
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4236 April 6, 2022 
and 50 million barrels of oil back in No-
vember which did nothing to prevent a 
spike in energy prices. 

Congresswoman MCMORRIS RODGERS 
and Congressman WESTERMAN have in-
troduced the American Energy Inde-
pendence Act to reverse President 
Biden’s disastrous anti-American en-
ergy policies. This bill is a real solu-
tion, and it needs to be heard. We need 
to talk about this to the American peo-
ple. 

This bill, H.R. 3807, that we have be-
fore us is not going to help restaurants 
and small businesses. But, of course, 
that is not the Democrats’ intention 
anyway. If it were, they would have 
brought this bill through committee 
and worked with Republicans to build 
an effective piece of legislation. 

Instead, their intention is to push 
this legislation through that sounds 
good so that they can use it as a talk-
ing point to distract from their failed 
policies. This bill is just another exam-
ple of the Democrats’ reckless spending 
habits. Their solution to the effects of 
inflation is to throw even more money 
at it. 

When will my colleagues learn that 
spending is what causes the inflation? 

It is time for more pro-growth poli-
cies, not government handouts. 

Mr. Speaker, I oppose the rule and 
the underlying bill, I ask Members to 
do the same, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, first let me thank my 
colleague and friend, Mrs. FISCHBACH. 
We spend a lot of time together in the 
Rules Committee, and I always appre-
ciate our conversations. While we may 
not agree on issues from time to time, 
I always appreciate her earnestness, 
and I appreciate her good work. 

I want to thank all of my colleagues 
for their words in support of the rule 
before us today. 

As I mentioned earlier, Congress 
acted last year to provide much-needed 
relief for restaurants and other small 
businesses, but we must do much more. 
Our economy simply cannot survive 
without small businesses, and it is 
paramount that we redouble our com-
mitment to ensuring their continued 
success. 

I pledge to always be an ally in that 
fight, and I know my colleagues join 
me in that. I look forward to voting in 
favor of this effort to bring much-need-
ed relief to local restaurants and the 
small business community. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mrs. FISCHBACH is as follows: 

AMENDMENT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 1033 
At the end of the resolution, add the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. 2. Immediately upon adoption of this 

resolution, the House shall proceed to the 
consideration in the House of the bill (H.R. 
6858) to strengthen United States energy se-
curity, encourage domestic production of 
crude oil, petroleum products, and natural 
gas, and for other purposes. All points of 
order against consideration of the bill are 
waived. The bill shall be considered as read. 

All points of order against provisions in the 
bill are waived. The previous question shall 
be considered as ordered on the bill and on 
any amendment thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion except: (1) one 
hour of debate equally divided and controlled 
by the chair and ranking minority member 
of the Committee on Energy and Commerce; 
and (2) one motion to recommit. 

SEC. 3. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 6858. 

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I urge a 
‘‘yes’’ vote on the rule and the previous 
question, I yield back the balance of 
my time, and I move the previous ques-
tion on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question; and the Speaker pro tempore 
announced that the ayes appeared to 
have it. 

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Mr. 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 1645 

RECOMMENDING THAT THE HOUSE 
OF REPRESENTATIVES FIND 
PETER K. NAVARRO AND DANIEL 
SCAVINO, JR., IN CONTEMPT OF 
CONGRESS 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, by direction of the Select 
Committee to Investigate the January 
6th Attack on the United States Cap-
itol, I call up the report (H. Rept. 117– 
284) and accompanying resolution rec-
ommending that the House of Rep-
resentatives find Peter K. Navarro and 
Daniel Scavino, Jr., in contempt of 
Congress for refusal to comply with 
subpoenas duly issued by the Select 
Committee to Investigate the January 
6th Attack on the United States Cap-
itol, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration. 

The Clerk read the title of the report. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 1023, the re-
port is considered read. 

The text of the report is as follows: 
The Select Committee to Investigate the 

January 6th Attack on the United States 
Capitol, having considered this Report, re-
ports favorably thereon and recommends 
that the Report be approved. 

The form of the Resolution that the Select 
Committee to Investigate the January 6th 
Attack on the United States Capitol would 
recommend to the House of Representatives 
for citing Peter K. Navarro and Daniel 
Scavino, Jr., for contempt of Congress pursu-
ant to this Report is as follows: 

Resolved, That Peter K. Navarro and Daniel 
Scavino, Jr., shall be found to be in con-
tempt of Congress for failure to comply with 
congressional subpoenas. 

Resolved, That pursuant to 2 U.S.C. §§ 192 
and 194, the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives shall certify the report of the 
Select Committee to Investigate the Janu-
ary 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, 
detailing the refusal of Peter K. Navarro to 
produce documents or appear for a deposi-
tion before the Select Committee to Inves-

tigate the January 6th Attack on the United 
States Capitol as directed by subpoena, to 
the United States Attorney for the District 
of Columbia, to the end that Mr. Navarro be 
proceeded against in the manner and form 
provided by law. 

Resolved, That pursuant to 2 U.S.C. §§ 192 
and 194, the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives shall certify the report of the 
Select Committee to Investigate the Janu-
ary 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, 
detailing the refusal of Daniel Scavino, Jr., 
to produce documents or appear for a deposi-
tion before the Select Committee to Inves-
tigate the January 6th Attack on the United 
States Capitol as directed by subpoena, to 
the United States Attorney for the District 
of Columbia, to the end that Mr. Scavino be 
proceeded against in the manner and form 
provided by law. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House 
shall otherwise take all appropriate action 
to enforce the subpoenas. 

PURPOSE AND SUMMARY 
On January 6, 2021, a violent mob at-

tempted to impede Congress’s constitutional 
and statutory mandate to count the elec-
toral votes in the 2020 Presidential election 
and launched an assault on the United 
States Capitol Complex that resulted in mul-
tiple deaths, physical harm to more than 140 
members of law enforcement, and terror and 
trauma among staff, institutional employ-
ees, and press. In response, the House adopt-
ed House Resolution 503 on June 30, 2021, es-
tablishing the Select Committee to Inves-
tigate the January 6th Attack on the United 
States Capitol (hereinafter referred to as the 
‘‘Select Committee’’). 

The Select Committee is investigating the 
facts, circumstances, and causes of the Janu-
ary 6th attack and issues relating to the in-
terference with the peaceful transfer of 
power, in order to identify and evaluate 
problems and to recommend to the House 
and its relevant committees corrective laws, 
policies, procedures, rules, or regulations. 
This inquiry includes examination of the fac-
tors that influenced, instigated, or contrib-
uted to the attack and how various individ-
uals and entities coordinated their activities 
leading up to the attack. 

PETER K. NAVARRO 
According to published reports, Peter K. 

Navarro, a White House trade advisor, 
worked with Stephen K. Bannon and others 
to develop and implement a plan to delay 
Congress’s certification, and ultimately 
change the outcome, of the November 2020 
Presidential election. In November 2021, Mr. 
Navarro published In Trump Time, a book in 
which he described this plan as the ‘‘Green 
Bay Sweep’’ and stated that it was designed 
as the ‘‘last, best chance to snatch a stolen 
election from the Democrats’ jaws of de-
ceit.’’1 In a later interview about his book, 
Mr. Navarro added that former-President 
Trump was ‘‘on board with the strategy,’’ as 
were more than 100 Members of Congress.2 
Previously, Mr. Navarro had publicly re-
leased on his website a three-part report, 
dubbed ‘‘The Navarro Report,’’ repeating 
many claims of purported fraud in the elec-
tion that have been discredited in public re-
porting, by State officials, and by courts.3 

On February 9, 2022, Chairman BENNIE G. 
THOMPSON signed a subpoena for documents 
and testimony and transmitted it along with 
a cover letter and schedule to Mr. Navarro.4 
The subpoena required that Mr. Navarro 
produce responsive documents not later than 
February 23, 2022, and that Mr. Navarro ap-
pear for a deposition on March 2, 2022. 

When Select Committee staff emailed Mr. 
Navarro on February 9, 2022, asking whether 
he would accept service and had an attorney, 
Mr. Navarro replied only: ‘‘yes. no counsel. 
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Executive privilege[.]’’5 Select Committee 
staff then emailed the subpoena to Mr. 
Navarro. Within hours of receiving the sub-
poena, Mr. Navarro released a public state-
ment that clearly indicated he had no inten-
tion of complying with the Select Commit-
tee’s subpoena while also acknowledging 
that he had already publicly released infor-
mation that is relevant to the Select Com-
mittee’s investigation in his book: 

President Trump has invoked Executive 
Privilege; and it is not my privilege to 
waive. [The Select Committee] should nego-
tiate any waiver of the privilege with the 
president and his attorneys directly, not 
through me. I refer this tribunal to Chapter 
21 of In Trump Time for what is in the public 
record about the Green Bay Sweep plan to 
insure [sic] election integrity[.]6 

Mr. Navarro also appeared on national tel-
evision on February 10, 2022, discussing sub-
jects that were the focus of the Select Com-
mittee’s subpoena to him.7 

On February 24, 2022, Select Committee 
staff contacted Mr. Navarro via email about 
his failure to produce documents by the Feb-
ruary 23rd deadline in the subpoena. In the 
same email, staff reminded Mr. Navarro 
about the date for his deposition and notified 
him of its location within the U.S. Capitol 
campus. Staff also requested that Mr. 
Navarro contact the Select Committee for 
further details about the deposition or, alter-
natively, to notify the Select Committee if 
he did not plan to appear for deposition tes-
timony.8 

On February 27, 2022, Mr. Navarro con-
tacted Select Committee staff and said that 
‘‘President Trump has invoked [e]xecutive 
[p]rivilege in this matter; and it is neither 
my privilege to waive or Joseph Biden’s 
privilege to waive.’’9 Mr. Navarro did not 
provide any evidence that former-President 
Trump had ever invoked executive privilege 
with respect to any documents in Mr. 
Navarro’s personal possession or any testi-
mony that Mr. Navarro could provide. Select 
Committee staff responded the same day and 
explained that there are areas of inquiry 
that do not implicate ‘‘any executive privi-
lege concerns at all.’’10 Select Committee 
staff further informed Mr. Navarro that he 
could make executive privilege objections 
during his deposition and that he must do so 
on a ‘‘question-by-question basis’’ to ‘‘enable 
the Select Committee to better understand 
[his] objections and, if necessary, take any 
additional steps to address them.’’11 Select 
Committee staff then asked Mr. Navarro 
again whether he intended to appear for his 
deposition on March 2, 2022, as required by 
the subpoena. 

Later the same day, Mr. Navarro responded 
to the Select Committee’s email correspond-
ence. Instead of saying whether he intended 
to appear for his deposition, Mr. Navarro 
asked: ‘‘Will this event be open to the public 
and press?’’12 Select Committee staff re-
sponded that it would not be open to the 
press, that it would be a ‘‘staff-led deposi-
tion, which members of the Select Com-
mittee may also join and in which they may 
participate.’’13 Select Committee staff asked 
about Mr. Navarro’s document production 
and offered to find a new date for the deposi-
tion ‘‘within a reasonable time’’ if Mr. 
Navarro had a scheduling conflict on March 
2d.14 Mr. Navarro did not respond to that 
offer but, the next day, sent the Select Com-
mittee an email saying that he had ‘‘been 
clear in my communications on this matter’’ 
and that ‘‘it is incumbent on the Committee 
to directly negotiate with President Trump 
and his attorneys regarding any and all 
things related to this matter.’’15 

On February 28, 2022, the White House 
Counsel’s Office issued a letter to Mr. 
Navarro regarding the Select Committee’s 

subpoena. That letter stated: ‘‘[I]n light of 
the unique and extraordinary nature of the 
matters under investigation, President Biden 
has determined that an assertion of execu-
tive privilege is not in the national interest, 
and therefore is not justified, with respect to 
particular subjects within the purview of the 
Select Committee.’’16 The letter further 
noted that ‘‘President Biden accordingly has 
decided not to assert executive privilege’’ 
with respect to the testimony of Mr. Navarro 
‘‘regarding those subjects,’’ or with respect 
to ‘‘any documents [he] may possess that 
bear on them.’’ Further, the letter stated: 
‘‘For the same reasons underlying his deci-
sion on executive privilege, President Biden 
has determined that he will not assert im-
munity to preclude [Mr. Navarro] from testi-
fying before the Select Committee.’’17 

On March 1, 2022, Select Committee staff 
sent another email to Mr. Navarro about his 
appearance for testimony as required by the 
subpoena. Once again, Select Committee 
staff reminded Mr. Navarro that ‘‘there are 
topics that the Select Committee believes it 
can discuss with [him] without raising any 
executive privilege concerns at all, includ-
ing, but not limited to, questions related to 
[his] public three-part report about pur-
ported fraud in the November 2020 election 
and the plan [he] described in [his] book 
called the ‘Green Bay Sweep.’ ’’18 Select 
Committee staff told Mr. Navarro, again, 
that if there were any ‘‘specific questions 
that raise[d] executive privilege concerns, 
[he could] assert [his] objections on the 
record and on a question-by-question 
basis.’’19 Select Committee staff also pro-
vided Mr. Navarro with information regard-
ing the time and location of his deposition. 

Mr. Navarro did not respond to the March 
1st email from Select Committee staff. He 
has failed to produce documents or appear 
for his scheduled deposition by the deadlines 
in the February 9, 2022, subpoena.20 

Rather than appear for his deposition or 
respond directly to the Select Committee, 
Mr. Navarro issued a public statement re-
garding his deposition.21 Mr. Navarro pre-
dicted that his interactions with the Select 
Committee would be judged by the ‘‘Supreme 
Court, where this case is headed[.]’’22 Mr. 
Navarro, however, never filed any case seek-
ing relief from his responsibilities to comply 
with the Select Committee’s subpoena. 

In United States v. Bryan (1950), the Su-
preme Court emphasized that the subpoena 
power is a ‘‘public duty, which every person 
within the jurisdiction of the Government is 
bound to perform when properly sum-
moned.’’23 The Court recently reinforced this 
clear obligation by stating that ‘‘[w]hen Con-
gress seeks information needed for intel-
ligent legislative action, it unquestionably 
remains the duty of all citizens to cooper-
ate.’’24 

The contempt of Congress statute, 2 U.S.C. 
§ 192, makes clear that a witness summoned 
before Congress must appear or be ‘‘deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor’’ punishable by a 
fine of up to $100,000 and imprisonment for 
up to 1 year.25 Mr. Navarro’s refusal to com-
ply with the Select Committee’s subpoena in 
any way represents willful default under the 
law and warrants referral to the United 
States Attorney for the District of Columbia 
for prosecution for contempt of Congress as 
prescribed by law. 

DANIEL SCAVINO, JR. 
According to many published reports, Dan-

iel Scavino, Jr., a long-time employee of 
former-President Trump, was responsible for 
social media and communications strategy 
for the former President, including with re-
spect to the Trump Campaign’s post-election 
efforts to challenge the 2020 election results. 
Mr. Scavino worked with Mr. Trump as part 

of the then-President’s campaign to reverse 
the election results. This campaign included, 
among other things, spreading false informa-
tion via social media regarding alleged elec-
tion fraud and recruiting a crowd to Wash-
ington for the events of January 6th. Mr. 
Scavino reportedly attended several meet-
ings with then-President Trump in which 
challenges to the election were discussed. 
Mr. Scavino also tracked social media on be-
half of former-President Trump, and he did 
so at a time when sites reportedly frequented 
by Mr. Scavino suggested the possibility of 
violence on January 6th. The Select Com-
mittee therefore has reason to believe that 
Mr. Scavino may have had advance warning 
about the potential for violence on January 
6th. 

Mr. Scavino did not only work as a White 
House official. He separately promoted ac-
tivities designed to advance Mr. Trump’s 
success as a Presidential candidate. He con-
tinued to do so after the 2020 election, pro-
moting activities designed to reverse the 
outcome of a lost election. 

Mr. Scavino’s public statements and re-
ported conduct make clear the relevance of 
his testimony and documents for the Select 
Committee’s investigation. 

On October 6, 2021,26 Chairman THOMPSON 
signed a subpoena for documents and testi-
mony and transmitted it along with a cover 
letter and schedule to Mr. Scavino.27 On Oc-
tober 8, 2021, U.S. Marshals served this sub-
poena at Mar-a-Lago, Mr. Scavino’s reported 
place of employment, to Ms. Susan Wiles, 
who represented herself as chief of staff to 
former-President Trump and as authorized 
to accept service on Mr. Scavino’s behalf.28 
The subpoena required that Mr. Scavino 
produce responsive documents not later than 
October 21, 2021, and that Mr. Scavino appear 
for a deposition on October 28, 2021. Subse-
quent communications between counsel for 
Mr. Scavino and Chairman THOMPSON, how-
ever, did not result in Mr. Scavino’s agree-
ment to appear for testimony or produce 
documents. 

