medal of Freedom in 2012. T am honored
that the Virginia delegation and I can
bestow this posthumous honor on Sec-
retary Albright and her family and
help ensure that her legacy continues
to live on in Virginia for generations to
come.

I urge my colleagues to vote for this
measure.

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

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I urge
Members to support this bill, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I en-
courage my colleagues to support this
bill honoring an American leader. I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr.
LATURNER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3354.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker,
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 motion will be post-
poned.

on

———
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LUKE LETLOW POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 7423) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 103 Benedette Street in
Rayville, Louisiana, as the ‘Luke
Letlow Post Office Building”’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7423

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. LUKE LETLOW POST OFFICE BUILD-
ING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 103
Benedette Street in Rayville, Louisiana,
shall be known and designated as the ‘“‘Luke
Letlow Post Office Building”’.
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(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Luke Letlow Post Of-
fice Building’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. LATURNER) and the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kansas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LATURNER. 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 on this
measure.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
bill, which would name a post office in
Rayville, Louisiana, for Congressman-
elect Luke Letlow.

Letlow was a native Louisianan who
attended Louisiana Tech University,
where he was a member of the Lou-
isiana Tech College Republicans and
the Louisiana Federation of College
Republicans.

As a young college graduate, Letlow
was a staff member for former Con-
gressmen John Cooksey and Ralph
Abraham as well as Governor Bobby
Jindal.

In 2020, Letlow launched a successful
bid for Louisiana’s Fifth Congressional
District seat. He was set to be sworn in
to the United States House of Rep-
resentatives on January 3, 2021. Sadly,
he passed away from complications due
to COVID-19 on December 29, 2020.

I support naming a post office in
memory of Congressman-elect Letlow,
and I encourage my colleagues to sup-
port this bill.

I would say on a personal note that I
consider it a loss to me and to my col-
leagues to not have the opportunity to
serve with Mr. Letlow. We would have
been sworn in to Congress on the exact
same day.

I am grateful, however, to get to
serve alongside his wife, JULIA, and to
get to experience him through her
memories of him, and their two beau-
tiful children, Jeremiah and Jac-
queline.

I am honored to have the opportunity
to manage the Republican time on this
bill today, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 7423, to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 103 Benedette Street in
Rayville, Louisiana, as the Luke
Letlow Post Office Building.

Congressman-elect Luke Letlow was
poised to represent Louisiana’s Fifth
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Legislative District after winning the
special election seat when he tragically
passed away from complications of
COVID on December 29, 2020.

He is remembered by his congres-
sional colleagues for his staunch com-
mitment to public service. I encourage
my colleagues to join me in honoring
the life of Congressman-elect Letlow
by naming the post office in Rayville,
Louisiana, after him.

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

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as she may consume to the

gentlewoman from Louisiana (Ms.
LETLOW).
Ms. LETLOW. Mr. Speaker, I rise

today to voice my support for this bill
and also to express to the House the
heartfelt gratitude of Luke’s family,
his friends, and all who loved him.

My husband was someone I knew to
be a truly exceptional and gifted indi-
vidual. Luke’s purpose was always
driven by people, and his passion was
public service. Luke was the kind of
person who would meet a stranger and
just a few minutes later could walk
away, having established an enduring
friendship with them.

Mr. Speaker, I can’t even begin to
count the number of people who called,
texted, emailed, or wrote me letters in
the days after we lost Luke telling me
how he had touched their lives.

Throughout his career, I saw so many
times when he would spend hours on
the phone talking to local mayors and
police jurors about the problems in
their communities, showing them the
same care and attention that he would
give if it had been the Governor of Lou-
isiana or the Speaker of the House on
the other end of the line.

As I travel the Fifth District to this
day, I still meet many of those same
people who fondly remember those
times that he helped them.

What was different about Luke and
one of the incredible things that set
him apart was the fact that his mind
was like an atlas, encyclopedia, and
historical narrative of our little corner
of northeast Louisiana. He not only
knew the people and their concerns,
but he knew their stories.

He could drive through those little,
small towns all over our region and
show you where Ulysses Grant and his
troops had prepared for the attack on
Vicksburg, where Theodore Roosevelt
had gone hunting for the famous black
bear, and where Huey and Earl Long
played as young brothers and later
campaigned for votes as Governors.

There is no place that Luke loved
more than his own Richland Parish,
the home of the Letlow family for
eight generations. His story was deeply
rooted in the fertile soil of the delta,
which gave name to his pet project,
Richland Roots, a website he created to
tell the stories of Richland Parish and
its rich history.

He would spend countless hours re-
searching the past of the towns and vil-
lages of the parish, the landmarks, the
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churches and, yes, even the post of-
fices. You see, Luke understood that
all over Richland Parish there were
these little pieces of the past that were
left with us, containing both the sto-
ries and the lessons from those who
came before us. Now he will receive his
very own landmark, a little piece of
Richland Parish to help tell his story.

