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MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. BUCSHON. Madam Speaker, I 
have a motion to recommit at the 
desk. 

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

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Bucshon moves to recommit the bill 

H.R. 6833 to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

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

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Lower Costs, 
More Cures Act of 2022’’. 
SEC. 2. TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

The table of contents for this Act is as fol-
lows: 
Sec. 1. Short title. 
Sec. 2. Table of contents. 

TITLE I—MEDICARE PARTS B AND D 
Subtitle A—Medicare Part B Provisions 

Sec. 101. Improvements to Medicare site-of- 
service transparency. 

Sec. 102. Requiring manufacturers of certain 
single-dose container or single- 
use package drugs payable 
under part B of the Medicare 
program to provide refunds 
with respect to discarded 
amounts of such drugs. 

Sec. 103. Providing for variation in payment 
for certain drugs covered under 
part B of the Medicare pro-
gram. 

Sec. 104. Establishment of maximum add-on 
payment for drugs and 
biologicals. 

Sec. 105. Treatment of drug administration 
services furnished by certain 
excepted off-campus outpatient 
departments of a provider. 

Subtitle B—Drug Price Transparency 
Sec. 111. Reporting on explanation for drug 

price increases. 
Sec. 112. Public disclosure of drug discounts. 
Sec. 113. Study of pharmaceutical supply 

chain intermediaries and merg-
er activity. 

Sec. 114. Making prescription drug mar-
keting sample information re-
ported by manufacturers avail-
able to certain individuals and 
entities. 

Sec. 115. Sense of Congress regarding the 
need to expand commercially 
available drug pricing compari-
son platforms. 

Subtitle C—Medicare Part D Benefit 
Redesign 

Sec. 121. Medicare part D benefit redesign. 
Subtitle D—Other Medicare Part D 

Provisions 
Sec. 131. Allowing the offering of additional 

prescription drug plans under 
Medicare part D. 

Sec. 132. Allowing certain enrollees of pre-
scription drug plans and MA– 
PD plans under Medicare pro-
gram to spread out cost-sharing 
under certain circumstances. 

Sec. 133. Establishing a monthly cap on ben-
eficiary incurred costs for insu-
lin products and supplies under 
a prescription drug plan or MA– 
PD plan. 

Sec. 134. Growth rate of Medicare part D 
out-of-pocket cost threshold. 

TITLE II—MEDICAID 
Sec. 201. Medicaid pharmacy and thera-

peutics committee improve-
ments. 

Sec. 202. GAO report on conflicts of interest 
in State Medicaid program drug 
use review boards and phar-
macy and therapeutics (P&T) 
committees. 

Sec. 203. Ensuring the accuracy of manufac-
turer price and drug product in-
formation under the Medicaid 
drug rebate program. 

Sec. 204. Improving transparency and pre-
venting the use of abusive 
spread pricing and related prac-
tices in Medicaid. 

Sec. 205. T–MSIS drug data analytics re-
ports. 

Sec. 206. Risk-sharing value-based payment 
agreements for covered out-
patient drugs under Medicaid. 

Sec. 207. Applying Medicaid drug rebate re-
quirement to drugs provided as 
part of outpatient hospital 
services. 

TITLE III—FOOD AND DRUG 
ADMINISTRATION 

Subtitle A—Pay-for-Delay 
Sec. 301. Unlawful agreements. 
Sec. 302. Notice and certification of agree-

ments. 
Sec. 303. Forfeiture of 180-day exclusivity 

period. 
Sec. 304. Commission litigation authority. 
Sec. 305. Statute of limitations. 

Subtitle B—Advancing Education on 
Biosimilars 

Sec. 321. Education on biological products. 
Subtitle C—Other Provisions 

Sec. 331. Clarifying the meaning of new 
chemical entity. 

TITLE IV—REVENUE PROVISION 
Sec. 401. Safe harbor for high deductible 

health plans without deductible 
for insulin. 

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS 
Sec. 501. Payment for biosimilar biological 

products during initial period. 
Sec. 502. GAO study and report on average 

sales price. 
Sec. 503. Requiring prescription drug plans 

and MA–PD plans to report po-
tential fraud, waste, and abuse 
to the Secretary of HHS. 

Sec. 504. Establishment of pharmacy quality 
measures under Medicare part 
D. 

Sec. 505. Improving coordination between 
the Food and Drug Administra-
tion and the Centers for Medi-
care & Medicaid Services. 

Sec. 506. Patient consultation in Medicare 
national and local coverage de-
terminations in order to miti-
gate barriers to inclusion of 
such perspectives. 

Sec. 507. MedPAC report on shifting cov-
erage of certain Medicare part 
B drugs to Medicare part D. 

Sec. 508. Requirement that direct-to-con-
sumer advertisements for pre-
scription drugs and biological 
products include truthful and 
non-misleading pricing infor-
mation. 

Sec. 509. Chief Pharmaceutical Negotiator 
at the Office of the United 
States Trade Representative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 2(b) of rule XIX, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the motion 
to recommit. 

The question is on the motion to re-
commit. 

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution 
8, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this question are 
postponed. 

f 

b 1545 

MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES 
ON H.R. 4521, AMERICA COM-
PETES ACT OF 2022 

Mr. LUCAS. Madam Speaker, pursu-
ant to the order of the House of March 
30, 2022, I offer a motion to instruct on 
H.R. 4521. 

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

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Lucas moves that the managers on the 

part of the House at the conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
Senate amendment to the bill H.R. 4521 be 
instructed to agree to section 2502 of the 
Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 7 of rule XXII, the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. LUCAS) 
and the gentlewoman from Michigan 
(Ms. STEVENS) each will control 30 min-
utes. The Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma. 

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

I rise today to urge my colleagues to 
vote in favor of this motion to instruct 
the conferees on our competitiveness 
legislation. 

This motion instructs conference 
members to agree to section 2502 of the 
Senate legislation. This section is sim-
ple and common sense. It says that no 
person or entity of concern can receive 
grants, awards, or other support from 
the National Science Foundation, fed-
erally funded manufacturing programs, 
or technology hubs authorized by this 
legislation. 

A person or entity of concern is gen-
erally defined by the Department of 
Defense as directed by Congress in pre-
vious Defense Reauthorization Acts. 

DOD has identified entities of con-
cern as Communist Chinese military 
companies and companies owned or 
controlled by the People’s Liberation 
Army, and they have defined persons of 
concern as individuals affiliated with 
these CCP military entities. 

Simply put, this motion ensures that 
we aren’t giving taxpayer dollars to 
the adversaries who are trying to steal 
U.S. technology and use it against us. 

The Senate was right to add this im-
portant guardrail, and it is only re-
sponsible that we urge our House con-
ferees to ensure it is included in the 
final conferenced legislation. 

I would like to point out that we 
wouldn’t have this particular dif-
ference in our bills had the process of 
passing the House legislation been done 
in regular order. 