Attempting to reach an accommodation 
with Mr. Scavino, Chairman THOMPSON 
granted multiple extensions for the deposi-
tion and production of documents: 

∑ Per Mr. Scavino’s request for an exten-
sion, the Chairman deferred the document 
production deadline to October 28, 2021, and 
the deposition to November 4, 2021.29 

∑ Per Mr. Scavino’s request for an exten-
sion, the Chairman again deferred the docu-
ment production deadline to November 4, 
2021, and the deposition to November 12, 
2021.30 

∑ Per Mr. Scavino’s request for an exten-
sion, the Chairman deferred the document 
production deadline to November 5, 2021.31 

∑ Per Mr. Scavino’s request for an exten-
sion, the Chairman deferred the document 
production deadline to November 15, 2021, 
and the deposition to November 19, 2021.32 

∑ The Chairman extended the document 
production deadline to November 29, 2021, 
and the deposition to December 1, 2021.33 

∑ Following the U.S. Supreme Court’s de-
nial of a stay in Trump v. Thompson, the 
Chairman offered Mr. Scavino an additional 
opportunity to indicate his intent to cooper-
ate with the investigation and comply with 
the subpoena by February 8, 2022.34 

Despite all these extensions, to date, Mr. 
Scavino has not produced a single document, 
nor has he appeared for testimony. 

On March 15, 2022, the White House Coun-
sel’s Office issued a letter to Mr. Scavino’s 
attorney regarding the Select Committee’s 
subpoena. That letter stated, ‘‘President 
Biden has determined that an assertion of 
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executive privilege is not in the national in-
terest, and therefore is not justified, with re-
spect to particular subjects within the pur-
view of the Select Committee.’’35 Further, 
‘‘President Biden accordingly has decided 
not to assert executive privilege as to Mr. 
Scavino’s testimony regarding those sub-
jects, or any documents he may possess that 
bear on them. For the same reasons under-
lying his decision on executive privilege, 
President Biden has determined that he will 
not assert immunity to preclude [Mr. 
Scavino] from testifying before the Select 
Committee.’’36 

In United States v. Bryan (1950), the Su-
preme Court emphasized that the subpoena 
power is a ‘‘public duty, which every person 
within the jurisdiction of the Government is 
bound to perform when properly sum-
moned.’’37 The Court recently reinforced this 
clear obligation by stating that ‘‘[w]hen Con-
gress seeks information needed for intel-
ligent legislative action, it unquestionably 
remains the duty of all citizens to cooper-
ate.’’38 

The contempt of Congress statute, 2 U.S.C. 
§ 192, makes clear that a witness summoned 
before Congress must appear or be ‘‘deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor’’ punishable by a 
fine of up to $100,000 and imprisonment for 
up to 1 year.39 Mr. Scavino’s refusal to com-
ply with the Select Committee’s subpoena in 
any way represents willful default under the 
law and warrants referral to the United 
States Attorney for the District of Columbia 
for prosecution for contempt of Congress as 
prescribed by law. 

BACKGROUND ON THE SELECT COMMITTEE’S 
INVESTIGATION 

House Resolution 503 provides that the 
enumerated purposes of the Select Com-
mittee include investigating and reporting 
upon the ‘‘facts, circumstances, and causes 
relating to the January 6, 2021, domestic ter-
rorist attack upon the United States Capitol 
Complex . . . and relating to the interference 
with the peaceful transfer of power.’’40 As 
part of this charge, the Select Committee is 
examining the ‘‘influencing factors that fo-
mented such an attack on American rep-
resentative democracy.’’41 

The Supreme Court has long held that Con-
gress has a constitutional duty to conduct 
oversight. ‘‘The power of the Congress to 
conduct investigations is inherent in the leg-
islative process,’’42 and the capacity to en-
force said investigatory power ‘‘is an essen-
tial and appropriate auxiliary to the legisla-
tive function.’’43 ‘‘Absent such a power, a 
legislative body could not ‘wisely or effec-
tively’ evaluate those conditions ‘which the 
legislation is intended to affect or 
change.’ ’’44 

The oversight powers of House and Senate 
committees are also codified in legislation. 
For example, the Legislative Reorganization 
Act of 1946 directed committees to ‘‘exercise 
continuous watchfulness’’ over the executive 
branch’s implementation of programs within 
its jurisdictions,45 and the Legislative Reor-
ganization Act of 1970 authorized committees 
to ‘‘review and study, on a continuing basis, 
the application, administration, and execu-
tion’’ of laws.46 

The Select Committee was properly con-
stituted under section 2(a) of House Resolu-
tion 503, 117th Congress. As required by that 
resolution, Members of the Select Com-
mittee were selected by the Speaker, after 
‘‘consultation with the minority leader.’’47 A 
bipartisan selection of Members was ap-
pointed pursuant to House Resolution 503 on 
July 1, 2021, and July 26, 2021.48 

Pursuant to House rule XI and House Reso-
lution 503, the Select Committee is author-
ized ‘‘to require, by subpoena or otherwise, 
the attendance and testimony of such wit-

nesses and the production of books, records, 
correspondence, memoranda, papers, and 
documents as it considers necessary.’’49 Fur-
ther, section 5(c)(4) of House Resolution 503 
provides that the Chairman of the Select 
Committee may ‘‘authorize and issue sub-
poenas pursuant to clause 2(m) of rule XI in 
the investigation and study’’ conducted pur-
suant to the enumerated purposes and func-
tions of the Select Committee. The Select 
Committee’s authorizing resolution further 
states that the Chairman ‘‘may order the 
taking of depositions, including pursuant to 
subpoena, by a Member or counsel of the Se-
lect Committee, in the same manner as a 
standing committee pursuant to section 
3(b)(1) of House Resolution 8, One Hundred 
Seventeenth Congress.’’50 

PETER K. NAVARRO 
A. The Select Committee seeks information from 

Mr. Navarro central to its investigative pur-
poses. 

The Select Committee seeks information 
from Mr. Navarro central to its investigative 
responsibilities delegated to it by the House 
of Representatives. This includes the obliga-
tion to investigate and report on the facts, 
circumstances, and causes of the attack on 
January 6, 2021, and on the facts, cir-
cumstances, and causes ‘‘relating to the in-
terference with the peaceful transfer of 
power.’’51 

The events of January 6, 2021, involved 
both a physical assault on the Capitol build-
ing and law enforcement personnel pro-
tecting it and an attack on the constitu-
tional process central to the peaceful trans-
fer of power following a Presidential elec-
tion. The counting of electoral college votes 
by Congress is a component of that transfer 
of power that occurs every January 6th fol-
lowing a Presidential election. This event is 
part of a complex process, mediated through 
the free and fair elections held in jurisdic-
tions throughout the country, and through 
the statutory and constitutional processes 
set up to confirm and validate the results. In 
the case of the 2020 Presidential election, the 
January 6th electoral college vote count oc-
curred following a series of efforts in the pre-
ceding weeks by Mr. Trump and his sup-
porters to challenge the legitimacy of, dis-
rupt, delay, and overturn the election re-
sults. 

According to eyewitness accounts as well 
as the statements of participants in the at-
tack on January 6, 2021, a purpose of the as-
sault was to stop the process of validating 
what then-President Trump, his supporters, 
and his allies had falsely characterized as a 
‘‘stolen’’ or ‘‘fraudulent’’ election. The 
claims regarding the 2020 election results 
were advanced and amplified in the weeks 
leading up to the January 6th assault, even 
after courts across the country had resound-
ingly rejected lawsuits claiming election 
fraud and misconduct, and after all States 
had certified the election results. As part of 
this effort, Mr. Trump and his associates 
spread false information about, and cast 
doubts on, the elections in Arizona, Pennsyl-
vania, Michigan, and Georgia, among other 
States, and pressed Federal, State, and local 
officials to use their authorities to challenge 
the election results. 

To fulfill its investigative responsibilities, 
the Select Committee needs to understand 
the events and communications in which Mr. 
Navarro reportedly participated or that he 
observed. He has publicly acknowledged 
playing a role in devising a post-election 
strategy to change the outcome of the elec-
tion and promoting claims of election fraud 
intended to further that strategy. These ac-
tions were outside his official governmental 
duties at the time. 

As Assistant to the President and Director 
of Trade and Manufacturing Policy, Mr. 

Navarro’s role in government was to assist 
the President in formulating and imple-
menting trade policy. Former-President 
Trump created Mr. Navarro’s position by 
Presidential Executive Order No. 13797 in 
2017.52 The mission of the office that Mr. 
Navarro led was to ‘‘defend and serve Amer-
ican workers and domestic manufacturers 
while advising the President on policies to 
increase economic growth, decrease the 
trade deficit, and strengthen the United 
States manufacturing and defense industrial 
bases.’’53 Additionally, the office’s respon-
sibilities included: ‘‘(a) advis[ing] the Presi-
dent on innovative strategies and 
promot[ing] trade policies consistent with 
the President’s stated goals; (b) serv[ing] as 
a liaison between the White House and the 
Department of Commerce and undertak[ing] 
trade-related special projects as requested by 
the President; and (c) help[ing to] improve 
the performance of the executive branch’s 
domestic procurement and hiring policies, 
including through the implementation of the 
policies described in Executive Order 13788 of 
April 18, 2017 (Buy American and Hire Amer-
ican).’’54 In March 2020, President Trump also 
signed Executive Order No. 13911, which 
named Mr. Navarro as the National Defense 
Production Act Policy Coordinator, which 
gave the Office of Trade and Manufacturing 
Policy authority to address potential short-
falls in pandemic-related resources such as 
ventilators and personal protective equip-
ment.55 

The Select Committee does not seek docu-
ments or testimony from Mr. Navarro re-
lated to his official duties as a Federal offi-
cial. None of the official responsibilities of 
Mr. Navarro’s positions included advising 
President Trump about the 2020 Presidential 
election or the roles and responsibilities of 
Congress and the Vice President during the 
January 6, 2021, joint session of Congress. 
Nor did those official duties involve re-
searching or promoting claims of election 
fraud. Nevertheless, after the 2020 Presi-
dential election, Mr. Navarro became in-
volved in efforts to convince the public that 
widespread fraud had affected the election. 
Federal law did not allow Mr. Navarro to use 
his official office to attempt to affect the 
outcome of an election.56 When Mr. Navarro 
engaged in these activities, and other activi-
ties described below, he was acting outside 
the scope of his official duties. 

In December 2020, Mr. Navarro released a 
three-part report on purported fraud in the 
election on his personal website. The chap-
ters of the report, titled ‘‘Volume One: The 
Immaculate Deception,’’ ‘‘Volume Two: The 
Art of the Steal,’’ and ‘‘Volume Three: Yes, 
President Trump Won’’ (collectively, ‘‘The 
Navarro Report’’), discuss, among other 
things, disproven claims of alleged voter 
fraud and cite to sources such as Stephen 
Bannon’s ‘‘War Room: Pandemic’’ podcasts 
and unsupported allegations from cases 
around the country that courts dismissed.57 
In a press call on December 17, 2020, to an-
nounce his report, Mr. Navarro acknowl-
edged that he wrote the report ‘‘as a private 
citizen’’ and, in doing so, wanted to address 
what he called ‘‘outright fraud’’ in the 2020 
Presidential election.58 

The Select Committee’s investigation has 
revealed that ‘‘The Navarro Report’’ was 
shared, in whole or in part, by individuals 
who made public claims about purported 
fraud in the election, including Professor 
John Eastman and then-White House Chief 
of Staff Mark Meadows.59 Notably, then- 
President Trump included a link to volume 
one of ‘‘The Navarro Report’’ in the same 
tweet in which he first announced that he 
would speak at a rally in Washington on 
January 6, 2021.60 Mr. Navarro has claimed 
that Mr. Trump ‘‘himself had distributed 
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Volume One of the report to every member 
of the House and Senate’’ before January 6, 
2021.61 Specific allegations contained in ‘‘The 
Navarro Report’’ were also used as justifica-
tion in attempts to convince State legisla-
tors to de-certify their State’s popular vote 
and appoint Trump-Pence electoral college 
electors.62 And, the report was cited in liti-
gation that, if successful, would have re-
sulted in a declaration that the Vice Presi-
dent alone could decide which electoral col-
lege votes to count during the January 6, 
2021, joint session of Congress.63 

Mr. Navarro also reportedly worked with 
members of the Trump Campaign’s legal 
team to directly encourage State legislators 
to overturn the results of the 2020 election. 
On January 2, 2021, Mr. Navarro joined a call 
with Phill Kline, Rudy Giuliani, Professor 
John Eastman, John Lott, Jr., then-Presi-
dent Trump, and hundreds of State legisla-
tors. During the call, Mr. Navarro discussed 
his report on voter fraud and told the State 
legislators: ‘‘Your job, I believe, is to take 
action, action, action . . . The situation is 
dire.’’64 In that same call, Mr. Trump told 
the State legislators that they were the best 
chance to change the certified results of the 
Presidential election in certain States be-
cause ‘‘[y]ou are the real power . . . [y]ou’re 
more important than the courts. You’re 
more important than anything because the 
courts keep referring to you, and you’re the 
ones that are going to make the decision.’’65 

In the days leading up to January 6, 2021, 
according to evidence obtained by the Select 
Committee, Mr. Navarro also encouraged 
Mark Meadows (and possibly others) to call 
Roger Stone to discuss January 6th.66 When 
Roger Stone appeared to testify before the 
Select Committee and was asked questions 
about the events of January 6th, he repeat-
edly invoked his Fifth Amendment right 
against self-incrimination. 

Mr. Navarro wrote about ‘‘The Navarro Re-
port’’ and his efforts to change the outcome 
of the 2020 election in his recently published 
book, In Trump Time.67 In his book, Mr. 
Navarro described actions he took to affect 
the outcome of the election, including en-
couraging President Trump in early-Novem-
ber 2020 not to announce that he would seek 
election in 2024 because doing so would ac-
knowledge that he had actually lost the 2020 
Presidential election.68 Mr. Navarro also 
wrote that he called Attorney General Wil-
liam P. Barr to ask that the Department of 
Justice intervene and support President 
Trump’s legal efforts to challenge the results 
of the 2020 election, which Attorney General 
Barr refused to do.69 Mr. Navarro also wrote 
in his book that he kept a journal of post- 
election activities like those described 
above.70 

Mr. Navarro also claimed credit for con-
cocting a plan with Stephen Bannon to over-
turn the election results in various States 
dubbed the ‘‘Green Bay Sweep.’’71 In his 
book, Mr. Navarro described the ‘‘Green Bay 
Sweep’’ as ‘‘our last, best chance to snatch a 
stolen election,’’ and ‘‘keep President Trump 
in the White House for a second term.’’72 The 
plan was to encourage Vice President Mi-
chael R. Pence, as President of the Senate, 
to delay certification of the electoral college 
votes during the January 6th joint session of 
Congress and send the election back to the 
State legislatures.73 Mr. Navarro’s theory is 
similar to the theory that Professor John 
Eastman advocated before January 6th, and 
that President Trump explicitly encouraged 
during his speech on the Ellipse on January 
6th.74 On January 6th, the day to implement 
the ‘‘Green Bay Sweep,’’ Mr. Navarro had 
multiple calls with Mr. Bannon, including 
during and after the attack on the U.S. Cap-
itol.75 Mr. Navarro has stated that he be-
lieved his strategy ‘‘started flawlessly’’ but 

was thwarted when ‘‘two things went awry: 
[Vice President] Pence’s betrayal, and, of 
course, the violence that erupted on Capitol 
Hill, which provided [Vice President] Pence, 
[and Congressional leaders] an excuse to 
abort the Green Bay sweep.’’76 

This information demonstrates Mr. 
Navarro’s clear relevance to the Select Com-
mittee’s investigation and provides the foun-
dation for its subpoena for Mr. Navarro’s tes-
timony and document production. Congress, 
through the Select Committee, is entitled to 
discover facts concerning what led to the at-
tack on the U.S. Capitol on January 6th, as 
well as White House officials’ actions and 
communications during and after the attack. 
B. Mr. Navarro has refused to comply with the 

Select Committee’s subpoena for testimony 
and documents. 

On February 9, 2022, Chairman THOMPSON 
signed and issued a subpoena, cover letter, 
and schedule to Mr. Navarro ordering the 
production of both documents and testimony 
relevant to the Select Committee’s inves-
tigation into ‘‘important activities that led 
to and informed the events at the Capitol on 
January 6, 2021.’’77 Chairman THOMPSON’s let-
ter identified public reports describing Mr. 
Navarro’s activities and past statements, 
documenting some of the public information 
that gave the Select Committee reason to 
believe Mr. Navarro possesses information 
about matters within the scope of the Select 
Committee’s inquiry. 

The accompanying letter set forth a sched-
ule specifying categories of related docu-
ments sought by the Select Committee on 
topics including, but not limited to: 

∑ communications, documents, and infor-
mation that are evidence of the claims of 
purported fraud in the three-volume 
‘‘Navarro Report’’; 

∑ documents and communications related 
to plans, efforts, or discussions regarding 
challenging, decertifying, delaying the cer-
tification of, overturning, or contesting the 
results of the 2020 election; and 

∑ communications with Stephen Bannon, 
Members of Congress, State and local offi-
cials, other White House employees, or rep-
resentatives of the Trump reelection cam-
paign about election fraud and delaying or 
preventing the certification of 2020 Presi-
dential election. 