It is my hope, Mr. Speaker, that one
day another history-loving kid from
Richland Parish will see that post of-
fice and learn about Luke’s story.

I hope they will learn about how his
journey took him from the back roads
and small towns of northeast Liouisiana
to the corridors of the United States
Capitol in Washington.

I hope they will learn about how he
dedicated himself to the people of our
region, working every single day to
make their lives better.

I hope they will learn about the fact
that even though he was never able to
serve as a Member of this House, the
men and women who served here
thought so highly of him that they be-
stowed this high honor.

Mr. Speaker, when Luke’s light
would shine on you, it was impossible
to feel anything other than his warmth
and love. He had a way of making you
feel exceptional, and I know that to be
true for every person in his life. It is
what I miss the most.

Luke may be gone, but his light will
never leave us. I see it every day in the
faces of our children: our son, Jere-
miah, and our daughter, Jacqueline. I
see it every time I go home and drive
those back roads in Richland Parish
and see the places that he loved so
much.

By bestowing this honor on him, you
are ensuring that his name and his leg-
acy will live on long after all of us are
gone. I ask my colleagues to join our
majority leader and our Louisiana del-
egation in supporting this bill on be-
half of Luke’s family and his friends
and all who loved him.

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

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. SCALISE), our majority
leader.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend from Kansas for yielding. HEs-
pecially having JULIA LETLOW, our col-
league, here, it is bittersweet for us in
the Louisiana delegation, for all of us
in Congress, those of us who knew
Luke—I got to know him so well over
so0 many years—and those who didn’t
know him but were getting ready to
serve with him. He literally passed
away days before getting sworn in after
being elected as a Member of Congress.

It is Luke’s journey. It is Luke’s
story that we are here to celebrate
today and ultimately which will live on
at the Luke Letlow Post Office in
Rayville, his hometown. He was born in
Start, Louisiana, in Richland Parish,
and it is there in Richland Parish that
this post office that we are dedicating
is, hopefully, going to be enjoying a
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formal ceremony with all of us and the
whole family.

When I think of how I first met Luke,
it was when he was working for Bobby
Jindal. As Julia said so eloquently,
Luke’s whole life was dedicated to pub-
lic service. When he graduated, he im-
mediately was an intern for Congress-
man Cooksey and came up here. I think
that was when he probably got the bug
a little bit.

He ultimately got the bug to serve
other people. Luke did it so well. He
served other people with joy in so
many different roles. After he worked
for Congressman Cooksey, he then
worked for candidate Bobby Jindal.
That is when I got to know him.

There was no harder worker than
Luke Letlow, but also no happier per-
son. He was always happy, always had
a smile. He always just wanted to do
the best he could. “Win the day” was
Luke’s term, and he would just work
incredibly hard for whoever he worked
for.

Bobby ultimately won that seat in
Congress, and Luke became his district
director. The district director is the
person who covers the district, does so
many of the unheralded things that
those of us Members of Congress deal
with and the people who call us. We
just call our district director and say:
Can you take care of this, and can you
see if we can help that person out?
That was really where Luke thrived
the most.

Then, ultimately, he went into the
private sector but was called back yet
again when Ralph Abraham ran for
Congress, and Luke served as his chief
of staff. Ralph had set a term limit on
himself, and when the term limit hit,
Ralph stepped down from Congress. At
that point, that is when Luke made the
decision: Here is my moment. Do I do
this? Ultimately, he decided to run.

I remember, he and I spoke when he
chose to get into the race as a can-
didate. I knew he was going to do well.
I could just tell because he was a nat-
ural. He was a natural with people. He
actually cared about people. It is hard
to be in this line of work without car-
ing about people. He had done it in so
many roles for so many other people.
Finally, when it was time to run him-
self, he did it with the fervor that you
would expect. He never slowed down.
Every single day he worked so hard.

I know for those of us who have got-
ten to know Julia so well, the family is
what always came first to Luke. He
wanted to be known really first as a
husband and a father, and he did both
of those jobs incredibly well; exceeded,
I am sure, what anybody would have
expected.

The legacy that I think we all really
remember of Luke here is that of a
public servant. When you hear all of
the things that he did in his life, he
was somebody who just wanted to serve
other people, and he did it so well.

I think the hardest part for me is
after he had gotten elected, we talked
a lot because he was so eager to get
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ready for this new role, this new ca-
reer, to come up to Congress and do
something that he had thought about
doing for so long, a role he had played
helping so many other people who
served in Congress, but now this was
the time where he was going to start
his new career.