The COMPETES Act was developed 
in a back room by the Speaker’s office 
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with very little input or review from 
relevant committees. 

Although thoroughly vetted and bi-
partisan Science Committee bills were 
included in that package, they were 
sandwiched in among unrelated, par-
tisan spending that added up to a back-
door attempt to pass parts of the Build 
Back Better Act. Because of this 
rushed, opaque bill-writing process, 
unsurprisingly, the COMPETES Act 
had a lot of flaws. 

Despite less than 3 days to review the 
bill text, Members submitted more 
than 600 amendments to the bill. But 
the Rules Committee, with very little 
input, made in order only 261; and of 
that number, only three Republican 
amendments were given individual de-
bate time on the floor, with all other 
Republican amendments being consid-
ered en bloc. Not only did Members 
have little opportunity to write this 
bill, but they also had almost no oppor-
tunity to fix its flaws. 

I could go on about the danger of 
passing massive bills like this out of 
regular order, but for now I will focus 
on this particular issue. This provision 
preventing funds from going to Chinese 
military entities and persons of con-
cern was submitted as a part of mul-
tiple Republican amendments to the 
Rules Committee, but none of these 
amendments were made in order. I fail 
to see how amendments limiting tax-
payer funds from going to China isn’t 
relevant to a bill about competitive-
ness with China. 

Democrats’ failure to include similar 
language in the COMPETES Act is an 
unfortunate example of an unwilling-
ness to be strong on China and protect 
our national security. But we have a 
chance to rectify that now. 

Madam Speaker, surely we can all 
agree that we shouldn’t be sending tax-
payer dollars to Communist leadership 
in China. They are already stealing our 
discoveries and using them to surpass 
us economically and militarily. We are 
spending the time, money, and effort to 
plant the seeds of new technologies, 
but China is the one harvesting the 
crop. 

We have a once-in-a-generation op-
portunity to pass legislation to im-
prove U.S. technology and to set us up 
to be globally competitive for the com-
ing decade. 

The Science Committee has spent 2 
years preparing for this opportunity. 
Working together, Republicans and 
Democrats held meetings with stake-
holders, conducted in-depth hearings, 
and individually marked up more than 
a dozen bills to strategically scale-up 
America’s research and development 
capacities. 

Those bills all passed out of com-
mittee unanimously, and many passed 
across the floor with strong bipartisan 
support. They double down on invest-
ment in basic research at the National 
Science Foundation, the Department of 
Energy Office of Science and National 
Labs, and the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology. 

They also direct the creation and 
regular review of a national science 
and technology strategy, as well as im-
proving STEM education and regional 
research opportunities. 

The Science Committee bills are tar-
geted to the areas where government 
investment is most needed and will 
give us the biggest reward. We ensure 
our approach is strategic, focusing on 
the technologies of the future like 
quantum sciences, artificial intel-
ligence, and advanced manufacturing. 
We will keep America competitive and 
secure and help create good jobs here 
at home. 

This legislation should be the founda-
tion for the conference legislation, not 
the COMPETES Act, which is more of 
a climate change bill than a tech-
nology bill, and not the bill formerly 
known as USICA, which is a grab-bag 
of special interest provisions cobbled 
together into a franken-bill. 

There is a lot of chaff to separate 
from the wheat of this bill, but I be-
lieve we can come to smart, consensus 
policy through the conference. The 
Science Committee worked together to 
pass strong bipartisan legislation, and 
I think our process, as well as our end 
result, should serve as a model moving 
forward. 

I am looking forward to getting to 
work and paring down these bills to the 
smart policies we need. It is urgent 
that we act now. Democratic leader-
ship delayed the legislation for 9 
months. I assure you the Chinese Com-
munist Party isn’t doing the same. 
Let’s stop playing politics with some-
thing so important. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to pass this motion, and I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in 
strong and enthusiastic support of 
moving forward to conference the 
America COMPETES Act of 2022 with 
the Senate. 

For those watching back at home, a 
conference committee is a joint com-
mittee between the House and Senate, 
a temporary ad hoc configuration to 
negotiate elements of a bill; and it is, 
frankly, the best of legislative action; 
Congress working for the American 
people, debating through democracy 
and deliberation to produce an end re-
sult. 

As a Member of Congress, I often ask 
myself, I often pose the question, what 
will drive our economy for the next 10 
years, 20 years, 30 years? What is our 
moonshot of the next 50 years? What 
can I do today to ensure that my 
neighbors in southeast Michigan are on 
a strong path to a successful future? 
What are the technologies and research 
investments that we can make today 
to ensure the success of the Nation for 
all of us? 

The legislation that we are moving 
to conference today, the America COM-
PETES Act, tackles those big ques-

tions and secures our competitive edge 
for generations to come. This bill is an 
investment in our people. It reflects 
our ability to reach higher, to think 
deeper, and to invent solutions to not 
only today’s problems but solutions for 
tomorrow’s opportunities. 

Americans are known for their 
hustle, for their ingenuity. My job, our 
job in Congress is to connect people to 
the tools to unlock a good life, to con-
nected opportunity for everyone. And, 
frankly, the tools of the future are in 
this bill. 

The COMPETES Act turbocharges 
America’s scientific research and tech-
nological leadership while strength-
ening America’s economic and national 
security at home and abroad. Even 
more, this bold investment in innova-
tion ensures our top scientific minds 
have the tools to rise to the challenge 
of our climate crisis, from clean energy 
technologies to emissions measure-
ment. 

Not only does this bill look to the fu-
ture, but it also mends the acute 
stressors that we are all feeling today 
due to our years of Federal under-
investment in science and innovation. 
A conference committee to discuss 
this, my friends, the America COM-
PETES Act tackles our supply chain 
vulnerabilities to make more goods in 
America and surges production of 
American-made semiconductors, chips, 
that which we invented here in this Na-
tion, and in the 1990s were producing 40 
percent of a crucial component in ev-
erything from cars to computers to 
medical devices. And the American 
people are ready; ready for investments 
that will spur innovative solutions to 
create jobs across the Nation, support 
American manufacturing, and build a 
strong and diverse STEM workforce 
ready to address the challenges we face 
as a Nation. 

b 1600 
During President Biden’s State of the 

Union Address, he called on Congress 
to get our innovation package to him 
for his signature. So we should be 
proud—I certainly am—to be here as 
we move to take the next step in this 
process. There is, frankly, no time to 
waste in getting the COMPETES Act 
to the President’s desk. 

As the chairwoman of the Sub-
committee on Research and Tech-
nology, I am so proud of the range of 
bipartisan Science, Space, and Tech-
nology Committee provisions that have 
long been championed that are in-
cluded in this package. 

I am especially proud of the NIST for 
the Future Act, my legislation. This 
critical investment in NIST will ensure 
the agency and its employees have the 
resources they require to be a key part 
of bolstering our American technology 
enterprise: a resilient supply chain, 
small and midsize manufacturers being 
brought to the table to deliver for 
America, and the American workforce 
that compels them. 

