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

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 9, 2024.

I hereby appoint the Honorable GLENN
THOMPSON 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.

———

GUN VIOLENCE EPIDEMIC

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. NICKEL) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. NICKEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in devastation and anger fol-
lowing the shooting at Apalachee High
School, the deadliest outbreak of
school violence in Georgia’s history.

As a father, I am heartbroken. As a
Congressman, I am beyond frustrated
that our work to improve school safety
can’t keep pace with the gun violence
epidemic that is plaguing our country.

The time for thoughts and prayers is
over. It is time for action. Our kids de-
serve much more from the United
States Congress.

Guns are the leading cause of death
for children in this country. This isn’t
normal, and it shouldn’t be. Our stu-
dents, families, and communities de-
serve to feel safe from gun violence.
That means taking action, not just
talking about it, and I believe we can
do that together with responsible gun
owners.

I am a responsible gun owner. We
want commonsense measures, too: uni-
versal background checks, safe storage
laws, and banning assault weapons.
These are mainstream ideas supported
by the vast majority of the American
people. They are about saving lives.

Let me be clear, Mr. Speaker. We will
not accept mass murder and gun deaths
to be the norm. Mass school shootings
are not a fact of life. We don’t have to
live this way.

This year, I had the opportunity to
go to Parkland, Florida, with Congress-
man MOSKOWITZ where we met with
survivors of the deadly 2018 shooting to
hear their stories. They lived through
the worst, and yet they keep pushing
for change.

We have failed to do our part in the
few short years since that horrific
school shooting, even when the major-
ity of the American people agree on
how to move forward.

In an April 2023 survey, FOX News
found overwhelming support for com-
monsense gun violence prevention
measures. Over 80 percent of Americans
support background checks, making 21
the legal age to buy guns, and requir-
ing mental health checks on all gun
buyers.

In Congress, I am part of the House
Gun Violence Prevention Task Force
and cosponsor of the Bipartisan Back-
ground Checks Act. It is simple. If you
want to buy a gun, you should have to
pass a background check. That applies

to sales between private parties, too.
Right now, there are loopholes that let
guns slip into the wrong hands. That
has to end.

I have also cosponsored the Assault
Weapons Ban. No civilian needs an as-
sault rifle. These weapons belong on
the battlefields, not in our schools and
not in our neighborhoods.

There is also Ethan’s Law. This is
about accountability. It promotes the
safe storage of firearms, so they don’t
end up in the hands of kids. It is about
being responsible for your weapon, for
your family, and for your community.

I support a ban on high-capacity
magazines, and I support closing the
boyfriend loophole. That is the one
that lets domestic abusers buy guns.
Domestic violence and gun violence are
often linked. This loophole costs lives.

Let’s not forget mental health. We
need to fund mental health care and
expand access to it, but mental health
alone isn’t the issue. This is also about
guns.

We need to act now. We need to keep
our kids, our neighbors, and our com-
munities safe with no more delays.
Over 40,000 people lost their lives to
gun violence last year alone. There are
no more excuses. Massacres carried out
using high-capacity magazines and
bump stocks must end.

There should be no more indifference.
Poor and minority communities cannot
continue to be disproportionately im-
pacted by gun violence. No more inac-
tion. Over 20,000 Americans die by gun
suicide every year, which is why we
mark tomorrow, September 10, Fire-
arm Suicide Prevention Day.

There should be no more deadly out-
comes. Domestic violence should never
turn fatal because of easy access to
guns. We have waited long enough. It is
time to act. There is no question that
gun violence is out of control, and it is
time we face it head-on.

I will work with anyone—Repub-
licans, Democrats, and Independents—

O This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., [1 1407 is 2:07 p.m.

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.

Printed on recycled paper.

H5037



H5038

to make sure that happens. It is not
just about policy. It is about people.
People are dying. We can’t wait any
longer.

——

ADDRESSING RECKLESS SPENDING

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

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, as Congress returns to Wash-
ington to address the Biden-Harris ad-
ministration’s reckless spending, the
American people are continuing to face
consequences of runaway inflation.

According to a recent Census Bureau
survey, more than 35 percent of Penn-
sylvanians struggle to afford basic
goods, gasoline, and groceries.

With prices rising by more than 20
percent since President Biden and Vice
President HARRIS took office, it is the
American people who have been left to
pay the bill for the administration’s
failed spending policies.

Instead of working to lower prices
and supporting American families,
Vice President HARRIS championed
reckless policies, including subsidies
for purchasing electric vehicles and a
student loan bailout paid for by hard-
working American citizens.

America cannot afford another 4
years of far-left spending. It is time to
put a stop to reckless spending that
has brought on this inflation and once
again return to the fiscal restraint and
the strong economic policies put in
place by President Donald J. Trump.

FOOD SECURITY IS NATIONAL SECURITY

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, from the dairy farms, corn-
fields, and orchards of Pennsylvania to
the cattle ranches of the Midwest,
American farmers produce the meat,
the dairy, and the vegetables that feed
American families.

However, that food supply has been
put in danger as the Chinese Com-
munist Party affiliates have begun to
purchase our farmland, creating a dan-
gerous American security risk.

By adding the Secretary of Agri-
culture to CFIUS, we can create the
oversight that is needed to prevent our
farmland from being purchased by the
Chinese Communist Party.

It is time to pass the Protecting
American Agriculture from Foreign
Adversaries Act to ensure that the CCP
is not continuing to make purchases in
the production, development, transpor-
tation, or storage of our food supply.

Food security is national security.
Shielding these assets from outside in-
terference will help to ensure that
American interests are the top priority
for the farming industry.

Let’s make sure that our fields are
cared for by American farmers and
American growers and that our food se-
curity is preserved.

RECOGNIZING ALPHA FIRE
COMPANY OF CENTRE COUNTY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JOYCE of Pennsylvania). The Chair rec-
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ognizes the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 56 minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize
the Alpha Fire Company of Centre
County, Pennsylvania.

This year, the Alpha Fire Company is
celebrating 125 years of dedicated
emergency services to the State Col-
lege community.

In 1899, a group of volunteers recog-
nized the need within their community
to establish a fire company to protect
and to serve the region. For the last 125
years, the Alpha Fire Company has re-
mained steadfast in this commitment.

In its early years, the Alpha Fire
Company, originally Union Fire Com-
pany, used hand-drawn hose carts to
fight fires in the few blocks of homes
and buildings that surrounded the
Pennsylvania State College campus,
which had its own student-run volun-
teer fire company.

Since its founding, the Alpha Fire
Company has seen many changes as the
community continues to grow. Still,
they have continued to provide dedi-
cated emergency services for the past
125 years. This fire company is entirely
volunteer based and often includes
multiple generations of firefighters.
Mr. Speaker, this dedication is what
keeps the Alpha Fire Company top-
notch.

Currently, there are 100 volunteers,
and they handle the four primary mu-
nicipalities it covers: State College
Borough, College Township, Ferguson
Township, and Patton Township. It
also provides automatic aid to
Halfmoon and Harris Townships.

The men and women of Alpha Fire
Company are more than just fire-
fighters. They are our neighbors, our
friends, and family members. These
dedicated volunteers give their time
and energy, often balancing demanding
jobs and personal responsibilities, to
ensure our safety. Their commitment
to protecting lives and property is in-
spiring and deserves our deepest grati-
tude.

The Alpha Fire Company is more
than just a group of fire stations that
protect and serve the State College re-
gion. It is truly an integral part of the
community.

Aside from their lifesaving efforts,
these volunteer firefighters make the
Centre Region a better place. Whether
it be a Fourth of July carnival, a
school demonstration, or aiding in a
fundraiser, the men and women of the
Alpha Fire Company embody the spirit
of community service.

Mr. Speaker, this is not the first
time I have recognized the Alpha Fire
Company on the House floor. In the fall
of 2023, an all-woman crew bravely led
the initial attack line in a three-alarm
fire, making a historic milestone in our
journey of service and dedication.

Throughout its 125 years of dedicated
service, the Alpha Fire Company has
lost three brave men in the line of
duty. Philip Foster, Larry Oberle, and
Charles Zeigler selflessly laid down
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their lives to protect the community
they called home.

These heroes are not forgotten. The
memorial honoring these fallen fire-
fighters in the borough station will for-
ever preserve their memory.

In a time when resources are often
stretched thin, volunteer firefighters
fill the gap, ensuring that no call for
help goes unanswered.

They are trained professionals who
bring their skills, courage, and compas-
sion to the front lines, whether it is
battling blazes, responding to acci-
dents, or providing essential assistance
for medical emergencies.

Over the past 125 years, the Alpha
Fire Company has grown and evolved,
continually adapting to meet the needs
of our community. They have em-
braced advancements in technology
and training, ensuring their brave men
and women are prepared to handle any
emergency with professionalism and
expertise.

I know firsthand the dedication and
passion volunteer firefighters have for
protecting their communities. I am
deeply grateful for the unwavering
dedication and passion of the Alpha
Fire Company’s volunteer firefighters
in protecting our neighborhoods.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank
Alpha Fire Company for their bravery,
their service, and their commitment to
our community and congratulate them
on 125 years of service.

————
O 1215
CONGRATULATING INARF

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

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I stand
before you today to offer my congratu-
lations to the Indiana Association of
Rehabilitation Facilities on receiving
an extraordinary milestone: 50 years of
service. Over the past five decades,
INARF has proudly represented its
members who serve more than 50,000
citizens annually and employ nearly
15,000 dedicated professionals.

INARF plays an indispensable role in
our southern Indiana community,
shaping the landscape of disability
services to provide the highest quality
of care and support for nearly 900,000
people with disabilities.

Last month, I had the privilege of
visiting one of INARF’s member orga-
nizations where I witnessed the vital
work that they do. Their unwavering
commitment ensures that everyone has
the opportunity to thrive and to reach
their full potential.

As we celebrate 50 years of impact
with our local disability service pro-
viders, I extend my sincere gratitude. I
thank them for their tireless dedica-
tion to ensuring Indiana residents have
access to the resources and services
they need.

RECOGNIZING LISCHKGE MOTORS

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize a remarkable mile-
stone, Lischkge Motors’ 100 years of
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business in Aurora, Indiana. If you
have ever driven along U.S. Route 50,
you have likely seen the iconic 100-
foot-tall round barn, the largest of its
kind in the State. This impressive
structure, built in 1901, took Clayton
Lischkge 2 years to convert into a
thriving business space, an achieve-
ment that amazed professional engi-
neers and silenced the critics.

Mr. Lischkge’s journey reflects the
spirit of that very barn, defying the
odds and exceeding all expectations.
Starting out as an apprentice me-
chanic, earning little to no pay in ex-
change for learning the trade, he
opened his own shop in June of 1924.
His sheer determination kept the doors
of Lischkge Motors open through the
Great Depression, and his resilience
carried the business through four dev-
astating floods, including the infamous
1937 flood that reached the second floor
of the shop.

In 1964, Lischkge Motors found its
new home at the round barn, a symbol
of the family’s resilience and adapt-
ability. Today, they hold the title of
the oldest Mack Truck distributor in
the world, and their impact on the Au-
rora community is immeasurable.

As we celebrate a century of
Lischkge Motors, I stand here today to
congratulate the Lischkge family on
this tremendous achievement and to
thank them for being an invaluable
part of our community.

CONGRATULATING DECATUR COUNTY MEMORIAL
HOSPITAL

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to congratulate the Decatur
County Memorial Hospital for over 100
years of dedicated service to the people
of our district and southern Indiana.
Originally established as a memorial to
honor Decatur County residents who
bravely fought and lost their lives in
World War I, this hospital embodies the
care and spirit that rivals any institu-
tion in the Nation. With a commitment
to integrity, compassion, quality, and
a deep sense of community, Decatur
County Memorial Hospital continues to
be a cornerstone of healthcare in our
region.

From its beginnings in a 16,000-
square-foot facility, the hospital has
grown to include surgery, women’s
care, and rehabilitation centers across
multiple locations, all while staying
true to its mission of providing top-tier
care to southern Indiana. Thanks to
their dedication, the need for residents
to seek care outside of our community
has been greatly reduced.

This past August, Decatur County
Memorial honored its proud history
and built upon its legacy by lowering a
time capsule on campus, connecting
the past, present, and future of this in-
stitution. As we reflect on its rich her-
itage and the sacrifices of those who
have served, we are reminded of the en-
during values that define this hospital.
I look forward to the next 100 years of
building upon these values.
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RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania). Pursuant
to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair de-
clares 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.

———
0 1400

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mrs. KiMm of California) at 2
p.m.

—————

PRAYER

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

In these days when there is much to
be attended to, policies to be written,
and elections to be run; when the tasks
we have not yet completed vie for at-
tention, in contest with all that must
yvet be achieved; when each day is a
whirlwind of obligations and demands,
break into our thoughts and concerns,
O Lord, and remind us again how pre-
cious is the life You give to each of us.

As we grieve the loss of our dear
friend and colleague, Representative
Bill Pascrell, may it be his passionate
and compassionate commitment to this
country and the people he was proud to
represent that inspires us to assess our
spirit of service.

May it be his wry smile and playfully
mischievous nature that reminds us to
find reason to enjoy each moment. May
it be his tender heart and gracious
kindness that call us to love those with
whom we labor in these Chambers.

God our creator, like trees planted by
streams of water, may we each, like
Bill Pascrell, yield fruit in our season.
In the days that You give us, may our
leaves not wither. In all that we do,
may all be done for You. In this may
our lives prosper with the certainty of
Your favor.

In Your righteous name we pray.

Amen.

———————

THE JOURNAL

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

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

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania led
the Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

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

———

MANSFIELD AREA GIRL SCOUTS’
CENTENNIAL YEAR

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, I rise today to recog-
nize the Mansfield area Girl Scouts’
centennial year. The first Mansfield
area Girl Scout troop was founded 100
years ago in September of 1924.

For the past century, the Mansfield
Girl Scouts have played an instru-
mental role in the development of
young women. The Girl Scouts are
known for their emphasis on important
values such as teamwork, integrity,
and respect for others. These values
foster an environment where girls can
grow into strong, compassionate citi-
zZens.

As co-chair of the Congressional
Scouting Caucus and a Scoutmaster for
the Boy Scouts, I deeply respect the
Girl Scouts organization.

The Mansfield area Girl Scouts have
a rich history of accomplishments and
service. In recent years these young
women have raised thousands by sell-
ing their infamous Girl Scout cookies.

Over the past 100 years, many Scouts
from Mansfield have received a Gold
Award, the highest achievement in Girl
Scouts.

Madam Speaker, I am confident that
the Mansfield Girl Scouts are guiding
these girls to become confident young
women, and I congratulate them on 100
years of scouting.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania). Pursuant
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.

CLARIFICATION OF DEFINITION OF
FOREIGN COUNTRY FOR PUR-
POSES OF MALIGN FOREIGN
TALENT RECRUITMENT RESTRIC-
TION

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 7686) to amend the Research and
Development, Competition, and Inno-
vation Act to clarify the definition of
foreign country for purposes of malign
foreign talent recruitment restriction,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7686

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. CLARIFICATION OF DEFINITION OF
FOREIGN COUNTRY FOR PURPOSES
OF MALIGN FOREIGN TALENT RE-
CRUITMENT RESTRICTION.

Paragraph (4) of section 10638 of title VI of
division B of the Research and Development,
Competition, and Innovation Act is amend-
ed—

(1) by inserting ‘‘of concern” after ‘‘foreign
country’ each place such term appears;

(2) by striking ‘“‘means—’’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘any program, position, or ac-
tivity’’ and inserting ‘‘means any program,
position, or activity’’;

(3) by striking subparagraph (B);

(4) by redesignating clauses (i) through (ix)
as subparagraphs (A) through (I), respec-
tively, and moving such subparagraphs, as so
redesignated, two ems to the left;

(5) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), as so redesignated, by striking ‘‘directly
provided” and inserting ‘‘whether directly or
indirectly provided”’’; and

(6) in subparagraph (I), as so redesignated,
by striking ‘‘; and’’ and inserting a period.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Oklahoma (Mr. LUCAS) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. CASTEN) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oklahoma.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on the bill, H.R.
7686, the bill now under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to be here
today to support H.R. 7686, which helps
strengthen our research security.

Research theft is one of the single
greatest threats to our competitiveness
as a nation. It takes our hard-won in-
novation and puts it to work for our
adversaries, hurting our economy and
our national security.

This is no idle threat either.