He was talking about what commit-
tees he wanted to get on. In fact, you
know, in the days before he passed, the
last conversation I had with him was
about him talking to me about what
committees he wanted to be on and
how he wanted to best serve that dis-
trict and all of the parishes. It was a
very large, sprawling district, and yet
he couldn’t wait to serve in that capac-
ity. That was the conversation that we
had.

You never thought someone so young
and so vibrant could leave us so early.
I tell you, for Julia, we are all so proud
of her and just the strength that she
has shown in these years since. We call
Julia our steel magnolia because she
has represented the family incredibly
well. She has represented Luke’s leg-
acy incredibly well because while he
never got the opportunity to serve as a
Member of Congress, he served. He
served the State of Louisiana, and he
served the United States of America in
so many different roles.
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I consider him a colleague because
we talked about what that would be
like so much, and I just think this is
one way we can pay tribute to Luke’s
legacy of service, to name this post of-
fice so that people, when they are car-
rying out their daily chores and going
to check their mail or send an impor-
tant note to somebody, they can just
look up and think about what Luke
meant and what they meant to Luke
because he really did care about the
people that ultimately he worked for
and that he was going to represent in
Congress.

I say this on behalf of the whole dele-
gation, and I know others are going to
be speaking as well, the legacy of Luuke
Letlow will shine on for a long, long
time.

It is what
spirit, that
every single
what I will
Luke Letlow.

I urge all of my colleagues to pass
this bill and look forward to that cere-
mony where we get to truly be in front
of the whole family, paying tribute to
a man who lived a life of public service.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, it is
my great honor and privilege to yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. JOHNSON), the Speaker of
the House.

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

I rise today in support of H.R. 7423, a
bill to designate the United States
Post Office in Rayville, Louisiana,
after our dear friend and our former

he represented and that
strong, positive energy
day to win the day, is
always remember about
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Louisiana Fifth District Congressman,
Luke Letlow.

In December of 2020, Luke tragically
passed away just days before taking his
oath of office and serving here with us
in Congress.

We were all devastated. He was in the
prime of his life, 41 years old, with two
beautiful children and a lovely wife,
JULIA, who is one of Kelly’s and my fa-
vorite people in the world.

He had spent his entire professional
career serving the people of Louisiana
in the Governor’s office and our con-
gressional delegation.

There was no greater ambassador of
Louisiana culture and values, and I
have no doubt he would have been a
leading Member of our delegation and
of Congress.

Luke was a native son of Start, Lou-
isiana, a town of just a few hundred
people nestled outside of Monroe in
northeast Louisiana, and it was there
that he developed what was truly a
servant’s heart.

He had a peaceful, easygoing nature.
Everybody loved him. Whoever held his
attention was the most important per-
son in the world at that moment.

Luke listened first, and then he
acted—a quality this town could use a
lot more of. He was passionate about
Louisiana, about our issues like agri-
culture and energy and, more than
anything else, his beautiful family.

I don’t remember having many con-
versations with Luke that did not in-
volve his family because he was so
proud of them.

I know he is smiling down upon his
wife, JULIA, our extraordinary col-
league who has been such a tremendous
asset to this institution and a great
champion for our State.

Their two beautiful children, Jere-
miah and Jacqueline, who have become
fixtures around here, are blessed to
have incredible role models as parents.

I am grateful to our entire Louisiana
delegation for joining together in this
effort, and I am grateful for the idea
that we have had here. I am grateful
for the comfort of knowing where he is.

By passing this legislation, the
Rayville community will continue to
honor the life and legacy of a great
American and a great Louisianian. I
look forward to its swift passage.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. HIGGINS).

Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my colleague for
yielding time. I had prepared remarks,
but let me just speak from my heart.

It is a beautiful gesture that this
body can name a post office after our
friend and colleague, Luke Letlow, in
honor of his service and his dedication
to his State and his community and his
country, to children of God across the
world.

Luke was a very special man. It is a
gesture to the American families from
sea to shining sea, which has suffered
loss, including my own.

Today, we stand in support of the
love of family, and we extend the heart



H2858

of our Nation by naming one of our old-
est institutions, a microcosm of what
America is, the Postal Service.

To name a post office after Luke is to
honor not just his family and his wife,
our colleague, JULIA, but it is to honor
all American families.

I thank my brothers and sisters of
this august body for allowing this mo-
ment where we cherish what it is to be
an American, to serve our country and
our fellow man, to be part of a family,
and to remember those that we have
lost.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman from Louisiana
for his comments. I have no further
speakers, and I am prepared to close.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further speakers, and I urge the pas-
sage of H.R. 7423, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. LATURNER. Mr. Speaker, I en-
courage my colleagues to support this
bill, which rightly honors the life and
legacy of a great man, Congressman-
elect Luke Letlow.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr.
LATURNER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 7423.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. LATURNER. 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 motion will be post-
poned.