The subpoena required Mr. Navarro to 
produce the requested documents to the Se-
lect Committee on February 23, 2022, at 10 
a.m. and required Mr. Navarro’s presence for 
the taking of testimony on March 2, 2022, at 
10 a.m.78 

As described above, Mr. Navarro had a 
brief exchange with Select Committee staff 
after accepting service of the subpoena and 
also made public comments indicating that 
he would not appear or provide documents as 
required by the subpoena. Indeed, Mr. 
Navarro failed to produce any documents by 
the February 23, 2022, deadline, and did not 
appear for his deposition on March 2, 2022.79 
In his public and non-public communications 
with the Select Committee, Mr. Navarro 
vaguely referred to ‘‘[e]xecutive [p]rivilege,’’ 
with no further explanation, as his only rea-
son for failing to comply with the Select 
Committee’s subpoena. 
C. Mr. Navarro’s purported basis for non-com-

pliance is wholly without merit. 
Congress has the power to compel wit-

nesses to testify and produce documents.80 
An individual—whether a member of the 
public or an executive branch official—has a 
legal (and patriotic) obligation to comply 
with a duly issued and valid congressional 
subpoena, unless a valid and overriding privi-
lege or other legal justification permits non- 
compliance.81 In United States v. Bryan, the 
Supreme Court stated: 

A subpoena has never been treated as an 
invitation to a game of hare and hounds, in 
which the witness must testify only if cor-
nered at the end of the chase. If that were 
the case, then, indeed, the great power of 
testimonial compulsion, so necessary to the 
effective functioning of courts and legisla-
tures, would be a nullity. We have often 
iterated the importance of this public duty, 
which every person within the jurisdiction of 
the Government is bound to perform when 
properly summoned.82 

As more fully described below, the Select 
Committee sought testimony from Mr. 
Navarro on topics and interactions as to 
which there can be no conceivable privilege 
claim. Mr. Navarro has refused to testify in 
response to the subpoena ostensibly based on 
a blanket assertion of executive privilege 
purportedly asserted by former-President 
Trump. The Supreme Court has recognized 
an implied constitutional privilege pro-
tecting Presidential communications.83 
Under certain circumstances, executive 
privilege may be invoked to bar congres-
sional inquiry into communications covered 
by the privilege. However, the Court has held 
that the privilege is qualified, not absolute, 
and that it is limited to communications 
made ‘‘in performance of [a President’s] re-
sponsibilities of his office and made in the 
process of shaping policies and making deci-
sions.’’84 The U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
D.C. Circuit has already assessed generalized 
privilege assertions by Mr. Trump in relation 
to information sought by the Select Com-
mittee and purportedly protected by execu-
tive privilege. That court concluded that 
‘‘the profound interests in disclosure ad-
vanced by President Biden and the January 
6th Committee far exceed [Donald Trump’s] 
generalized concerns for Executive Branch 
confidentiality.’’85 Executive privilege has 
not been properly invoked with respect to 
Mr. Navarro, is not applicable to the testi-
mony and documents sought by the Select 
Committee, and does not justify Mr. 
Navarro’s refusal to appear in any event. 

1. President Biden decided not to invoke exec-
utive privilege to prevent testimony by Mr. 
Navarro, and Mr. Trump has not invoked 
executive privilege with respect to Mr. 
Navarro. 

In his February 9, 2022, email to the Select 
Committee before receiving the subpoena and 
reviewing the documents sought by the Se-
lect Committee, Mr. Navarro cryptically 
claimed, ‘‘[e]xecutive [p]rivilege,’’ but of-
fered no reason why executive privilege 
would shield from disclosure to the Select 
Committee all of Mr. Navarro’s testimony or 
the documents in Mr. Navarro’s personal 
custody and control.86 Moreover, Mr. 
Navarro has put forward no evidence to sup-
port a valid assertion of executive privilege. 

President Biden provided his considered 
determination that invoking executive privi-
lege, and asserting immunity, to prevent Mr. 
Navarro’s testimony and document produc-
tion would not be ‘‘in the national interest, 
and therefore is not justified, with respect to 
particular subjects within the purview of the 
Select Committee.’’87 Mr. Navarro has also 
offered no evidence that former-President 
Trump has asserted executive privilege, and 
the Select Committee has had no commu-
nications with the former President regard-
ing Mr. Navarro. Without an assertion of ex-
ecutive privilege by Mr. Trump to the Select 
Committee, and with the considered deter-
mination of the current President not to as-
sert any immunity or executive privilege, 
Mr. Navarro cannot establish the 
foundational element of a claim of executive 
privilege: an invocation of the privilege by 
the executive. 

In United States v. Reynolds, 345 U.S. 1, 7–8 
(1953), the Supreme Court held that execu-
tive privilege: 
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[B]elongs to the Government and must be 

asserted by it; it can neither be claimed nor 
waived by a private party. It is not to be 
lightly invoked. There must a formal claim 
of privilege, lodged by the head of the de-
partment which has control over the matter, 
after actual personal consideration by that 
officer.88 

Here, President Biden has decided not to 
assert executive privilege. But even if this 
formal determination by the President as 
the head of the executive branch was not 
enough to stop the valid assertion of execu-
tive privilege (and it was with respect to Mr. 
Navarro), Mr. Navarro’s assertion cannot be 
valid because the Select Committee has not 
been provided with any invocation of execu-
tive privilege—whether formal or informal— 
by the former President.89 In any event, Mr. 
Navarro’s second-hand, categorical assertion 
of privilege, without any description of the 
specific documents or specific testimony 
over which privilege is claimed, is insuffi-
cient to activate a claim of executive privi-
lege. 

2. Even if Mr. Trump had actually invoked 
executive privilege, the privilege would 
not bar the Select Committee from law-
fully obtaining the documents and testi-
mony it seeks from Mr. Navarro. 

The law is clear that executive privilege 
does not extend to discussions relating to 
non-governmental business or among private 
citizens.90 In In re Sealed Case (Espy), 121 F.3d 
729, 752 (D.C. Cir. 1997), the court explained 
that the Presidential communications privi-
lege covers ‘‘communications authored or so-
licited and received by those members of an 
immediate White House adviser’s staff who 
have broad and significant responsibility for 
investigating and formulating the advice to 
be given the President on the particular 
matter to which the communications re-
late.’’ The court stressed that the privilege 
only applies to communications intended to 
advise the President ‘‘on official government 
matters.’’91 

The Select Committee does not seek infor-
mation from Mr. Navarro on trade policy or 
other official decision-making within his 
sphere of official responsibility. Rather, as 
noted above, the Select Committee seeks in-
formation from Mr. Navarro on a range of 
subjects unrelated to his or the President’s 
official duties or related to his communica-
tions with people outside government about 
matters outside the scope of Mr. Navarro’s 
official duties. These include the following 
topics: 

∑ Mr. Navarro’s interactions with private 
citizens, Members of Congress, or others out-
side the White House related to the 2020 elec-
tion or efforts to overturn its results, includ-
ing matters related to the ‘‘Green Bay 
Sweep’’ strategy for changing the election 
results that Mr. Navarro developed with Ste-
phen Bannon, who was not a White House 
employee during the relevant period; 

∑ the reports, and purported factual sup-
port for the reports, that Mr. Navarro him-
self acknowledged he prepared in his capac-
ity ‘‘as a private citizen’’; 

∑ the connections, involvement, and plan-
ning for January 6th events by Mr. Navarro, 
Roger Stone, and other individuals who have 
refused to provide testimony to the Select 
Committee; and 

∑ subjects covered by the book that he 
wrote and publicly released, such as private 
calls he made to Attorney General Barr to 
‘‘plead [the] case’’ for the Department of 
Justice to take action related to purported 
election fraud,92 his calls and meetings with 
Rudy Giuliani and others associated with the 
Trump reelection campaign,93 and his experi-
ence in Washington, DC, and around The Na-
tional Mall on January 6, 2021.94 

There is no conceivable claim of executive 
privilege over documents and testimony re-
lated to those topics. 

Moreover, any claim of executive privilege 
and the need to maintain confidentiality is 
severely undermined, if not entirely vitiated, 
by Mr. Navarro’s extensive public disclosure 
of his communications with the former 
President, including on issues directly impli-
cated by the Select Committee’s subpoena. 
Mr. Navarro’s recently published book de-
scribed his efforts to overturn the 2020 elec-
tion and several meetings with then-Presi-
dent Trump about those efforts. The day 
after he was served with the Select Com-
mittee subpoena, Mr. Navarro appeared on 
national television to discuss the subpoena 
and his efforts to overturn the 2020 election. 
Mr. Navarro’s public disclosures relating to 
the very subjects of interest to the Select 
Committee foreclose a claim of executive 
privilege with respect to those disclosures.95 

Even with respect to Select Committee in-
quiries that involve Mr. Navarro’s direct 
communications with Mr. Trump, executive 
privilege does not bar Select Committee ac-
cess to that information. Only communica-
tions that relate to official Government 
business can be covered by the Presidential 
communications privilege.96 Based on his 
role as Director of Trade and Manufacturing 
Policy, Mr. Navarro may have had ‘‘broad 
and significant responsibility for inves-
tigating and formulating . . . advice to be 
given the President’’ on manufacturing or 
trade matters, in which case communica-
tions with the President related to those 
‘‘particular matters’’ might be within execu-
tive privilege.97 However, communications 
on matters unrelated to official Government 
business—and outside the scope of Mr. 
Navarro’s official duties—would not be privi-
leged.98 Indeed, the Select Committee did not 
intend to seek any information related to 
Mr. Navarro’s role as Director of Trade and 
Manufacturing Policy, and instead was con-
cerned exclusively with obtaining informa-
tion about events in which Mr. Navarro par-
ticipated or witnessed in his private, unoffi-
cial capacity. 

Moreover, even with respect to any sub-
jects of concern that arguably involve offi-
cial Presidential communications about offi-
cial Government business, the Select Com-
mittee’s need for this information to inves-
tigate the facts and circumstances sur-
rounding the January 6th assault on the U.S. 
Capitol and the Nation’s democratic institu-
tions far outweighs any generalized execu-
tive branch interest in maintaining con-
fidentiality at this point. The U.S. Court of 
Appeals has recognized this in circumstances 
when Mr. Trump has formally asserted exec-
utive privilege (unlike with Mr. Navarro),99 
and the incumbent President has concluded 
that ‘‘an assertion of executive privilege is 
not in the national interest, and therefore is 
not justified, with respect to particular sub-
jects within the purview of the Select Com-
mittee . . . [including] efforts to alter elec-
tion results or obstruct the transfer of 
power.’’100 

3. Mr. Navarro is not immune from testifying 
or producing documents in response to the 
subpoena. 

Finally, even if executive privilege may 
apply to some aspect of Mr. Navarro’s testi-
mony, he, like other witnesses, was required 
to produce a privilege log with respect to 
any withheld documents noting any applica-
ble privileges with specificity, and to appear 
before the Select Committee for his deposi-
tion to answer any questions concerning 
non-privileged information and assert any 
applicable privileges on a question-by-ques-
tion basis. He did none of those things. Al-
though he has not actually claimed that he 

is immune from testifying or producing doc-
uments to Congress, such a claim would not 
prevent Mr. Navarro’s cooperation with the 
Select Committee on the subjects described 
in this Report. 

As explained, President Biden has deter-
mined that it is not in the national interest 
to assert immunity that Mr. Navarro could 
claim would prevent testimony before the 
Select Committee. And neither former-Presi-
dent Trump nor Mr. Navarro have asserted 
any claim of testimonial immunity to pre-
vent Mr. Navarro from testifying in a deposi-
tion with the Select Committee. President 
Biden, on the other hand, affirmatively de-
cided not to assert such immunity. In any 
event, all courts that have reviewed pur-
ported immunity have been clear: even sen-
ior White House aides who advise the Presi-
dent on official Government business are not 
immune from compelled congressional proc-
ess.101 

The general theory that a current or 
former White House senior advisor may be 
immune from testifying before Congress is 
based entirely on internal memoranda from 
the Department of Justice’s Office of Legal 
Counsel (‘‘OLC’’) that courts, in relevant 
parts, have uniformly rejected.102 But even 
those internal memoranda do not claim such 
immunity from testimony for circumstances 
like those now facing Mr. Navarro. Those in-
ternal memoranda do not address a situation 
in which the incumbent President has de-
cided to not assert immunity. And by their 
own terms, the OLC opinions apply only to 
testimony ‘‘about [a senior official’s] official 
duties,’’ not testimony about unofficial ac-
tions or private conduct.103 Indeed, in OLC 
opinions dating back to, at least, the 1970s, 
OLC has qualified its own position by advo-
cating for the testimonial immunity of cer-
tain White House advisors before Congress 
‘‘unless [Congress’s] inquiry is related to their 
private conduct.’’104 As described in this Re-
port, the Select Committee seeks testimony 
from Mr. Navarro about, among other 
things, the ‘‘Green Bay Sweep’’ plan he de-
veloped to overturn the election and his cre-
ation and publication of ‘‘The Navarro Re-
port,’’ conduct that was not part of his offi-
cial duties and that he admittedly engaged 
in ‘‘as a private citizen.’’ Mr. Navarro is not 
immune from testifying before the Select 
Committee. 

Moreover, there is not, nor has there ever 
been, any purported immunity for senior 
White House advisors from producing non- 
privileged documents to Congress when re-
quired by subpoena to do so. Mr. Navarro did 
not produce any documents, and there is no 
theory of immunity that justifies his whole-
sale non-compliance with the Select Com-
mittee’s demand. 

For the reasons stated above, Mr. 
Navarro’s own conduct and the determina-
tion by the current executive would override 
any claim of privilege or immunity (even as-
suming Mr. Trump had invoked executive 
privilege with respect to Mr. Navarro). Fur-
thermore, Mr. Navarro has refused to appear 
and assert executive privilege on a question- 
by-question basis, making it impossible for 
the Select Committee to consider any good- 
faith executive privilege assertions. And, as 
discussed above, claims of testimonial im-
munity and executive privilege are wholly 
inapplicable to the range of subjects about 
which the Select Committee seeks Mr. 
Navarro’s testimony and that Mr. Navarro 
has seemingly acknowledged involve non- 
privileged matters. 
D. Mr. Navarro’s failure to appear or produce 

documents in response to the subpoena war-
rants holding Mr. Navarro in contempt. 

An individual who fails or refuses to com-
ply with a House subpoena may be cited for 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 07:56 Apr 07, 2022 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00048 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A06AP7.046 H06APPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4241 April 6, 2022 
contempt of Congress.105 Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 
§ 192, the willful refusal to comply with a 
congressional subpoena is punishable by a 
fine of up to $100,000 and imprisonment for 
up to 1 year. A committee may vote to seek 
a contempt citation against a recalcitrant 
witness. This action is then reported to the 
House. If a contempt resolution is adopted 
by the House, the matter is referred to a U.S. 
Attorney, who has a duty to refer the matter 
to a grand jury for an indictment.106 

In a series of email correspondence, Select 
Committee staff advised Mr. Navarro that 
his blanket and general claim of ‘‘[e]xecutive 
[p]rivilege’’ did not absolve him of his obli-
gation to produce documents and testify in a 
deposition. Select Committee staff made 
clear that it wished to obtain information 
from Mr. Navarro about topics that would 
not raise ‘‘any executive privilege concerns 
at all’’ and that Mr. Navarro could assert 
any ‘‘objections on the record and on a ques-
tion-by-question basis.’’107 Mr. Navarro’s 
failure to appear for deposition or produce 
responsive documents constitutes a willful 
failure to comply with the subpoena. 

DANIEL SCAVINO, JR. 
A. The Select Committee seeks information from 

Mr. Scavino central to its investigative pur-
poses. 

Mr. Scavino’s testimony and document 
production are critical to the Select Com-
mittee’s investigation. Mr. Scavino is 
uniquely positioned to illuminate the extent 
of knowledge and involvement of the former 
President, Members of Congress, and other 
individuals and organizations in the plan-
ning and instigation of the attack on the 
Capitol on January 6th, including whether 
and how these various parties were collabo-
rating. Information in Mr. Scavino’s posses-
sion is essential to putting other witnesses’ 
testimony and productions into appropriate 
context and to ensuring the Select Com-
mittee can fully and expeditiously complete 
its work. 

Mr. Scavino served the former President in 
various roles related to social media ac-
counts and strategy, from the 2016 Presi-
dential campaign through his service across 
the tenure of the Trump administration, in-
cluding as Deputy Chief of Staff for Commu-
nications during the time most critical to 
the Select Committee’s investigation. Mr. 
Scavino’s activities on Mr. Trump’s behalf 
went beyond the official duties of a member 
of the White House staff. Mr. Scavino ac-
tively promoted Mr. Trump’s political cam-
paign through social media. Scavino was also 
reportedly present for meetings in November 
2020 where then-President Trump consulted 
with outside advisors about ways to chal-
lenge the results of the 2020 election.108 

Further, the Select Committee has reason 
to believe that Mr. Scavino was with then- 
President Trump on January 5th and Janu-
ary 6th and was party to conversations re-
garding plans to challenge, disrupt, or im-
pede the official congressional pro-
ceedings.109 Mr. Scavino spoke with Mr. 
Trump multiple times by phone on January 
6th,110 and was present with Mr. Trump dur-
ing the period when Americans inside the 
Capitol building and across the country were 
urgently calling on Mr. Trump for help to 
halt the violence at the Capitol, but Mr. 
Trump failed to immediately take actions to 
stop it.111 

The Select Committee also has reason to 
believe that Mr. Scavino may have had ad-
vance warning of the possibility of violence 
on January 6th. Public reporting notes that 
Mr. Scavino had a history of monitoring 
websites where, in the weeks leading up to 
January 6th, users discussed potential acts 
of violence.112 Whether and when the Presi-
dent and other senior officials knew of im-

pending violence is highly relevant to the 
Select Committee’s investigation and con-
sideration of legislative recommendations. 