The Chinese Communist Party has
made it clear that they intend to sur-
pass us as the global leader in science
and technology, and they have no
qualms about using intellectual prop-
erty theft, forced technology acquisi-
tion, and other illicit means to do so.

O 1415

The CCP uses our intellectual prop-
erty to advance their own research and
keep them at the leading edge of new
technologies. After acquiring our re-
search, they use subsidies and regula-
tions that benefit Chinese companies,
making it difficult for U.S. companies
to compete globally.

According to some estimates, this is
costing our economy between $200 bil-
lion and $600 billion a year. The Com-
mittee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology has been proactive in our re-
sponse to this threat and has passed
multiple bills to protect American re-
search.

When we passed the CHIPS and
Science Act in 2022, we included a num-
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ber of provisions to halt the theft of
U.S. innovation. We prohibited Federal
funding for any school that hosts Con-
fucius Institutes, which are designed to
spread CCP propaganda to students and
researchers. We gave universities bet-
ter tools to protect sensitive research
from cyber theft. We created a dedi-
cated office on research security at the
National Science Foundation to help
detect and combat foreign influence
and theft.

We banned participation in malign
foreign talent programs. These pro-
grams recruit researchers and provide
funding, travel, and other benefits in
exchange for access to research and in-
tellectual property. We prohibited all
Federal agency personnel and any re-
searcher receiving Federal funding
from participating in these talent pro-
grams.

As the government, labs, and univer-
sities began to implement this prohibi-
tion, it became clear that our defini-
tion of malign foreign talent programs
needed to be updated. H.R. 7686 pro-
vides a clear, comprehensive definition
that ensures that we are covering ef-
forts by foreign countries of concern
like China, Russia, North Korea, and
Iran. This clarification will make it
easier for universities and Federal re-
search agencies to identify and address
threats to our taxpayer-funded re-
search.

I thank Representative GARCIA for
his work on this important bill. Re-
search theft is a broad threat that is
difficult to extinguish, and it is chal-
lenging to protect our research while
still maintaining helpful international
scientific collaboration.

I appreciate Representative GARCIA’S
efforts to walk that line and improve
our tools to stop research theft. I en-
courage all of my colleagues to support
this important bill.

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

Mr. CASTEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of
H.R. 7686.

Mr. Speaker, we recently celebrated
the 2-year passage of the CHIPS and
Science Act. In those 2 years, we have
reinvigorated domestic semiconductor
manufacturing, and we are revitalizing
the American scientific enterprise. The
positive impact of that legislation can
be felt in everyone’s district, so we
should be proud of this bipartisan ac-
complishment.

In the same vein, as with all great
legislation, we need to perform some
legislative maintenance and improve-
ments. The CHIPS and Science Act has
many provisions focused on improving
research security. One of those provi-
sions, section 10631, prohibits the dis-
tribution of Federal research awards to
individuals participating in foreign tal-
ent recruitment programs.

Universities and research institu-
tions are ultimately responsible for en-
suring that their faculty members are
aware of and compliant with that pro-
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hibition, but the current law contains
two independent, lengthy, and—I know
this is the first time this has ever hap-
pened—rather complex prohibitions,
which makes good faith implementa-
tion efforts difficult to achieve.

We have heard that there is a need
for clearer definitions, specifically for
the ‘“‘malign foreign talent recruitment
program.’”’” H.R. 7686 amends the Re-
search and Development, Competition,
and Innovation Act to better clarify
that definition.

The need for this clarification has
been affirmed by the National Science
Foundation. The agency believes that
this change will aid Federal science
agencies’ work in ensuring compliance.

For all of my colleagues, please do
keep in mind that this legislation is
very sensitive in its nature. Even
minor changes to these definitions can
have decisive consequences that can
make institutional compliance prob-
lematic.

Both Democratic and Republican
staff have worked surgically, shall we
say, to ensure that this amendment
makes the necessary corrections so
that institutions can faithfully carry
out these research security efforts.

On that note, I would like to state
my enthusiastic support for this bill.

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

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from California (Mr. MIKE
GARCIA) to speak on his bill.

Mr. MIKE GARCIA of California. Mr.
Speaker, I thank Chairman LUCAS and
the entire committee for bringing this
very important bipartisan bill to the
floor.

It has now been 2 years since the
CHIPS and Science Act was signed into
law, providing a much-needed Kkick-
start to America’s lagging semicon-
ductor industry as we compete with an
accelerating Chinese Communist Party
threat in China.

The CHIPS Act was a good bill that I
supported, but as I said during the
markup of this legislation, a bill is
only as good as its implementation and
only as good as Congress’ oversight of
its effectiveness. The CHIPS Act only
works if the investments are available
to American enterprises and not avail-
able to our foreign adversaries, like the
CCP.

Following great oversight work by
the House Committee on Science,
Space, and Technology and the Select
Committee on the Strategic Competi-
tion Between the United States and the
Chinese Communist Party, it became
clear that complicated and confusing
language in the CHIPS Act would allow
China access to American-paid, Amer-
ican-funded research.

This lack of clarity would allow
China to use malign foreign talent re-
cruitment programs in our universities
and other research labs to recruit re-
searchers to access this data, effec-
tively getting our constituents to fund
breakthrough research for the Com-
munist Party.
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The Chinese Government has a nasty
tendency of doing what I call rob, rep-
licate, and replace. They take our in-
tellectual property. They replicate it.
They make it slightly better, slightly
cheaper, and then replace it on the
open market and compromise our tech-
nical advantages.

These researchers in these univer-
sities may often be ensnared by China
without even knowingly being en-
snared and can unwittingly hand our
enemies an advantage in technological
advancements.

In order to address this, Congress-
woman STEVENS and I introduced H.R.
7686, which updates and clarifies the
definition of ‘‘malign foreign talent re-
cruitment programs’ to protect our
national investments.

My bill is a simple, noncontroversial,
bipartisan solution that ensures our
taxpayer dollars and the research they
fund are being protected from the CCP
and their espionage behavior.

I thank Chairman LUCAS and the en-
tire committee, again, for their sup-
port on this legislation. I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill.

Mr. CASTEN. Mr. Speaker, I close
simply by thanking Mr. GARCIA and
Ms. STEVENS on our side for all of their
hard work on this extremely well-con-
structed bill. I urge all of my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes’ on H.R. 7686.

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

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, as you have heard
today, H.R. 7686 is smart policy that
will protect taxpayer-funded research
from being stolen and misused by our
adversaries. We want to give our sci-
entific agencies and universities every
tool they need to protect critical re-
search. This bill does that and helps us
better implement the CHIPS and
Science Act.

I thank Representative GARCIA for
his work on this issue, and I urge all of
my colleagues to pass this important
piece of legislation.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania). The ques-
tion is on the motion offered by the
gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. LLUCAS)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 7686, 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.

———

CHINESE CURRENCY
ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF 2023

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 510) to require the United
States Governor of, and the United
States Executive Director at, the
International Monetary Fund to oppose
an increase in the weight of the Chi-
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nese renminbi in the Special Drawing
Rights basket of the Fund, and for
other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 510

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 ‘‘Chinese Cur-
rency Accountability Act of 2023,

SEC. 2. OPPOSITION OF THE UNITED STATES TO
AN INCREASE IN THE WEIGHT OF
THE CHINESE RENMINBI IN THE
SPECIAL DRAWING RIGHTS BASKET
OF THE INTERNATIONAL MONETARY
FUND.

The Secretary of the Treasury shall instruct
the United States Governor of, and the United
States Executive Director at, the International
Monetary Fund to use the voice and vote of the
United States to oppose any increase in the
weight of the Chinese renminbi in the basket of
currencies used to determine the value of Special
Drawing Rights, unless the Secretary of the
Treasury has submitted to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs of the Senate a written report
which includes a certification that—

(1) the People’s Republic of China is in com-
pliance with all its obligations under Article
VIII of the Articles of Agreement of the Fund;

(2) in the preceding 12 months, there has not
been a report submitted under section 3005 of
the Omnibus Trade and Competitiveness Act of
1988 or section 701 of the Trade Facilitation and
Trade Enforcement Act of 2015 in which the
People’s Republic of China has been found to
have manipulated its currency; and

(3) the People’s Republic of China adheres to
the rules and principles of the Paris Club and
the OECD Arrangement on Officially Supported
Ezxport Credits.

SEC. 3. SUNSET.

Section 2 shall have no force or effect begin-
ning 10 years after the date of the enactment of
this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. KiM) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RuLLI). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, today, I rise in support
of the Chinese Currency Accountability
Act sponsored by the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON).

In 2016, the International Monetary
Fund included the Chinese renminbi,
RMB, in the currency basket that de-
termines the value and interest rate
for Special Drawing Rights, known as
SDRs. SDRs are both reserve assets
and an accounting unit for the IMF, so

H5041

they play a central role in the Fund’s
lending throughout the world.

It was premature for the Fund to let
the RMB influence the SDR, whose
value had previously been determined
only by the dollar, euro, yen, and
pound.

The PRC has failed to make the seri-
ous reforms that would justify labeling
the RMB a major currency. In addition,
the People’s Bank of China was and re-
mains a tool of the Chinese Communist
Party, not an independent central
bank.

The Treasury Department knows this
all too well. Every year, it reports to
Congress that China’s currency man-
agement is so opaque that it is difficult
for the outside world to even under-
stand Beijing’s policy toward the RMB.

In addition, Beijing’s lending policies
abroad, including through the Belt and
Road Initiative, have saddled devel-
oping countries with so much debt that
the IMF faces difficulties designing
rescue programs.

It is difficult to know how much debt
these countries are in. The CCP refuses
to play by the multilateral rules of the
road to not only be transparent about
the debt but to significantly restruc-
ture it. This has become one of the
most acute threats to the mission of
the Fund.

Nevertheless, in 2022, Treasury signed
off when the IMF voted to increase the
weight of the RMB in the SDR cur-
rency basket. As a result of this shock-
ing decision, the RMB has now become
the third most important currency in
the basket, behind the dollar and euro.

This is why Mr. DAVIDSON’s bill is
critical. H.R. 510 will prevent future in-
creases to the RMB’s weight at the
IMF until China starts playing by the
rules.

This is a commonsense measure that
was unanimously supported when the
Financial Services Committee marked
it up last year.

I commend Mr. DAVIDSON for his
clear-eyed piece of legislation to hold
Beijing accountable, and I urge my col-
leagues to support it.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
510, the Chinese Currency Account-
ability Act of 2023, sponsored by Rep-
resentative DAVIDSON. This bill is re-
lated to the International Monetary
Fund’s Special Drawing Rights, known
as SDRs, and the influence of China’s
currency in the SDR program.

SDRs are international assets cre-
ated by the International Monetary
Fund, the IMF, to supplement member
countries’ foreign exchange reserves,
and they can enable member countries
to reduce their reliance on domestic or
external debt when building those re-
serves.

SDRs can be converted into govern-
ment-issued currency, such as the dol-
lar, the yuan, or the pound, assuming
that there are not sanctions or other
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prohibitions that would prevent such
financial transactions.
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The value of an IMF member’s SDRs
is defined by a basket of currencies,
which are a mix of five globally impor-
tant currencies, sometimes called fiat
currencies in that they are issued by
governments or, in the case of a euro,
an association of governments. Those
five currencies that are behind the
SDRs are the U.S. dollar, the euro, the
Chinese yuan, the Japanese yen, and
the British pound.

The key thing here is that the per-
centage of that basket that is com-
prised of the Chinese currency was in-
creased in 2022 and now is at 12 percent
of the total, compared to the U.S. dol-
lar, which is at 43 percent of the total.

The bill would require the Treasury
Secretary to oppose at the IMF any fu-
ture percentage increase in the weight
of the Chinese currency in that SDR
currency basket. The bill would allow a
waiver of such provision to the execu-
tive branch should the Secretary of the
Treasury be able to certify to Congress
that China meets certain standards.

Those standards include that China
is in compliance with all of its obliga-
tions under article VIII of the Articles
of Agreement of the IMF; second, that
there has not been certain reports sub-
mitted in the prior 12 months indi-
cating that China is engaging in cur-
rency manipulation; and, third, that
China is adhering to the rules and prin-
ciples of the Paris Club and the OECD
Arrangement on officially supported
export credits.

Mr. Speaker, I will note that the De-
partment of the Treasury has expressed
some concerns about this bill, espe-
cially due to the fact that the Depart-
ment of the Treasury does not have
visibility into China’s confidential pro-
visions of data to the IMF and may not
be able to independently certify that
China is complying with the IMF and
other global obligations.

As a result, China has indicated that
it may be difficult to certify whether
China has met the standards outlined
in that bill that underlie the possi-
bility of a waiver of its provisions.

These are reasonable concerns.
Democrats on the Financial Services
Committee have urged our Republican
colleagues to work to improve the bill
before it is finally enacted into law.
That might include allowing the De-
partment of the Treasury to rely on
certifications from the IMF as to
whether China is meeting its respon-
sibilities looking at that confidential
information that is provided by China
to the IMF.

In any case, this bill moves us for-
ward. I am sure that, through the legis-
lative process, there will be some im-
provements.

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

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume to
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the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. DAVID-
SON).

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of H.R. 510, the Chinese Cur-
rency Accountability Act. I was proud
to introduce this measure last year,
which the Financial Services Com-
mittee embraced with a vote of 40-0.

Mr. Speaker, the International Mone-
tary Fund acts as the world’s lender of
last resort, and its Special Drawing
Rights serve as a unit of account for its
activities. SDRs are also important re-
serve assets on the balance sheet of
central banks. As such, SDR holdings
can earn interest, and SDR liabilities
can incur costs.

Prior to 2016, both the value and in-
terest rate of the Special Drawing
Rights was determined by major cur-
rencies issued by market economies
and their central banks and overseen
by democratic governments. They were
the dollar, the euro, the yen, and the
pound sterling.

China is not a market economy, so it
is astonishing that the International
Monetary Fund, with the approval of
the current Treasury Department, then
decided to add the Chinese renminbi to
its currency basket. On a number of
measures, the renminbi was nowhere
near the level of these other cur-
rencies, and, of course, the Chinese
Central Bank is the furthest thing
from what one would call independent
or representative of a market economy.
This is still the case today.

Even more bewildering was the 2022
decision to increase the renminbi’s
weight, the proportion of influence it
has, within the currency basket.

By this time, it was not only clear
that China’s exchange rate manage-
ment remains subject to the whims of
the Chinese Communist Party, but the
IMF also knew that China’s predatory
lending to developing countries was
putting the viability of IMF programs
in jeopardy. In fact, China’s Belt and
Road Initiative is designed to under-
mine the International Monetary
Fund, so why would IMF grow the rate
or influence of it after having already
made the mistake of even including it?

Currently, China’s Communist Party
is an economic and strategic rival, and
hopefully it remains a rival in the mar-
ket. However, China should not be al-
lowed to skirt the rules at the expense
of American taxpayers and at the ex-
pense of our market.

It is unacceptable for the IMF to
preach to the world on debt trans-
parency, the rule of law, and central
bank independence while it is reward-
ing the Communist Party in China for
violating every single one of these
principles.

Our legislation says enough is
enough. It requires the Treasury De-
partment to oppose further increases of
the renminbi for the IMF’s currency
basket until Treasury can certify that
China is complying with the rules of
the road.

As a member of the World Trade Or-
ganization and other international or-
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ganizations China is part of, if we fol-
low the rules, China should be held to
the same standards. Of course, they are
not doing that. It would include up-
holding China’s obligations under the
IMF’s Articles of Agreement and com-
plying with the same lending rules that
other large economies have committed
to.

This also means China would have to
take significant steps toward restruc-
turing its Belt and Road loans so that
they are not actually working to un-
dermine the IMF. In other words, the
Chinese Currency Accountability Act
isn’t about holding China to different
standards, but, rather, holding them to
the exact same standards everyone else
is held to.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this measure.

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

Mr. Speaker, in an effort to expand
both its economy and global influence,
China has been accused of manipu-
lating its currency. Concerns about
this abound and have been well ex-
pressed by Mr. DAVIDSON. This is espe-
cially concerning when it regards items
that affect American interests at inter-
national institutions, such as the IMF.

This bill would empower the Depart-
ment of the Treasury to address that
issue and, in fact, require them to ad-
dress that issue. I think that it is going
to be an effective tool for us to deal
with China, an important nation that
doesn’t always play by the rules.

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

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker,
I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
510, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
KiM) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 510, 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.