——
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 52 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

——
O 1830

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. VALADAO) at 6 o’clock
and 30 minutes p.m.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Motions to suspend the rules and
pass:

H.R. 7219, as amended; and

H.R. 7525.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant

to clause 9 of rule XX, the second elec-
tronic vote will be conducted as a 5-
minute vote.

————

INFORMATION QUALITY
ASSURANCE ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 7219) to ensure that Federal
agencies rely on the best reasonably
available scientific, technical, demo-
graphic, economic, and statistical in-
formation and evidence to develop,
issue or inform the public of the nature
and bases of Federal agency rules and
guidance, and for other purposes, as
amended, on which the yeas and nays
were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr.
LATURNER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, as amended.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 377, nays 4,
not voting 48, as follows:

[Roll No. 177]

YEAS—377
Adams Cherfilus- Fletcher
Aderholt McCormick Flood
Aguilar Chu Foster
Alford Ciscomani Foxx
Allen Clark (MA) Frankel, Lois
Allred Clarke (NY) Franklin, Scott
Amo Cline Frost
Amodei Cloud Fry
Armstrong Clyburn Fulcher
Arrington Clyde Gaetz
Auchincloss Cohen Garamendi
Babin Cole Garbarino
Bacon Collins Garcia (IL)
Balderson Comer Garcia, Mike
Balint Connolly Garcia, Robert
Barr Correa Gimenez
Barragan Costa Golden (ME)
Bean (FL) Courtney Gonzales, Tony
Beatty Craig Gonzalez,
Bentz Crane Vicente
Bera Crawford Good (VA)
Bergman Crockett Gooden (TX)
Beyer Curtis Gosar
Bice D’Esposito Gottheimer
Biggs Davids (KS) Graves (MO)
Bilirakis Davidson Green (TN)
Bishop (GA) Dayvis (NC) Green, Al (TX)
Bishop (NC) De La Cruz Greene (GA)
Blumenauer Dean (PA) Griffith
Boebert DeGette Grothman
Bonamici DeLauro Guest
Bost DelBene Guthrie
Bowman Deluzio Harder (CA)
Boyle (PA) DeSaulnier Harshbarger
Brown DesJarlais Hayes
Brownley Diaz-Balart Hern
Bucshon Dingell Higgins (LA)
Budzinski Doggett Hill
Burchett Donalds Himes
Burgess Duarte Hinson
Burlison Duncan Horsford
Bush Dunn (FL) Houchin
Calvert Edwards Houlahan
Cammack Ellzey Hoyle (OR)
Caraveo Emmer Hudson
Carbajal Escobar Huffman
Cardenas Eshoo Huizenga
Carey Espaillat Issa
Carl Evans Ivey
Carter (GA) Ezell Jackson (IL)
Cartwright Fallon Jackson (NC)
Casar Feenstra Jackson (TX)
Case Finstad Jacobs
Casten Fischbach James
Castor (FL) Fitzgerald Jayapal
Castro (TX) Fitzpatrick Jeffries
Chavez-DeRemer Fleischmann Johnson (GA)
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Johnson (LA)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan

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

Kean (NJ)
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Khanna
Kiggans (VA)
Kildee

Kiley
Kilmer

Kim (CA)
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
Langworthy
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta
LaTurner
Lawler

Lee (FL)

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Lesko
Letlow
Levin

Lieu

Lofgren
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luna

Mace
Malliotakis
Maloy

Mann
Manning
Massie

Mast

Matsui
McBath
McCaul
MecClain
MecClellan
MecClintock
McCollum
McCormick
McGarvey
McGovern
Meeks
Menendez
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Molinaro
Moolenaar
Moore (AL)

Brecheen
Rosendale

Baird
Banks
Blunt Rochester
Buchanan
Carson
Carter (LA)
Carter (TX)
Cleaver
Crenshaw
Crow
Cuellar
Davis (IL)
Estes
Ferguson
Foushee
Gallego

Mr.

Moore (UT)
Moore (WI)
Moran
Morelle
Moskowitz
Mrvan
Mullin
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Neguse
Nehls
Newhouse
Nickel
Norcross
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ocasio-Cortez
Ogles

Omar

Owens
Pallone
Palmer
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Pelosi
Peltola
Perez

Perry
Peters
Pettersen
Pfluger
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Posey
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Raskin
Reschenthaler
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose

Ross

Rouzer

Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rutherford
Ryan
Salazar
Salinas
Sanchez
Scalise
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman

NAYS—4

Roy
Self

Garcia (TX)
Goldman (NY)
Gomez
Granger
Graves (LA)
Grijalva
Hageman
Harris
Hoyer

Hunt
Jackson Lee
Kim (NJ)
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Landsman
Lee (CA)
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Sherrill
Simpson
Slotkin
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Smucker
Sorensen
Soto
Spanberger
Stansbury
Stanton
Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Steil
Steube
Stevens
Strickland
Strong
Suozzi
Swalwell
Sykes
Takano
Tenney
Thanedar
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Turner
Underwood
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Wagner
Walberg
Waltz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Wexton
Wwild
Williams (GA)
Williams (NY)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (FL)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym
Zinke

NOT VOTING—48

Luttrell
Lynch
Magaziner
McHenry
Meng
Mfume
Mooney
Moulton
Pence
Phillips
Sarbanes
Schiff
Spartz
Thompson (CA)
Titus
Wilson (SC)

BURLISON changed his vote
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 1, 2024.
Hon. MIKE JOHNSON,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I have the honor to
transmit herewith a copy of a letter received
from Ms. Kristen Zebrowski Stavisky and
Mr. Raymond J. Riley, III, Co-Executive Di-
rectors, New York State Board of Elections,
indicating that, according to the unofficial
results for the Special Election held on April
30, 2024, the Honorable Timothy M. Kennedy
was elected for Representative to Congress
for the Twenty-Sixth Congressional District
of New York.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KEVIN F. MCCUMBER,
Acting Clerk.
Enclosure.
NEW YORK STATE
BOARD OF ELECTIONS
Albany, NY, May 1, 2024.
Hon. Kevin F. McCumber,
Acting Clerk, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC

DEAR MR. MCCUMBER: This is to advise you
that the unofficial results of the Special
Election held on Tuesday, April 30, 2024, for
Representative in Congress from the Twen-
ty-Sixth Congressional District of New York,
show that Timothy M. Kennedy received
46,527 or 68.04% of the total number of votes
cast for that office.

It would appear from these unofficial re-
sults that Timothy M. Kennedy was elected
as Representative in Congress from the
Twenty-Sixth Congressional District of New
York.

To the best of our knowledge and belief at
this time, there is no contest to this elec-
tion.

As soon as the official results are certified
to this office by the Erie County Board of
Elections and the Niagara County Board of
Elections, representing all jurisdictions in-
volved, an official Certificate of Election
will be prepared for transmittal as required
by law.

Sincerely,

KRISTEN ZEBROWSKI
STAVISKY,
Co-Executive Director.

RAYMOND J. RILEY, III,
Co-Ezecutive Director.

———————

SWEARING IN OF THE HONORABLE
TIMOTHY M. KENNEDY, OF NEW
YORK, AS A MEMBER OF THE
HOUSE

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from New York, the Honorable TiM-
OTHY M. KENNEDY, be permitted to take
the oath of office today.
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His certificate of election has not ar-
rived, but there is no contest and no
question has been raised with regard to
his election.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Will the Representa-
tive-elect and the members of the New
York delegation present themselves in
the well.

All Members will rise and the Rep-
resentative-elect will please raise his
right hand.

Mr. KENNEDY appeared at the bar of
the House and took the oath of office,
as follows:

Do you solemnly swear or affirm that you
will support and defend the Constitution of
the United States against all enemies, for-
eign and domestic; that you will bear true
faith and allegiance to the same; that you
take this obligation freely, without any
mental reservation or purpose of evasion;
and that will well and faithfully discharge
the duties of the office on which you are
about to enter, so help you God.

The SPEAKER. Congratulations, you
are now a Member of the 118th Con-
gress.

———

WELCOMING THE HONORABLE TIM-
OTHY M. KENNEDY TO THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
NADLER) is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, as dean
of the New York delegation, it is my
distinct honor to rise today to intro-
duce Congressman-elect TIM KENNEDY.

I can think of no better person to
represent New York’s 26th Congres-
sional District and succeed our friend
Brian Higgins than TIM KENNEDY. As a
lifelong resident of Buffalo who grew
up in a blue-collar family, TIM em-
bodies the values of hard work, family,
and fighting for the little guy that
makes western New York so great.

As a New York State senator for over
13 years, TiM has been a formidable ad-
vocate for our region. As chair of the
New York Senate Transportation Com-
mittee, he secured a historic $100 mil-
lion for the Niagara Frontier Transpor-
tation Authority, helped deliver record
investment for our roads and transpor-
tation networks, and spearheaded leg-
islation enhancing transportation safe-
ty and accountability.

Beyond transportation, TIM has been
a long-time champion for western New
York’s workforce and economic devel-
opment, which is evidenced through his
support for the Northland Workforce
Center and the revitalization of Buf-
falo’s iconic Central Terminal.

As he steps into his new role, I speak
on behalf of the entire New York con-
gressional delegation, and we are con-
fident that TiM KENNEDY will continue
to fight tirelessly for the prosperity
and safety of our community.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. KENNEDY), our
newest Member.
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Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Congressman NADLER, my colleagues in
the New York delegation, Mr. Speaker,
and Leader JEFFRIES.