Since Michigan’s 11th District sent 
me to Congress, I have been laser-fo-
cused on bringing innovation economy 
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solutions not only to folks in south-
eastern Michigan but also, obviously, 
all across the United States. 

We built a transformative piece of 
legislation from the ground up. The 
ranking member is right—bipartisan 
years of work on the Science, Space, 
and Technology Committee to do such 
legislation. We heard from the science 
community. We heard from industry. 
We heard from academia. We heard 
from other stakeholders. They all told 
us the same thing: Don’t leave Ameri-
cans behind. Don’t leave anyone behind 
based on geography or demographics. 
Bring the scientific research enterprise 
to all. 

We are here, and we are here with a 
lot of hardworking people from the 
Science, Space, and Technology Com-
mittee staff. We have not had a con-
ference committee since 2018, albeit for 
NDAA. Many people have not been able 
to be privy to such an action, and they 
deserve our gratitude. These are the 
folks writing the text late into the 
night based on our corrections, the 
Science, Space, and Technology Com-
mittee staff who work so hard and the 
Science, Space, and Technology Com-
mittee members. 

The United States has long been a 
beacon of excellence in science and in-
novation, and it is long overdue that 
we restore Federal support for these 
vital initiatives, that we invest now 
and lead the world. 

The House’s and Senate’s approaches 
may certainly have some differences, 
but we seek the same goal: to deliver 
for this Nation. 

I am very confident that we will have 
a very productive conference process 
and hope to get the America COM-
PETES Act to President Biden’s desk 
for signature very soon. 

The U.S. has endless potential to 
compete globally in science and inno-
vation. The America COMPETES Act 
provides the critical resources and 
tools we need to achieve that. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues throughout conference to 
invest in America’s most valuable re-
source, the talent of our people. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LUCAS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BABIN). 

Mr. BABIN. Madam Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Oklahoma for 
yielding. 

Madam Speaker, last month, the 
House passed the COMPETES Act, bet-
ter known as the concedes act, which 
was forced through this Chamber in a 
partisan fashion and lacked the poli-
cies needed to truly bolster our sci-
entific infrastructure and combat 
threats from our foreign adversaries. 

The hard work and the bipartisan 
collaboration of the Science, Space, 
and Technology Committee were left in 
the wake of partisan politics. 

The House-passed concedes act let 
China off the hook very simply for fail-
ing to contain COVID–19. It failed to 

ban funding to CCP-tied organizations. 
It failed to punish the CCP for its bla-
tant human rights abuses. It failed to 
strengthen America’s competitive edge 
over China. 

Today, we have the opportunity to 
instruct conferees to bolster the lan-
guage and actually stand up against 
Communist China. 

That is why I support this motion to 
instruct. It will ensure that no entities 
identified as Chinese military compa-
nies operating in the United States are 
eligible to receive funds through the 
new technology directorate, the supply 
chain resiliency program that we set 
up through Manufacturing Extension 
Partnership. 

We must put a stop to Communist 
China spreading misinformation, steal-
ing our technology, and bolstering its 
economic advantages while weakening 
ours. The FBI and intelligence agencies 
have continually warned Congress 
about these same threats from Com-
munist China. 

China’s investment in development, 
and not in basic research, implies that 
they are building their technological 
success on the backs of U.S.-funded 
basic research. 

We have even seen the infiltration of 
Chinese influence in our university sys-
tems and academia on several different 
occasions at the top institutions of 
America. We must work to ensure that 
China cannot undermine our open sys-
tem of research and development. 

This time, let’s support scientific dis-
covery, advance American technology, 
and hold our foreign adversaries ac-
countable, and let’s not waste the 
American people’s time again. 

Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, the 
ranking member, the gentleman from 
Oklahoma (Mr. LUCAS), has given us a 
motion to instruct, a negotiation that 
we will pursue in the conference to 
come. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PALLONE). 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, we 
are at a crucial moment in our Na-
tion’s history, and Congress has the 
chance to reinvigorate our economy 
and ensure that we can outcompete 
every other nation. 

The America COMPETES Act will 
put us on a course to lead the pack in 
creating the strongest and most ad-
vanced economy of the 21st century. 
Today’s actions move us one step clos-
er to making this legislation a reality. 

Over the past 40 years, America’s 
manufacturing sector has lost market 
share to economic competitors like 
China. This decline in manufacturing, 
coupled with the COVID–19 pandemic, 
has led to severe supply chain disrup-
tions across our economy that have 
raised prices for consumers. 

As the chairman of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee, I would like to 
highlight several important provisions 
in the America COMPETES Act that 
will help reverse this trend, strengthen 
our economy, bolster our Nation’s sup-

ply chains, and ensure that more crit-
ical goods are made right here in the 
United States. 

The legislation invests $45 billion in 
grants, loans, and loan guarantees to 
support supply chain resilience and 
manufacturing of critical goods, indus-
trial equipment, and manufacturing 
technology right here in the U.S. 

It also invests $52 billion for the 
CHIPS for America Act, incentivizing 
private-sector investments in semicon-
ductor fabrication. This funding will 
help eliminate disruptions in the semi-
conductor supply chain from abroad 
that have hurt American automakers, 
medical supply chain companies, and 
manufacturers of heavy machinery. 

The bill invests $3 billion to help 
build a domestic solar manufacturing 
supply chain so we can aggressively 
counter China’s control of the solar 
chain that jeopardizes our energy secu-
rity interests. The bill also keeps our 
electric grid secure and resilient in the 
face of evolving cybersecurity and 
physical security threats. 

Madam Speaker, the America COM-
PETES Act also improves our medical 
product supply chain and strengthens 
our Strategic National Stockpile. Dur-
ing the early days of the COVID–19 
pandemic, there were widespread short-
ages of essential medicines, medical 
supplies, and some personal protective 
equipment. 

This legislation increases our domes-
tic drug manufacturing base by ex-
panding the use of advanced and con-
tinuous manufacturing practices. It 
also establishes a $1.5 billion supply 
chain manufacturing pilot program 
that will help maintain domestic re-
serves of critical medical supplies. It 
creates a $10.5 billion program that 
awards grants to States to expand or 
maintain a State strategic stockpile of 
products essential in the event of a 
public health emergency. 

Finally, Madam Speaker, the Amer-
ica COMPETES Act will help innovate 
our wireless supply chain and network 
security by funding the deployment of 
cutting-edge technology and ensuring 
that next-generation mobile wireless 
networks and technologies are safe and 
secure from foreign adversaries. 

Madam Speaker, for far too long, 
America has relied heavily on other na-
tions to manufacture critical goods es-
sential to our economy. That must 
come to an end as we work together to 
reinvigorate our manufacturing base 
and create new, good-paying jobs here 
at home. 

Mr. LUCAS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
California (Mrs. KIM). 