And again, aside from official duties—in 
which close aides to the President should as-
sist him in fulfilling his oath—Mr. Scavino 
also engaged in activities promoting the 
Trump Campaign.113 Evidence acquired by 
the Select Committee confirms the widely 
known fact that Mr. Scavino worked closely 
with former-President Trump on his social 
media messaging and likely had access to 
the credentials necessary to post on the 
President’s accounts.114 Indeed, Mr. Scavino 
frequently composed specific social media 
posts and discussed specific language with 
the former President.115 During the time 
leading up to the January 6th attack, public 
messages issued from President Trump’s so-
cial media account that the Select Com-
mittee believes had the effect of providing 
false information and enflaming passions 
about a core tenet of our constitutional de-
mocracy. Specifically: 

∑ On December 19, 2020, 1:42 a.m. ET, from 
Donald J. Trump: 

Peter Navarro releases 36-page report al-
leging election fraud ‘more than sufficient’ 
to swing victory to Trump https:// 
washex.am/3nwaBCe. A great report by 
Peter. Statistically impossible to have lost 
the 2020 Election. Big protest in D.C. on Jan-
uary 6th. Be there, will be wild!116 

∑ On December 19, 2020, 9:41 a.m. ET, from 
Donald J. Trump: 

[Joe Biden] didn’t win the Election. He lost 
all 6 Swing States, by a lot. They then 
dumped hundreds of thousands of votes in 
each one, and got caught. Now Republican 
politicians have to fight so that their great 
victory is not stolen. Don’t be weak fools! 
https://t.co/d9Bgu8XPIj117 

∑ On December 19, 2020, 2:59 p.m. ET, from 
Donald J. Trump: 

The lie of the year is that Joe Biden won! 
Christina Bobb @OANN.118 

∑ On December 20, 2020, 12:26 a.m. ET, from 
Donald J. Trump: 

GREATEST ELECTION FRAUD IN THE 
HISTORY OF OUR COUNTRY!!!119 

∑ On December 22, 2020, 10:29 a.m. ET, from 
Donald J. Trump: 

THE DEMOCRATS DUMPED HUNDREDS 
OF THOUSANDS OF BALLOTS IN THE 
SWING STATES LATE IN THE EVENING. 
IT WAS A RIGGED ELECTION!!!120 

∑ On December 26, 2020, 9:00 a.m. ET, from 
Donald J. Trump: 

A young military man working in Afghani-
stan told me that elections in Afghanistan 
are far more secure and much better run 
than the USA’s 2020 Election. Ours, with its 
millions and millions of corrupt Mail-In Bal-
lots, was the election of a third world coun-
try. Fake President!121 

∑ On December 26, 2020, 8:14 a.m. ET, from 
Donald J. Trump: 

The ‘‘Justice’’ Department and the FBI 
have done nothing about the 2020 Presi-
dential Election Voter Fraud, the biggest 
SCAM in our nation’s history, despite over-
whelming evidence. They should be ashamed. 
History will remember. Never give up. See 
everyone in D.C. on January 6th.122 

∑ On December 28, 2020, 4:00 p.m. ET, from 
Donald J. Trump: 

‘‘Breaking News: In Pennsylvania there 
were 205,000 more votes than there were vot-
ers. This alone flips the state to President 
Trump.’’123 

∑ On December 30, 2020, 2:38 p.m. ET, from 
Donald J. Trump: 

The United States had more votes than it 
had people voting, by a lot. This travesty 
cannot be allowed to stand. It was a Rigged 
Election, one not even fit for third world 
countries!124 

∑ On January 4, 2021, 10:07 a.m. ET, from 
Donald J. Trump: 

How can you certify an election when the 
numbers being certified are verifiably 
WRONG. You will see the real numbers to-
night during my speech, but especially on 
JANUARY 6th. @SenTomCotton Republicans 
have pluses & minuses, but one thing is sure, 
THEY NEVER FORGET!125 

∑ On January 6, 2021, 1:00 a.m. ET, from 
Donald J. Trump: 

If Vice President @MikelPence comes 
through for us, we will win the Presidency. 
Many States want to decertify the mistake 
they made in certifying incorrect & even 
fraudulent numbers in a process NOT ap-
proved by their State Legislatures (which it 
must be). Mike can send it back!126 

∑ On January 6, 2021, 8:17 a.m. ET, from 
Donald J. Trump: 

States want to correct their votes, which 
they now know were based on irregularities 
and fraud, plus corrupt process never re-
ceived legislative approval. All Mike Pence 
has to do is send them back to the States, 
AND WE WIN. Do it Mike, this is a time for 
extreme courage!127 

∑ On January 6, 2021, 2:24 p.m. ET, from 
Donald J. Trump: 

Mike Pence didn’t have the courage to do 
what should have been done to protect our 
Country and our Constitution, giving States 
a chance to certify a corrected set of facts, 
not the fraudulent or inaccurate ones which 
they were asked to previously certify. USA 
demands the truth!128 

The Select Committee seeks to question 
Mr. Scavino, in his capacity as social media 
manager, about these and other similar com-
munications. 

Public reporting also notes that Mr. 
Scavino and his social media team had a his-
tory of monitoring websites including 
‘‘TheDonald.win,’’ an online forum fre-
quented by individuals who openly advocated 
and planned violence in the weeks leading up 
to January 6th.129 In the summer of 2016, 
former-President Trump himself engaged in 
a written question-and-answer session on a 
precursor to TheDonald.win called ‘‘/r/ 
ThelDonald,’’ which was a subreddit (a 
forum on the website Reddit.com) at the 
time.130 The online Reddit community, which 
had upward of 790,000 users, was banned by 
Reddit in mid-2020,131 after which it migrated 
to another online forum located at 
TheDonald.win.132 

Mr. Scavino reportedly amplified content 
from this community, while his social media 
team also interacted with the site’s users. 
During the 2016 Presidential campaign, ‘‘a 
team in the war room at Trump Tower was 
monitoring social media trends, including 
[/r/ThelDonald] subreddit . . . and privately 
communicating with the most active users 
to seed new trends.’’133 Trump ‘‘campaign 
staffers monitored Twitter and [/r/ 
ThelDonald] subreddit, and pushed any 
promising trends up to social media director 
Dan Scavino, who might give them a boost 
with a tweet.’’134 In 2017, former-President 
Trump tweeted a video of himself attacking 
CNN.135 The video had appeared on /r/ 
ThelDonald 4 days earlier.136 In 2019, Politico 
reported that Mr. Scavino ‘‘regularly mon-
itors Reddit, with a particular focus on the 
pro-Trump /r/ThelDonald channel.’’137 
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On December 19, 2020, the same day Mr. 

Trump tweeted ‘‘Big protest in D.C. on Janu-
ary 6th . . . Be there, will be wild!,’’ users on 
posts on TheDonald.win, began sharing ‘‘spe-
cific techniques, tactics, and procedures for 
the assault on the Capitol.’’138 The ‘‘ensuing 
weeks of communications on the site in-
cluded information on how to use a flagpole 
as a weapon, how to smuggle firearms into 
DC, measurements for a guillotine, and maps 
of the tunnel systems under the Capitol 
building.’’139 On January 5, 2021, a user on 
TheDonald.win encouraged Mr. Trump’s sup-
porters to ‘‘be prepared to secure the capitol 
building,’’ claiming that ‘‘there will be plen-
ty of ex military to guide you.’’140 

Multiple other posts on TheDonald.win 
made it clear that the U.S. Capitol was a tar-
get, with one poster writing that people 
should bring ‘‘handcuffs and zip ties to DC’’ 
so they could enact ‘‘citizen’s arrests’’ of 
those officials who certified the election’s re-
sults.141 Another post on TheDonald.win was 
headlined ‘‘most important map for January 
6th. Form a TRUE LINE around the Capitol 
and the tunnels.’’142 That ‘‘post included a 
detailed schematic of Capitol Hill with the 
tunnels surrounding the complex high-
lighted.’’143 One thread posted on 
TheDonald.win, and pertaining to Mr. 
Trump’s December 19, 2020, tweet, reportedly 
received more than ‘‘5,900 replies and over 
24,000 upvotes.’’144 The ‘‘general consensus 
among the users’’ on these threads ‘‘was that 
Trump had essentially tweeted permission to 
disregard the law in support of him.’’145 For 
example, one user wrote, ‘‘[Trump] can’t ex-
actly openly tell you to revolt. This is the 
closest he’ll ever get.’’146 

Just weeks before the January 6, 2021, at-
tack on the U.S. Capitol, former-President 
Trump shared content on Twitter that ap-
parently originated on TheDonald.win. On 
December 19, 2020, former-President Trump 
tweeted a video titled, ‘‘FIGHT FOR 
TRUMP!- SAVE AMERICA- SAVE THE 
WORLD.’’147 The video had reportedly ap-
peared on TheDonald.win 2 days earlier.148 

Mr. Scavino also promoted the candidacy 
of Donald Trump and other political can-
didates on his own social media account. For 
example, he produced these public messages 
on Twitter: 

∑ On October 16, 2020, 8:26 p.m. ET, from 
Dan Scavino Jr.[American flag][Eagle]: 

[Alert]HAPPENING NOW!! 10/16/20-Macon, 
GA! MAGA[American flag][Eagle] [Globe 
with meridians]Vote.DonaldJTrump.com’’ 
[Four pictures of a presidential campaign 
rally]149 

∑ On November 6, 2020, 12:04 a.m. ET, from 
Dan Scavino Jr.[American flag][Eagle]: 

[Tweeting a Fox News segment, ‘‘Charges 
of Mail-In Ballot Fraud are Rampant’’]150 

∑ On December 6, 2020, 12:34 a.m. ET, from 
Dan Scavino Jr.[American flag][Eagle]: 

‘‘I am thrilled to be back in Georgia, w/ 
1,000’s of proud, hardworking American Pa-
triots! We are gathered together to ensure 
that @sendavidperdue & @KLoeffler WIN the 
most important Congressional runoff in 
American History. At stake in this election 
is control of the Senate!’’ -DJT [Video; 
https://twitter.com/i/status/ 
1335457640072310784]151 

∑ On January 2, 2021, 9:04 p.m. ET, from 
Dan Scavino Jr.[American flag][Eagle]: 

[Tweeting out a video encouraging people 
to ‘‘Be a Part of History’’ and ‘‘Join the 
March’’ on January 6th.]152 

The Select Committee has a legitimate in-
terest in seeking information from Mr. 
Scavino about his activities that were out-
side the scope of his responsibilities as a 

Federal Government official. It is beyond 
reasonable dispute that the ‘‘stolen election’’ 
narrative played a major role in motivating 
the violent attack on the Capitol. Violent ri-
oters’ social media posts, contemporaneous 
statements on video, and filings in Federal 
court provide overwhelming evidence of this. 
To take just a few examples—though there 
are many others—statements from individ-
uals charged with crimes associated with the 
January 6th attack include: 

∑ ‘‘I’m going to be there to show support 
for our president and to do my part to stop 
the steal and stand behind Trump when he 
decides to cross the rubicon.’’153 

∑ ‘‘Trump is literally calling people to DC 
in a show of force. Militias will be there and 
if there’s enough people they may fucking 
storm the buildings and take out the trash 
right there.’’154 

∑ ‘‘Trump said It’s gonna be wild!!!!!!! It’s 
gonna be wild!!!!!!! He wants us to make it 
WILD that’s what he’s saying. He called us 
all to the Capitol and wants us to make it 
wild!!! Sir Yes Sir!!! Gentlemen we are head-
ing to DC pack your shit!!’’155 

Mr. Scavino’s promotion of the January 
6th events, his reported participation in mul-
tiple conversations about challenging the 
election, and his reported presence with 
then-President Trump as the attack unfolded 
and in its aftermath make his testimony es-
sential to fully understanding the events of 
January 6th, including Presidential activi-
ties and responses that day. His two distinct 
roles—as White House official in the days 
leading up to and during the attack, and as 
a campaign social media promoter of the 
Trump ‘‘stolen election’’ narrative—provide 
independent reasons to seek his testimony 
and documents. 
B. Mr. Scavino has refused to comply with the 

Select Committee’s subpoena for testimony 
and documents. 

On September 23, 2021, Chairman THOMPSON 
signed and issued a subpoena, cover letter, 
and schedule to Mr. Scavino ordering the 
production of both documents and testimony 
relevant to the Select Committee’s inves-
tigation into ‘‘important activities that led 
to and informed the events at the Capitol on 
January 6, 2021.’’156 Chairman THOMPSON’s 
letter identified public reports describing 
Mr. Scavino’s activities and past statements, 
and documented some of the public informa-
tion that gave the Select Committee reason 
to believe Mr. Scavino possesses information 
about matters within the scope of the Select 
Committee’s inquiry. 

The specific documents the Chairman or-
dered produced are found in the schedule in 
Appendix II, Ex. 6. The schedule identified 
documents including but not limited to 
those reflecting Mr. Scavino’s role in plan-
ning and promoting the January 6, 2021, rally 
and march in support of Mr. Trump; Mr. 
Trump’s participation in the rally and 
march; Mr. Scavino’s communications with 
Members of Congress or their staff about 
plans for January 6th; and communications 
with others known to be involved with the 
former President’s 2020 election campaign 
and subsequent efforts to undermine or cast 
doubt on the results of that election. 

The subpoena required Mr. Scavino to 
produce the requested documents to the Se-
lect Committee on October 7, 2021, at 10 a.m. 
ET and required Mr. Scavino’s presence for 
the taking of testimony on October 15, 2021, 
at 10 a.m.157 

The Select Committee was unable to lo-
cate Mr. Scavino for service and therefore 
issued a new subpoena on October 6, 2021.158 
On October 8, 2021, U.S. Marshals served this 
new subpoena at Mar-a-Lago, Mr. Scavino’s 
reported place of employment, to Ms. Susan 

Wiles, who represented herself as chief of 
staff to former-President Trump and as au-
thorized to accept service on Mr. Scavino’s 
behalf.159 The subpoena required that Mr. 
Scavino produce responsive documents not 
later than October 21, 2021, and that Mr. 
Scavino appear for a deposition on October 
28, 2021.160 

On October 20, 2021, Stanley E. Woodward, 
Jr., of Brand Woodward Law notified the Se-
lect Committee that his firm had been re-
tained to represent Mr. Scavino.161 Per a 
telephone conversation later that day, Mr. 
Woodward notified the Select Committee 
that he was still in the process of 
ascertaining whether Mr. Scavino had re-
sponsive documents and requested an exten-
sion of the deadlines in the October 6, 2021, 
subpoena. The Select Committee granted an 
extension of 1 week, delaying the production 
deadline to October 28th and the deposition 
to November 4th.162 

On October 27, 2021, Mr. Woodward emailed 
to request an additional extension, and the 
Select Committee granted that request, 
postponing the production deadline to No-
vember 4th and the deposition to November 
12th.163 

On November 2, 2021, Mr. Woodward 
emailed to express difficulty in meeting the 
document production deadline. The following 
day, the Select Committee agreed to an addi-
tional production postponement to Novem-
ber 5th.164 

On November 5, 2021, rather than produce 
any responsive documents in his client’s pos-
session, Mr. Woodward communicated by let-
ter that his client would not be producing 
any documents. Instead, he asserted vague 
claims of executive privilege that were pur-
portedly relayed by the former President, 
but which have never been presented by the 
former President to the Select Committee.165 
Mr. Woodward’s letter cited an attached Oc-
tober 6, 2021, letter from former-President 
Trump’s counsel Justin Clark to Mr. Scavino 
that instructed him to ‘‘invoke any immuni-
ties and privileges you may have from com-
pelled testimony,’’ ‘‘not produce any docu-
ments concerning your official duties,’’ and 
‘‘not provide any testimony concerning your 
official duties.’’166 

On November 9, 2021, the Select Committee 
Chairman responded to Mr. Woodward re-
questing that Mr. Scavino provide a ‘‘privi-
lege log that specifically identifies each doc-
ument and each privilege that he believes 
applies,’’ and explained to Mr. Scavino that 
‘‘categorical claims of executive privilege 
are improper, and any claim of executive 
privilege must be asserted narrowly and spe-
cifically.’’ The Chairman also reminded Mr. 
Woodward that the subpoena demanded ‘‘all 
communications including those conducted 
on Mr. Scavino’s personal social media or 
other accounts and with outside parties 
whose inclusion in a communication with 
Mr. Scavino would mean that no executive 
privilege claim can be applicable.’’167 

The November 9th letter also detailed, at 
Mr. Woodward’s request, the various specific 
topics the Select Committee wished to dis-
cuss with Mr. Scavino at his deposition 
scheduled for November 12, 2021, and re-
quested that Mr. Woodward identify topics 
that he agreed did not implicate any privi-
leges and identify with specificity any privi-
leges that did apply to each specific topic. 