Mr. Speaker, I stand before you hum-
bled by the opportunity God has given
us to be together in this moment, this
awesome and magnificent responsi-
bility that has been granted to me by
the people of western New York.

I am grateful to those who have en-
trusted me with their vote and their
confidence to represent our beloved
Buffalo-Niagara region in the United
States Congress.

I want to take a moment to recognize
my family, who is here with me, my
wife, Katie, and our children, Connor,
Eireann, and Padraic. I also want to
recognize my parents, Martin and Mary
Kennedy, and my in-laws, Dave and
Jane Duerk. My brother, John, also
made the visit down, along with many
other family members and friends. I
am grateful that they can all join us
here today.

Looking down on us are our baby
angel, Brigid, along with so many
other family members and friends who
have passed on and whose spirits re-
main with us here today on this auspi-
cious occasion. They are no doubt
toasting and celebrating in Heaven
above.

Calling Buffalo, New York, and
America home were the O’Briens and
O’Donohues, Wilsons and Flynns,
Dobmeirs and Stearns, McCarthys and
Duffys. Mixed all together, the result is
a Kennedy.

I hail from the City of Good Neigh-
bors, the community of good neighbors;
the original home of the Seneca Nation
of Indians; the village of Buffalo,
burned to the ground by the British in
the War of 1812, and rebuilt and incor-
porated in 1832; the western terminus
of the Erie Canal, helping to transform
our Nation through improved com-
merce; a border community with our
greatest ally, Canada, to the north; a
region surrounded by Great Lakes; and,
in between, one of the greatest wonders
of the world, Niagara Falls. The gran-
deur of the falls is only surpassed by
the people who have defined the region
around us.

Today, we stand as a community of
patriotic citizens who have always
championed democracy and freedom,
from the days of serving as a final stop
on the Underground Railroad to the Ni-
agara Movement, the precursor of the
NAACP, which was formed in our com-
munity. The equality and justice these
leaders strove for over a century ago
has yet to be fully achieved, and there
is still so much more work to be done.

In Buffalo-Niagara, we walk in the
footsteps of Frederick Douglass, Har-
riet Tubman, Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr., Mary Talbert, Shirley Chisholm,
and so many other civil rights leaders.
In their spirit, we march on.

It was Niagara Falls that made Buf-
falo the City of Light. While we have
seen our share of darkness, Buffalo is
seeing a resurgence that generations
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only dreamt of, as a melting pot of
ethnicities and cultures are helping to
redefine our region and an economic
renaissance has taken hold. We are a
working-class community with a belief
in achieving a better life and the Amer-
ican Dream through education; honest,
hard work; and perseverance.

I believe the character traits that de-
fine us in the Buffalo-Niagara region
are the same ideals held by all Ameri-
cans. I believe the hope we hold as a
western New York community in
achieving our greatest potential is
shared equally by all communities
across our country.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues to change our country for
the better. I am hopeful that we in this
Chamber can demonstrate leadership
on a world stage that our fellow Ameri-
cans can be proud of.

I wish to thank, once again, the peo-
ple of western New York for having
faith in me to lead our community and
our country in the United States Con-
gress.

God bless us all. God bless America.

———
O 1915

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. Under clause 5(d) of
rule XX, the Chair announces to the
House that, in light of the administra-
tion of the oath of office to the gen-
tleman from New York, the whole
number of the House is 430.

————

SPECIAL DISTRICT GRANT
ACCESSIBILITY ACT

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8
of rule XX, the unfinished business is
the vote on the motion to suspend the
rules and pass the bill (H.R. 7525) to re-
quire the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget to issue guidance
to agencies requiring special districts
to be recognized as local government
for the purpose of Federal financial as-
sistance determinations, on which the
yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Kansas (Mr. LATURNER) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 352, nays 27,
not voting 51, as follows:

[Roll No. 178]

YEAS—352
Adams Balint Bonamici
Aderholt Barr Bost
Aguilar Barragan Bowman
Alford Bean (FL) Boyle (PA)
Allen Beatty Brown
Allred Bentz Brownley
Amo Bera Bucshon
Amodei Bergman Budzinski
Armstrong Beyer Burgess
Arrington Bice Burlison
Auchincloss Bilirakis Bush
Babin Bishop (GA) Calvert
Bacon Bishop (NC) Caraveo
Balderson Blumenauer Carbajal