Mrs. KIM of California. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Oklahoma for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of 
Ranking Member LUCAS’ motion to in-
struct. 

This motion will agree with section 
2502 included in USICA, which pro-
hibits entities identified as Chinese 
military companies from receiving 
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funds through the new technology di-
rectorate, the supply chain resiliency 
program, the regional innovation pro-
gram, or the Manufacturing USA pro-
gram. 

In other words, this motion ensures 
taxpayer dollars spent in this bill do 
not go toward the Chinese Communist 
Party. 

On the Science, Space, and Tech-
nology Committee, we spent several 
months working on a series of bipar-
tisan competitiveness bills that we 
could have gone to conference with. 
Unfortunately, with little notice, we 
voted on a 3,000-page bill that was not 
bipartisan, did not include strong pro-
tections to safeguard U.S. investments 
from CCP, and provided $8 billion for a 
climate slush fund that we have zero 
oversight over and China has already 
taken $100 million from. 

Republicans offered several amend-
ments with similar language to that of 
Ranking Member LUCAS’ motion to in-
struct in the Rules Committee, but un-
fortunately, the majority did not allow 
them to be considered on the House 
floor. 

The CCP is watching us. Today, we 
have an opportunity to send a strong 
bipartisan and bicameral message: We 
are bolstering American competitive-
ness and national security to ensure we 
lead in the development and deploy-
ment of the technologies of the future. 

It is imperative we have guardrails, 
such as Mr. LUCAS’ motion to instruct, 
in order to ensure these investments do 
not fall into the hands of the CCP and 
to attain a true bipartisan, bicameral 
agreement. 

I thank Ranking Member LUCAS for 
his leadership and his motion. 

Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker, 
I thank the gentlewoman for yielding 
and allowing me to speak on this. 

I think it is worth the wait to bring 
these important provisions together to 
the floor to work on a path forward and 
maybe a little hint of restoring regular 
order. 

It is important that we invest in in-
novation for our future. And I would 
note not just the cutting edge, high- 
tech future developments that are so 
important in my State and in many 
others that are going to help keep us 
on the front lines, but it is also impor-
tant to invest in legacy technology, 
legacy chips. 

We had the manufacturing supply 
chain all over America halt for lack of 
chips that cost only a few pennies be-
cause it wasn’t profitable for some to 
create the legacy chips moving for-
ward. And I hope some of these billions 
will be invested in opportunities to 
ramp up that production. It happened 
very fast, and it will make a difference 
from automobiles to microwaves and 
washing machines. 

I am proud of the work we have done 
in the Ways and Means Committee 
under the leadership of RICHIE NEAL to 

develop pro-worker responsive efforts 
and deal with the Chinese challenge. 

Now, because the benefits of trade 
are broadly understood and spread but 
the problems are localized, the impacts 
often hit individual communities. That 
is why our provision has a strong Trade 
Adjustment Assistance program. 
Sadly, it expired a year ago, setting us 
back, leaving people desperately in 
need of this help out of luck. 

We have a very strong, carefully 
crafted provision that will help work-
ers and communities alike with an up-
dated, modernized Trade Adjustment 
Assistance program. 

We hear a lot of concerns about 
China, and I share those concerns. Our 
provisions are tough on China. 

For instance, we closed the de mini-
mis loophole that allows 2 million 
packages a day to be imported into the 
United States directly to our con-
sumers, uninspected in the main and 
evading tariffs. It is time for us to 
close that de minimis loophole. 

I note that the Chinese give Ameri-
cans $7 of an exemption, and ours is 
$800. The least we ought to do is close 
that de minimis loophole. 

The trade title is strongly supported 
by American business and organized 
labor. We are dealing with a TSP and 
MTB that will improve global stand-
ards and strengthen American manu-
facturing. 

The title is supported by AFL–CIO, 
American Alliance of Manufacturers, 
the autoworkers, machinists, elec-
tricians. People who want to build 
products in America are advantaged 
under this. 

It meets workers’ needs, bolsters 
America’s ability to compete, and is 
attuned to what Americans want. 

Madam Speaker, I look forward to 
the work with the committee moving 
this forward, and ultimately, its pas-
sage. 

b 1615 

Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Oregon for 
reminding us about the importance of 
legacy chips and the MTB. I also thank 
the previous gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia for reminding us about Manufac-
turing USA, which was probably start-
ed under the Obama administration. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LUCAS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Oklahoma (Mrs. BICE). 

Mrs. BICE of Oklahoma. Madam 
Speaker, I rise in support of the motion 
to instruct from my colleague and 
Oklahoma delegation member, Mr. 
LUCAS. 

Safeguarding our national security, 
improving our supply chain resiliency, 
and bolstering American innovation 
are things that we can all agree on. 
However, in the COMPETES Act, 
Democrats took these problems and 
drafted ineffective, partisan policies in 
response. As a member of the House 
Committee on Science, Space, and 

Technology, we had previously ad-
vanced strong legislation to combat 
these very issues. 

On top of this, when this legislation 
came to the House floor for a vote in 
February, Republicans in the House 
were denied the opportunity to provide 
input on these important issues 
through the restrictive processes of the 
majority. 

While over 600 amendments were sub-
mitted, less than half of those were 
made in order by the Committee on 
Rules. Of the 600, there were a number 
that would have taken steps to address 
the ever-growing threat we face from 
the Chinese Communist Party and 
their affiliated companies operating in 
the United States. 

This motion to instruct will ensure 
that the critical investments we are 
making in America’s innovation don’t 
fall into the hands of our foreign adver-
saries. 

Democrats’ failure to include similar 
provisions in the COMPETES Act ex-
emplify their continued, weak policies 
on China that compromise our stra-
tegic advantage and our national secu-
rity. 

It is common sense that U.S. tax-
payer dollars should not be lining the 
pockets of the Chinese Communist 
Party, and instead, should be used to 
strengthen our industries here at 
home. Investing in American compa-
nies will strengthen the economy while 
keeping the Nation safe. 

Madam Speaker, this should not be a 
partisan issue. I encourage the adop-
tion of the motion. 

Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. MEEKS). 

Mr. MEEKS. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman from Michigan 
for yielding the time. 

Madam Speaker, we find ourselves in 
a competition to lead in the 21st cen-
tury. And that is a competition that 
the United States cannot afford to lose, 
and if we do what we should do here, 
will not lose. 

A month ago, Vladimir Putin and Xi 
Jinping thought that America was in 
decline, that America could no longer 
lead the world, and that they could 
therefore simply overwhelm smaller 
states. They believed that they could 
undermine the rules-based order when-
ever they chose. 

Well, this incredible global coalition, 
binding and getting us together, work-
ing with our allies, that President Joe 
Biden has put together to condemn 
Russia and support the Ukrainian peo-
ple, has proven that their assertion is 
absolutely wrong. But the events of the 
past month have underscored the need 
to position America for this challenge 
on a long-term basis. 