On November 10, 2021, following cor-
respondence with Mr. Woodward, the Select 
Committee agreed to an additional extension 
to November 15, 2021, for document produc-
tion and November 19, 2021, for the deposi-
tion, to allow Mr. Woodward additional time 
to discuss the November 9th letter with his 
client.168 

On November 15th, Mr. Woodward sent a 
letter refusing to provide the requested 
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privilege log and asserted that a such log 
would undermine the former President’s as-
sertions of privilege. Instead, Mr. Woodward 
identified categories of documents he be-
lieved to be privileged, including commu-
nications between Mr. Scavino and Members 
of Congress, and between Mr. Scavino and 
‘‘non-Government third-parties.’’169 

On November 18, 2021, Mr. Woodward sent 
another letter wherein he, for the first time, 
and following weeks of discussions about the 
items listed in the October 6th subpoena, 
challenged the service of that subpoena as 
deficient. He also challenged the Select Com-
mittee’s legislative purpose and demanded 
that the Select Committee provide a detailed 
explanation of the pertinence of every line of 
inquiry it intended to pursue at the sched-
uled deposition.170 

On November 23, 2021, the Select Com-
mittee issued yet another subpoena to Mr. 
Scavino, whose counsel agreed to accept 
service.171 The November 23rd subpoena 
granted a final extension of the document 
production deadline to November 29, 2021, 
and the deposition to December 1, 2021. The 
same day, the Select Committee transmitted 
a letter explaining the relevance of Mr. 
Scavino’s testimony to the Select Commit-
tee’s authorizing resolution and responding 
to the numerous specious objections in the 
November 18th letter.172 

On November 26, 2021, Mr. Woodward again 
wrote to the Select Committee and declined 
to comply with the subpoena for documents 
and testimony unless the Select Committee 
provided a detailed explanation of the perti-
nence of each of its expected questions and 
lines of inquiry for Mr. Scavino.173 He also 
reasserted Mr. Scavino’s refusal to testify in 
light of Trump v. Thompson,174 the since-re-
solved litigation regarding Mr. Trump’s abil-
ity to assert executive privilege over docu-
ments the incumbent President has already 
approved for release. 

Mr. Scavino failed to produce any docu-
ments by the November 29, 2021, deadline, 
and did not appear for his deposition on De-
cember 1, 2021.175 

On December 9, 2021, the Select Committee 
sent a letter to Mr. Woodward documenting 
Mr. Scavino’s failure to comply with the sub-
poena and informing him that the Select 
Committee would proceed to enforcement.176 

On December 13, 2021, Mr. Woodward re-
sponded in a letter disputing that Mr. 
Scavino had failed to cooperate with the in-
vestigation and reiterating many of his pre-
vious objections.177 

On February 4, 2022, in light of the Su-
preme Court’s denial of a stay and injunction 
sought by former-President Trump in Trump 
v. Thompson178 to prevent the National Ar-
chives from providing documents to the Se-
lect Committee on the basis of executive 
privilege, the Select Committee again con-
tacted Mr. Scavino and gave him an addi-
tional opportunity to comply.179 

On February 8, 2022, Mr. Woodward re-
sponded, asserting that Mr. Scavino still in-
tended to withhold information at Mr. 
Trump’s direction until the ultimate resolu-
tion of Mr. Trump’s claims.180 
C. Mr. Scavino’s purported basis for non-compli-

ance is wholly without merit. 

Congress has the power to compel wit-
nesses to testify and produce documents.181 
An individual—whether a member of the 
public or an executive branch official—has a 
legal (and patriotic) obligation to comply 
with a duly issued and valid congressional 
subpoena, unless a valid and overriding privi-
lege or other legal justification permits non- 
compliance.182 In United States v. Bryan, the 
Supreme Court stated: 

A subpoena has never been treated as an 
invitation to a game of hare and hounds, in 

which the witness must testify only if cor-
nered at the end of the chase. If that were 
the case, then, indeed, the great power of 
testimonial compulsion, so necessary to the 
effective functioning of courts and legisla-
tures, would be a nullity. We have often 
iterated the importance of this public duty, 
which every person within the jurisdiction of 
the Government is bound to perform when 
properly summoned.183 

It is important to note that the Select 
Committee sought testimony from Mr. 
Scavino on topics and interactions as to 
which there can be no conceivable privilege 
claim. Examples of those are provided below. 
The Select Committee is entitled to Mr. 
Scavino’s testimony on each of them, regard-
less of his claims of privilege over other cat-
egories of information and communications. 
In United States v. Nixon, 418 U.S. 683, 703–16 
(1974), the Supreme Court recognized an im-
plied constitutional privilege protecting 
Presidential communications. The Court 
held though that the privilege is qualified, 
not absolute, and that it is limited to com-
munications made ‘‘in performance of [a 
President’s] responsibilities of his office and 
made in the process of shaping policies and 
making decisions.’’184 

Executive privilege is a recognized privi-
lege that, under certain circumstances, may 
be invoked to bar congressional inquiry into 
communications covered by the privilege. 
Mr. Scavino has refused to testify in re-
sponse to the subpoena ostensibly based on 
broad assertions of executive privilege pur-
portedly asserted by former-President 
Trump. Even if any such privilege may have 
been applicable to some aspect of Mr. 
Scavino’s testimony, he was required to 
produce a privilege log noting any applicable 
privileges with specificity and to appear be-
fore the Select Committee for his deposition, 
answer any questions concerning non-privi-
leged information, and assert any such privi-
lege on a question-by-question basis. 

1. President Biden decided not to invoke exec-
utive privilege to prevent testimony by Mr. 
Scavino, and Mr. Trump has not invoked 
executive privilege with respect to Mr. 
Scavino. 

As described above, President Biden con-
sidered whether to invoke executive privi-
lege and whether to assert immunity with 
regard to the subpoena for Mr. Scavino.185 He 
declined to do so with respect to particular 
subjects within the purview of the Select 
Committee, and the White House informed 
Mr. Scavino’s counsel of that decision in a 
letter on March 15, 2022.186 President Biden 
made this determination based on his assess-
ment of the ‘‘unique and extraordinary na-
ture of the matters under investigation.’’187 

Former-President Trump has had no com-
munication with the Select Committee. In a 
November 5th letter to the Select Com-
mittee, Mr. Scavino’s attorney referred to 
correspondence from former-President 
Trump’s attorney, Justin Clark, in which 
Mr. Clark asserted that the Select Com-
mittee subpoena seeks information that is 
‘‘protected from disclosure by the executive 
and other privileges, including among others 
the presidential communications, delibera-
tive process, and attorney-client privi-
leges.’’188 The Committee has received no 
such correspondence from or on behalf of 
former-President Trump. Without a formal 
assertion of executive privilege by Mr. 
Trump to the Select Committee, Mr. Scavino 
cannot establish the foundational element of 
a claim of executive privilege: an invocation 
of the privilege by the executive. 

In United States v. Reynolds, 345 U.S. 1, 7–8 
(1953), the Supreme Court held that execu-
tive privilege: 

[B]elongs to the Government and must be 
asserted by it; it can neither be claimed nor 

waived by a private party. It is not to be 
lightly invoked. There must a formal claim 
of privilege, lodged by the head of the de-
partment which has control over the matter, 
after actual personal consideration by that 
officer.189 

Here, the Select Committee has not been 
provided with any formal invocation of exec-
utive privilege by the President or the 
former President or any other employee of 
the executive branch. Mr. Scavino’s third- 
hand, categorical assertion of privilege, 
without any description of the specific docu-
ments or specific testimony over which 
privilege is claimed, is insufficient to acti-
vate a claim of executive privilege. 

2. Even if Mr. Trump had actually invoked 
executive privilege, the privilege would 
not bar the Select Committee from law-
fully obtaining the documents and testi-
mony it seeks from Mr. Scavino. 

Executive privilege does not extend to dis-
cussions relating to non-governmental busi-
ness or among private citizens.190 In In re 
Sealed Case (Espy), the D.C. Circuit explained 
that the Presidential communications privi-
lege ‘‘only applies to communications [with 
close Presidential advisers] in the course of 
performing their function of advising the 
President on official government mat-
ters.’’191 The court stressed: ‘‘The Presi-
dential communications privilege should 
never serve as a means of shielding informa-
tion regarding governmental operations that 
do not call ultimately for direct decision- 
making by the President.’’192 As noted by the 
Supreme Court, the privilege is ‘‘limited to 
communications ‘in performance of [a Presi-
dent’s] responsibilities,’ ‘of his office,’ and 
made ‘in the process of shaping policies and 
making decisions.’ ’’193 And the D.C. Circuit 
recently considered and rejected former- 
President Trump’s executive privilege asser-
tions over information sought by the Select 
Committee. That court concluded that ‘‘the 
profound interests in disclosure advanced by 
President Biden and the January 6th Com-
mittee far exceed his generalized concerns 
for Executive Branch confidentiality.’’194 

The Select Committee seeks information 
from Mr. Scavino on a wide range of subjects 
that it is inconceivable executive privilege 
would reach. For example, the Select Com-
mittee seeks information from Mr. Scavino 
about his interactions with private citizens, 
Members of Congress, or others outside the 
White House related to the 2020 election or 
efforts to overturn its results. And, among 
other things, the Select Committee also 
seeks information from Mr. Scavino about 
his use of personal communications accounts 
and devices. 

Even with respect to Select Committee in-
quiries that involve Mr. Scavino’s direct 
communications with Mr. Trump, it is well- 
established that executive privilege does not 
bar Select Committee access to that infor-
mation. Only communications that relate to 
official Government business and Presi-
dential decision-making on those official 
matters can be covered by the Presidential 
communications privilege.195 Here, Mr. 
Scavino’s conduct regarding several subjects 
of concern to the Select Committee is not re-
lated to official Government business. These 
include Mr. Scavino’s participation in calls 
and meetings that clearly concerned Mr. 
Trump’s campaign rather than his official 
Government business; participation in meet-
ings with Mr. Trump and others about a 
strategy for reversing the outcome of the 
2020 election; or efforts to promote the Janu-
ary 6th rally on the Ellipse. 

Moreover, even with respect to any sub-
jects of concern that arguably involve offi-
cial Government business, executive privi-
lege is a qualified privilege and the Select 
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Committee’s need for this information to in-
vestigate the facts and circumstances sur-
rounding the January 6th assault on the U.S. 
Capitol and the Nation’s democratic institu-
tions far outweighs any executive branch in-
terest in maintaining confidentiality.196 As 
noted by the White House, ‘‘an assertion of 
executive privilege is not in the national in-
terest, and therefore is not justified, with re-
spect to particular subjects within the pur-
view of the Select Committee.’’197 

3. Mr. Scavino is not immune from testifying 
or producing documents in response to the 
subpoena. 

Even if some aspect of Mr. Scavino’s testi-
mony was shielded by executive privilege, he 
was required to appear for his deposition and 
assert executive privilege on a question-by- 
question basis.198 Mr. Scavino’s refusal to do 
so made it impossible for the Select Com-
mittee to consider any good-faith executive 
privilege assertions. 

Mr. Scavino has refused to appear for a 
deposition based on his purported reliance on 
alleged ‘‘absolute testimonial immunity.’’ 
No court has recognized any such immunity, 
and Mr. Scavino has not provided any ration-
ale for applying any form of immunity to his 
unofficial actions assisting Mr. Trump’s 
campaign to overturn the election. President 
Biden—who now serves as the President—has 
declined to assert immunity in response to 
the subpoena to Mr. Scavino. 

As noted above,199 the general theory that 
a current or former White House senior advi-
sor may be immune from testifying before 
Congress is based entirely on internal memo-
randa from OLC, and courts have uniformly 
rejected this theory.200 But, as was also 
noted above,201 those internal OLC memo-
randa do not address a situation in which the 
incumbent President has decided to not as-
sert privilege, and by their own terms they 
apply only to testimony ‘‘about [a senior of-
ficial’s] official duties,’’ not testimony about 
unofficial actions or private conduct.202 

Many of the topics Chairman THOMPSON 
identified in his correspondence with Mr. 
Scavino’s counsel are unrelated to Mr. 
Scavino’s official duties and would neither 
fall under the reach of any ‘‘absolute immu-
nity’’ theory nor any privilege whatsoever. 
For instance: 

∑ Mr. Scavino was not conducting official 
and privileged business to the extent he at-
tended discussions regarding efforts to urge 
State legislators to overturn the results of 
the November 2020 election and guarantee a 
second term for Mr. Trump. 

∑ Mr. Scavino was not conducting official 
and privileged business to the extent he as-
sisted Mr. Trump with campaign-related so-
cial media communications, including com-
munications recruiting a violent crowd to 
Washington, spreading false information re-
garding the 2020 election, and any other com-
munications provoking violence on January 
6th. 

∑ Mr. Scavino was not conducting official 
and privileged business to the extent he com-
municated with organizers of the January 6, 
2021, rally, including Kylie Kremer and 
Katrina Pierson, regarding messaging, 
speakers, and even his own appearance and 
scheduled remarks at the event, which was 
not an official White House event but rather 
a campaign appearance.203 

∑ Mr. Scavino was not engaged in official 
and privileged business to the extent he used 
his personal social media accounts and de-
vices to coordinate with Trump campaign of-
ficials, including Jason Miller, throughout 
the fall and winter of 2020 regarding mes-
saging, campaign events, purported election 
fraud, and attempts to overturn the 2020 
election results.204 

∑ Mr. Scavino was not engaged in official 
and privileged business to the extent he 

counseled Mr. Trump regarding whether, 
how, and when to challenge or concede the 
2020 election. 

The Select Committee specifically identi-
fied to Mr. Scavino these and other topics as 
subjects for his deposition testimony, and he 
had the legal obligation to appear before the 
Select Committee and address them on the 
record. 
D. Mr. Scavino’s failure to appear or produce 

documents in response to the subpoena war-
rants holding Mr. Scavino in contempt. 

An individual who fails or refuses to com-
ply with a House subpoena may be cited for 
contempt of Congress.205 Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 
§ 192, the willful refusal to comply with a 
congressional subpoena is punishable by a 
fine of up to $100,000 and imprisonment for 
up to 1 year. A committee may vote to seek 
a contempt citation against a recalcitrant 
witness. This action is then reported to the 
House. If a contempt resolution is adopted 
by the House, the matter is referred to a U.S. 
Attorney, who has a duty to refer the matter 
to a grand jury for an indictment.206 

In his November 9th and November 23rd 
letters to Mr. Scavino’s counsel, the Chair-
man of the Select Committee advised Mr. 
Scavino that his claims of executive privi-
lege were not well-founded and did not ab-
solve him of his obligation to produce docu-
ments and testify in deposition.207 The Chair-
man made clear that the Select Committee 
expected Mr. Scavino to produce documents 
and to appear for his deposition, which was 
ultimately scheduled for December 1st. And 
on February 4, 2022, the Chairman again in-
vited Mr. Scavino to appear before the Select 
Committee in light of the resolution of 
Trump v. Thompson. The Chairman again 
warned Mr. Scavino that his continued non- 
compliance would put him in jeopardy of a 
vote to refer him to the House to consider a 
criminal contempt referral. Mr. Scavino’s 
failure to appear for deposition or produce 
responsive documents in the face of this 
clear advisement and warning by the Chair-
man constitutes a willful failure to comply 
with the subpoena. 

SELECT COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION 
The Select Committee met on Monday, 

March 28, 2022, with a quorum being present, 
to consider this Report and ordered it and 
the Resolution contained herein to be favor-
ably reported to the House, without amend-
ment, by a recorded vote of 9 ayes to 0 noes. 

SELECT COMMITTEE VOTE 
Clause 3(b) of rule XIII of the Rules of the 

U.S. House of Representatives requires the 
Select Committee to list the recorded votes 
during consideration of this Report: 

1. A motion by Ms. CHENEY to report the 
Select Committee Report on a Resolution 
Recommending that the House of Represent-
atives find Peter K. Navarro and Daniel 
Scavino, Jr., in Contempt of Congress for Re-
fusal to Comply with Subpoenas Duly Issued 
by the Select Committee to Investigate the 
January 6th Attack on the United States 
Capitol favorably to the House was agreed to 
by a recorded vote of 9 ayes to 0 noes (Roll-
call No. 4). 

Select Committee Rollcall No. 4 
Motion by Ms. Cheney to Favorably Report 

Agreed to: 9 ayes to 0 noes 

Members Vote 

Ms. Cheney, Vice Chair ............... Aye 
Ms. Lofgren ................................. Aye 
Mr. Schiff .................................... Aye 
Mr. Aguilar .................................. Aye 
Mrs. Murphy (FL) ........................ Aye 
Mr. Raskin ................................... Aye 

Select Committee Rollcall No. 4—Continued 
Motion by Ms. Cheney to Favorably Report 

Agreed to: 9 ayes to 0 noes 

Members Vote 

Mrs. Luria ................................... Aye 
Mr. Kinzinger .............................. Aye 
Mr. Thompson (MS), Chairman ... Aye 

SELECT COMMITTEE OVERSIGHT FINDINGS 
In compliance with clause 3(c)(1) of rule 

XIII, the Select Committee advises that the 
oversight findings and recommendations of 
the Select Committee are incorporated in 
the descriptive portions of this Report. 

CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE ESTIMATE 
The Select Committee finds the require-

ments of clause 3(c)(2) of rule XIII and sec-
tion 308(a) of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, and the requirements of clause3(c)(3) 
of rule XIII and section 402 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974, to be inapplicable 
to this Report. Accordingly, the Select Com-
mittee did not request or receive a cost esti-
mate from the Congressional Budget Office 
and makes no findings as to the budgetary 
impacts of this Report or costs incurred to 
carry out the Report. 
STATEMENT OF GENERAL PERFORMANCE GOALS 

AND OBJECTIVES 
Pursuant to clause 3(c)(4) of rule XIII, the 

objective of this Report is to enforce the Se-
lect Committee’s authority to investigate 
the facts, circumstances, and causes of the 
January 6th attack and issues relating to the 
interference with the peaceful transfer of 
power, in order to identify and evaluate 
problems and to recommend corrective laws, 
policies, procedures, rules, or regulations; 
and to Cenforce the Select Committee’s sub-
poena authority found in section 5(c)(4) of 
House Resolution 503. 
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health, safety, and well-being of others 
present in the Chamber and surrounding 
areas. Members and staff will not be per­
mitted to enter the Hall of the House with­
out wearing a mask. Masks will be available 
at the entry points for any Member who for­
gets to bring one. The Chair views the failure 
to wear a mask as a serious breach of deco­
rum. The Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to en­
force this policy, Based upon the health and 
safety guidance from the attending physi­
cian and the Sergeant-at-Arms, the Chair 
would further advise that all Members 
should leave the Chamber promptly after 
casting their votes. Furthermore, Members 
should avoid congregating in the rooms lead­
ing to the Chamber, including the Speaker's 
lobby. The Chair will continue the practice 
of providing small groups of Members with a 
minimum of 5 minutes within which to cast 
their votes. Members are encouraged to vote 
with their previously assigned group. After 
voting, Members must clear the Chamber to 
allow the next group a safe and sufficient op­
portunity to vote. It is essential for the 
health and safety of Members, staff, and the 
U.S. Capitol Police to consistently practice 
social distancing and to ensure that a safe 
capacity be maintained in the Chamber at 
all times. To that end, the Chair appreciates 
the cooperation of Members and staff in pre­
serving order and decorum in the Chamber 
and in displaying respect and safety for one 
another by wearing a mask and practicing 
social distancing. All announced policies, in­
cluding those addressing decorum in debate 
and the conduct of votes by electronic de­
vice, shall be carried out in harmony with 
this policy during the pendency of a covered 
period. 

117TH CONGRESS REGULATIONS 
FOR USE OF DEPOSITION AU­
THORITY 

COMMITTEE ON RULES, 
HOUSE OF REPRH:8!1:NTAT!VES, 
Washington, DC, January 4, 2021. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

MADAM SPRAKER: Pursuant to section 3(b) 
of House Resolution 8, 117th Congress, I here­
by submit the following regulations regard­
ing the conduct of depositions by committee 
and select committee counsel for printing in 
the Congressional Record. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES P. MCGOVERN, 

Chairman, Committee on Rules. 
REGULATIONS FOR THE USE OF DEPOSITION 

AUTHORITY 
L Notices for the taking of depositions 

shall specify the date, time, and place of ex­
amination. Depositions shall be taken under 
oath a.dminietered by a member or a person 
otherwise authorized to administer oaths. 
Depositions may continue from day to day, 

2. Consultation with the ranking minority 
member shall include three days' notice be­
fore any deposition is taken. All members of 
the committee shall also receive three days 
written notice that a deposition will be 
taken, except in exigent circumstances. For 
purposes of these procedures, a day shall not 
include Saturdays, Sundays, or legal holi­
days except when the House is in session on 
such a day. 

3. Witnesses may be accompanied at a dep­
osition by personal, nongovernmental coun­
sel to advise them of their rights. Only mem­
bers, committee staff designated by the 
chair or ranking minority member, an offi­
cial reporter, the witness, and the witness's 
counsel are permitted to attend. Observers 
or counsel for other persons, including coun­
sel for government agencies, may not attend. 

4. The chair of the committee noticing the 
deposition may designate that deposition as 
part of a joint investigation between com­
mittees, and in that case, provide notice to 
the members of the committees. lf such a 
designation is made, the chair and ranking 
minority member of the additional com­
mittee(s) may designate committee staff to 
attend pursuant to regulation 3. Members 
and designated staff of the committees may 
attend and ask questions as set forth below. 

5. A deposition shall be conducted by any 
member or committee counsel designated by 
the chair or ranking minority member of the 
Committee that noticed the deposition. 
When depositions are conducted by com­
mittee counsel, there shall be no more than 
two committee counsel permitted to ques­
tion a witness per round. One of the com­
mittee counsel shall be designated by the 
chair and the other by the ranking minority 
member per round. 

6. Deposition questions shall be pro­
pounded in rounds. The length of each round 
shall not exceed 60 minutes per side, and 
shall provide equal time to the majority and 
the minority. In each round, the member(s) 
or committee counsel designated by the 
chair shall ask questions first, and the mem­
ber(s) or committee counsel designated by 
the ranking minority member shall ask 
questions second. 

7. Objections must be stated concisely and 
in a non-argumentative and non-suggestive 
manner. A witness·s counsel may not in­
struct a witness to refuse to answer a ques­
tion, except to preserve a privilege. In the 
event of professiona.l, ethical, or other mis­
conduct by the witness's counsel during the 
deposition, the Committee may take any ap­
propriate disciplinary action. The witness 
may refuse to answer a question only to pre­
serve a privilege. When the witness has re­
fused to answer a question to preserve a 
privilege, members or staff may (i) proceed 
with the deposition, or (ii) either at that 
time or at a subsequent time, seek a ruling 
from the Chair either by telephone or other­
wise. If the Chair overrules any such objec­
tion and thereby orders a witness to answer 
any question to which an objection was 
lodged, the witness shall be ordered to an­
swer. If a member of the committee chooses 
to appeal the ruling of the chair, such appeal 
mu11t be made within three days, in writing, 
and shall be preserved for committee consid­
eration. The Committee's ruling on appeal 
shall be filed with the clerk of the Com­
mittee and shall be provided to the members 
and witness no less than three days before 
the reconvened deposition. A deponent who 
refuses to answer a question after being di­
rected to answer by the chair may be subject 
to sanction, except that no sanctions may be 
imposed if the ruling of the chair is reversed 
by the committee on appeal. 

8. The Committee chair shall ensure that 
the testimony is either transcribed or elec­
tronically recorded or both. If a witness's 
testimony is transcribed, the witness or the 
witness's counsel shall be afforded an oppor­
tunity to review a copy. No later than five 
days aftsr the witness has been notified of 
the opportunity to review the transcript, the 
witness may submit suggested changes to 
the chair. Committee staff may make any 
typographical and technical changes. Sub­
stantive changes, modifications, clarifica­
tions, or amendments to the deposition tran­
script submitted by the witness must be ac­
companied by a letter signed by the witness 
requesting the changes and a statement of 
the witness's reasons for each proposed 
change. Any substantive changes, modifica­
tions, clarifications, or amendments shall be 
included as an appendix to the transcript 
conditioned upon the witness signing the 
transcript. 

9. The individual administering the oath, if 
other than a member, shall certify on the 
transcript that the witness was duly sworn. 
The transcriber shall certify that the tran­
script is a true record of the testimony, and 
the, transcript shall be filed, together with 
any electronic recording, with the clerk of 
the committee in Washington, DC. Deposi­
tions shall be considered to have been taken 
in Washington, DC, as well as the location 
actually taken once filed there with the 
clerk of the committee for the committee's 
use. The chair and the ranking minority 
member shall be provided with a copy of the 
transcripts of the deposition at the same 
time. · 

10. The chair and ranking minority mem­
ber shall consult regarding the release of 
deposition testimony, transcripts, or record­
ings, and portions thereof. If either objects 
in writing to a proposed release of a deposi­
tion testimony, transcript, or recording, or a 
portion thereof, the matter shall be prompt­
ly referred to the committee for resolution. 

lL A witness shall not be required to tes­
tify unless the witness has been provided 
with a copy of section 3(b) of H. Res. 8, 117th 
Congress, and these regulations. 

REMOTE COMMITTEE PRO-
CEEDINGS REGULATIONS PURSU­
ANT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 8, 
117TH CONGRESS 

COMMITTEE ON RULES, 
HOUSE OF RSPRRSIINTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 4, 2021. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to section 3(8) 
of House Resolution 8, 117th Congress, I here­
by submit the following regulations regard­
ing remote committee proceedings for print­
ing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Sincerely, 
JAMRB P. McGOVERN, 

Chairman, 
Committee on Rules. 

REMOTE COMMITTEE PROCEEDINGS REGULA­
TIONS PURSUANT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 8 

A. PRESENCE AND VOTING 
1. Members participating remotely in a 

committee proceeding must be visible on the 
software platform's video function to be con­
sidered in attendance and to participate un­
less connectivity issues or other technical 
problems render the member unable to fully 
participate on camera (except as provided in 
regulations A.2 and A.3). 

2. The exception in regulation A.l for 
connectivity issues or other technical prob­
lems does not apply if a point of order has 
been made that a quorum is not present. 
Members participating remotely must be 
visible on the software platform's video func­
tion in order to be counted for the purpose of 
establishing a quorum. 

3. The exception in regulation A.l for 
connectivity issues or other technical prob­
lems does not apply during a vote. Members 
participating remotely must be visible on 
the software platform's video function in 
order to vote. 

4. Members participating remotely off. 
camera due to connectivity issues or other 
technical problems pursuant to regulation 
A.1 must inform committee majority and 
minority staff either directly or through 
staff. 

5. The chair shall make a good faith effort 
to provide every member experiencing 
connectivity issues an opportunity to par­
ticipate fully in the proceedings, subject to 
regulations A.2 and A.3. 
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»N~O]~ffllfilLD=T~~.,-J~cl~~ 
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Exhibit 2 - Email from Peter K. Navarro to Select 
Committee Staff (Feb. 9, 2022) 

_.,, OrJilllltl ~& ••~ 

Ol'I -~. 1'<1~9!!>. 2illl .t1,1lll'M, 

■ 

s.i<>ct co,,,mm,,.,-i., rnv,,sl¾!m• th•~ tr Att..,, 

on il>e Ullltedi\tllt<!Scaplt<ll 
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Exhibit 3 - Email from Select Committee Staff to Peter K. 

fn>ffl.t 
!i""11> 
Tm 
!iu!>jedt 

Ml', ~ -

Navarro (Feb. 24, 2022) 

n,ursd,iy, Fl>lmlllfY u, 2022 4:07 PM I'_..,,, 
RE: U.S. Ho""" SN!ct C~ft to ~g~u, the Jan"",y litl> Attl><:I< oo !II,. U.S. 
c..pitoi 

The~ required you ro ~~to the Sd!n ~ bf Vl'!St«t!ay, fd:lru.iiy 23, 2022, We mwe 

Thimk you, • 

U.S, Houseofll~ 
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Exhibit 4 - Email Exchange between Select Committee 
Staff and Peter K. Navarro (Feb. 27, 2022) 

!IP 
II!:~ 
~,~V,ltlllf<:U:0-ll'M 

Mr. Nl!Vlm'O -

No, it will not be ll(.!bliC or open to tile f:lll!SS. lt will be I staf!'-led deposition, which ffl!!:mbers; of the 
Selea:Committee may also joln arn:I in which they may participate. 

If vou hilve a sd:ieduling conflict with mm: date, please !a me li:now arn:I we woold be hippy to 'NOrk 
with ro find a date to be sdleooled within a reasonable tlme. Als.o, please let me mow when yoo 
,mti!::ipate pmvitlin,g dorument::s that are reJ.ponsive to the subpoe!'liil sdle:oole, or a log of specific 
documents that vou are wil:noolding 1100 the 1l11Sis fur withhoklll'II, sum 115 ex«'!ltive privilege. 

■ 
fl"Offl! pmavarro 
Sent: Sundal/, Fellruilfl/ 27, 2022 4:43 PM 
To: 
SWjec:t: Rf: Navarro 

wm lhffl event 1:m ~ to ht lll,lblic and pre,!lll? 

Sent with ~i1Se1::ure Email. 

--Original MeSSilge •-
On Sunday, Fellruilfl/ 27th, 2022 lit 4:27 PM., wrote: 

Thank you fur 1/l)ur email. There ,m: topics, including those discussed ln the Olilll"!fflln's 
letter, thllt the Selea Committee belie\les it am discuss with you without raisi!li any 
aecutlve privilege coocems at all. In any event, 1/01.i must appear to 11ssert llflV 
eio:ecutive prtvilege oojections on a question-by-question basis durtng the depo.sil:ion. 
This will mable the Select Committee to better u!'ldernand \IOI.Ir objections and, if 
1'11:!\'l!SSilfl/, take 11ny additlonal steps to address them. 

Wil:11 that in mind, C!i!l you please let us know whetheryoo intend to appear for 
depawoo testimony on Wean~, Milrm 2, 2022, 11t 10:00 AM .as scheduled by the 
subpoena? for con11enlcna?, rm also iilttllthi!ll my erfliilil to you dated Thursday, 

February 24, 2022. 

Thi!nll: you again for your email. 
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• 

)dm:h 1, 2022 

Coun,et 
Select Committee to mvil!$tiJ• the 

ll,;,l\\;lliimll!:. I note that the Un:i.tm ~ l!!;ffl/'efflmelllt 

House oonm:mmcatiom 
~e I do wt my 1,lel'llmS!n<:m ix 
~ticmas it mvlllvies pmiilege, 
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Exhibit 5 -Email from Peter K. Navarro to..,., .. .,,;,., 
Committee Staff (Feb. 2022) 

~ be I\~ that~ 
i11ueilhermy 
-~!ie4 

Your best co~ of lldioo i!! to 
re!a 

Iu I oote that l1Ie United States govemmmt i11 ill POllel!OOU of all officw \\'bite 
Home oonm:mnicati®ll which COIDID.ittre bu I ~ my 

Select Cotmnittee to IM:CCJ!illi trull I am 
fact 
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Exhibit 6 - Letter from White House Counsel to Peter K. 
Navarro (Feb. 28, 2022) 

THE WHITE HOU$E 
WMl<l'<GT<I" 

February 28, 2022 

DearMr.Navmo: 

I write re!latdin!l a subpoena. issued to you by the Select Committee to. Inw!iligate the 
January 6th Att11ek oo the United States Capitol (!he ''Select Committee"'). 

As you are IIVll'llR, m light of ll11iqoe mid~ narure of the matlers unrdtr 
iu\>estigation, President Biden has detffllW!Od that m MSertion of eiteeutive privilege is not in 
the mtiooat mterest, md therefore is not j\ll!lifi~ with ~t to pweulu subjects withm the 
pm:view of the Select Commitre<!. These 11ubject!. iuclmde: ewats witbin the White House oo or 
about JllllffllfY 6, :?Ol l; attempts to we the D~t of Jmtiee to MV!l!Ule a false umative thllt 
!he 2020 eleetioo was mmted by w~ fraud: au.d other effom to alter eleelioo filllmts or 
obstmd the l:railsfer of power. President Bidtm aooocdingly has decided not to assert mcooitiw 
privile~ 1111 your~~ thOlle subjects, «my d~you .may~ that 
bear on them. For the imme reasom underlyms Im deeimoo on ex.~ve privilep, ~ 
Bidtm Im detennined lhllt be will oot assert immimity tn preclude you from ~. before ihe 
Seleet Committee. 

In light of President Bidell'$ detem:rinati<ln not to ust!tt executive privilep with mpect 
your tt!lltimooy, we are not reqnestms that ~y oowue! be permiftl!d m 11tt«ld the depollition. 
-~ imy questions about the i~ ~ m tlm letter, pleMe cootact me at 

Sincerely, 

.Tonalhm C. S.1 
Deputy Coll!lllel to the President 

oo: 
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7 - Email from Select Committee Staff to Peter K. 
Navarro (Mar. 1, 2022) 

Thank yoo for your em11lt As mentioned to you in the~ emilils, there are toi,ia that the 
Selea Committee believes it Cllil'I discus:; with lfl)U witho1Jt raising any executive privilege COOO!ms at 
a~, iocludtng, but not limited to, questions related to your public three-part report about purporred 
fraud In me November 20:m election 1100 the plan vou described ln your book Cillled the ~Green Bay 
Sweep." lf there are specific questions th11t raise executive pri\lil* coocems, yoo can assert 1'04Jr 
objections on the record 1100 oo a questioo•by-question bll:Sls. 

It is und!!llf from yoor rorrespom:lence whether '1'00 plan att~•nrlmroor:IT'MJf s 
by me subpoern1. We plan to pro,ceed with me oepositloo at 10 AM 

• Please feel free to 
so someone am escort you ttl me conference room. 

from: pwvarro 
Sent: Monday, February 28, 2022 11:52 AM 
To: 
~: RE: Navarro 

Pli!!;mi;wfflisl!l<ll~l>Nm~inmy_.mlillm.mlliis~. l:ldm!fi!smy~. /15,i~. 

Mim:h 1, 2022 

Dear 

Pieue be ad\,-m,d tbl.t Presidem 
i;i~ 

aretied.. 

c-~m.mct!J~wilh~~lllld~ 
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m I note am ti.e United States gm~ ism possemRl.00 
Home ~c:~ which rommiUiee mis n,q1:1eS1led. 

Cm:m:mUiee to llttefi this mft!Ullltioi:m 
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Exhibit 8 - Deposition that Memorialized Peter K. 
Navarro's to Appear before the Select Committee 
(Mar. 2022) 

1 

2 

4 saEcr COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE THE 

5 JANUARY 6111 ATTACK ON THE U.!U::APffOI., 

6 U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

7 WASHINGTON, O.C. 

8 

9 

10 

11 DEPOSITION OF: PETER K. NAVARRO (HO-SHOW) 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 The deposition in the above matter was held in 

21 -mmmenciogat 10:04.i.m. 