Cardenas
Carey
Carl
Carter (GA)
Cartwright
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chavez-DeRemer
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Ciscomani
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clyburn
Cohen
Cole
Comer
Connolly
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crawford
Crockett
Curtis
D’Esposito
Davids (KS)
Davis (NC)
De La Cruz
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Duarte
Duncan
Dunn (FL)
Edwards
Ellzey
Emmer
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Ezell
Fallon
Feenstra
Finstad
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fletcher
Flood
Foster
Foxx
Frankel, Lois
Franklin, Scott
Frost
Fry
Fulcher
Garamendi
Garbarino
Garcla (IL)
Garcia, Mike
Garcia, Robert
Gimenez
Golden (ME)
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Green, Al (TX)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Harder (CA)
Harshbarger
Hayes
Higgins (LA)
Hill
Himes
Hinson
Horsford
Houchin
Houlahan
Hoyle (OR)

Hudson
Huffman
Huizenga
Issa

Ivey
Jackson (IL)
Jackson (NC)
Jackson (TX)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (SD)
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur

Kean (NJ)
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kiggans (VA)
Kildee

Kiley

Kilmer

Kim (CA)
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Kustoff
LaHood
LaLota
Langworthy
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta
LaTurner
Lawler

Lee (FL)

Lee (NV)

Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin

Lieu

Lofgren
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luna

Mace
Malliotakis
Maloy

Mann
Manning
Mast

Matsui
McBath
McCaul
McClain
McClellan
McClintock
McCollum
McCormick
McGarvey
McGovern
Meeks
Menendez
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Molinaro
Moolenaar
Moore (UT)
Moore (WI)
Moran
Morelle
Moskowitz
Mrvan
Mullin
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Neguse
Nehls
Newhouse
Nickel
Norcross
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar

Owens
Pallone

Palmer
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Pelosi
Peltola
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Pfluger
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Posey
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Raskin
Reschenthaler
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Ross
Rouzer
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rutherford
Ryan
Salazar
Salinas
Sanchez
Scalise
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Self
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Simpson
Slotkin
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Smucker
Sorensen
Soto
Spanberger
Stansbury
Stanton
Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Steil
Steube
Stevens
Strickland
Strong
Suozzi
Swalwell
Sykes
Takano
Tenney
Thanedar
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Turner
Underwood
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Wagner
Walberg
Waltz
Wasserman
Schultz
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Waters Wexton Wittman
Watson Coleman  Wild Womack
Weber (TX) Williams (GA) Yakym
Webster (FL) Williams (NY) Zinke
Wenstrup Williams (TX)
Westerman Wilson (FL)
NAYS—27
Biggs Crane Lesko
Boebert Davidson Massie
Brecheen Donalds Mills
Burchett Gaetz Moore (AL)
Cammack Good (VA) Norman
Cline Gosar Ogles
Cloud Greene (GA) Perry
Clyde Hern Rosendale
Collins Jordan Roy
NOT VOTING—51
Baird Goldman (NY) Letlow
Banks Gomez Luttrell
Blunt Rochester Gooden (TX) Lynch
Buchanan Granger Magaziner
Carson Graves (LA) McHenry
Carter (LA) Grijalva Meng
Carter (TX) Hageman Mfume
Cleaver Harris Mooney
Crenshaw Hoyer Moulton
Crow Hunt Pence
Cuellar Jackson Lee Phillips
Davis (IL) James Sarbanes
Estes Kim (NJ) Schiff
Ferguson LaMalfa Spartz
Foushee Lamborn Thompson (CA)
Gallego Landsman Titus
Garcia (TX) Lee (CA) Wilson (SC)
0O 1919

Mr. JORDAN changed his vote from
“‘yea’ to ‘“‘nay.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, | was absent from
the floor and the roll call votes today. Had |
been present, | would have voted: YEA on
Roll Call No. 177 on the Motion to Suspend
the Rules and Pass H.R. 7219, and YEA on
Roll Call No. 178 on the Motion to suspend
the Rules and Pass H.R. 7525.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, due to events in
California, | was unfortunately unable to cast
my vote for legislation considered on the
House floor today.

Had | been present, | would have voted
YEA on roll call No. 177, H.R. 7219—Informa-
tion Quality Assurance Act; and YEA on roll
call No. 178, H.R. 7525—Special District
Grant Accessibility Act.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, unfortuately, due
to a district commitment, | was unable to cast
two votes today. Had | been present, | would
have voted YEA on Roll Call No. 177, sus-
pend the rules and pass H.R. 7219—Informa-
tion Quality Assurance Act; and YEA on Roll
Call No. 178, suspend the rules and pass H.R.
7525—Special District Grant Accessibility Act.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. LANDSMAN. Mr. Speaker, for personal
reasons, | was unable to make votes. Had |
been present, | would have voted YEA on Roll
Call No. 177 and YEA on Roll Call No. 178.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Speaker, | was unable to
vote today. Had | been present, | would have
voted YEA on Roll Call No. 177 and YEA on
Roll Call No. 178.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, due to
illness, | was unable to vote on the two bills
considered under suspension of the rules
today. Had | been able to vote, | would have
voted YEA on roll call No. 177, H.R. 7219—
Information Quality Assurance Act and YEA
on roll call No. 178, H.R. 7525—Special Dis-
trict Grant Accessibility Act.