———

TAIWAN CONFLICT DETERRENCE
ACT OF 2023

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 554) to deter Chinese ag-
gression towards Taiwan by requiring
the Secretary of the Treasury to pub-
lish a report on financial institutions
and accounts connected to senior offi-
cials of the People’s Republic of China,
to restrict financial services for cer-
tain immediate family of such officials,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 554

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

This Act may be cited as the ““Taiwan Conflict
Deterrence Act of 2023.

SEC. 2. REPORT ON FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
AND ACCOUNTS CONNECTED TO
CERTAIN CHINESE GOVERNMENT
OFFICIALS.

(a) FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after
the date that the President, pursuant to section
3(c) of the Taiwan Relations Act (22 U.S.C.
3302(c)), informs the Congress of a threat result-
ing from actions of the People’s Republic of
China and any danger to the interests of the
United States arising therefrom, and annually
thereafter for 3 years, the Secretary of the
Treasury shall submit a report to the appro-
priate Members of Congress containing the fol-
lowing:

(A) With respect to each of at least 10 natural
persons described under subsection (b), at least
1 of whom is a natural person listed under para-
graph (1) of such subsection (b) and at least 1
of whom is a natural person listed under para-
graph (2) of such subsection (b), the estimated
total funds that are held in financial institu-
tions and are under direct or indirect control by
such natural person and a description of such
funds.

(B) A list of any financial institutions that—

(i) maintain an account in connection with
significant funds described in subparagraph (A);
or

(ii) otherwise provide significant financial
services to a natural person covered by the re-
port.

(2) BRIEFING REQUIRED.—Not later than 30
days after submitting a report described under
paragraph (1), the Secretary of the Treasury, or
a designee of the Secretary, shall provide to the
appropriate Members of Congress an unclassi-
fied or classified briefing (as determined appro-
priate by the Secretary) on the funds covered by
the report, including a description of how the
funds were acquired, and any illicit or corrupt
means employed to acquire or use the funds.

(3) EXEMPTIONS.—The requirements described
under paragraph (1) may not be applied with re-
spect to a natural person or a financial institu-
tion, as the case may be, if the President deter-
mines:

(A) The funds described wunder paragraph
(1)(A) were primarily acquired through legal
and noncorrupt means.

(B) The natural person has agreed to provide
significant cooperation to the United States for
an important national security purpose with re-
spect to China.

(C) A financial institution has agreed to—

(i) no longer maintain an account described
under paragraph (1)(B)(i);

(ii) no longer provide significant financial
services to a natural person covered by the re-
port; or

(iii) provide significant cooperation to the
United States for an important national security
purpose with respect to China.

(4) WAIVER.—The President may waive any
requirement described under paragraph (1) with
respect to a natural person or a financial insti-
tution upon reporting to the appropriate Mem-
bers of Congress that—

(A) the waiver would substantially promote
the objective of ending the threat described
under paragraph (1);

(B) the threat described under paragraph (1)
is no longer present; or

(C) the waiver is essential to the national se-
curity interests of the United States.

(b) NATURAL PERSONS DESCRIBED.—The nat-
ural persons described in this subsection are
persons who, at the time of a report, are the fol-
lowing:

(1) A member of the Politburo Standing Com-
mittee of the Chinese Communist Party.

(2) A member of the Politburo of the Chinese
Communist Party that is not described under
paragraph (1).
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(3) A member of the Central Committee of the
Chinese Communist Party that—

(A) is none of the foregoing; and

(B) performs any official duty that directly or
indirectly affects Taiwan.

(c) FORM OF REPORTS;
ABILITY. —

(1) FORM.—The reports required under para-
graphs (1) and (4) of subsection (a) shall be sub-
mitted in unclassified form but may contain a
classified annex.

(2) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Secretary of
the Treasury shall make the unclassified portion
of the report required under subsection (a)(1)
available to the public on the website and social
media accounts of the Department of the Treas-
Ury—

(A) in English, Chinese, and any other lan-
guage that the Secretary finds appropriate; and

(B) in precompressed, easily downloadable
versions that are made available in all appro-
priate formats.

SEC. 3. PROHIBITION ON FINANCIAL SERVICES
FOR CERTAIN IMMEDIATE FAMILY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall prohibit a United States financial in-
stitution, and any person owned or controlled
by a United States financial institution, from
engaging in a significant transaction with—

(1) a natural person covered by a report made
under section 2(a); and

(2) the immediate family of a person described
under paragraph (1), if the Secretary finds that
such immediate family benefits from funds de-
scribed in the report.

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—

(1) EXCEPTION FOR INTELLIGENCE, LAW EN-
FORCEMENT, AND NATIONAL SECURITY ACTIVI-
TIES.—Subsection (a) shall not apply with re-
spect to any intelligence, law enforcement, or
national security activity of the United States.

(2) WAIVER.—The President may waive the
application of subsection (a) with respect to a
person upon reporting to the appropriate Mem-
bers of Congress that—

(A) the waiver would substantially promote
the objective of ending the threat described
under section 2(a)(1);

(B) the threat described under section 2(a)(1)
is no longer present; or

(C) the waiver is essential to the national se-
curity interests of the United States.

(3) FORM OF REPORTS.—The reports required
under paragraph (2) shall be submitted in un-
classified form but may contain a classified
annex.

(4) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this section shall
be construed as authoricing or requiring any
sanction with respect to the importation of any
good.

(B) GOOD DEFINED.—In this paragraph, the
term “‘good’’ means any article, natural or man-
made substance, material, supply or manufac-
tured product, including inspection and test
equipment, and excluding technical data.

(¢) IMPLEMENTATION; PENALTIES.—

(1) IMPLEMENTATION.—The President may ezx-
ercise all authorities provided to the President
under sections 203 and 205 of the International
Emergency Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1702
and 1704) to carry out this section. Not later
than 60 days after issuing a license pursuant to
this section, the President shall submit a copy of
the license to the appropriate Members of Con-
gress.

(2) PENALTIES.—A person that violates, at-
tempts to violate, conspires to violate, or causes
a violation of this section or any regulation, li-
cense, or order issued to carry out this section
shall be subject to the penalties set forth in sub-
sections (b) and (c) of section 206 of the Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers Act (50
U.S.C. 1705) to the same extent as a person that
commits an unlawful act described in subsection
(a) of that section 206.

(d) TERMINATION.—This section shall have no
force or effect on the earlier of—
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(1) the date that is 30 days after the date that
the President reports to the appropriate Mem-
bers of Congress that the threat described under
section 2(a)(1) is no longer present; or

(2) the date that is 25 years after the date that
the Secretary of the Treasury submits the final
report required under section 2(a)(1).

SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS.

For purposes of this Act:

(1) APPROPRIATE MEMBERS OF CONGRESS.—The
term ‘“‘appropriate Members of Congress’ means
the Speaker and minority leader of the House of
Representatives, the majority leader and minor-
ity leader of the Senate, the Chairman and
Ranking Member of the Committee on Financial
Services of the House of Representatives, and
the Chairman and Ranking Member of the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs
of the Senate.

(2) FINANCIAL INSTITUTION.—The term ‘‘finan-
cial institution’ means a United States finan-
cial institution or a foreign financial institu-
tion.

(3) FOREIGN FINANCIAL INSTITUTION.—The
term  “‘foreign financial institution’ has the
meaning given that term in section 561.308 of
title 31, Code of Federal Regulations.

(4) FUNDS.—The term ‘“‘funds’ has the mean-
ing given to such term by the Secretary of the
Treasury.

(5) IMMEDIATE FAMILY.—The term ‘‘immediate
family” of any natural person means the fol-
lowing (whether by the full or half blood or by
adoption):

(A) Such person’s spouse, father, mother, chil-
dren, brothers, sisters, and grandchildren.

(B) The father, mother, brothers, and sisters
of such person’s spouse.

(C) The spouse of a child, brother, or sister of
such person.

(6) UNITED STATES FINANCIAL INSTITUTION.—
The term ‘“‘United States financial institution’’
has the meaning given the term “‘U.S. financial
institution” under section 561.309 of title 31,
Code of Federal Regulations.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. KiM) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on this bill.

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

There was no objection.

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
554, the Taiwan Conflict Deterrence
Act, authored by the gentleman from
Arkansas (Mr. HILL).

The Financial Services Committee
has repeatedly pressed administration
officials to devise a plan that imposes
real costs on the Chinese Communist
Party in the event it invades Taiwan.
The time to formulate those measures
is now. We must publicly communicate
what we intend to do so that Beijing
thinks twice before launching an at-
tack against our friends on the island.

This is why Mr. HILL’s legislation is
so important. If Beijing chooses to in-
vade Taiwan, this bill requires the
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Treasury Secretary to publish the ill-
gotten gains of the Chinese Communist
Party’s top leadership no matter where
they may be held around the world.

It would also require Treasury to ex-
pose the financial institutions that
maintain accounts for those officials
while prohibiting U.S. banks from let-
ting their immediate families benefit
from any of the funds.

Too often, Washington chooses to be
reactive when it comes to our adver-
saries, scrambling to develop sanctions
and other measures after the fact. Rus-
sia’s invasion of Ukraine is a case in
point. Mr. HILL’s legislation is
proactive. It signals what is at stake to
the Chinese Communist Party before
Beijing goes too far.

I also point out that this legislation
underscores an important point that
Republicans and Democrats alike have
made. Our problem lies with the Chi-
nese Government, not the people of
China, many of whom suffer daily
under the thumb of Beijing’s dictator-
ship. The Taiwan Conflict Deterrence
Act recognizes this.

By promising to publish the corrupt
assets of PRC’s top leadership, the bill
would force CCP officials to face the
ire of their own people, so many of
whom are fed up with the illicit wealth
of the CCP insiders.

I again commend Mr. HILL for his
leadership in crafting this measure,
which received unanimous support
from the Financial Services Committee
when we marked it up last year.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to vote in support of H.R. 554,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
564, the Taiwan Conflict Deterrence
Act of 2023, sponsored by Representa-
tive HILL. I am pleased to be the chief
Democratic cosponsor of this legisla-
tion.

As China contemplates the possi-
bility of an invasion or blockade of
Taiwan, keeping in mind President Xi
has told his military to be ready for an
invasion by 2027, they faced from the
United States strategic ambiguity as
to what our military response would
be.

Mr. Speaker, President Biden has an-
nounced that he would respond mili-
tarily, but President Biden will be
leaving office in a few months. Any de-
cision by the executive branch to de-
ploy our forces is actually something
that would be decided upon at the time
and given the circumstances that exist.

We in Congress, while I don’t think,
by statute, we could compel the de-
ployment of our military forces, we can
lock into statute economic responses
that should not be ambiguous but
should be very clear to Beijing.

Mr. Speaker, I have a bill that goes
beyond the legislation we are consid-
ering here today that would remove
most-favored-nation status from China
if it invades or blockades Taiwan and
lock that in so that Beijing knows that
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a military action against Taiwan
would result in that enormous eco-
nomic consequence.

This bill, I think, is a step in the
right direction. As the bill’s title sug-
gests, it is designed to put the govern-
ment of China on notice that the
United States is closely watching its
increasing threats toward Taiwan, and
it serves as a warning that the U.S.
will respond economically and that
that is locked into statute should its
aggression amount to a violation of
section 3(c) of the Taiwan Relations
Act.
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I will point out that a violation of
section 3(c) would include an invasion
or blockade, but could also involve
other aggressive actions of a less sig-
nificant nature.

This is a tangible concern given the
Chinese military activity in the region
appears to be escalating as dem-
onstrated by daily incursions under-
taken by the Chinese military into Tai-
wan’s air defense identification zone or
across the median line of the Taiwan
Strait.

In May, China conducted a large-
scale military exercise near the island
of Taiwan, intended to intimidate the
Taiwanese people as they celebrated
the inauguration of a new democrat-
ically elected President.

This bill would put pressure on China
to not go further by requiring a re-
sponse of the U.S. Government if its in-
timidation and coercion go to the point
of triggering section 3(c) of the Taiwan
Relations Act.

Specifically, if there is a notification
by the President under section 3(c) of a
threat resulting from the actions of the
People’s Republic of China and a dan-
ger to the interests of the United
States arising therefrom, the bill
would require the Secretary of the
Treasury to create and to make public
the findings of a report on financial in-
stitutions and accounts that are con-
nected to a select group of Chinese
Communist Party officials.

This bill does not focus on retaliating
against the Chinese Government per se,
but rather on individuals who are in
that government. The report is in-
tended to raise public awareness of the
hidden and corruptly gained funds that
are directly or indirectly controlled by
such individuals. It is designed to un-
dermine the support of the Chinese
Communist Party and its level of sup-
port inside China once we publish the
corrupt gains of some of its high-rank-
ing officials.

For those listed in the report and
their immediate family members, the
bill would also restrict U.S.-based fi-
nancial services, intending to limit the
financial options for these officials and
to extend the deterrent or punitive im-
pacts on those officials and their fami-
lies. For assets in the United States, it
is a freezing of those assets.

I will underscore again that these ac-
tions as set forth in the bill occur only
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if the President exercises his, or soon,
her, authority under section 3(c) of the
Taiwan Relations Act.

Now, no President in the past has
ever triggered section 3(c), and I hope
that such a triggering is never nec-
essary. I don’t expect that a triggering
will ever occur, but it is important to
put Beijing on notice of what would
happen if their threats against Taiwan
raise to that level. The Taiwan Rela-
tions Act has been in effect for 40
years, and as I have said, no adminis-
tration has triggered section 3(c). It did
not even occur during the third Taiwan
Strait crisis of the 1990s.

Democrats have worked on this bill.
We have seen changes in the original
bill, including the addition of Presi-
dential waivers for national security,
intelligence, and other purposes. For
these reasons, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
HILL).

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I thank very
much Chair KiM for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, what a marvelous sig-
nal it sends to the world and to the
United States to have YouNG KIM as
our chair on the Foreign Affairs Sub-
committee of the Indo-Pacific. She is a
young woman born in South Korea, a
proud American citizen, a proud Amer-
ican mom, and now Member of Con-
gress and spectacular chair.

Mr. Speaker, to my other friend from
California, Mr. SHERMAN, I think he
has made some outstanding arguments
on behalf of our bill, and I thank him
for being an original cosponsor of H.R.
564, the Taiwan Conflict Deterrence
Act.

I modeled this bill on the Holding
Iranian Leaders Accountable Act in-
cluded in our national security pack-
age, which the House passed and Presi-
dent Biden signed into law this spring.

The idea is very straightforward: If
we want to see the world’s Communists
and autocratic dictatorships change
course, we must expose their wealth,
corruption, and financial privilege of
their elites to the citizens suffering
daily under their rule.

This approach certainly applies to
China’s Communist Party, as well. The
CCP leaders sit atop an authoritarian
state littered with cronyism, Kkick-
backs, graft, bribery, and a colossal
misuse of public funds.

If China chooses to attack the free
people of Taiwan, H.R. 554 requires the
Treasury Secretary to publish the il-
licit assets of Beijing’s senior-most
leaders, including the names of finan-
cial institutions that maintain the ac-
counts.

As Mr. SHERMAN noted, our 1979 rec-
ognition of the government in Peking,
now Beijing, rests on the foundation
that the future of Taiwan would be de-
termined by peaceful means and that
any other method, including boycotts
or embargoes, is considered a threat to
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peace and security in the western Pa-
cific.

At a time when the Chinese youth
face a 17 percent unemployment rate,
Xi has failed to deliver a social safety
net, and families are battered by sink-
ing real estate debt. Let these corrupt
officials explain to ordinary Chinese
citizens how they acquired their riches
on a government salary, even as they
call on their public to support war
across the Taiwan Strait.

This bill goes beyond just naming
and shaming. It will also cut off access
to the United States financial system
for those CCP officials and their imme-
diate family. This point is worth high-
lighting in order to convey the costs
that Beijing will bear if they impose an
embargo, boycott, or launch military
action. Blocking Chinese leaders’ use
of the dollar will certainly be mirrored
by restrictions from other major
economies, as well. Further, for Chi-
nese officials whose families profit
from their ill-gotten gains, they too
will find the world becoming a much
smaller place.

In 2012, The Washington Post re-
ported that most of China’s politburo
standing committee have children or
grandchildren studying here in the
United States, including CCP Chair-
man, Xi Jinping. Such privileges will
be put in jeopardy if China decides to
act against Taiwan. H.R. 554 guaran-
tees it.