Therefore, it is absolutely critical 
that Congress get H.R. 4521 to the 
President’s desk. It is an investment in 
science, innovation, and technology, 
which would allow us to excel in the 
global economy for decades, bolster our 
domestic industry, and create jobs for 
American workers. 
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Madam Speaker, I am proud that my 

bill, the EAGLE Act, serves as the for-
eign affairs division of America COM-
PETES. It bolsters our diplomacy to 
marshal a coalition of states to check 
the PRC’s aggression, its theft of tech-
nology, its shirking of global rules, and 
its gross violation of human rights, of 
which we need to focus on. 

And I know that if we put our minds 
to it, we can work together in a bipar-
tisan and bicameral way to finalize 
this critical legislation and get it to 
the President’s desk, and we must do 
it. 

That is because our allies and part-
ners in the Indo-Pacific are watching. 
They need our help to bolster inter-
national rules, combat the PRC’s coer-
cion, and address shared global chal-
lenges like climate change. And after 
what we have seen in Ukraine, the peo-
ple of Taiwan are watching, to ensure 
that we deepen our economic ties, 
strengthen its defense, and create 
greater space for Taiwan globally. 

Hong Kongers and Uyghurs are also 
watching to make sure we get this 
done because they urgently need the 
refugee protections that are in the 
COMPETES Act. They need Congress 
to send a message to Beijing that its 
genocide in Xinjiang, its destruction of 
Hong Kong’s autonomy, and its lack of 
regard for human rights will not stand. 

Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, we 
are lucky to have such a chair of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs here in 
the Congress. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LUCAS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Ar-
kansas (Mr. WESTERMAN). 

Mr. WESTERMAN. Madam Speaker, 
in a peewee sports competition, you 
can make the case that if you are com-
peting, you are winning. But when it 
comes to global standing, energy inde-
pendence, and economic security, there 
are no participation trophies. Our goal 
can’t be to just compete. We have to 
dominate because if we are not winning 
in this area, we are losing. And if 
America loses, the world loses. 

Unfortunately, this so-called COM-
PETES Act would place America on 
the loser’s bench. I am baffled why, at 
a time when gas prices are sky-
rocketing from Putin’s war in Ukraine, 
and more Americans than ever are fac-
ing economic instability, this majority 
is still laser-focused on a blind, green- 
energy political agenda when America 
needs a rational, domestic energy plan 
that results in reliable, affordable, and 
clean energy. 

Our constituents are paying almost 
$5 a gallon to fill their cars. Yet, I am 
hearing my Democrat colleagues sug-
gest the solution is just to buy an elec-
tric vehicle. What a slap in the face to 
thousands of hardworking men and 
women that President Biden put out of 
their jobs by canceling pipelines and 
shuttering American mines, while 
turning to international adversaries 
like Russia, China, Iran, and Venezuela 

to solve the energy and mineral crisis 
he created. 

Madam Speaker, no, if we really 
want to win, we must unleash the full 
power of American energy and mineral 
development by processing permits, 
issuing leases, streamlining the regu-
latory process, and giving our own 
homegrown industries the ability to 
use our American resources. We can 
and we will do that safer, cleaner and 
faster than anyone else in the world. 

Where China uses child and slave 
labor to mine minerals vital to bat-
teries and computers, we can use state- 
of-the-art technology to access those 
minerals that are right here in the U.S. 

Where Russia controls oil rights and 
uses it as political leverage, we can 
produce energy for our own people and 
be an exporter to our allies. 

Madam Speaker, we have no other 
option than to win. 

I urge my colleagues to give Ameri-
cans the power to develop, innovate, 
and unleash our full potential. If you 
look around, Democrat strategies are 
proving to be losing strategies. Ameri-
cans can’t afford higher prices and 
more incompetence. Let’s begin to put 
an end to the madness by passing this 
motion to instruct. 

Madam Speaker, I encourage that. 
Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, may 

I inquire how much time is remaining? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 

LURIA). The gentlewoman from Michi-
gan has 133⁄4 minutes remaining. The 
gentleman from Oklahoma has 15 min-
utes remaining. 

Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, as 
the gentleman from Arkansas reminds 
us, I am proud that Michigan is the 
destination where the combustion en-
gine was invented and innovated, and 
very proud to be the destination where 
our workers are manifesting and inno-
vating electric vehicles. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
BEYER). 

Mr. BEYER. Madam Speaker, I con-
fess, I cannot connect my friend from 
Arkansas’ comments with this motion 
to instruct, but I won’t take any time 
to refute these things. 

Madam Speaker, manufacturing has 
long been a core strength of the Amer-
ican economy. But the decades-long de-
cline of manufacturing jobs in the 
United States has cut off pathways to 
economic security for so many families 
across this country. 

Passage of the America COMPETES 
Act will be a landmark investment in 
infrastructure, in clean technology, in 
innovation that will create and pre-
serve high-quality jobs in communities 
across America, and advance U.S. com-
petitiveness and drive long-term eco-
nomic growth. 

Disinvestment in American home-
made products has also contributed to 
the severe supply chain disruptions 
during the coronavirus pandemic that 
have pushed up prices for so many 
American consumers. The America 
COMPETES Act will bolster supply 

chains, ramp up domestic manufac-
turing of critical components, like 
semiconductors, and insulate U.S. 
workers and families from price vola-
tility and help build their own eco-
nomic resilience. 

Part of the House-passed version is 
the National Secure Data Service Act, 
which will allow agencies to link to-
gether data collected through surveys, 
Federal program administration, non-
governmental data sources to advance 
evidence-based policymaking. This will 
be a great boon for artificial intel-
ligence and machine learning. 

Also included in the COMPETES Act, 
is an amendment I cosponsored with 
Representative TRAHAN to increase in-
vestment in fusion energy, the holy 
grail for our climate and for world pov-
erty. 

The COMPETES Act bottom line 
gives the U.S. the competitive edge 
needed to maintain our global leader-
ship in innovation and research. 

Madam Speaker, I am not sure why 
my Republican friends felt the need to 
offer this motion in the first place. Of 
course, we all understand that the es-
sential subtext of the COMPETES Act 
has been to strengthen our competitive 
position versus communist China or, to 
restate my friend from Arkansas, to 
put us in the dominant position to 
compete against communist China. 

Of course, nothing in this landmark 
initiative in American research, in 
American innovation, in American 
manufacturing, American artificial in-
telligence or American chips is in-
tended to be transferred to the PRC. So 
if this is meant to show that Repub-
licans are tougher on China than 
Democrats, that is silly and untrue. 

Together, we will fight China’s 
human rights abuses. We will fight its 
cheating on trade. We will fight its 
autocratic, dictatorial government. 
And the COMPETES Act gives us the 
strength we need to do that today. 

Mr. LUCAS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. MCCAUL). 