1 



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4269 April 6, 2022 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 07:56 Apr 07, 2022 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00077 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A06AP7.047 H06APPT1 In
se

rt
 o

ffs
et

 fo
lio

 5
6 

he
re

 E
H

46
15

01
.0

23

S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E

1 

2 

3 

4 

AppeaR1f1Ces: 

5 For the SELECT COMMITTEE TO IN\lfSTIGATE 

6 THE JANUARY 6TH ATTACK ON THE U.S. CAPITO!.: 

7 

s 

!'I 

10 

11 

12 



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4270 April 6, 2022 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 07:56 Apr 07, 2022 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00078 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A06AP7.047 H06APPT1 In
se

rt
 o

ffs
et

 fo
lio

 5
7 

he
re

 E
H

46
15

01
.0

24

S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E

1 

2 

;I 

4 

5 

6 

1 

8 

9 

10 

11 

ll 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

the House Select Commtttee to Investigate the Jiffluary 6th Attlldi: on the United States 

l am the designated select committee senior 

l am aa:omp.mied by 

for the record, it's 10:0:4 a.m. Mr. Peter Nawrro is not ~t The person 

transcribing this proceeding is the House sl:em::igrapher and l'.IOtiMy public ~d to 

administer oaths;. 

I w.mtto put oo the rec:on:I, briefly, the ffld:s with respertto Mr. Nil'IFillTo being 

given notice of this proceeding. 

On febni<!ry 9th, Chaifflliffl Bennie Thompson imJed a subpaeM to Mr. Nawrro 

both to produao: documents by februaiv 23rd, 202Z, and to testify at a deposffloo on 

March 2nd, 2022, at 10 a.m. The subpoena pertaim to the select committee's 

i~tion into the fads, cirosmstarn:es, and causes of the JlffltllllV 6th attlldi: 11nd 

is!MS mated to the pe!leeful transfer of power m order to identify and t!Wlui:lte lessons 

learned, and to rea:immend to the House and its relevant committees con-edive laws, 

polios, procedures, rules, or reguilltlons. 

On February 9th, 2022, 

, reJKhed out to Mr. Navarro by email and ask:ed whether he would be wilting 

to accept the semce-1Kn:!pt service of a :wbpoen11 for deposition and documents by 

emalt ■■■■-11 also asted Mr. Nawrro if he Willi represented bycoumel. 

Mr. Na'll!ilfffl respo11ded to oo the same 

willing to accept remc:e of the subpoena by ~I ood that he lll!'illS l'!Ot repre!it!nted by 
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1 co1.msel in the matter. Mr. Navafl'O also wrote in the email, quote "executive prM"leg,e," 

2 dose quote. He did oot explain what he me.mt by that. 

3 , following up Oil Mr. Navafl'O's emaii, senred Mr. Navarro with the 

4 iruti,poema, will attach to the record as exhibit 1. 

5 {Navarro fl!hibit No. 1 

6 Was marted for identification.] 

7 And the subpoena called for, as I noted, production of documents by 

S February 23rn, 2022, and testimony on March 2nd, 2022, at :10 a.m. 

9 On February 24th, 2022, having not heard bade from Mr. Navarro in response to 

10 the subpoena and having received no documents in respoos,eto subpoena,_ 

1:1 reached out fur Mr. Navarro, apln, reminded him of the subpoeM compiil.'ll'la! date 1100 

12 indicated we had oot recellled any documents. also reminded Mr. Nawm::i 

13 that his deposition W!IS set fur March 2nd, 1022, at 10 a.m., and that we would be 

n oom1ening ill one of the Hoose Office 6uildings. 

15 

16 President Trump had inwlred executive privilege in this matter, and it was neither his 

11 privilege to waive nor President Siden's privilege to waive. He stated, quote, 

18 "Accordingly, my hands are tied," dose quote. 

19 responded the same day, Sunday, the 27th, to Mr. Ni!WITI) and 

20 stressed to him that there were topics that would be included in the deposition and were 

21 referenced ill the chairman's letter that he, Mr. Navarro, could discuss without raising any 

22 potential claim of executive privllege. 

23 ■■■I iillso remll'lded Mr. Nawfl'O th!lt he would have to assert executive 

24 plivilege on a quesoon-by-questiO!l basis during the depositiO!l and that he was expected 

25 to comply with the deposition and appear oo March 2nd, at 10 a.m-, as noted in the 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

s 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

5 

subpoena. 

Mr. Navam:1 responded that same afternoon asking. wi1l this evmt be open to the 

public and press? 

responded by email the same afternoon answeling Mr. ~•s 

questions. 

on the neld: day, February 28th, Mr. Na1Jam:1 emailed 

advised, I have been cleared in my communications on this mattef'. Below ls my 

respcmse. As I note, privilege is not mine to wai11e. And it is in01mbent on the 

committee to directly negotiate wtth President Trump and his attorneys regardi!li any 

and all thi~ .related to this matter. 

And Mr. Nawm:1 induded some furtller comments, dated March 1st,. in that 

February 28th ~. along the lines of what I just stated that was in the email. 

On Tuesday, March lst,■■■l apin emailed Mr. Nilwrm thanking him for 

his email, reminding him that there we:re toP4cs that we would be tafking about at the 

dep0$ll:ioo that did not implicate any executive privilege concerns. And 

provided examples to Mr. Nawrro of some of thO$e types of questions, apin reminding 

him that he could assert objections on the record on a question-by-question basis. 

asked Mr. Nawrro to clarify \IVhether he intended to appear at the 

deposition scheduled for March 2nd, as required by the subpoena. He advised Mr. 

Nawm:1 that the depasition would begin at 10 a.m. at the 

provided the address, and asked Mr. Nawrro to contact him when he arrives so that he 

rould be escorted to the conference room_ That email was sent on the n!ght of 

March 1st - last night. Now, March 2nd, after 10 a.m-, Mr. Nltwrro has oot appeared 

for his deposition. 

'!Nith that, I will note for the record that the currenttime is 10:11. Mr. NaVMro 



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4273 April 6, 2022 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 07:56 Apr 07, 2022 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00081 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A06AP7.047 H06APPT1 In
se

rt
 o

ffs
et

 fo
lio

 6
0 

he
re

 E
H

46
15

01
.0

27

S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E

1 still has not appeared or comrrnmiarted to the select committee thiilt he will appe.ir 

2 today, as required by the subpoena. Aa:ordlngly, the record ls oow dosed. Arid we 

3 can go off the record. 

4 [Whereupon, at 10:13 a.m., the deposition was conduded.j 

5 
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Appendix II 

Exhibit 1 - Subpoena to Daniel Scavino, Jr. (Oct. 6, 2021 ) 

SUBPOENA. 

BY AtrmORrn' OFnB HOUSE OJI' lb:PUSENTATIVESOFnB 
CONGRESS Of TB! UNID:b ST A.TU OF AMDICA 

Dtmiel 1. ~•ino, Jr. 
n, ________ _,;.. ______________________ _ 

Yoo 11R hereby tolllmAl!ded to I,,: lllld ~ be~ \be 
Seilld ~, lo !IWMilpl$ !Ml~ 611!~ on 11,;ri V...ied Stlliea C!ll)llol 

l'I-of pm<lw:lioo: 

Dllte; Oc~ 21, 2021 

I--"-• Dm, °"""'"• "21 

D NI mlify al a liarlq t~inJ manm of inquiry llOl!llllitM 10 Hid 11llfflmi~ or lll!bllommith:e: ll!ld 
)W are not to ~ wl!liout lellve of said eommi• or subcolllm!ltfl'. 

I 
Place oftestimooy: 

_ Date:_______ Time: 

_______________________ mse!"llell!ldmalrel'lllllm. 

Witness my hand $!Id ll>e sat ofw, Hol.lSI: ot'Repmommi•~ of the Unill:ld S111ta, 111 

thu:lty of W!i.11hi11g1C11. D.C. !hit 
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PROOF OF St:RVICE 

Subpoena for Daniel J. Sc.avino, Jr. 

Address The Mar-a-Lago Club, 

----------bcfoo: the Select Comml!lee to Investigate lh• J..,ua,y 6th A!IIICI< on rhe United Slates Capilol 

U.S Housl! of Representa/iw,s 
I 17th Congress 

Manner of service l'usv,..,..Hi ...su-ve.J &vSO-A wU t.S I 

w~ o~ &+£' +o * \.\~ ot¾\c«r•s-l·'P<"tS~~ 
Dale lO 0 

tu..) 
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h 1liud1rt11 ._tlfflll!l,i ~ligfflll' 

Bdtd ~mitt« t11 kt1M!!lffl tljf ililfflal ltl! Attadl 1111 slit 111.!itffl htt.i lkllltm 

~ 6, 2021 

.Dea Mr. Sm,.'ioo; 

~ 10 !he a'lltbmib!!S se!t ill1h in Hlfflse ~<ll1503 !llldlhemles oflll!! Hlfflse of 
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Mr. Daniel 1. Samoo, Jr. 
P.mge2 

Smm:ely. 

Bemiie G. Thompsoo 
~ 
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Mr. Dlmie1 J. Sa.vim, Jr. 
Page3 

scemuu: 
In !ICC~ with lhe ~~ Md Imtmctrom, yoo, Mr. Dlimel ~ Jr., are ll.!m!by ~ 

4. Your commmi<:atioos with~ DomMJ. Trump coocemwg delaying cq:irev1mm:iglhe ~ 
of the electioo of Joe Riden a Prelridem or mating lo Ille mlie$ of I~ :5 or J~ 6, 2021. 

5. P.!ms to ~z, or ktlw eomimmic~ reWmg to ~ mmd or other clectioo m~es in 
c~ with Ille 2020pR!tldemm eleciioa 

7. All eomimmialtiom re~~ Trump's~ md coom!llll.i~ M day. 
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oo.Pmecmpg~a&1-,11n1y, 

12, The role of the Vice ~ u the Prmdmg Officer m ibe ~aioo ofibe wtes of the~ 
CO~, 

a 
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Hi 

Exhibit 2 - AU Email Correspondence between Select 
Committee Staff and Counsel for Mr. Scavino 

From: 
Sfflt Tuslay, l"klwmber 30.. 20211:42 PM 

Ffflffl: 
Sfflt T~, l"klwmber 30, 20211t15 i\M 
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from: 
Sent: Friday, November 26, 20214:40 PM 

from, 
Sent: Tuesd!l)I, ~miler 21:l, 20215:53 PM 

from: 
Sent Tuesd!l)I, Nowroller 23, 202112:45 PM 

H~ - I mive conl'irmed with Mr. Sci!lviootllat we can accept service of the subpoemi oohis 
behalf. 
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From: 
Sent: T~. N!:Nel'l'll:l8 2S, 20219:21 AM 

HiStm, 

WO'l.lldlOA.M 

From: 
Sent: lll!ooday, No11el'l'll:l8 22, 202110:56 PM 

base, but am !IOI: aat wfflt"tomorrow. ! ~ my 2yo all dliiy and my 

11~rn00ll. I 111so rnl\le a lfirt111! coon: smus nearing at 3pm. I expect that will last 
at 19s!: an hour. So long as 'fOl! all don't mind the badl:grouoo noise, rm happy to tall: aroond my 
healing iit your convenience. 

From: 
Sent: lll!ooday, No~ 22, 201110:49 PM 

Subject: RE: Dilll Sc:avino 

Hi 

We'd lite to~ m ~~ 
avlW!lbte? 

From 
Sent: Thursday, November 18, 202112:00 PM 

Subject: RI.:: Dan Sc:avino 

Folks, please see the ~ correspoooenre. 
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ff'OO'I! 
Sent: luesdl!V, November 16, 2021 HI!:! PM 

From.: 
Sent: MondilV, Noveml:ler 15, 202111:29 PM 

St!li'I~' 

from: 
Sent: Wednesday, November 10, 202110:10 AM 
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From: 

Sfflt:: Tuesd<I'/, ~er9, 202110:32PM 

deJ:K:ISf!ioo oo the bre.adlh of tt- S1.1biecb oo $Ud1 short: 
~. ~lit ~k. I i'la"W an In-~ ~tlfil with oru·on W~av, but am prep;red M trnllel 
to and rron1 Palm lsach at ~$t t111rica, rm h;;i,ppyto ~ th11 oommltt• 

!nl:e'lim.ani:I 1:1e1rllilll'ii we mit!ht OOl'le m 00 3 subset of wpla th,it. Gill 

be pooritil!ld. In the me.mtlme, -would req11eSt a further ~em,ion of the ,1,_c1!in,• tnr 

Sca\lfflO to partlcll)ltlte in a depos!tloo, 
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from: 
Sent: Sunday, November 1, 202110:23 AM 

That so1,1nds good fmli:!i, speat to voo soon. 

Attached is the letter rererern::ed in oor correspondence .. 

from: 
Sent: Si!!tl.lfdi!y, November 6, 20218:09 PM 

Hi Stanley, 

■ aoo l will plan to all Vol.I at 11 am tomorrow. 

Thankyoo. 

On Nov 6, 2021, lit 10.:29 AM, 
wrote: 

Thilnn, Stanley. I can oo anytime tomorrow mornifll:I, but woold like to cormect 
earlier if you llll\'e time later today. 

Sent from my iPoone 

On Nov 6, 2021, at !U6 AM, Staniey Woodward 

wrote: 
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&Uow 
,.,moouwi. Cm we ~m1m11.e 

~~'li''l'IHl!il> 7 

fm:m: 
s~ Friday, N011emb@r 5, 20214:53 PM 

The letter remrs to m altlcbment tmt I doo 't think was 
am~:1ea to·~ ei:nail Can 
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from: 
Sent Wednesday, November 3, 20212:00 PM 

11!:S!OOl'l~M~·dl:X:Ul!ne1~ts.and 
e\•alualting ooi.smre m ..... 1,.-a"' dalms. I further undermmd 
you are ,..,..,.,,,.,.,.,.,.,, 
this process and can tleli~r that to us in the ,..,,.,,1> "h '" 

■ 
Cc 

Sent: Tuesday, November 2, 20218:47 PM 
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Cc 
~ RE: Dan Sca'lfflJIO 

folks-I wanted to follow up and proyide • brief updilte. f'm 

sony fur not reach111 out sooner, but kJeistic:s cootim.ied to 
prove dlallen~ne. rm m the middle of.a trial in Faimx, 
Vqinia, but WiU able to Hy' down to Palm Beach todayto 
meet with Mr. Scavioo because the Court was dosed 
(etection dav}. I'm on mv 'IS'f back to oc now and could 
coonea over teams today, but probably oot 1.mtil after 9. 
Tomorrow I'm bad: m trml, so9inwould probably not be 

able to do a teams meetin1 untii after 1. I'm also happy to 
schedule a oil tomOO'OW, but I unfortum'ltefy am not 1wen 
much notice as; to when we'U have a break and they're only 
15 minutes; lone. 

Altl!!mlti\!ely, the trial concludes Thursday at 2:30pm and I 
could be available fur a teams after 3:30pm or any time oo 
Friday. 

Thanks, 

Stanley 

from: 
Sent: Wecines;day, October 21, 20215:11 PM 

Subject: RE.: Dan Salvino 

Hi Stanley, 

Thanks lbryour ~ We are wili,w to proyide aoother 
brief extension to accommodate the schedule you suaest 
below, though no further Mlay abSent sornethq 
unforeseen. l want to aive you the time voo need.to search 
for documents and prep•e your dient for hi:S deposition, 
thouah this has ~n pencfinc for some time. Let's schedule 
a call for Tuesday- after your meetinc with hlm to confirm 
timill( .. Can \'OO suggest some windows when you're 
available? and I will send a Te.ams; invite for a time 
that works for all 

To conf'irm, we will delay the document production deadli:ne 
until Thu~day, November 4 and schedule tile deposition tor 
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Novemberl2 

Hi folks - I wanted to touch ba.se in advance of t<>morrow':s 
deadline to request another brief eittmsion. As i think 

a trial that rums Monday and 
tomeetm 

person. At the moment, I'm scheduled to meet with him oo 
November 2, 2021 (because the Court is closed fur 

Election At that time, I'll be a forensic bactup 

of his da:tmnic devices and w!l! perform an inttiil search for 
rea:irds responsive to his subpoena. Ms;umJn~ lt 
appears 

one week extension oo 
too 

your convenience. 

From: 
Sent: Wednesday, October 20, 20213:55 PM 

This a:mfirms our agreement 
to pm;tpcme Mr. Sclvloo's subpoena by one 
week. That moves the deadline for pro101J,rucrn 
doa;ments to and tfle, depos,ltk.11n 
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I understand that you are in the process d ~ni,. 
wtiemer Mr. Salvino !'ms anv documents responsM to the 
subpoena, indudq imlllin& his phone met comp.1w. 
Please let us know il!Sa? if there cWe such documents and 
whd'herthey can he promptly produce:l. As discussed, we 
are wili,w to talk with you about the subject matters that we 
will seek to de,elop wlth Mr. Salllioo cllri,w his deposition, 
so you can evaluate prM~ issues. We do not believe any 
w!id privil* claim exists, thouih are witlst& to tailc with you 
about the scope of our inquify in the interest of aettirll the 
deposition dooe. 