Let me underline one other detail of
this legislation, which is central to
how it works.

The bill triggers reporting on China’s
leadership, but it also contains exemp-
tions for those who cooperate with the
United States. If Chairman Xi engages
in hostilities against Taiwan, the asset
report required by this bill might leave
out a number of his colleagues, but is
this because the Treasury Secretary
simply targeted other individuals or
because the unnamed officials turned
state’s evidence, earning themselves an
exemption from the U.S. sanctions?

No one in the CCP will ever know for
sure.

By the same token, everyone covered
by this bill has an incentive to turn
against the politburo if they determine
to take aggressive action in violation
of their commitments against Taiwan
before it is too late for them and they
see their finances laid bare.

The legislation treats the CCP like
the Kkleptocratic centrally planned
Communist state that it is. It is the
same way we frequently have defeated
organized crime, sowing distrust and
paranoia. We must do the same in Bei-
jing if China moves against Taiwan.

Mr. Speaker, as Mr. SHERMAN noted,
no one wishes to see conflict involving
Taiwan, but we want to deter China
from their worst instincts of poten-
tially taking hostile actions. We must
signal those consequences clearly and
early.

Earlier this summer, Taiwan re-
corded 66 Chinese military planes oper-
ating around the island setting a sin-
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gle-day record. Fifty-six of those air-
craft entered Taiwan’s air defense iden-
tification zone.

Last month, Taiwan’s defense min-
istry reported to lawmakers in Taipei
how Beijing is developing new weapons
and tactics to pressure the island. It is
up to Congress and the executive
branch to communicate that war
across the Taiwan Strait would destroy
the global economy, impoverish the
Chinese people, and now, thanks to
H.R. 554, impose significant personal
costs for the Chinese elite and high-
ranking CCP members, but the time to
do this is before the outbreak of any
threats or hostilities.

Again, I thank Chairwoman KiM and
my colleagues on the Financial Serv-
ices Committee for endorsing this leg-
islation during its markup.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all our colleagues
to support this bill with a ‘“‘yes’ vote.

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

Mr. Speaker, I join the gentlewoman
from California in a parallel career.
She is our chair of the Foreign Affairs
Subcommittee on Asia and the Pacific.
I was once chair of that subcommittee,
and we both serve on two committees:
Financial Services, Foreign Affairs.
She has reflected an understanding of
our situation with China, and that sit-
uation is that we don’t want to respond
to an invasion or blockade of Taiwan.
We want to prevent an invasion or
blockade of Taiwan.

The way to do that is on three levels.
Most important and most expensive for
the United States is that we have very
substantial military capacities in the
South China Sea and the Pacific in
general. We have spent much time on
this floor and literally hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars developing that capac-
ity.

Second, and an element that Con-
gress should explore, is that we need to
have locked into statute broad-based
and immediate economic consequences
to the entire Chinese economy if, God
forbid, their government invades or
blockades. That is why I am seeking
cosponsors for legislation that would
say in the case of such an invasion or
blockade, China would lose its MFN
status.

Third, in addition to the military and
the broad economic, we need the fo-
cused, personal economic con-
sequences. That is what this bill does.
It provides that if China were to take
such action against Taiwan as to trig-
ger the section 3(c) of the Taiwan Rela-
tions Act that we would take two ac-
tions against their top officials.
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First, we would name and shame. We
would publicize their assets, wherever
they may be in the world. Then, sec-
ond, we would deny them and their im-
mediate families access to the Amer-
ican financial system.

It is time for China to give up the
idea of intimidating the people of Tai-
wan and to recognize that America’s
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response will involve the military, will
involve broad-based economic response,
and will involve very personal eco-
nomic disclosures and response.

That is the way to prevent what
could cause an incredible disruption in
the world and even possibly a world
war. That is why Beijing needs to look
at this bill and everything else that
America would do and decide to put
aside the idea of invading or block-
ading Taiwan.

Mr. Speaker, I again urge my col-
leagues to support this important leg-
islation and yield back the balance of
my time.

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker,
I thank my colleague, the gentleman
from California, for his support of this
very important bill, and I thank Mr.
HiLL for his outstanding leadership and
for introducing this thoughtful legisla-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 554, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, |
rise in strong support of the Taiwan Conflict
Deterrence Act, H.R. 554, first and foremost,
because it underscores support for Taiwan, a
true democracy and bastion of freedom in the
Chinese-speaking world, and an example to
which the repressed people of China can as-
pire.

Secondly, however, this bill would illuminate
the extent to which the Chinese Communist
Party, centered around Xi Jinping, is a gang of
thieves who have exploited the Chinese peo-
ple struggling to make ends meet in a “9-9-
6 economy—working 9 a.m. to 9 p.m. six days
a week for a pittance with no job security.

All while Xi Jinping himself has amassed a
Putin-like fortune.

We know that in 2012, when he was on the
cusp of assuming supreme power, he had al-
ready squirreled away corporate investments
worth approximately $375 million.

Since then, it is estimated that his wealth
has grown by leaps and bounds.

No wonder then that the Chinese govern-
ment has lobbied extensively against the re-
lease of a long-delayed report by the Director
of National Intelligence on the corrupt wealth
of Xi and his Politburo cronies. They know that
revelation of their ill-gotten gains undermines
the Communist Party’s so-called claims to rev-
olutionary legitimacy.

The report that this bill calls for would also
strip away any vestiges of Xi Jinping’s claim to
being an anti-corruption reformer. He never
was. When he went against party rival Bo Xilai
at the beginning of his regime, he was using
“anti-corruption” as a weapon.

Sadly, many in America at the time called
him a “rule-of-law” reformer. That was com-
pletely wrong. Xi never believed in rule-of-law;
it was always ‘“rule-by-law”—the dictates of
the Chinese Communist Party and Xi Jinping
cloaked in law that was selectively enforced.

For all these reasons, | urge my colleagues
to support this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
KiM) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 5564, as amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

REPEAL REQUIREMENT FOR CON-
GRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERV-
ICE TO PREPARE ANNOTATED
CONSTITUTION  AND SUPPLE-
MENTS IN HARDBOUND VERSION

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 7592) to direct the Librarian of
Congress to promote the more cost-ef-
fective, efficient, and expanded avail-
ability of the Annotated Constitution
and pocket-part supplements by replac-
ing the hardbound versions with digital
versions.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7592

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

SECTION 1. REPEAL REQUIREMENT FOR CON-
GRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE
TO PREPARE ANNOTATED CON-
STITUTION AND SUPPLEMENTS IN
HARDBOUND VERSION.

(a) REPEAL.—The first section of Public
Law 91-589 (2 U.S.C. 168) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘the Librarian of Congress’’
and inserting ‘‘(a) subject to subsection (b),
the Librarian of Congress’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

““(b)(1) Upon the completion of the October
2031 term of the Supreme Court and upon the
completion of each tenth October term of the
Supreme Court thereafter, the Librarian of
Congress shall have prepared a digital decen-
nial revised edition of the Constitution An-
notated, which shall contain annotations of
all decisions theretofore rendered by the Su-
preme Court construing provisions of the
Constitution, in place of the hardbound de-
cennial revised edition of the Constitution
Annotated described in subsection (a)(3).

‘“(2) Upon the completion of the October
2023 term of the Supreme Court and upon the
completion of each subsequent October term
of the Supreme Court beginning in an odd-
numbered year (the final digit of which is
not a 1), the Librarian shall have prepared a
digital cumulative pocket-part supplement
to the most recent decennial revised edition
of the Constitution Annotated, which shall
contain cumulative annotations of all such
decisions rendered by the Supreme Court
which were not included in the most recent
revised edition of the Constitution Anno-
tated, in place of the hardbound editions of
the cumulative pocket-part supplement de-
scribed in subsection (a)(4).”’.

(b) ENSURING AVAILABILITY OF DIGITAL
VERSIONS.—Section 2 of Public Law 91-589 (2
U.S.C. 168a) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“All hardbound’ and insert-
ing ‘‘(a) All hardbound’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

““(b)(1) The digital decennial revised edi-
tions of the Constitution Annotated prepared
under subsection (b)(1) of the first section of
this Joint Resolution and the digital cumu-
lative pocket-part supplements prepared
under subsection (b)(2) of the first section of
this Joint Resolution shall be available at a
public website of the Library of Congress.

‘“(2) The Librarian of Congress shall ensure
the continuing availability of the documents
referred to in paragraph (1) to Congress and
the public.”.
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(c) REPEAL OF ADDITIONAL PRINTING RE-
QUIREMENTS.—

(1) MANDATORY PRINTING OF ADDITIONAL
COPIES.—Section 3 of Public Law 91-589 (2
U.S.C. 168b) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘“There shall be printed”
and inserting ‘‘(a) There shall be printed’’;
and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘“(b) Subsection (a) does not apply after
completion of the October 2023 term of the
Supreme Court, and the Librarian of Con-
gress shall provide the decennial revised edi-
tions of the Constitution Annotated and the
cumulative pocket part supplements pre-
pared under this Joint Resolution exclu-
sively in a digital format available at a pub-
lic website of the Library of Congress.” .

(2) PRINTING OF ADDITIONAL COPIES PURSU-
ANT TO CONCURRENT RESOLUTION.—Section 4
of Public Law 91-589 (2 U.S.C. 168c) is re-
pealed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. STEIL) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. KILMER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill,
H.R. 7592.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 7592. Today, Congress will save
taxpayers $56 million. Yes, you heard
me correctly: Congress will save tax-
payer dollars today.

While our Nation is running $32 tril-
lion in debt, and we have a long way to
go to get our country back on track,
this is a good policy. It will save tax-
payers money.

We do this by getting rid of the stat-
utory requirement to print hardbound
copies of the Constitution Annotated,
or CONAN, as it is better known today.

An easily accessible and up-to-date
online version of it already exists and
is already used by millions of Ameri-
cans. Continuing to print hardbound
copies not only wastes taxpayer dol-
lars, but it also wastes the time of CRS
staff, who could better support the
more pressing work of Congress.

It is a positive step in modernizing
Congress. At the beginning of the 118th
Congress, the Committee on House Ad-
ministration took the important step
of working to modernize how Congress
works. The Modernization Sub-
committee is led by Chairwoman
STEPHANIE BICE and Ranking Member
DEREK KILMER. The subcommittee is
bringing good ideas to life by focusing
on what we can do to make Congress a
more effective and efficient institu-
tion.

I have argued that the work of mod-
ernizing Congress extends to Congress’
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support agencies. They need to work in
a way that reflects how today’s Con-
gress works.

The CONAN print requirement re-
flects how Congress worked 50 years
ago, before the internet even existed.
Today, the rules don’t make much
sense.

We do ourselves a disservice when we
require CRS to do work that is no
longer necessary, no longer meets our
needs. The more Congress can do to op-
timize tremendous resources like CRS,
the better off Congress is, and H.R. 7592
moves us toward that goal.

I recognize Modernization Sub-
committee Chairwoman STEPHANIE
BICE, who, along with subcommittee
Ranking Member DEREK KILMER, Rep-
resentative CAREY, and Representative
MORELLE, introduced this measure and
worked on a bipartisan basis to bring it
to the floor today.

I also recognize Chairwoman BICE for
demonstrating that subcommittees
have an important role to play in the
legislative process. This was the first
time in 31 years that a subcommittee
of the House Administration Com-
mittee held a markup.

Mr. Speaker, I am grateful for the
hard work that went into this impor-
tant measure, and I urge my colleagues
to join me in supporting H.R. 7592. I re-
serve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to stand be-
fore you today to speak about two bills
that have come from the Moderniza-
tion Subcommittee, which encompass
the select committee’s mission to
make Congress work better for the
American people. Each of these bills
addresses a problem or challenge we
identified through the Select Com-
mittee on the Modernization of Con-
gress.

I thank our subcommittee chair,
STEPHANIE BICE, and our subcommittee
colleagues, JOE MORELLE and MIKE
CAREY, for their bipartisan partnership
on these bills, too, as well as our full
committee chairman, BRYAN STEIL.

As many of you know, the Congres-
sional Research Service, or CRS, mis-
sion is to provide timely, objective,
and authoritative research and anal-
ysis to Congress, its Members, commit-
tees, and staff.

The policy proposals we put forth are
better for CRS’ involvement and sup-
port of us. That is why our sub-
committee took it very seriously when
CRS’ interim director, Robert Newlen,
approached us about a few challenges
CRS was having and ways we could
help.

In the select committee, we rec-
ommended congressional committees
consider the authorities for congres-
sional support agencies and identify
those that need updating. H.R. 7592 and
our next bill, H.R. 7593, are perfect ex-
amples of this.

Under existing law, the Library of
Congress is required to produce
hardbound copies of the Constitution
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with annotations, also referred to as
CONAN.

You actually have to be as strong as
Conan to lift this. My mother tells me
that at birth, I was 6 pounds, 8 ounces.
This is 8 pounds, 14 ounces, so it is
larger than small DEREK KILMER.

The task of printing this behemoth
has fallen to CRS, and the most recent
CONAN print cost $1 million per year
to print, not to mention the consider-
able staff time and attention spent for-
matting, printing, and distributing
said books.

The law requiring printed CONAN
copies predated widespread internet ac-
cess. Since 2019, the Library of Con-
gress and CRS have made this same in-
formation available online, free of cost,
with the added benefit of real-time up-
dates that just aren’t possible with
printed books.

This bill simply replaces the require-
ment for the Library of Congress and
CRS to prepare hardbound versions of
the CONAN and replaces it with a re-
quirement to prepare digital versions
and publish them online instead, as
they already have been doing.

Through this bill, the American peo-
ple can receive better and more up-to-
date information online. We can save
taxpayer dollars and valuable CRS
staff capacity. We can eliminate the 8
pounds and 14 ounces of print. I person-
ally would like to eliminate 8 pounds
and 14 ounces after the weight I have
gained over the August recess.

I think this is a commonsense bill,
and I thank my colleague, Chairwoman
BICE, for her leadership on this.

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

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as she may consume to the gen-
tlewoman from Oklahoma (Mrs. BICE)
to speak on the bill.

Mrs. BICE. Mr. Speaker, as was men-
tioned by my colleague Mr. KILMER,
this is the Constitution Annotated, or
CONAN, as it is better known today.
Its origins date back to 1797 when Con-
gress passed legislation requiring that
every Member of Congress be provided
a copy of the Constitution.

These copies were then expanded to
include Supreme Court case citations
so that Members could see which
clauses of the Constitution the Court
used to decide those cases.

As the number of citations grew,
Members became frustrated with the
new format. The hundreds of citations
listed under each clause of the Con-
stitution were useless to most of them
because they had no idea what the
cases were about and what questions
were before the Court.

In 1921, Congress passed a resolution
requiring reprints of the Constitution
to include explanatory language that
would make sense of all the case cita-
tions throughout. This requirement
made the reprints much more useful to
the Members, and the format created
then is one that is still used today.

Initially, CONAN was printed every
10 years or so, but by 1970, Members
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began to complain that it was outdated
almost as soon as it was printed. They
addressed this by passing a resolution
requiring that a paperbound supple-
ment to CONAN be printed every 2
years, in addition to printing the
hardbound version of the CONAN every
10.

Since 1972, that is what we have done:
Print a hardbound version of CONAN
every 10 years and a paperbound sup-
plement every 2.

CONAN obviously has a rich history
dating back over two centuries. The
Constitution provides the framework
for our government, and understanding
that framework and how the Supreme
Court has applied it to its decisions
over the years is as essential today as
it was over 200 years ago.

Nothing about H.R. 7592 erases or
changes this important history. In
fact, the legislative history of CONAN
makes it clear that Congress has con-
sistently prioritized up-to-date inter-
pretation and analysis of court cases,
and this resolution honors that long-
standing tradition.

Today, people rely on digital sources
for the most up-to-date information.
This is true whether we are talking
about breaking news, airfares, res-
taurant reviews, or Supreme Court
case citations.

CONAN is a case in point. According
to the GPO, the number of print copies
of CONAN requested in 2012 by the
House, Senate, and Joint Committee
on Printing was just over 1,000. Ten
years later, in 2022, the number of re-
quested copies dropped to just 659.

It is no coincidence that this drop in
requests for the hardbound version of
CONAN coincides with the 2019 launch
of a digital version of CONAN.

Over the past 5 years, the CONAN
website has become an invaluable re-
source to individuals, citizens, schools,
libraries, and, of course, Congress. The
user-friendly site has received more
than 28 million visits since it was cre-
ated and features hundreds of pages of
constitutional analysis and content.