Mr. MCCAUL. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Oklahoma 
for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, the Chinese Com-
munist Party poses a generational 
threat to the United States and our 
freedom-loving allies around the world. 

They are brutally oppressing their 
own people. They are committing geno-
cide against ethnic and religious mi-
norities. They are expanding their 
military reach and carrying out terri-
torial aggression against their neigh-
bors. We cannot wait any longer to ad-
dress these issues. 

Madam Speaker, I stand before you, 
quite frankly, disappointed. We had a 
great opportunity here, and this bill 
that passed the House is not the bill. I 
am very hopeful we can get to a good 
place in our conference committee. 

Unfortunately, the Democrat leaders 
chose not to work with Republicans to 
pass a substantive, meaningful bill to 
counter this malign influence. Instead, 
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they jammed the partisan COMPETES 
Act through the House. 

The COMPETES Act, in my judg-
ment, is a Trojan horse filled with 
unserious, dangerous, and wasteful pro-
visions. 

b 1630 
Those provisions include fringe, pro-

gressive priorities, like $8 billion worth 
of taxpayer money into an unaccount-
able U.N. slush fund. This U.N. slush 
fund has already provided at least $100 
million directly to China, a country 
that this Congress, former Republican 
administration, and current Democrat 
administration have all agreed is com-
mitting genocide. 

In fact, it is worse. The Xinjiang 
Province—you get this money to make 
solar panels and batteries in the 
Xinjiang Province where they commit 
genocide itself. That is not good for 
America and it is certainly not good 
for the U.S. taxpayer. 

Secretary Kerry admitted before our 
committee that the CCP is using slave 
labor to make these green energy prod-
ucts—like solar panels and batteries— 
that could be used by this U.N. fund. In 
effect, the bill would fund their slave 
labor and prop up their forced abor-
tions. We tried to stop this from hap-
pening—to stop U.S. taxpayers from 
funding slave labor in my motion to re-
commit, and shockingly, we were out-
right rejected by the Democrats. 

The motion to recommit prohibited 
taxpayer money going to slave labor, 
genocide, and the Wuhan Lab, and 
every Democrat voted against that 
measure. This is a test of our time. 

Madam Speaker, so I remain the 
eternal optimist and hopeful that this 
conference process will be able to rec-
tify these glaring issues that I have 
outlined. We can start today by sup-
porting this motion that will block bil-
lions of dollars going to the CCP mili-
tary PLA companies and human rights 
abusers. 

Congress owes it to the American 
people to pass a bill that takes this 
threat seriously. That includes tough 
export controls, outbound investment 
screening and funding for the CHIPS 
for America Act, which I introduced, to 
give us a competitive edge, bring man-
ufacturing to the United States to 
make advanced semiconductor chips 
and protect our national security at 
the same time. 

This is vitally important to our na-
tional security, and it keeps critical 
U.S. technology out of the hands of the 
Chinese military, like hypersonics. It 
ensures U.S. taxpayers are not sub-
sidizing their genocide. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this motion to in-
struct. I hope we can all work together 
in a bipartisan manner on what could 
be the most important legislation of 
this Congress. 

Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I join the ranking 
member in being optimistic because we 

are in a conference committee negoti-
ating the America COMPETES Act, we 
will get this CHIPS legislation done. 
Proudly, I have led 29 Democrats and 29 
Republicans in endorsing the CHIPS 
Act legislation, so it will be bipartisan. 
It will get done for the American peo-
ple, and we will solve some of our sup-
ply chain woes. 

Madam Speaker, I am delighted to 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. TONKO). 

Mr. TONKO. Madam Speaker, I am 
very proud of the efforts that have 
been made by the House to advance 
COMPETES, an act that is about in-
vestment; a bipartisan effort promoted 
with higher prioritization by the lead-
ership of this House to address invest-
ment: investment in research, invest-
ment in workforce, investment in man-
ufacturing. 

It is so important that we are now in-
vesting in research as the COMPETES 
Act requires so that we create the next 
generation of product line and chips. It 
is important to invest in that pipeline 
of workers that will have those preci-
sion-oriented skills in an innovation 
economy that requires such precision. 
It is important that we retrofit our 
manufacturing centers so as to com-
pete and compete effectively. 

I am impressed by the fact that we 
have taken the strengths of so many 
committees and brought them into the 
forefront of COMPETES to make cer-
tain that we invest in the CHIPS for 
America Act. I have industries for 
microelectronics, and certainly the 
semiconductor industry that are 
hosted in the 20th Congressional Dis-
trict that I am honored to represent. 
They deserve and they require, more 
importantly, a partnership with the 
Federal Government. Those resources 
will be there with the passage of this 
bill as we bring together a consensus. 

We will invest in that $52 billion 
worth of investment for the chips in-
dustry, the CHIPS for America Act. We 
will make certain that a bill that I au-
thored, the Micro Act, is incorporated 
in the context of COMPETES, and that 
will complement the provisions in 
CHIPS by making certain that we ac-
celerate early stage microelectronics 
research to feed into the national semi-
conductor technology center. 

It is so important to have that cut-
ting-edge investment so that we can 
lead the world in innovation, and mak-
ing certain also that we promote 
strong global leadership by positioning 
the interests and the values of our 
United States, not China, to win on the 
world stage, including with strong ac-
tion to hold the PRC accountable for 
its trade abuses which hurt U.S. work-
ers, and for its human rights viola-
tions. 

The America COMPETES Act will 
elevate American leadership in the 
global arena, putting diplomacy first, 
strengthening our alliances, combating 
unfair trade practices, and standing up 
for our national values. 

The COMPETES Act ensures that 
American goods are made in America 

by American workers and boosts com-
petition addressing supply bottlenecks, 
strengthening U.S. manufacturing, and 
lowering those kitchen table costs. 

This is a measure that is all-inclu-
sive. It is the boldest, strongest state-
ment on competitiveness for America. 
It is the great strength of COMPETES 
that I hope will carry us now into an 
innovation economy with the work-
force prepared to go, a research invest-
ment that gives us the vision and teth-
ers that vision into future product 
lines and chips development, and that 
will allow for us to strengthen our 
manufacturing partnership. They re-
quire that assistance and they require 
our partnership. 

Mr. LUCAS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. CHABOT). 

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to strongly support Mr. LUCAS’ 
motion to instruct conferees on the 
American COMPETES Act. 

The House-passed version of the bill 
should really have been called—as a 
number of my colleagues have men-
tioned—the American concedes act. 
Democratic leadership cobbled this leg-
islation together from mostly partisan 
bills without Republican support, in 
stark contrast to what our colleagues 
in the Senate did. 

As ranking member of the Asia-Pa-
cific Subcommittee, which has juris-
diction over China, I am deeply dis-
appointed by the partisan nature and 
the substance, in many ways, of this 
House-passed bill. 