——————

ESTABLISHING THE JOINT CON-
GRESSIONAL COMMITTEE ON IN-
AUGURAL CEREMONIES FOR THE
INAUGURATION OF THE PRESI-
DENT-ELECT AND VICE PRESI-
DENT-ELECT OF THE UNITED
STATES ON JANUARY 20, 2025

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to take from the Speak-
er’s table the concurrent resolution (S.
Con. Res. 34) establishing the Joint
Congressional Committee on Inaugural
Ceremonies for the inauguration of the
President-elect and Vice President-
elect of the United States on January
20, 2025, and ask for its immediate con-
sideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BEAN of Florida). Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wis-
consin?

There was no objection.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

S. CON. RES. 34

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring),

SECTION 1. ESTABLISHMENT OF JOINT COM-
MITTEE.

There is established a Joint Congressional
Committee on Inaugural Ceremonies (in this
resolution referred to as the ‘‘joint com-
mittee’’) consisting of 3 Senators and 3 Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives, to be
appointed by the President of the Senate and
the Speaker of the House of Representatives,
respectively. The joint committee is author-
ized to make the necessary arrangements for
the inauguration of the President-elect and
Vice President-elect of the United States on
January 20, 2025.

SEC. 2. SUPPORT OF THE JOINT COMMITTEE.

The joint committee—

(1) is authorized to utilize appropriate
equipment and the services of appropriate
personnel of departments and agencies of the
Federal Government, under arrangements
between the joint committee and the heads
of those departments and agencies, in con-
nection with the inaugural proceedings and
ceremonies; and

(2) may accept gifts and donations of goods
and services to carry out its responsibilities.

The concurrent resolution was con-
curred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE
ROTUNDA AND EMANCIPATION
HALL OF THE CAPITOL BY THE
JOINT CONGRESSIONAL COM-
MITTEE ON INAUGURAL CERE-
MONIES IN CONNECTION WITH
THE PROCEEDINGS AND CERE-
MONIES CONDUCTED FOR THE
INAUGURATION OF THE PRESI-
DENT-ELECT AND THE VICE
PRESIDENT-ELECT OF THE
UNITED STATES

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to take from the Speak-
er’s table the concurrent resolution (S.
Con. Res. 35) authorizing the use of the
rotunda and Emancipation Hall of the
Capitol by the Joint Congressional
Committee on Inaugural Ceremonies in
connection with the proceedings and
ceremonies conducted for the inau-
guration of the President-elect and the
Vice President-elect of the TUnited
States, and ask for its immediate con-
sideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

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

There was no objection.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

S. CoN. RES. 356

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-

resentatives concurring),

SECTION 1. USE OF THE ROTUNDA AND EMANCI-
PATION HALL OF THE CAPITOL.

The rotunda and Emancipation Hall of the
Capitol are authorized to be used on January
20, 2025, by the Joint Congressional Com-
mittee on Inaugural Ceremonies in connec-
tion with the proceedings and ceremonies
conducted for the inauguration of the Presi-
dent-elect and the Vice President-elect of
the United States.

The concurrent resolution was con-
curred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN HONOR
OF SERGEANT BILL HOOSER

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

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I rise be-
fore you today with a heavy heart as I
mourn the loss of a true American
hero, Sergeant Bill Hooser.

In the line of duty, Sergeant Hooser
demonstrated unparalleled courage and
commitment to serving our commu-
nity. His dedication to protecting and
serving the people of Santaquin, Utah,
was unwavering. Yet, his life was cut
short in a senseless act of violence, a
tragedy that took him from us far too
soon.

Sergeant Hooser’s sacrifice serves as
a stark reminder of the dangers our
law enforcement officers face each and
every day. They put their lives on the
line to keep us safe, to uphold justice,
and to maintain law and order. Ser-
geant Hooser exemplified the very best
of that high and noble calling.
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Let’s remember his bravery, integ-
rity, and selflessness. We owe it to Ser-
geant Hooser, his family, and all those
who wear the uniform to ensure that
their sacrifices are never forgotten. We
must stand together as Utahns and as
Americans in support of our law en-
forcement officers.

May God bless Sergeant Hooser. May
He comfort his family in their time of
grief, and may He watch over all those
who continue to serve on the front
lines of law enforcement.

I ask that the House observe a mo-
ment of silence.

ONE MISSING PERSON IS TOO
MANY

(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, this
May is National Missing Persons
Month. Over 600,000 people g0 missing
in the United States every year. Tens
of thousands of these folks remain
missing every year.

Law enforcement officers work hard
to solve these ca