The site is publicly accessible, easy
to search, and provides links to Su-
preme Court decisions. Perhaps most
importantly, it is updated in real time
by CRS.

All of this raises the question of why
we are wasting taxpayer dollars print-
ing this giant hardcover version of
CONAN along with paperbound supple-
ments when a superior digital version
already exists.

According to the CBO, replacing this
version of CONAN with a digital
version would reduce the Library of
Congress’ operating costs by millions
over the next few years.

Eliminating the print requirement
will also eliminate inefficient use of
CRS staff time. In addition to updating
the online version of CONAN in real
time, CRS staff have to spend countless
hours formatting and paginating the
print version of CONAN. A more effi-
cient CRS ultimately benefits Congress
and, in turn, our constituents.
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Mr. Speaker, replacing the CONAN
print requirement with a digital re-
quirement is a no-brainer. The digital
version provides Members and other
users with the most up-to-date infor-
mation and analysis available at a sig-
nificant cost savings for taxpayers.

History shows that Congress has con-
sistently taken steps to ensure that
CONAN meets the evolving needs of
Members and other users. Passing this
legislation is a logical next step in
maintaining CONAN’s relevancy and
usefulness, both to Congress and to the
American people.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in supporting H.R. 7592.
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Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I don’t
have any additional speakers, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I again
thank the gentlewoman from OKkla-
homa (Mrs. BICE), the Modernization
Subcommittee chairwoman, for her
leadership on this measure that will
save taxpayer dollars.

I also recognize, once again, the sub-
committee ranking member Mr. KIL-
MER as well as Mr. CAREY and Mr.
MORELLE. I urge all of my colleagues
who want to save taxpayers $56 million
to vote in support of H.R. 7592. I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
STEIL) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 7592.

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.

———

MODERNIZING THE CONGRES-
SIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE’S
ACCESS TO DATA ACT

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 7593) to enhance the authority of
the Director of the Congressional Re-
search Service to obtain information
directly from agencies of the Federal
government.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7593

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 ‘‘Modernizing
the Congressional Research Service’s Access
to Data Act”.

SEC. 2. ACCESS OF CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH
SERVICE TO GOVERNMENT INFOR-
MATION.

(a) DIRECT ACCESS TO INFORMATION.—Sec-
tion 203 of the Legislative Reorganization
Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C. 166) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (j) as sub-
section (k); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (i) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(j))(1) In carrying out the duties and func-
tions of the Congressional Research Service
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under subsection (d), the Director is author-
ized to secure books, records, correspond-
ence, memoranda, papers, documents, secure
information, and other data in all forms di-
rectly from the various departments, agen-
cies, and establishments of the executive
branch of the Government and the regu-
latory agencies and commissions of the Gov-
ernment as the Director determines to be
necessary to carry out the request, and all
such departments, agencies, establishments,
and regulatory agencies and commissions
shall furnish the Director with all such
available material in a timely manner.

‘“(2) With respect to books, records, cor-
respondence, memoranda, papers, docu-
ments, secure information, and other data in
all forms obtained under paragraph (1), the
Director shall maintain the same level of
confidentiality as is required by law of the
department, agency, establishment, or regu-
latory agency or commission from which it
is obtained. Officers and employees of the
Congressional Research Service shall be sub-
ject to the same statutory penalties for un-
authorized disclosure or use as officers or
employees of the department, agency, estab-
lishment, or regulatory agency or commis-
sion from which it is obtained.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
203(d)(1) of such Act (2 U.S.C. 166(d)(1)) is
amended in the matter following subpara-
graph (C) by striking ‘‘and in the perform-
ance of this duty” and all that follows
through ‘‘comply with such request;”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. STEIL) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. KILMER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 7593,
the Modernizing the Congressional Re-
search Service’s Access to Data Act.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
7593, the Modernizing the Congres-
sional Research Service’s Access to
Data Act.

Congress is a dynamic institution.
The way it operates today is different
from how it operated 50 years ago. It is
probably safe to say that 50 years from
now, Congress will look quite different
than it does once again today.

The Committee on House Adminis-
tration is working to modernize Con-
gress. The Subcommittee on Mod-
ernization’s mandate is to improve and
update how Congress works on behalf
of the American people. There is no ex-
piration date on this work. Because so-
ciety evolves, Congress must do the
same.

Congress must be capable of contin-
ually adapting to address both the
issues of the day and Americans’ needs.
As Congress evolves, its support agen-
cies must do the same. They must be
capable of working in a way that re-
flects how Congress works.
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It has been over 50 years since Con-
gress updated CRS’ authorizing stat-
ute, and much has changed since then
in terms of how Congress operates. The
Federal policy landscape has grown
more and more complex, and back
home Americans are confronting a vast
range of challenges and are increas-
ingly seeking our help.

As a result, Members are relying on
CRS more than ever for supporting
their legislative and representational
duties. In order for CRS to meet the
growing demand, it needs quick access
to current and reliable data and infor-
mation.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 7593 fulfills this
need. It updates CRS’ statute to ensure
that the agency can request data and
information from Federal agencies to
support its work on behalf of Congress.
To be clear, we are talking about infor-
mation and data that Congress and its
support agencies have an established
right to access.

This change to the statute reflects
how Congress has changed over the
past five decades and will greatly im-
prove CRS’ ability to support how we
work today. I have advocated for a
more modern CRS, and this measure
fits into those efforts.

I thank the Modernization Sub-
committee chairwoman STEPHANIE
BICE for her leadership in bringing H.R.
7593 forward and more generally for her
efforts to improve and modernize CRS.
I also thank the Modernization Sub-
committee ranking member, DEREK
KILMER, as well as Representatives
CAREY and MORELLE for their bipar-
tisan support of this measure.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
strengthening CRS by supporting H.R.
7593, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

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

The second bill we are considering
today from the Modernization Sub-
committee is H.R. 7593, the Modern-
izing the Congressional Research Serv-
ice’s Access to Data Act, which aims to
address issues regarding CRS’ access to
Federal data.

As with the first bill, CRS itself has
asked for this change, and it is a
change that will again help the agency
keep up with the times. When CRS’
statute was developed in the 1970s, it
stated that Federal agencies need to
comply with data requests from Con-
gress to serve congressional commit-
tees, and it mentions that CRS is re-
sponsible for otherwise assisting offices
with informational requests, too. This
stems from the committee-centric na-
ture of Congress at the time.

However, given the lack of explicit
reference to personal offices, CRS indi-
cated to the Modernization Sub-
committee that they, at times, have
struggled to access necessary informa-
tion from Federal agencies to execute
their mission of serving committees
and individual personal offices alike.

CRS should be able to update reports
on nationally significant issues
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proactively and simultaneously re-
spond to specific Member office re-
quests. Additionally, their access
should be on par with that provided to
other legislative branch support agen-
cies, like the Congressional Budget Of-
fice, for example.

Accordingly, this bill updates the
material CRS can request from Federal
agencies to cover CRS’ broad mission
without the existing committee-spe-
cific limitation. The bill requires CRS
to maintain the broad confidentiality
protections for data as required by law
of the agency providing the informa-
tion. It also ensures the CRS director
themself would oversee the process of
these Member-specific requests to en-
sure they align with CRS’ long-stand-
ing objective, nonpartisan mission, and
that they would not create additional
burdens for Federal agencies.

It matters to me, to our Moderniza-
tion Subcommittee, and hopefully to
all my colleagues here that CRS has
the Federal data resources it needs to
do its job, to serve Congress as we
serve the people we represent.

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

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as she may consume to the gen-
tlewoman from Oklahoma (Mrs. BICE)
to speak on this bill.

Mrs. BICE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 7593, the Mod-
ernizing the Congressional Research
Service’s Access to Data Act.

In order for Congress to fulfill its Ar-
ticle I obligations and act as the first
among coequal branches of government
as the Framers intended, its support
agencies need to be fully equipped to
assist Congress in all of its legislative
and representative duties.

When our support agencies falter, we
falter, and it is incumbent upon us to
fix what is not working. CRS is a case
in point. The agency is bound by stat-
ute to outdated rules that do not re-
flect how Congress works today.

CRS’ statute was last updated in 1970,
and back then committees were very
much at the center of the policy-
making process. The agency’s author-
ity to request data and information
from Federal agencies reflected that
reality. Requests for data and informa-
tion could only be made to support the
work of committees.

More than five decades later, CRS
continues to operate under this narrow
and outdated request authority. Con-
gress has evolved as an institution, but
in many ways CRS has not. Its ability
to fully support today’s Congress is
hindered by a statute drafted to sup-
port yesterday’s Congress.

Committees continue to play an im-
portant role in the legislative process,
but so do Members. Members today are
doing more work on behalf of their con-
stituents and relying more heavily on
CRS for support. Whether they need
data and information to better under-
stand and address a problem in their
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district or in anticipation of an emerg-
ing policy debate, Members rely on
CRS for its nonpartisan expertise.

All of this work, for committees and
for Members, depends on CRS having
access to current and reliable data. It
is the basis of the objective and in-
formed analysis on which Congress de-
pends to fulfill its Article I obligations.

When Federal agencies are compelled
to share data and information with
CRS only when it is requested on be-
half of a committee, CRS is unable to
fulfill its statutory obligation to sup-
port Congress in all of its duties.

H.R. 7593 fixes this limitation by
granting CRS the authority to secure
information and data from Federal
agencies, as necessary, to carry out
congressional requests; not committee
requests, but congressional requests.

This fix is neither groundbreaking
nor controversial. There is a nearly
century-long chain of Supreme Court
precedents that recognize the author-
ity of Congress and, by extension, the
legislative support agencies, to gather
information from the executive branch.

In fact, GAO and CBO, CRS’ sister
support agencies, already enjoy greater
access authorities because, as Congress
has added to their responsibilities, it
has also provided them with the addi-
tional tools and authorities needed to
carry out that additional work.

Unfortunately, the same cannot be
said for CRS. The agency’s work has
expanded tremendously since the 1970s,
but Congress has failed to pair its extra
responsibilities with extra support.

In granting CRS greater access, this
bill requires CRS to maintain the same
level of confidentiality for the data and
information it receives, as is required
by law of the agency from which it ob-
tained. Any CRS employee who vio-
lates this requirement will be subject
to the same statutory penalties that an
employee of a providing agency would
face. These provisions, it should be
noted, mirror CBO’s rigorous confiden-
tiality authorities.

CRS has a long-established record of
not making inappropriate or overly ex-
pansive information and data requests.
Nothing about this resolution changes
that. The agency routinely engages in
an internal consultation process to en-
sure that requests are properly scoped
and tailored. Maintaining these guard-
rails around its requests helps CRS
properly evaluate the potential ways
that data and information may be
used.

The agency’s strict adherence to its
statutory mandate to advise and assist
Congress without partisan bias has and
will continue to guide its requests.

Updating CRS’ statute to better re-
flect how Congress works today is an
Article I strengthening endeavor. It
does not concern politics or partisan-
ship. It concerns institutions, plain and
simple.

When CRS is unable to fully support
Congress, Congress cannot fully act as
a coequal branch of government, and
when CRS is unable to fully support us
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as Members in our legislative and rep-
resentational duties, we are unable to
fully support our constituents.

Mr. Speaker, I think we can all agree
that both of these scenarios are unac-
ceptable. I urge my colleagues to join
me in supporting H.R. 7593.

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I don’t
have any additional speakers. If the
chairman is prepared to close, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I again
thank the Modernization Sub-
committee chairwoman, STEPHANIE

BICE, for her leadership on this meas-
ure. I also thank Ranking Member KIL-
MER, as well as Representatives CAREY
and MORELLE.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
7593, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WEBER of Texas). The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. STEIL) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 7593.

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.

———————

CONFIRMATION OF CONGRES-
SIONAL OBSERVER ACCESS ACT
OF 2023

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 6513) to amend the Help America
Vote Act of 2002 to confirm the require-
ment that States allow access to des-
ignated congressional election observ-
ers to observe the election administra-
tion procedures in congressional elec-
tions.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 6513

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; FINDINGS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Confirmation Of Congressional Observer
Access Act of 2023” or the ‘“‘COCOA Act of
2023”.

(b) FINDINGS RELATING TO CONGRESSIONAL
ELECTION OBSERVERS.—Congress finds the
following:

(1) Article 1, section 5, clause 1 of the Con-
stitution grants Congress the authority to
‘‘be the Judge of the Elections, Returns and
Qualifications of its own Members”’.

(2) The House of Representatives serves as
the final arbiter over any contest to the
seating of any putative Member-elect.

(3) Congress has exercised this authority—
and responsibility—since our Nation’s very
beginning, from the First Congress through
the One Hundred Eighteenth Congress. Over
our history, election contests have remained
a normal and regular part of the biennial
process for electing, recognizing, and seating
new Members. Although Congress has opted
to revise the statutory framework by which
it considers election contests, consideration
of such contests has been a regular and re-
curring part of Congress’ constitutional pre-
rogatives and work. For example, across our
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Nation’s history, more than approximately
610 elections have been contested in the
House—an average of more than 5 per Con-
gress. Indeed, even discounting the Recon-
struction period and its surge in election
contests, there have been 110 contested elec-
tion cases considered in the House since
1933—an average of more than 2 contests per
Congress.

(4) These election contest procedures are
contained in the precedents of each House of
Congress. Further, for the House of Rep-
resentatives the procedures exist under the
Federal Contested Elections Act.

(5) For decades, the House of Representa-
tives has appointed its staff to watch the ad-
ministration of congressional elections in
the States and territories. Critically, con-
gressional observers serve to gather real-
time information and data for the House in
anticipation of an election contest being
filed.

SEC. 2. ACCESS FOR CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION
OBSERVERS.

(a) ACCESS REQUIRED.—Title III of the Help
America Vote Act of 2002 (562 U.S.C. 21081 et
seq.) is amended—

(1) by redesignating section 304 and 305 as
sections 305 and 306; and

(2) by inserting after section 303 the fol-
lowing new section:

“SEC. 304. ACCESS FOR CONGRESSIONAL ELEC-
TION OBSERVERS.

‘‘(a) FINDING OF CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHOR-
ITY.—Congress finds that, regardless of legis-
lative action, it has the authority to send
congressional election observers to observe
polling locations, any location where proc-
essing, scanning, tabulating, canvassing, re-
counting, auditing, or certifying voting re-
sults is occurring, or any other part of the
process associated with elections for Federal
office under the authorities granted under
article 1, section 5, clause 1 and article 1,
section 4, clause 1 of the Constitution of the
United States. Procedures described herein
do not establish any new authorities or pro-
cedures with respect to Congress’ constitu-
tional authority to observe congressional
elections but are provided simply to permit a
convenient statutory reference for existing
congressional authority and activity.

“(b) REQUIRING STATES T0O PROVIDE ACCESS
FOR OBSERVERS.—

‘(1) REQUIREMENT.—A State shall provide
each individual who is acting as a designated
congressional election observer for an elec-
tion for Federal office with full access to
clearly observe all elements of election ad-
ministration procedures, including, but not
limited to, access to any area in which a bal-
lot is cast, processed, scanned, tabulated,
canvassed, recounted, audited, or certified,
including during pre- and post-election pro-
cedures.

¢“(2) RESTRICTIONS ON ACTIVITIES OF OBSERV-
ERS.—No designated congressional election
observer may handle a ballot or election
equipment (whether voting or nonvoting or
whether tabulating or nontabulating), advo-
cate for any position or candidate, take any
action to reduce ballot secrecy or voter pri-
vacy, take any action to interfere with the
ability of a voter to cast a ballot or an elec-
tion administrator to carry the administra-
tor’s duties, or otherwise interfere with the
election administration process.

‘““(3) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall prohibit a designated con-
gressional election observer from asking
questions of an election administrator, elec-
tion official, or election worker, or any other
State or local official.

‘“(c) CONDUCT OF OBSERVERS.—

‘(1) REMOVAL.—

“(A) AUTHORIZATION REMOVAL BY ELECTION
OFFICIAL.—If a State or local election official
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has a reasonable basis to believe that a des-
ignated congressional election observer has
engaged in or imminently will engage in in-
timidation or deceptive practices prohibited
by Federal law, or in the disruption of vot-
ing, processing, scanning, tabulating, can-
vassing, or recounting of ballots, or the cer-
tification of results, a State or local election
official may remove that observer from the
area involved.