Competing with China should not be 
a partisan issue. On every front, the 
Chinese Communist Party is aggres-
sively challenging the free world and 
our belief that open societies and free 
markets, and, yes, rule of law are the 
way to a prosperous and equitable civ-
ilization. 

After decades of inaction, it is time 
to reevaluate our basic approach to-
ward engagement with China. The 
Democrats’ bill doesn’t do that. When 
Republicans attempted to amend the 
bill to make it better, the Democrats 
rejected virtually every one of those 
attempts. 

I would like to highlight two particu-
larly concerning omissions from the 
House bill. First, we should have adopt-
ed provisions to modernize and 
strengthen our relationship with Tai-
wan which, by the way, got bipartisan 
support in the Senate. 

Second, we should also have used the 
opportunity to advance strong export 
control policies to ensure that our crit-
ical technologies do not advance the 
PRC’s own drive for technological su-
premacy. 

Moving forward, as we seek to bridge 
the gap between the House and Senate 
bills, let’s have these three priorities in 
mind. First, the CCP, the Chinese Com-
munist Party, is an adversary. No 
amount of cajoling or diplomacy is 
going to get them to drop their hege-
monic ambitions. They want to be the 
top dog. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:31 Apr 01, 2022 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00043 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K31MR7.074 H31MRPT1dl
hi

ll 
on

 D
S

K
12

0R
N

23
P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4052 March 31, 2022 
Second, the legislation must not in-

clude irrelevant pet projects like 
money for the U.N. climate slush fund. 

Third, at a bare minimum, we must 
ensure that any new technology or 
grant funding doesn’t end up going to 
China. A bill aimed at competing with 
the Chinese Communist Party that si-
multaneously funds their military 
modernization simply makes no sense. 

Mr. LUCAS’ motion to instruct would 
go a long way towards making sure 
that American tax dollars don’t go to 
fund the Chinese Communist Party. 
Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues 
to support it. 

Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 
I thank the gentlewoman from Michi-
gan for her leadership, along with my 
colleague from Texas, Congresswoman 
JOHNSON, who chairs the Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee, and 
the many, many committees that have 
worked on the COMPETES Act. 

As an alum of the House Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee and 
a member of the Homeland Security 
Committee, I could not be more ec-
static for America, for Houstonians, for 
Texans. To really take the words of 
President Biden that were said to us in 
his comment on the COMPETES Act: 
It is transformational investment in 
our industrial base as well as research 
and development. It will help drive not 
only the American economy, but the 
global economy. It will, in fact, bring 
more manufacturing jobs back, and, 
yes, we will use the terminology, it 
will reimagine not only the Midwest, 
but it will reimagine the Southwest, 
the East, the West, the North, and the 
South. It will reimagine opportunities 
for young people. 

And the chips we have been waiting 
for, as indicated by the gentlewoman 
from Michigan, I know we will have the 
opportunity to really join in in a bipar-
tisan way in conference for something 
that nobody disagrees with. In addi-
tion, this ugly thing called the supply 
chain that for a moment clogged the 
system, raised the prices, which still 
have not been stabilized, but we will 
have the opportunity to address that 
question as well by unclogging the sea-
ways, by investing with the infrastruc-
ture bill in ports, and getting products 
where they need to go. 

Let me also suggest that we will be 
able to build other companies, smaller 
companies. Small businesses will im-
prove or be able to result in more in-
vestment. At the same time, this bipar-
tisan legislation will create opportuni-
ties for the next generation and the 
next generation. 

I hope as well that minority busi-
nesses, minority scientists, historically 
Black colleges will have the oppor-
tunity to be part of the COMPETES 
Act, which I know that they will. This 
idea that we have a distance between 
us as Republicans and Democrats has 
to be closed. 

This is an American bill. This is a 
bill to say to China: We are not going 
to take, sitting down, the unfair com-
petition that you exert on many of the 
inventions that actually are made 
right here in the United States. Take 
the age-old internet and what China 
has done in many instances. 

Madam Speaker, I rise to support the 
COMPETES Act and it going to con-
ference, and at the same time recog-
nize that any issue dealing with China 
and the chips dealing with semiconduc-
tors will be addressed in conference, 
and, as well, we will get the job done. 
It is transformational and we can do no 
less than to invest in the great moun-
tain of research and development in 
this Nation. 

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues 
to support the COMPETES Act ulti-
mately, and to work with conference as 
we go forward on this legislation. 

Mr. LUCAS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. SMITH). 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Madam 
Speaker, I rise in support of the motion 
to instruct conferees. I welcome this 
opportunity to reconcile the dif-
ferences between the House and the 
Senate bills. This is an opportunity to 
finally hold China accountable, and I 
hope we get to a strong work product 
that we can be proud of. 

The House version of this bill, the 
COMPETES Act, truly is a nonstarter 
for House Republicans—no surprise— 
for both sides of the Senate as well, 
and actually for the American people— 
and that is my concern. 

While it was messaged as legislation 
to combat the Chinese Communist Par-
ty’s predatory practices, the trade pro-
visions in the House bill did little to 
level the playing field with China, add-
ing hurdles that would hurt American 
consumers and small businesses. 

Instead, that bill actually discour-
ages work during a workforce shortage 
by expanding and delinking the trade 
adjustment assistance from new trade 
opportunities. It adds red tape and nar-
rows eligibility of trade programs like 
GSP and MTB. These are relief meas-
ures that we know help small busi-
nesses and manufacturers in the mar-
ketplace. The bill also exacerbates our 
supply chain crisis by making unvetted 
changes to de minimus; and it also fails 
to address the administration’s lack-
luster effort to compete with China in 
the Indo-Pacific and around the world. 

The Senate’s bipartisan approach, 
while imperfect, addresses China, pro-
motes small businesses of all sizes 
across our country, and more than any-
thing, it empowers American con-
sumers right here at home. 
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It offers a clean renewal of MTB, 

retroactively extends GSP, mandates a 
section 301 exclusion process with 
retroactivity, and does not include the 
Green New Deal wish list. 

Let’s work together on a final prod-
uct that actually holds China account-
able. 

Madam Speaker, I reiterate my sup-
port and certainly urge my colleagues 
to do the same. 

Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LUCAS. Madam Speaker, I have 
no further requests for time. I am pre-
pared to close, and I believe I have the 
right to close, so I continue to reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, I am 
prepared to close. 

We have heard today, Madam Speak-
er, a commitment to act, a commit-
ment to move into a conference, a com-
mitment to get the America COM-
PETES Act done for the United States, 
CHIPS Act funding, investment in sci-
entific research, and more. This is an 
exciting moment in this Chamber. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

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

I thank my colleagues for their words 
of support for this motion. 

As I said when we began this debate, 
we have a once-in-a-generation chance 
to strengthen U.S. science and tech-
nology and secure a place in the global 
economy. The Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee has passed 
strategic, bipartisan legislation to do 
just that. Our bills double our invest-
ment in critical research and tech-
nology. They are a strong commitment 
to America’s technological develop-
ment. 