‘(B) NOTICE TO COMMITTEE.—If a designated
congressional election observer is removed
from an area under subparagraph (A), the
election official shall—

‘(i) inform the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on House Admin-
istration of the House of Representatives;
and

‘‘(ii) provide written notice detailing the
reason or reasons the designated congres-
sional election observer was removed.

‘“(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—For purposes
of this subsection, the mere presence of a
designated congressional election observer
during an observation of election adminis-
tration procedures, without any additional
indicia supporting a reasonable basis for re-
moval, is not a sufficient reason for removal
under subparagraph (A).

‘“(3) RIGHT TO REPLACE OBSERVER.—If a des-
ignated congressional election observer is
properly removed under subparagraph (A),
the chair or ranking minority member of the
Committee on House Administration of the
House of Representatives, as appropriate,
may send another designated congressional
election observer as a replacement for the
remaining duration of the observation of
election administration procedures.

‘“(4) CLARIFICATION REGARDING APPLICA-
BILITY OF CODE OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT.—It is
the sense of Congress that, because the Code
of Official Conduct for the House of Rep-
resentatives (rule XXIII of the Rules of the
House of Representatives) requires all em-
ployees of the House to behave at all times
in a manner that reflects creditably on the
House, an employee of the House who serves
as a designated congressional election ob-
server is subject to the Code of Official Con-
duct in the employee’s role as such an ob-
server.

“(d) DESIGNATED CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION
OBSERVER DESCRIBED.—In this section, a
‘designated congressional election observer’
is a House employee (as contemplated by the
Rules of the House of Representatives) who
is designated in writing by the chair or rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
House Administration of the House of Rep-
resentatives, or the successor committee, to
gather information with respect to an elec-
tion, including in the event that the election
is contested in the House of Representatives
and for other purposes permitted by article
1, section 5, clause 1 and article 1, section 4,
clause 1 of the Constitution of the United
States.

‘“(e) STATE DEFINED.—In this section
‘State’ means each of the 50 States, the Dis-
trict of Columbia, the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico, the United States Virgin Is-
lands, Guam, American Samoa, and the Com-
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT RELATING TO
ENFORCEMENT.—Section 401 of such Act (52
U.S.C. 21111) is amended by striking ‘‘and
303"’ and inserting ‘303, and 304"’.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents of such Act is amended—

(1) by redesignating the items relating to
sections 304 and 305 as relating to sections
305 and 306; and

(2) by inserting after the item relating to
section 303 the following:

‘“Sec. 304. Confirming access for congres-
sional election observers.”.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. STEIL) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. KILMER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 6513,
the COCOA Act of 2023.

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

There was no objection.

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

I rise today in strong support of H.R.
6513, the Confirmation of Congressional
Observer Access Act, or the COCOA
Act. Ensuring the fairness and accu-
racy of our elections is of utmost im-
portance for me as chairman of the
Committee on House Administration.
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The Election Observer Program is
one of the key ways my committee has
worked to strengthen election adminis-
tration practices.

Since 1933, there have been 110 con-
tested election cases considered in the
House. This averages to over two con-
tests per Congress.

During the 2020 election cycle, House
election observers were deployed to
Iowa’s Second District to oversee the
administration of the election of our
now-colleague, Representative
MARIANNETTE MILLER-MEEKS.

She went on to win that contested
race by only six votes, and trained
House election observers were instru-
mental in collecting on-the-ground,
factual information for Congress.

The Constitution grants Congress the
authority to be the ‘‘judge of the elec-
tions, returns, and qualifications of its
own Members.”” It is under this con-
stitutional authority that the House
established the nonpartisan Election
Observer Program.

In the 2022 election cycle, observers
were deployed to roughly 25 sites
across the country. This long-running
program has deployed trained congres-
sional staff as election observers to
sites nationwide with close congres-
sional contests.

Deploying election observers is much
needed. Strong election integrity in-
creases confidence and participation in
our elections, which is a good thing.

Providing a statutory citation for
these election observers to monitor
election administration practices will
achieve this goal.

Elections are partisan, but the ad-
ministration of elections should never
be partisan.

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup-
port this bill.

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

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 65613. I am proud to say this
measure is the by-product of bipartisan
agreement.

Article I, Section 5, Clause 1 of the
Constitution grants Congress the au-
thority to be the ‘‘judge of the elec-
tions, returns, and qualifications of its
own Members.”’

The House of Representatives serves
as the final arbiter over any contest to
the seating of any putative Member-
elect.

Simply put, this measure, H.R. 6513,
confirms Congress’ constitutional au-
thority to designated congressional
staff to observe election administra-
tion procedures in congressional elec-
tions.

I am grateful to my colleague, Chair-
man STEIL, for agreeing to address sev-
eral concerns raised in committee with
an earlier version of the text.

For example, we were able to agree
on the need to preserve the authority
of local election officials to remove an
observer who is being disruptive or
interfering with the elections process,
as well as the additional language stat-
ing our sense that all House employees
deployed as observers must adhere to
the Code of Official Conduct while serv-
ing in this role.

It is important to balance trans-
parency with security, and at a time
when election officials across the coun-
try have raised concerns about safety,
security, and privacy, we should hold
ourselves and our staff to the highest
standards.

We are glad to have worked with
Chairman STEIL and his staff to reach
a bipartisan agreement.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 6513, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. CAREY) to speak
on the bill.

Mr. CAREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of my bill, H.R. 6513, the
Confirmation of Congressional Ob-
server Access Act, or COCOA Act of
2023. It will provide a statutory cita-
tion for the long-running, nonpartisan
Election Observer Program.

This program has trained and
equipped congressional staff to serve as
election observers during close election
contests.

As we have seen or just heard, elec-
tion contests can come down to just six
votes.

This critical program adds the added
layer of accountability for the Amer-
ican people during those close contests.

Ensuring our elections are fair, fac-
tual, and accurate is of utmost impor-
tance.

I have been proud to work with my
colleagues on the Committee on House
Administration this Congress to
strengthen our Nation’s elections.

This program is a strong election in-
tegrity measure, and I encourage all of
my colleagues to support it.

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the lead sponsor of the bill, Mr. CAREY,
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both for his leadership on this bill and
for his partnership on the Moderniza-
tion Subcommittee.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further speak-
ers, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I further
encourage the strong support of H.R.
6513, the Confirmation of Congressional
Observer Access Act.

I encourage my colleagues to vote
“yes,” and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
STEIL) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6513.

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.

————

BIOSECURE ACT

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 8333) to prohibit contracting with
certain biotechnology providers, and
for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 8333

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 “‘BIOSECURE
Act”.

SEC. 2. PROHIBITION ON CONTRACTING WITH
CERTAIN BIOTECHNOLOGY PRO-
VIDERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The head of an executive
agency may not—

(1) procure or obtain any biotechnology
equipment or service produced or provided
by a biotechnology company of concern; or

(2) enter into a contract or extend or renew
a contract with any entity that—

(A) uses biotechnology equipment or serv-
ices produced or provided by a biotechnology
company of concern and acquired after the
applicable effective date in subsection (¢) in
performance of the contract with the execu-
tive agency; or

(B) enters into any contract the perform-
ance of which such entity knows or has rea-
son to believe will require, in performance of
the contract with the executive agency, the
use of biotechnology equipment or services
produced or provided by a biotechnology
company of concern and acquired after the
applicable effective date in subsection (c).

(b) PROHIBITION ON LOAN AND GRANT
FuNDs.—The head of an executive agency
may not obligate or expend loan or grant
funds to, and a loan or grant recipient may
not use loan or grant funds to—

(1) procure, obtain, or use any bio-
technology equipment or services produced
or provided by a biotechnology company of
concern; or

(2) enter into a contract or extend or renew
a contract with an entity described in sub-
section (a)(2).

(¢c) EFFECTIVE DATES.—

(1) CERTAIN ENTITIES.—With respect to the
biotechnology companies of concern covered
by subsection (£)(2)(A), the prohibitions
under subsections (a) and (b) shall take ef-
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fect 60 days after the issuance of the regula-
tion in subsection (h).

(2) OTHER ENTITIES.—With respect to the
biotechnology companies of concern covered
by subsection (f)(2)(B), the prohibitions
under subsections (a) and (b) shall take ef-
fect 180 days after the issuance of the regula-
tion in subsection (h).

(3) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—

(A) CERTAIN ENTITIES.—Prior to January 1,
2032, with respect to biotechnology compa-
nies of concern covered by subsections
(£)(2)(A), subsections (a)(2) and (b)(2) shall
not apply to biotechnology equipment or
services produced or provided under a con-
tract or agreement, including previously ne-
gotiated contract options, entered into be-
fore the effective date under paragraph (1).

(B) OTHER ENTITIES.—Prior to the date that
is five years after the issuance of the regula-
tion in subsection (h) that identifies a bio-
technology company of concern covered by
subsections (£)(2)(B), subsections (a)(2) and
(b)(2) shall not apply to biotechnology equip-
ment or services produced or provided under
a contract or agreement, including pre-
viously negotiated contract options, entered
into before the effective date under para-
graph (2).

©) SAFE HARBOR.—The term  ‘‘bio-
technology equipment or services produced
or provided by a biotechnology company of
concern” shall not be construed to refer to
any biotechnology equipment or services
that were formerly, but are no longer, pro-
duced or provided by biotechnology compa-
nies of concern.

(d) WAIVER AUTHORITIES.—

(1) SPECIFIC BIOTECHNOLOGY EXCEPTION.—

(A) WAIVER.—The head of the applicable
executive agency may waive the prohibition
under subsections (a) and (b) on a case-by-
case basis—

(i) with the approval of the Director of the
Office of Management and Budget, in coordi-
nation with the Secretary of Defense; and

(ii) if such head submits a notification and
justification to the appropriate congres-
sional committees not later than 30 days
after granting such waiver.

(B) DURATION.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
clause (ii), a waiver granted under subpara-
graph (A) shall last for a period of not more
than 365 days.

(ii) EXTENSION.—The head of the applicable
executive agency, with the approval of the
Director of the Office of Management and
Budget, and in coordination with the Sec-
retary of Defense, may extend a waiver
granted under subparagraph (A) one time, for
a period up to 180 days after the date on
which the waiver would otherwise expire, if
such an extension is in the national security
interests of the United States and if such
head submits a notification and justification
to the appropriate congressional committees
not later than 10 days after granting such
waiver extension.

(2) OVERSEAS HEALTH CARE SERVICES.—The
head of an executive agency may waive the
prohibitions under subsections (a) and (b)
with respect to a contract, subcontract, or
transaction for the acquisition or provision
of health care services overseas on a case-by-
case basis—

(A) if the head of such executive agency de-
termines that the waiver is—

(i) necessary to support the mission or ac-
tivities of the employees of such executive
agency described in subsection (e)(2)(A); and

(ii) in the interest of the United States;

(B) with the approval of the Director of the
Office of Management and Budget, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Defense; and

(C) if such head submits a notification and
justification to the appropriate congres-

H5051

sional committees not later than 30 days
after granting such waiver.

(e) EXCEPTIONS.—The prohibitions under
subsections (a) and (b) shall not apply to—

(1) any activity subject to the reporting re-
quirements under title V of the National Se-
curity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3091 et seq.) or
any authorized intelligence activities of the
United States;

(2) the acquisition or provision of health
care services overseas for—

(A) employees of the United States, includ-
ing members of the uniformed services (as
defined in section 101(a) of title 10, United
States Code), whose official duty stations are
located overseas or are on permissive tem-
porary duty travel overseas; or

(B) employees of contractors
contractors of the United States—

(i) who are performing under a contract
that directly supports the missions or activi-
ties of individuals described in subparagraph
(A); and

(ii) whose primary duty stations are lo-
cated overseas or are on permissive tem-
porary duty travel overseas; or

(3) the acquisition, use, or distribution of
human multiomic data, lawfully compiled,
that is commercially or publicly available.

(f) EVALUATION OF CERTAIN BIOTECHNOLOGY
ENTITIES.—

(1) ENTITY CONSIDERATION.—Not later than
365 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget shall publish a list of
the entities that constitute biotechnology
companies of concern based on a list of sug-
gested entities that shall be provided by the
Secretary of Defense in coordination with
the Attorney General, the Secretary of
Health and Human Services, the Secretary of
Commerce, the Director of National Intel-
ligence, the Secretary of Homeland Security,
the Secretary of State, and the National
Cyber Director.

(2) BIOTECHNOLOGY COMPANIES OF CONCERN
DEFINED.—The term ‘‘biotechnology com-
pany of concern’” means—

(A) BGI, MGI, Complete Genomics, WuXi
AppTec, and WuXi Biologics;

(B) any entity that is determined by the
process established in paragraph (1) to meet
the following criteria—

(i) is subject to the administrative govern-
ance structure, direction, control, or oper-
ates on behalf of the government of a foreign
adversary;

(ii) is to any extent involved in the manu-
facturing, distribution, provision, or pro-
curement of a biotechnology equipment or
service; and

(iii) poses a risk to the national security of
the United States based on—

(I) engaging in joint research with, being
supported by, or being affiliated with a for-
eign adversary’s military, internal security
forces, or intelligence agencies;

(IT) providing multiomic data obtained via
biotechnology equipment or services to the
government of a foreign adversary; or

(IIT) obtaining human multiomic data via
the biotechnology equipment or services
without express and informed consent; and

(C) any subsidiary, parent, affiliate, or suc-
cessor of entities listed in subparagraphs (A)
and (B), provided they meet the criteria in
subparagraph (B)(i).

(3) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act
for the biotechnology companies of concern
named in paragraph (2)(A), and not later
than 180 days after the development of the
list pursuant to paragraph (1) and any update
to the list pursuant to paragraph (4), the Di-
rector of the Office of Management and
Budget, in coordination with the Secretary
of Defense, the Attorney General, the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, the

or sub-
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Secretary of Commerce, the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence, the Secretary of Home-
land Security, the Secretary of State, and
the National Cyber Director, shall establish
guidance as necessary to implement the re-
quirements of this section.

(4) UPDATES.—The Director of the Office of
Management and Budget, in coordination
with or based on a recommendation provided
by the Secretary of Defense, the Attorney
General, the Secretary of Health and Human
Services, the Secretary of Commerce, the Di-
rector of National Intelligence, the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, the Secretary
of State, and the National Cyber Director,
shall periodically, though not less than an-
nually, review and, as appropriate, modify
the list of biotechnology companies of con-
cern, and notify the appropriate congres-
sional committees of any such modifica-
tions.

(5) NOTICE OF A DESIGNATION AND REVIEW.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—A notice of a designation
as a biotechnology company of concern
under paragraph (2)(B) shall be issued to any
biotechnology company of concern named in
the designation—

(i) advising that a designation has been
made;

(ii) identifying the criteria relied upon
under such subparagraph and, to the extent
consistent with national security and law
enforcement interests, the information that
formed the basis for the designation;

(iii) advising that, within 90 days after re-
ceipt of notice, the biotechnology company
of concern may submit information and ar-
gument in opposition to the designation;

(iv) describing the procedures governing
the review and possible issuance of a des-
ignation pursuant to paragraph (1); and

(v) where practicable, identifying mitiga-
tion steps that could be taken by the bio-
technology company of concern that may re-
sult in the rescission of the designation.

(B) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION REQUIRE-
MENTS.—

(i) NOTICE OF DESIGNATION.—The Director
of the Office of Management and Budget
shall submit the notice required under sub-
paragraph (A) to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs of
the Senate and the Committee on Oversight
and Accountability of the House of Rep-
resentatives.

(ii) INFORMATION AND ARGUMENT IN OPPOSI-
TION TO DESIGNATIONS.—Not later than 7 days
after receiving any information and argu-
ment in opposition to a designation pursuant
to subparagraph (A)(iii), the Director of the
Office of Management and Budget shall sub-
mit such information to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs of the Senate and the Committee on
Oversight and Accountability of the House of
Representatives.

(C) EXCEPTIONS.—The provisions under sub-
paragraphs (A) and (B) shall not apply to an
entity listed under paragraph (2)(A).

(6) NO IMMEDIATE PUBLIC RELEASE.—ANy
designation made under paragraph (1) or
paragraph (4) shall not be made publicly
available until the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget, in coordination
with appropriate agencies, reviews all infor-
mation submitted under paragraph (5)(A)(iii)
and issues a final determination that a com-
pany shall remain listed as a biotechnology
company of concern.

(g) EVALUATION OF NATIONAL SECURITY
RISKS POSED BY FOREIGN ADVERSARY ACQUI-
SITION OF AMERICAN MULTIOMIC DATA.—

(1) ASSESSMENT.—Not later than 270 days
after the enactment of this Act, the Director
of National Intelligence, in consultation
with the Secretary of Defense, the Attorney
General of the United States, the Secretary
of Health and Human Services, the Secretary
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of Commerce, the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity, the Secretary of State, and the Na-
tional Cyber Director, shall complete an as-
sessment of risks to national security posed
by human multiomic data from United
States citizens that is collected or stored by
a foreign adversary from the provision of
biotechnology equipment or services.

(2) REPORT REQUIREMENT.—Not later than
30 days after the completion of the assess-
ment developed under paragraph (1), the Di-
rector of National Intelligence shall submit
a report with such assessment to the appro-
priate congressional committees.

(3) FOrRM.—The report required under para-
graph (2) shall be in unclassified form accom-
panied by a classified annex.

(h) REGULATIONS.—Not later than one year
after the date of establishment of guidance
required under subsection (f)(3), and as nec-
essary for subsequent updates, the Federal
Acquisition Regulatory Council shall revise
the Federal Acquisition Regulation as nec-
essary to implement the requirements of this
section.

(i) REPORTING ON INTELLIGENCE ON NEFAR-
I0US ACTIVITIES OF BIOTECHNOLOGY COMPA-
NIES WITH HUMAN MULTIOMIC DATA.—Not
later than 180 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, and annually thereafter,
the Director of National Intelligence, in con-
sultation with the heads of executive agen-
cies, shall submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a report on any intel-
ligence in possession of such agencies related
to nefarious activities conducted by bio-
technology companies with human
multiomic data. The report shall include in-
formation pertaining to potential threats to
national security or public safety from the
selling, reselling, licensing, trading, trans-
ferring, sharing, or otherwise providing or
making available to any foreign country of
any forms of multiomic data of a United
States citizen.

(j) NOo ADDITIONAL FUNDS.—No additional
funds are authorized to be appropriated for
the purpose of carrying out this section.

(k) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional
committees’” means—

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the
Select Committee on Intelligence, and the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs of the Senate; and

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the
Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence, the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
the Committee on Oversight and Account-
ability, the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and the Select Committee on Stra-
tegic Competition between the United States
and the Chinese Communist Party of the
House of Representatives.

(2) BIOTECHNOLOGY EQUIPMENT OR SERV-
ICE.—The term ‘‘biotechnology equipment or
service’” means—

(A) equipment, including genetic sequenc-
ers, combined mass spectrometry tech-
nologies, polymerase chain reaction ma-
chines, or any other instrument, apparatus,
machine, or device, including components
and accessories thereof, that is designed for
use in the research, development, produc-
tion, or analysis of biological materials as
well as any software, firmware, or other dig-
ital components that are specifically de-
signed for use in, and necessary for the oper-
ation of, such equipment;

(B) any service for the research, develop-
ment, production, analysis, detection, or
provision of information, including data
storage and transmission related to biologi-
cal materials, including—

(i) advising, consulting, or support services
with respect to the use or implementation of
a instrument, apparatus, machine, or device
described in subparagraph (A); and
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(ii) disease detection, genealogical infor-
mation, and related services; and

(C) any other service, instrument, appa-
ratus, machine, component, accessory, de-
vice, software, or firmware that is designed
for use in the research, development, produc-
tion, or analysis of biological materials that
the Director of the Office of Management
and Budget, in consultation with the heads
of Executive agencies, as determined appro-
priate by the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget, determines appropriate
in the interest of national security.

(3) CONTRACT.—Except as the term is used
under subsection (b)(2) and subsection (c¢)(3),
the term ‘‘contract’”> means any contract
subject to the Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion issued under section 1303(a)(1) of title 41,
United States Code.

(4) CONTROL.—The term ‘‘control’’ has the
meaning given to that term in section 800.208
of title 31, Code of Federal Regulations, or
any successor regulations.

(5) EXECUTIVE AGENCY.—The term ‘‘execu-
tive agency’’ has the meaning given the term
“Executive agency’ in section 105 of title 5,
United States Code.

(6) FOREIGN ADVERSARY.—The term ‘‘for-
eign adversary’’ has the meaning given the
term ‘‘covered nation’ in section 4872(d) of
title 10, United States Code.

(7) MuLTIiOMIC.—The term ‘‘multiomic”
means data types that include genomics,
epigenomics, transcriptomics, proteomics,
and metabolomics.

(8) OVERSEAS.—The term ‘‘overseas’ means
any area outside of the United States, the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, or a terri-
tory or possession of the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. COMER) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in opposition.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentleman from Illinois oppose the
bill?

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Speak-
er, no, I support the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN) will control 20 minutes in
opposition.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COMER. 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 Kentucky?

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to support
H.R. 8333, the BIOSECURE Act.

This bipartisan, bicameral bill pre-
vents U.S. tax dollars from flowing to
biotechnology companies that are
owned, operated, and controlled by
China or other foreign adversaries.

Specifically, this bill names five
genomic companies with direct ties to
the Chinese Communist Party as bio-
technology companies of concern.
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The bill then prohibits a Federal
agency from ©procuring any bio-
technology equipment or service from
such companies. The bill also prohibits
Federal loan or grant dollars from
being used to procure, obtain, or use
biotechnology equipment or services
from such companies.

The companies named in this legisla-
tion create significant risks to U.S. na-
tional security.

BGI, one of the named entities, is a
CCP biotechnology company and is the
world’s largest collector of genetic
data. BGI, alongside its subsidiaries,
which are also named in the bill, have
been found to conduct research along-
side the Chinese military.

WuXi, through its two subsidiaries
named in the bill, operates genetic
testing centers established in coordina-
tion with the CCP, helps carry out re-
search to promote the Chinese mili-
tary, and has reportedly stolen U.S.
firms’ intellectual property.

The House Oversight Committee has
worked hard with outside stakeholders
and other committees of jurisdiction to
ensure these national security risks
are meaningfully addressed without
disrupting medical and pharmaceutical
supply chains.

Existing contracts are exempt from
the prohibitions in the bill until Janu-
ary 2032, and the bill includes a tar-
geted waiver and exception process.

The bill also exempts biotechnology
equipment and services from the bill’s
prohibitions that were, but are no
longer, produced or provided by a com-
pany of concern.

This bill is a necessary step toward
protecting Americans’ sensitive
healthcare data from the CCP before
these companies become more embed-
ded in the U.S. economy, university,
and Federal contracting base.

I thank the bill’s sponsor, Represent-
ative BRAD WENSTRUP, chairman of the
Select Subcommittee on the
Coronavirus Pandemic, for his efforts
in ensuring this bill continues to ad-
vance.

I also thank the Select Committee on
the Chinese Communist Party chair-
man, JOHN MOOLENAAR, and ranking
member, RAJA KRISHNAMOORTHI, both
original cosponsors, as well as the
House Oversight’s ranking member,
JAMIE RASKIN, and the Senate Home-
land Security Committee chairman,
GARY PETERS, and their staff for their
hard work on this legislation over the
past year.

I urge all my House Oversight col-
leagues to support this critical na-
tional security bill. I encourage every-
one to support this bill.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I deeply regret having
to rise in opposition to this bill, but I
feel that I need to, and I want to be
clear as to why.

I think this bill as it is currently
written, quite frankly, is not ready for
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prime time, and I am urging my col-
leagues, particularly those who care
about effectively taking on China to
vote ‘‘no.”

Mr. Speaker, for the record, I am not
new to this issue. In fact, I welcome
the fact that we are finally here on the
House floor talking about not only the
abysmal human rights violations com-
mitted by the People’s Republic of
China but their unsavory and unscru-
pulous business practices that could
threaten patient privacy and even our
national security.

Frankly, it is about damn time.

I have been sounding the alarm for
years now asking Democrats and Re-
publicans to hold China accountable.

I have worked with Presidents of
both parties on this issue, including
Joe Biden and Donald Trump.

Along with our colleagues, Rep-
resentative CHRIS SMITH and Senator
MArcO RUBIO, I wrote, and President
Biden signed into law the bipartisan
Uyghur Forced Labor Prevention Act
to hold the PRC accountable for their
genocide in Xinjiang and to prevent the
import of goods made with forced labor
into the United States.

Together, Chairman MCCAUL and I
wrote the Resolve Tibet Act to hold
the PRC accountable for their misin-
formation on Tibet, which was also
just signed into law by President Biden
a few months ago.

I passed into law the bipartisan Re-
ciprocal Access to Tibet Act to deny
PRC officials entry into the United
States if they are responsible for the
oppression of the people of Tibet. In
2019, I also authored legislation to pre-
vent the export of crowd control equip-
ment that was being used to go after
peaceful protestors in Hong Kong, and
President Trump signed that into law.

I am one of the few Members of Con-
gress who was actually sanctioned by
China. I am banned from going to
China by the PRC. I can’t meet with
any Chinese Government officials be-
cause of my vocal advocacy for human
rights and human dignity in that coun-
try. They clearly do not like me, but I
wear their sanctions as a badge of
honor.

All of this is to say that my record
on this issue takes a back seat to no-
body. That is why I deeply regret that
we are bringing this particular bill to
the floor. This is a lost opportunity to
do something meaningful about an im-
portant and serious issue, an issue that
frankly deserves a lot more thought
and attention than this.
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First of all, this bill lists out specific
companies that it claims are exploiting
the U.S. biopharmaceutical industry on
behalf of the Chinese Government.

To be totally frank, some of them
might be, but to be also totally frank,
some of them might not be, and I can’t
get a clear answer from anyone on how
the Select Committee came up with
these names.

What was the process?
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Were these companies brought in for
questioning?

Again, no solid answers to why these
companies and not others.

If we are going to name companies,
then there ought to be a clear, trans-
parent process that is implemented the
same for all companies.

I am even told this by our regulatory
agencies who, by the way, do not like
the idea of naming companies by name
in legislation because they think it
gives the heads-up to bad companies
who will try to evade this legislation
as written by changing their name and
reincorporating as something else in
the Cayman Islands.

So I think we need to give some
thought as to whether this is the best
way to hold these companies to ac-
count.

The most ironic thing about this ap-
proach is this is how they do things in
China: The PRC politicians decide they
don’t like you, so they blackball you.

Guess what, Mr. Speaker? That is not
how we do things in the United States
of America.

We ought to have due process of law
here. We ought to have a transparent,
inclusive process that involves all the
relevant agencies that applies to all
companies. We have an intelligence
community, we have law enforcement
agencies, we have an interagency enti-
ty list, and we have a Department of
Defense 1260H list to determine what
companies are engaged in bad behavior
on behalf of the PRC.

Some of the companies listed in this
bill are not on any lists at all, so it is
up to us to guess why they are on here.

Now, I have no idea who wrote this
text or why these companies and not
others, but this is not the right way to
legislate. This 1is Dbeing jammed
through because I guess it is China
week and God forbid we wait a couple
of more weeks and get this right, but
we want to get this thing done.

However, this is not the way we
should be doing things around here.

What is even worse is that this bill is
being brought up under suspension.
People know that there are genuine
concerns about this bill, and yet it is
being brought up under suspension. We
have no opportunity to amend it or to
make improvements. There is no proc-
ess through the Rules Committee, no
amendments, nothing.

Believe me, Mr. Speaker, when I say
that I really, really believe we can get
to ‘“‘yes” on a bill to hold bad compa-
nies accountable and to protect the
American people. I think we could get
“yes” to a bill that would not only
have my support but the support of ev-
erybody in this Chamber. This is just
take it or leave it, and I think the best
thing for all of us to do is to leave it
and go back to the drawing board and
to come up with something better that
we can get to the floor in the next sev-
eral days or in the next couple of
weeks.

I have spent my entire career stand-
ing up to the Chinese Communist
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Party and to the PRC, and I have the
battle scars to prove it. Yes, I do have
a company in my district that is actu-
ally named in this bill, but that is not
the only reason why I am here.

I am here because I care about these
issues. I have cared about these issues
for a long time. Yes, I did my due dili-
gence on the company in my district
and asked why they were included.
That is not a radical question, it is not
a tough question, and nobody can real-
ly tell me. I got a different answer
every time I asked. Not in a classified
setting and not in an unclassified set-
ting can anybody still give me a
straight answer. In fact, I have been
given multiple conflicting reasons.

This should be easy. This company is
on a list because they are doing X, Y,
and Z, and we have the proof.

I have never heard that.

Maybe some of the concerns apply to
some of these companies. I have no
idea, and nobody, including the people
who wrote this bill, could give me a
clear answer on the basic question of
why some entities are named and oth-
ers are not.

Then, once they are named in this
bill, the five companies that are
named, I am told that it is literally im-
possible for them to get off the list. If
one of these five companies does not
belong on the list, then too bad, Con-
gress doesn’t like you, and that is that.

Let me be crystal clear. If a thorough
interagency review concludes that any
of these named companies, including
the one in my district, are engaged in
behavior that endangers our national
security or violates people’s privacy,
then I will be the first in line to say:
Shut them down.

However, without that process,
again, this is how they do things in
China. It shouldn’t be how we do things
in the United States.

I strongly urge a ‘“‘no”” vote, and I
pledge that if this bill is defeated or if
my friends pull it, I will proudly work
to come up with a better bill that will
actually get the job done and not cre-
ate a slippery slope that we should not
be going down.

We have other standing committees
that should have been involved in
drafting this bill, quite frankly, that
have expertise on these matters: For-
eign Affairs, Energy and Commerce,
Ways and Means, Homeland Security,
and Intelligence. They should have
been consulted and at the table here. It
should have been more than the Select
Committee and the Oversight and Ac-
countability Committee.

Let’s do this in a better way. Let’s
create a fully vetted list that goes
through an interagency process, not a
flawed bill that has major enforcement
problems that I believe will actually
hurt us in opposing PRC’s activities.

Let’s pull this bill or defeat this bill,
and let’s get this right. We have an op-
portunity to get it right. Let’s get it
right, and we will get it to the floor in
a matter of days.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI).

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in support of the bipar-
tisan H.R. 8333, BIOSECURE Act.

Simply put, this bill prevents Amer-
ican taxpayer dollars from flowing to
foreign adversary biotech companies of
concern.

The bill creates a process by which
the executive branch will develop a list
of entities, review and modify this list
at least annually, and formulate imple-
mentation guidance for all Federal
agencies. Further, the bill has an even
number of Democratic and Republican
cosponsors and received a thumping 40—
1 markup in the Oversight and Ac-
countability Committee. Human rights
groups strongly support this bill, as
well.

Fundamentally, this bill is about
protecting Americans’ genomic data,
their healthcare data, and sensitive IP
on America’s most innovative and cut-
ting-edge medicines.

The intelligence community has
warned that the PRC illegally obtains
large healthcare data sets to help carry
out human rights abuses against mi-
nority groups in China. The IC has also
warned of the high threat of the CCP
stealing American IP. It is our respon-
sibility to ensure that taxpayer dollars
do not flow to any companies sup-
porting any of these efforts.

This bill does not stop these compa-
nies from doing business in the U.S.;
however, it does stop them from receiv-
ing Federal dollars funding their oper-
ations.

I would like to respectfully make
three key points:

First, BGI Group is run by bad ac-
tors. For example, BGI, which is on the
Defense Department’s Chinese military
companies list, has harvested data
from 8 million pregnant women’s DNA
without their consent, including Amer-
icans. BGI then used that data to pub-
lish at least a dozen joint studies with
the People’s Liberation Army, also
known as the PLA, which, in turn, has
used this information to suppress
Uyghurs. BGI controls MGI and Com-
plete Genomics, which are also named
entities.

Second, the WuXi AppTec Group is
also run by bad actors. U.S. intel-
ligence has shown that WuXi AppTec
has secretly transferred U.S. IP to Chi-
nese authorities in Beijing.

Third, the founding CEO of WuXi
AppTec is also the chairman of WuXi
Biologics. Not only that, but the CEO
of WuXi Biologics, this gentleman over
here on the far left, has been a guest
lecturer at the PLA’s Academy of Mili-
tary Sciences, an institution on the
Commerce Department’s red flag list.

In addition, here is the CEO of WuXi
Biologics co-teaching a class with Chi-
nese General Chen Wei, director of the
Chinese military’s biological research
institute.

Here is a picture of the CCP Party
cell embedded at WuXi AppTec.
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As Congress, we need to ask our-
selves: Are we comfortable sending tax-
payer dollars to companies that are
run by bad actors and that work so
closely with the Chinese Communist
Party, the CCP?