There is no question that our bills 
should be the core of the final 
conferenced legislation. We can’t afford 
to pollute these critical policies with 
partisan poison pills and throw away 
our deliberate, strategic approach for 
long-term growth in favor of the one- 
time spending spree in the COMPETES 
Act. 

There is a difference between empty 
spending and making an investment. 
The COMPETES Act is empty, 
unfocused spending. The Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee has 
passed targeted, bipartisan invest-
ments in research and technology. 
They will pay off in more jobs, a 
stronger economy, and a more secure 
homeland. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support that approach and 
to support guardrails to ensure that 
our taxpayer investments aren’t going 
to Communist leadership in China. 
That is why this motion is so impor-
tant. 

This isn’t a partisan issue. It has 
been part of Senator SCHUMER’s legisla-
tive text on competitiveness from day 
one. That is because this is basic, com-
monsense policy, and I can’t imagine 
that any of our constituents would dis-
agree with that. 

Madam Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to pass this motion, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

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

Without objection, the previous ques-
tion is ordered. 
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There was no objection. 
The question is on the motion to in-

struct. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution 
8, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 
15-minute vote on the motion to in-
struct will be followed by 5-minute 
votes on: 

The motion to recommit on H.R. 
6833; and 

Passage of H.R. 6833, if ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 351, nays 74, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 100] 

YEAS—351 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Allred 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Auchincloss 
Axne 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Beatty 
Bentz 
Bera 
Bergman 
Beyer 
Bice (OK) 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Bourdeaux 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brooks 
Brown (OH) 
Brownley 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carey 
Carl 
Carson 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (LA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cawthorn 
Chabot 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Cleaver 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyburn 
Clyde 
Cole 
Comer 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 

Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crist 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Curtis 
Davids (KS) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Dean 
DeFazio 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Doggett 
Donalds 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Eshoo 
Estes 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel, Lois 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garbarino 
Garcia (CA) 
Gibbs 
Gimenez 
Gohmert 
Golden 
Gonzales, Tony 
Gonzalez (OH) 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guest 

Guthrie 
Harder (CA) 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hayes 
Hern 
Herrell 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinson 
Hollingsworth 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Issa 
Jackson 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs (CA) 
Jacobs (NY) 
Jayapal 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kahele 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Keller 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim (CA) 
Kim (NJ) 
Kinzinger 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamb 
Lamborn 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (NV) 
Leger Fernandez 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Levin (CA) 
Lofgren 
Long 

Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luria 
Lynch 
Mace 
Malinowski 
Malliotakis 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Mann 
Manning 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meijer 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (NC) 
Neguse 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norcross 
Norman 
O’Halleran 
Obernolte 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 

Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Pfluger 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Reed 
Reschenthaler 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Ross 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rutherford 
Ryan 
Salazar 
Scalise 
Scanlon 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schrier 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sessions 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slotkin 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 

Smucker 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Spartz 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Strickland 
Swalwell 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Turner 
Underwood 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Veasey 
Vela 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walorski 
Waltz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Zeldin 

NAYS—74 

Barragán 
Bass 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bowman 
Brown (MD) 
Bush 
Butterfield 
Casten 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cohen 
Correa 
Davis, Danny K. 
DeGette 
Dingell 
Escobar 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 

Gomez 
Green, Al (TX) 
Huffman 
Jeffries 
Johnson (TX) 
Kelly (IL) 
Kind 
Lee (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lieu 
Lowenthal 
Matsui 
McBath 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Meng 
Mfume 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newman 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Payne 
Pressley 

Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stevens 
Suozzi 
Takano 
Thompson (MS) 
Tlaib 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Vargas 
Velázquez 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—6 

Armstrong 
Brady 

Bustos 
Cheney 

Fortenberry 
Hartzler 

b 1724 

Mses. CHU, LEE of California, Mr. 
TRONE, Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, 
Messrs. VARGAS, COHEN, Mrs. 
MCBATH, Messrs. MFUME, GREEN of 
Texas, SMITH of Washington, LIEU, 
TAKANO, BROWN of Maryland, Mrs. 
TRAHAN, Messrs. MEEKS, EVANS, 
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Ms. 
BARRAGÁN, Mrs. DINGELL, Mses. 
BLUNT ROCHESTER, and PRESSLEY 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘nay.’’ 

Messrs. MOORE of Alabama, 
SCHNEIDER, CÁRDENAS, Mses. SE-
WELL, UNDERWOOD, Mr. RASKIN, 
Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr. JONES changed 
their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to instruct was agreed 
to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE 
RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS 

Baird (Walorski) 
Bilirakis 

(Fleischmann) 
Bowman (Meng) 
Brooks (Green 

(TN)) 
Cawthorn (Nehls) 
Comer 

(Fleischmann) 
Crist 

(Wasserman 
Schultz) 

Cuellar (Pappas) 
Curtis (Stewart) 
DeGette (Blunt 

Rochester) 
Espaillat 

(Correa) 
Harder (CA) 

(Gomez) 
Jayapal (Gomez) 
Johnson (TX) 

(Jeffries) 
Joyce (OH) 

(Garbarino) 

Kahele (Takano) 
Kind (Beyer) 
Kinzinger 

(Meijer) 
Kirkpatrick 

(Pallone) 
Krishnamoorthi 

(Beyer) 
LaMalfa 

(Palazzo) 
Lawson (FL) 

(Wasserman 
Schultz) 

Mace (Rice (SC)) 
Manning (Beyer) 
McClain 

(Fitzgerald) 
Mrvan (Takano) 
Newman (Beyer) 
Owens (Stewart) 
Roybal-Allard 

(Wasserman 
Schultz) 

Salazar 
(Gimenez) 

Sánchez (Gomez) 
Scott, David 

(Jeffries) 
Sessions (Babin) 
Sires (Pallone) 
Speier (Scanlon) 
Steel (Obernolte) 
Strickland 

(Takano) 
Suozzi (Beyer) 
Taylor (Carter 

(TX)) 
Thompson (MS) 

(Evans) 
Trone (Beyer) 
Waltz (Mast) 
Wilson (FL) 

(Jeffries) 
Wilson (SC) 

(Rice (SC)) 
Yarmuth (Beyer) 

f 

AFFORDABLE INSULIN NOW ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
DEAN). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, 
the unfinished business is the vote on 
the motion to recommit on the bill 
(H.R. 6833) to amend title XXVII of the 
Public Health Service Act, the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, and the Em-
ployee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974 to establish requirements 
with respect to cost-sharing for certain 
insulin products, and for other pur-
poses, offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. BUCSHON) on which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk will redesignate the mo-
tion. 

The Clerk redesignated the motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 197, nays 
225, not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 101] 

YEAS—197 

Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice (OK) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Bost 
Brooks 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 

Budd 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cawthorn 
Chabot 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Comer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Curtis 
Davidson 

Davis, Rodney 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fulcher 
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