The answer is, of course, no. No.

We need to act now. I understand le-
gitimate concerns have been raised
about making further changes. Our
preference is to give maximum discre-
tion to the executive branch. It is Con-
gress’ decision that these companies
must be included in this bill. There is
no doubt that this is a valid approach.

I support further changes being
made. I am voting ‘‘yes’ to move this
process along because, on balance, a
“‘yes’ vote is the right vote.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the passage of
this legislation, the BIOSECURE Act,
to protect American genetic data and
to protect American drug supply
chains.

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

Mr. McCGOVERN. First of all, WuXi
AppTec and WuXi Biologics are two
separate entities. Again, I was hoping
to get some more clarity, and this is
what puzzles me as to why WuXi Bio-
logics is on this list. I was told at one
point that they were on the list be-
cause the Department of Commerce
had them on the unverified list.

I actually had a conversation with
the Department of Commerce to try to
understand all these different lists, and
they told me that it is not uncommon
for companies to be on the unverified
list, especially in the aftermath of
COVID because it was hard to do the
investigations. However, then they
sent me a statement in which WuXi
Biologics was removed from the
unverified list.

Then I said: Well, they must be on
another list.

They said that they had this thing
called the entity list.

I asked them, I said that they must
be on the entity list if they are named
in this bill. The entity list is made up
of foreign individuals, companies, and
organizations deemed a national secu-
rity concern subjecting them to export
restrictions and licensing requirements
for certain technologies and goods, so
they must be on that list.

The Commerce Department said: No,
they are not on that list.

I said: Okay, they are not on the
unverified list, and they are not on the
entity list.

Is there any other list out there?

Well, there is another one out there.
It is the DOD section 1260H list.

Are they on that list?

I am told: No, they are not on that
list either.

The section 1260H list is made up of
Chinese military companies operating
directly or indirectly in the United
States in accordance with the statu-
tory requirement of section 1260H of
the National Defense Authorization
Act for fiscal year 2021.

They are not on any of those lists.
They are not on any of those lists.
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Then here is the deal: If they don’t
belong in the underlying legislation,
then there is no way to get off the list.
There is no way for them to get off the
list. I was told, with all due respect by
the ranking member, and I have
checked with our Senate colleagues
and with Commerce, that those that
are named cannot get off the list.

All T am simply saying is that—
maybe I am missing something here—
we ought to have an interagency re-
view and thorough investigation before
we start implementing these kinds of
sanctions.

Again, this is what they do in China.
This is not what we are supposed to do
in the United States. Due process actu-
ally matters here. The truth should
matter here.

Again, some of these companies abso-
lutely may belong on this list, but I am
just simply saying that I have ques-
tions that have not been answered ei-
ther in a classified or unclassified set-
ting, and they have certainly not been
satisfied by members of the committee.

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

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. WENSTRUP),
who is the sponsor of the bill.

Mr. WENSTRUP. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of my bill with Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, my friend, the BIO-
SECURE Act which passed the Over-
sight and Reform Committee by an
overwhelming bipartisan support vote
of 40-1.

This legislation is a critical piece in
our broader efforts this week to protect
Americans, in this case, their personal
health data, from the Chinese Com-
munist Party. The Chinese Communist
Party does not get due process in
America.

The BIOSECURE Act will help pro-
tect the biologic data of American pa-
tients and make sure that their data
does not fall into the hands of our ad-
versaries. We do this by prohibiting
Federal contracting with bio-
technology companies of concern, com-
panies and their subsidiaries that have
overt and enduring ties with the CCP,
or even using the equipment and serv-
ices of these very companies.

Our government has acted to keep
the CCP out of our telecommunication
networks and communication plat-
forms. Now we must act to keep them
away from our genomic and health
data.

China has publicly stated their desire
to dominate the global biotechnology
market by 2035. This is incredibly con-
cerning given the Chinese Communist
Party’s national intelligence laws
which require Chinese firms to share
any requested data with the CCP. The
existence of that law is enough to drive
us forward with this bill because that
law includes biotech companies that
collect, test, and store American
genomic data.

That is why they are named. It is be-
cause that is the risk to the American
people and our national security.
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This legislation affects companies
like the Beijing Genomics Institute,
known as BGI, a Chinese company that
has collected DNA from millions
around the world and used that data
without consent for genomic projects
conducted by the Chinese military.
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A 2021 Reuters report found DNA
data collected from BGI’s prenatal test
on women outside China has also been
stored in China’s government-funded
gene database.

Another Chinese company, WuXi
AppTec, has sponsored events with Chi-
na’s military, with IP reportedly stolen
from the U.S., and jointly operated ge-
netic collection sites with Chinese
military.

Further, as was mentioned before,
the chairman of WuXi AppTec is a
board member of WuXi Biologics and a
known member of the CCP. He has pub-
licly mentioned many times about the
central role of the CCP in WuXi group
activities.

We have worked to ensure this bill
provides an appropriate and workable
offering for American companies and
our government to decouple with CCP-
aligned biotech firms. This is about
protecting Americans from an adver-
sary that will leave no stone unturned
to get an upper hand over the United
States of America and our people.

Time and time again, these biotech
companies have proven they are more
than willing to do the bidding of the
CCP. It is a proven relationship. We
can’t at the same time allow them to
collect the private health information
of millions of Americans.

I spent 25 years as an Army physician
and combat surgeon. I spent 10 years
now on the House Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence. Guess
what? We don’t bring our adversaries
in for questioning. It doesn’t work that
way. As a matter of fact, I tried to do
that, Mr. Speaker, on the Select Sub-
committee on the Coronavirus Pan-
demic. I asked the Chinese Ambassador
about certain scientists in China we
would like to speak to. They didn’t re-
spond.

It is time for Congress to take this
step toward securing our national
health security for every person in
America, in every district of America.

This is no joke, and it is just the
start. It really needs to be just the
start.

My colleague said that he is not
against this bill only because he has a
company that wants to build in his dis-
trict. I guess it must be one of his rea-
sons. He said it is not the only reason.

I applaud the bipartisan work of the
Select Committee on the Strategic
Competition Between the TUnited
States and the Chinese Communist
Party for their serious efforts, and I
strongly urge my colleagues to support
this bipartisan legislation.

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

This is a very strange debate. Again,
are we all comfortable moving forward
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in a way that doesn’t require any
thoughtful or interagency investiga-
tion or process? You know, a process
with integrity, by the way, will result
in any of the bad actors getting on the
list. That is what an interagency proc-
ess is supposed to be about.

Our friends still haven’t really told
me the criteria they use to get people
on their blacklist, except the gen-
tleman from Ohio just said if I want to
say that you are bad, then you are on
the list. That is not the way we do
things in the United States. I hope we
never will do that in the United States.
That is the way they do things in
China.

Again, as I stated before, WuXi Bio-
logics is distinct from WuXi AppTec,
but during China week, anything with
a Chinese name is somehow suspect
and somehow bad.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
an article from InsideHealthPolicy,
“Cutting Foreign Ties Could Lead To
Drug Supply Chain Disruptions, Indus-
try Warns.”’

[From InsideHealthPolicy, May 21, 2024]

CUTTING FOREIGN TIES COULD LEAD TO DRUG
SUPPLY CHAIN DISRUPTIONS, INDUSTRY WARNS

(By Maaisha Osman)

As House committees advance bills that
would bar American companies from work-
ing with some foreign-owned biotechnology
companies in the future, industry experts
warn ending pharmaceutical relationships
with China could lead to drug shortages and
supply chain disruptions.

Darius Lakdawalla, director of research at
University of Southern California Schaeffer
Center for Health Policy and Economics,
said at the U.S. Pharma and Biotech Summit
Thursday (May 16) that cutting ties with for-
eign companies could worsen supply chain
issues in the United States.

“I think the Chinese issue, there’s no ques-
tion that that’s going to increase the risk of
shortages and supply chain disruption, how
could it not do those things?” Lakdawalla
said. ‘““‘And that’s a particularly problematic
issue in a moment when there’s a lot of po-
litical pressure against the pharmaceutical
industry (and) the last thing we need to see
now is consumers (being) unable to fill their
prescriptions at the pharmacy because of
shortages.”

Biogen’s CEO, Chris Viehbacher, high-
lighted during the Thursday summit that
drug company CEOs traditionally did not
need to consider geopolitical issues, but this
is now beginning to change.

“You know, amongst the CEOs we are sud-
denly saying, ‘Hey, we haven’t needed to
think about geopolitics in years,’”’
Viehbacher said. ‘““When I was CEO of Sanofi,
those were the peak years of globalization,
we could move products and people and cap-
ital all around the world and not even think
about borders, and that’s clearly changing.”’

Other executives also expressed discomfort
with thinking about their business in na-
tional security terms.

“When we think about the BIOSECURE
Act, T think Chris Viehbacher said it best
which is, if it’s in the form of a national se-
curity threat, that is one place that industry
does not want to get in into,” Harmeet
Dhillon, head of public policy at Glaxo
Smith Kline, said, referring to the legisla-
tion moving forward in the House. “We want
to let that be handled by the appropriate ex-
perts from a policy and political perspec-
tive.”
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Viehbacher also noted that national secu-
rity concerns are driven by mistrust between
the East and West and the bipartisan support
for the bill underscores the seriousness of
these concerns.

“East-West divide has created a mistrust
and that is driving a number of the national
security concerns,” he said. ‘“This is a bill
that has extremely strong bipartisan support
and if you can get Democrats and Repub-
licans to agree on anything, that something
must be serious.”

If passed by the House and Senate and
signed into law, the BIOSECURE Act would
prohibit federal agencies from contracting or
procuring equipment or services from ‘‘bio-
technology companies of concern.” This in-
cludes any company that is ‘‘subject to the
jurisdiction, direction, control, or operates
on behalf of the government of a foreign ad-
versary’’ and poses a biotechnology security
risk. Adversaries include China, North
Korea, Russia, and Iran.

The most recent version of the bill in the
House extends the deadline for U.S. compa-
nies to terminate their collaborations with
specific Chinese entities until 2032. Addition-
ally, it includes WuXi Biologics, a subsidiary
of the targeted pharmaceutical company
WuXi Apptec, on the list of companies of
concerns.

The New York Times reported that WuXi is
involved in manufacturing about 25% of
drugs sold in the United States. The leu-
kemia treatment Imbruvica, for example, is
sold by Janssen Biotech and AbbVie, but
WuXi makes its active pharmaceutical in-
gredient (API).

““The reality is that a company like WuXi
has been an extremely cost-effective and ca-
pable supplier to our industry,” Viehbacher
said at the Thursday summit. ‘“It’s not even
going to be that easy to replace that capa-
bility either in the United States or in other
countries.”

“It is a big market, but I think we’re going
to have to imagine a border there that we
haven’t had to think about in the past,”
Viehbacher added.

At a STAT event in November, industry ex-
perts said that domestic manufacturing can
very easily become ‘‘a feel-good strategy,”
but onshoring a drug’s API wouldn’t solve
the drug shortage crisis.

“We need to be very strategic on what we
onshore,” Marta Wosinska, senior fellow at
the Brookings Institution’s Center on Health
Policy, said. For example, Wosinska cau-
tioned that the United States shouldn’t on-
shore an API manufacturer for a drug where
all the upstream manufacturing still comes
from China.

“That wouldn’t solve the problem,”
said.

Wosinska also noted that domestic drug
manufacturing does not necessarily mean
higher quality. She pointed out that histori-
cally drug shortages were primarily caused
by manufacturing quality problem in U.S.-
based facilities.

Meanwhile, FDA drug center chief Patrizia
Cavazzoni said at an Alliance for Stronger
FDA webinar May 6 the agency is focused on
enhancing the resilience of the manufac-
turing supply chain and does not want manu-
facturers to stop production because of
issues identified during inspections.

“When investigators understand the con-
text of a facility and what is being manufac-
tured there, we strongly encourage manufac-
turers not to stop manufacturing or halt op-
erations as a result of inspections,”
Cavazzoni said. ‘“‘Even during inspections, we
sometimes see manufacturers say they will
hold off and shut down a line because of what
they are hearing during the inspections.”

As a part of FDA’s initiative to modernize
inspections, the agency is testing a program

she
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aimed at improving communication among
investigators, the drug shortage team and
the compliance team. This enhanced commu-
nication would occur continuously, spanning
before, during, and after inspections. The
goal is to provide investigators with contex-
tual understanding of the facility’s manufac-
turing activities.

“We really want manufacturers to call our
drug shortage surveillance team imme-
diately because we want to start problem-
solving with manufacturers as soon as pos-
sible during the inspection to put in place
mitigation approaches that will prevent out-
right stoppages of manufacturing essential
drugs, as we have witnessed over the past
year,” Cavazzoni said.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I
point that out because we have to be
very careful on how we proceed, to
make sure we are going after truly bad
actors so we don’t disrupt the supply
chain in which we see a disruption in
pharmaceuticals, which means higher
prices and less availability. That is
something that ought to be talked
about. It would be nice if the Energy
and Commerce Committee were part of
this discussion because I think that is
relevant.

Again, I have no problem with hold-
ing anybody accountable. I would just
like a process that has integrity.

With due respect to the gentleman
who just spoke, your word doesn’t cut
it. I want a little bit more verification
that, in fact, what we are doing is
right. If the verification is there, I am
with you.

We can get there. We can do this in a
better way, one that upholds our val-
ues and one that holds these companies
accountable, and we can go in a way
that would have broad bipartisan sup-
port.

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

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to the time remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky has 7% minutes
remaining.

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. MOOLENAAR).

Mr. MOOLENAAR. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today in support of the bipartisan
BIOSECURE Act.

I know that some of my colleagues
may have questions about naming spe-
cific Chinese companies in this legisla-
tion, so let me be clear. It is Congress’
constitutional duty to write national
security laws, and that includes the au-
thority to investigate and name for-
eign-adversary-controlled companies in
law because of the threat they pose to
national security.

Make no mistake: BGI, WuXi
AppTec, and WuXi Biologics all pose
unacceptable threats to national secu-
rity. The evidence is clear and avail-
able to all Members.

I have tremendous respect for my
colleague from Massachusetts, who
said that he did due diligence that
there is complete separation between
WuXi AppTec and WuXi Biologics when
the CEO of one is the board chair or on
the board of the other. To me, it just
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seems like there might be a little ig-
noring of some of the evidence.

Courts have upheld laws in which
Congress named Huawei and Kaspersky
as national security threats and im-
posed prohibitions on their activities. I
am confident that they will do the
same for TikTok.

When the evidence in front of Con-
gress shows that foreign adversary
companies are a particularly impor-
tant or especially urgent threat to na-
tional security, it is Congress’ job to
act. Congress now has a duty to do ex-
actly that. Please join me in sup-
porting this vital legislation.

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

Just to respond to the gentleman
from Michigan, I didn’t say I had done
my due diligence and that there is no
connection. I said they are two sepa-
rate entities. I said we should have a
process in place that has integrity that
everyone has confidence in to do the
due diligence to make sure, in fact,
that the companies that are being
named do, in fact, deserve to be named.

Experts, by the way, in my State tell
me that we do not have enough domes-
tic capacity to pick up the slack if the
named companies were barred from
doing business with the U.S. today.

Clearly, we need to increase our do-
mestic drug production capacity and
quality. The Federal Government
should incentivize domestic biotech
companies to manufacture products
like active pharmaceutical ingredients
and key starting materials to help en-
sure the security of our supply chains.
We could better support workforce de-
velopment by providing funding for re-
gional training centers and efforts to
diversify the workforce.

These are just some suggestions
based on the feedback that I have re-
ceived. The bottom line is we need to
make some changes to improve capac-
ity at home.

As we are going after the bad actors,
let’s also figure out how to increase ca-
pacity at home. All I am saying is—let
me repeat—if any or all of these com-
panies deserve to be sanctioned, I am
there. I just want a process that has in-
tegrity and that is worthy of this insti-
tution.

It seems to me it is not that difficult
to get there, but I guess in the effort to
try to comply with China week and to
get a press release out, we are naming
companies without really any thorough
and thoughtful process. I have to say, I
object to that. I worry that it is a slip-
pery slope that will be replicated in
other instances.

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

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. DUNN).

Mr. DUNN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to urge my colleagues to
join me in supporting H.R. 8333, the
BIOSECURE Act.

Mr. Speaker, this bill ensures th