Please let and I mow when yoo have more 
inl'ormatioo. Thi:mks apin fur reac:ha1& out - look~ 
rorwan:I to 'ltOl"kq with you on this mcwina fon11rcm:l 

■ 
Cc: 

Sent Wedne.day, October 20, 20211:58 PM 

Thanks, 

Stanley 

~ 

Hi Stanley· 
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Thanks for your message. can we talk at 3? It 

num~r for you then? 

Thanks, 

Sent from my iPhone 

and t What ts best 

On Ott 201 2021.. at 12:30 PM, 

wrote: 

-we've been retained to 
represent Dan Scavino in 
respondina to the Sefect 
Committee's subpoena to Dan for 
records and testimony. Is there a 

convenient. time for us to have an 
introductory can? 

Thanks, 

Stantey 
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Exhibit 3 - Letter from Chairman Thompson to Counsel for 
Mr. Scavino (Nov. 23, 2021) 

Sel.«t ~ Jirisdictum 

of~ 18, 2021, meomcilv 
il!mdim:m 
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StmlBrimd 
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Exhibit 4 - Letter from Chairman Thompson to Counsel for 
Mr. Scavino (Feb. 4, 2022) 
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Exhibit 5 - Letter from White House Counsel to Counsel for 
Mr. Scavino (Mar. 15, 2022) 
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Exhibit 6 - Subpoena to Daniel Scavino, Jr. (Sept. 23, 2021) 
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January 4, 2021 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE H41 
health, safety, and well-being of others 
present in the Chamber and surrounding 
areas. Members and staff will not be per­
mitted to enter the Hall of the House with­
out wearing a mask. Masks will be available 
at the entry points for any Member who for­
gets to bring one. The Chair views the failure 
to wear a mask as a serious breach of deco­
rum. The Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to en­
force this policy. Based upon the health and 
safety guidance from the attending physi­
cian and the Serg·eant-at-Arm11, the Chair 
would further advise that all Members 
should leave the Chamber promptly after 
casting their votes. Furthermore. Members 
should avoid congregating in the rooms lead­
ing to the Chamber. including the Speaker's 
lobby. The Chair will continue the practice 
of providing small groups of Members with a 
minimum of 5 minutes within which to cast 
their votes. Members are encouraged to vote 
with their previously assigned group. After 
voting, Members must clear the Chamber to 
allow the next group a safe and sufficient op­
portunity to vote. It is essential for the 
health and safety of Members, staff, and the 
U.S. Capitol Police to consistently practice 
social distancing· and to ensure that a safe 
capacity be maintained in the Chamber at 
all times. To that end, the Chair appreci11.tea 
the cooperation of Members and &ta.ff in pre­
serving order and decorum in the Chamber 
and in displaying respect and safety for one 
another by wearing a mask and practi.cin!I" 
social distancing. All announced policies, in­
cluding those addressing decorum in debate 
and the conduct of votes by electronic de­
vice, shall be carried out in harmony with 
this policy during the pendency of a covered 
period. 

117TH CONGRESS REGULATIONS 
FOR USE OF DEPOSITION AU­
THORITY 

COMMITTEE ON RULES, 
HOUSE OF RJJ:PRRSENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 4, 2021. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

MADAM 8PEAK1'R: Pursuant to section 3(b) 
of House Resolution 8, 117th Congress, I here­
by submit the following regulations regard­
ing the conduct of depositions by committee 
and select committee counsel for printing in 
the Congressional Record. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES P. McGOVERN, 

Chairman, Committee on Rules. 
REGULATIONS FOR THE USE OF DEPOSITION 

AUTHORITY 
L Notices for the taking of depositions 

shall specify the date, time, and place of ex­
amination. Depositions shall be ta.ken under 
oath administered by a member or a person 
otherwise authorized to administer oaths. 
Depositions may continue from day to day, 

2. Consultation with the ranking minority 
memb1c1r shall include three days' notice be­
fore any deposition is taken. All members of 
the committee shall also receive three days 
written notice that a deposition will be 
taken, except in exigent circumstances. For 
purposes of these procedures, a day shall not 
include Satm·days, Sundays, or legal holi­
days except when the House is in session on 
such a day. 

3. Witnesses may be accompanied at a dep­
osition by personal. nongovernmental coun­
sel to advise them of their rights. Only mem­
bers, committee staff dt1eignated by the 
chair or ranking minority member, an offi­
cial reporter, the witness, and the witness's 
counsel are permitted to attend. Observers 
or counsel for other persons, including coun­
sel for government agencies, may not attend. 

4. The chair of the committee noticing the 
deposition may designate that deposition as 
part of a joint investigation between com­
mittees, and in that case, provide notice to 
the members of the committees. If such a 
designation is made, the chair and ranking 
minority member of the additional com­
mittee(s) may designate committee staff to 
attend pursuant to regulation 3. Members 
and designated staff of the committees may 
a.ttend and ask questions as set forth below. 

5. A deposition shall be conducted by any 
member or committee counsel designated by 
the chair or ranking minority member of the 
Committee that noticed the deposition. 
When depositions are conducted by com­
mittee co\lUsel, there shall be no more than 
two committee counsel permitted to ques­
tion a witness per round. One of the com­
mittee counsel shall be designated by the 
chair and the other by the ranking minority 
member per round. 

6. Deposition questions shall be pro­
pounded in rounds. The length of each round 
shall not exceed 60 minutes per side, and 
shall provide equal time to the majority and 
the minority. In each round. the member(s) 
or committee counsel designated by the 
chair shall ask questions first, and the mem­
ber(s) or committee counsel designated by 
the ranking minority member shall ask 
questions second. 

7. Objections must be stated concisely and 
in a non-argumentative and non-suggestive 
manner. A witness's counsel may not in­
struct a witness to refuse to answer a ques­
tion, except to preserve a privilege. In the 
event of professional, ethical, or other mis­
conduct by the witness's counsel during the 
deposition, the Committee may take a.ny ap­
propriate disciplinary action. The witne~s 
may refuse to answer a question only to pre­
serve a privilege. When the witness has re­
fused to answer a question to preserve a 
privilege, members or staff may (i) proceed 
with the deposition, or (ii) either at that 
time or at a subsequent time, seek a ruling 
from the Chair either by telephone or other­
wise. If the Chair overrules any such objec­
tion and thereby orders a witness to answer 
any question to which an objection was 
lodged, the witness shall be ordered to an­
swer. If a member of the committee chooses 
to appeal the ruling of the chair, such appeal 
must be made within three days, in writing, 
and shall be preserved for committee consid­
eration. The Committee's ruling on appeal 
shall be filed with the clerk of the Com­
mittee and shall be provided to the members 
and witness no less than three days before 
the reconvened deposition. A deponent who 
refuses to answer a question after being di­
rected to answer by the chair may be subject 
to sanction, except that no sanctions may be 
imposed if the ruling of the chair is reversed 
by the committee on appeal. 

8. The Committee chair shall ensure that 
the testimony is either transcribed or elec­
tronically recorded or both. If a witness's 
testimony is transcribed, the witness or the 
witness's counsel shall be afforded an oppor­
tunity to review a copy, No later than five 
days after the witness has been notified of 
the opportunity to review the transcript, the 
witness may submit suggested changes to 
the chair. Committee staff may make any 
typographical and technical changes. Sub­
stantive changes, modifications, clarifica­
tions, or amendments to the deposition tran, 
script submitted by the witness must be ac­
companied by a letter signed by the witness 
requesting the changes and a statement of 
the witness's reasons for ea.ch proposed 
change. Any substantive changes, modifica­
tions, clarifloations, or amendments shall be 
included as an appendix to the transcript 
conditioned upon the witness signing the 
transcript. 

9. The individual administering the oath, if 
other than a member. shall certify on the 
transcript that the witness was duly sworn. 
The transcriber shall certify that the tran­
script is a true record of the testimony, and 
the transcript shall be filed, together with 
any electronic recording, with the clerk of 
the committee in Washington, DC. Deposi­
tions shall be considered to have been taken 
in Washington, DC, as well as the location 
actually taken once filed tht1re with the 
clerk of the committee for the committee's 
use. The chair and the ranking minority 
member shall be provided with a copy of the 
transcripts of the deposition at the same 
time. 

10. The chair and ranking minority mem­
ber shall consult regarding the rele!IBe of 
deposition testimony, transcripts, or record­
ings, and portions thereat If either objects 
in writing to a proposed release of a deposi­
tion testimony, tra.nscrlpt, or recording, or a 
portion thereof, the matter shall be prompt­
ly referred to the cQmmittee for rf:lsolution. 

11. A witness shall not be required to tes­
tify unless the witness has been provided 
with a copy of section 3(b) of H. Res. 8, 117th 
Congress, and these regulations. 

REMOTE COMMITTEE PRO-
CEEDINGS REGULATIONS PURSU­
ANT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 8, 
117TH CONGRESS 

COMMITTEE ON RULES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 4, 2021. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

MADAM SPEAK!m: Pursuant to section 3(s) 
of House Resolution 8, 117th Congress, I her-e­
by submit the following regulations regard­
ing remote committee proceedings for print­
ing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 

Sincerely, 
JAMES P. MCGOVlllRN, 

Chairman, 
Committee on Rule3. 

REMOTE COMMITTEE PROCEEDINGS REGULA­
TIONS PURSUANT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 8 

A. PRESENCE AND VOTING 

L Members participating remotely in a 
committee proceeding must be visible on the 
software platform's video f\lUction to be con­
sidered in attendance and to participate un­
less connectivity issues or other technical 
problems render the member unable to fully 
participate on camera (except as provided in 
regulations A.2 and A.3). 

2. The exception in regulation A.l for 
connectivity issues or other technical prob­
lems does not apply if a point of order has 
been made that a quorum is not present. 
Members participating remotely must be 
visible on the software platform's video func­
tion in order to be counted for the purpose of 
establishing a quorum. 

3. The exception in regulation A.l for 
connectivity issues or other technical prob­
lems does not apply during a vote. Members 
participating remotely must be visible on 
the software platform's video function in 
order to vote. 

4. Members participating remotely off­
camera due to connectivity issues or other 
technical problems pursuant to regulation 
A.1 must inform committee majority and 
minority staff either directly or through 
staff. 

5. The chair shall make a good faith effort 
to provide every member experiencing 
connectivity issues an opportunity to par­
ticipate fully in the proceedings, subject to 
regulations A.2 and A.3. 
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January 4, 2021 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE H41 
health, safety, and well-being of others 
present in the Chamber and surrounding 
areas. Members and staff will not be per­
mitted to enter the Hall of the House with­
out wearing a mask. Masks will be available 
at the entry points for any Member who for­
gets to bring one. The Chair views the failure 
to wear a mask as a serious breach of deco­
rum. The Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to en­
force this policy. Based upon the health and 
safety guidance from the attending physi­
cian and the Sergeant-at-Arms, the Chair 
would further advise that all Members 
should leave the Chamber promptly after 
c&.sting their votes. Furthermore, Members 
should avoid congregating in the rooms lead­
ing to the Chamber, including the Speaker's 
lobby. The Chair will continue the practice 
of providing small groups of Members with a 
minimum of 5 minutes within which to cast 
their votes. Members are encouraged to vote 
wlth their previously assigned group. After 
voting, Members must clear the Chamber to 
allow the next group a safe and sufficient op­
portunity to vote. It is essential for the 
health and s&.fety of Members. staff, and the 
U,S. Capitol Police to consistently practice 
social dist&.ncing and to ensure that a safe 
capacity be maintained in the Chamber at 
all times, To that end, the Chair appreciates 
the cooperation of Members and staff iu pre­
serving order and decorum in the Chamber 
and in displaying respect and safety for one 
another by wearing a mask and practicing 
social distancing, All announced policies, in­
oluding those addressing decorum in debate 
and the conduct of votes by electronic de­
vice, shall be carried out in harmony with 
this policy during the pendency of a covered 
period. 

117TH CONGRESS REGULATIONS 
FOR USE OF DEPOSITION AU­
THORITY 

COMMITTEE ON RULES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 4, 2021. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, Haase of Repre$entatives, 
Washington, DC. 

MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to section 3(b) 
of House Resolution 8, 117th Congress, I here­
by submit the following regulations regard­
ing the conduct of depositions by committee 
and select committee counsel for printing in 
the Congressional Record. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES P. MCGOVERN, 

Chairman, Committee on Rules. 
REGULATIONS POR THE USE 01'' DEPOSITION 

AUTHORITY 
1. Notices for the taking of depositions 

shall specify the date, time, and place of ex­
amination. Depositions shall be taken under 
oath administered by a member or a person 
otherwise authorized to administer oaths. 
Depositions may continue from day to day. 

2. Consultation with the ranking minority 
member shall include three days' notice be­
fore any deposition is taken. All members of 
the committee shall also receive three days 
written notice that a deposition will be 
taken, except in exigent circumstances .. For 
purposes of these procedures, a day shall not 
include Saturdays, Sundays, or legal holi­
days except when the House is in session on 
such a day. 

3. Witnesses may be accompanied at a dep­
osition by personal, nongovernmental coun­
sel to advise them of their rights. Only mem­
bers, committee staff designated by the 
ch&.ir or ranking minority member, an offi­
cial reporter, the witness, and the witness's 
counsel are permitted to attend. Observers 
or counsel for other persons, including coun­
sel for government agencies, may not attend. 

4, The chair of the committee noticing the 
deposition may designate that deposition as 
part of a joint investigation between com­
mittees, and in that case, provide notice to 
the members of the committees. If such a 
designation is made, the chair and ranking 
minority member of the additional com­
mittee(s) may designate committee staff to 
attend pursuant to regulation 3. Members 
and designated staff of the committees may 
attend and ask questions as set forth below. 

5. A deposition shall be conducted by any 
member or committee counsel designated by 
the chair or ranking minority member of the 
Committee that noticed the deposition. 
W'hen depositions are conducted by com­
mittee counsel, there shall be no more than 
two committee counsel permitted to ques­
tion a witness per round. One of the com­
mittee counsel shall be designated by the 
chair and the other by the ranking minority 
member per round. 

6. Deposition questions shall be pro­
pounded in rounds. The length of each round 
shall not exceed 60 minutes per side, and 
shall provide equal time to the majority and 
the minority. In each round, the member(s) 
or committee counsel designated by the 
chair shall ask questions first, and the mem­
ber(s) or committee counsel designated by 
the ranking minority member shall ask 
queBtions second. 

7. Objections must be stated concisely and 
in a non-argumentative and non-suggestive 
manner. A witness's counsel may not in­
struct a witness to refuse to answer a ques­
tion, except to preserve a privilege, In the 
event of professional, ethical, or other mis­
conduct by the witness's counsel during the 
deposition, the Committee may take any ap­
propriate disciplinary action. The witness 
may refuse to answer a question only to pre­
serve a privilege. When the witness has re­
fused to answer a question to preserve a 
privilege, members or staff may (i) proceed 
with the deposition, or (ii) either at that 
time or at a subsequent time, seek a ruling 
from the Chair either by telephone or other­
wise. If the Chair overrules any such objec­
tion and thereby orders a witness to answer 
any question to which an objection was 
lodged, the witness shall be ordered to an­
swer. If a member of the committee chooses 
to appeal the ruling of the chair, such appeal 
must be made within three days, in writing, 
and shall be preserved for committee consid­
eration. The Committee's ruling on appeal 
shall be filed with the clerk of the Com­
mittee and shall be provided to the members 
and witness no less than three days before 
the reconvened deposition, A deponent who 
refuses to answer a question after being di­
rected to answer by the chair may be subject 
to sanction, except that no sanctions may be 
imposed if the ruling of the chair is reversed 
by the committee on appeal. 

8. The Committee chair shall ensure that 
the testimony is either transcribed or elec­
tronically recorded or both. If a witness's 
testimony is transcribed, the witness or the 
witness's counsel shall be afforded an oppor­
tunity to review a copy. No later than five 
days after the witness has been notified of 
the opportunity to review the transcript, the 
witness may submit suggested changes to 
the chair. Committee staff may make any 
typographical and technical changes. Sub­
stantive changes, modifications, clarifica­
tions, or amendments to the deposition tran­
script submitted by the witness must be ac­
companied by a letter signed by the witness 
requesting the changes and a statement of 
the witness's reasons for each proposed 
change. Any substantive changes, modifica­
tions, clarifications, or amendments shall be 
included as an appendix to the transcript 
conditioned upon the witness signing the 
transcript. 

9, The individual administering the oath, if 
other than a member, shall certify on the 
transcript that the witness was duly sworn. 
The transcriber shall certify that the tran­
script is a true record of the testimony, and 
the transcript shall be filed, together with 
any electronic recording, with the clerk of 
the committee in Washington, DC. Deposi­
tions shall be considered to have been taken 
in Washington, DC, as well as the location 
actually taken once filed there with the 
clerk of the committee for the committee's 
use. The chair and the ranking minority 
member shall be provided with a copy of the 
transcripts of the deposition at the same 
time. 

10. The chair and ranking minority mem­
ber shall consult regarding the release of 
deposition testimony, transcripts, or record­
ings, and portions thereof. If either objects 
in writing to a proposed release of a deposi­
tion testimony, transcript, or recording, or a 
portion thereof, the matter shall be prompt­
ly referred to the committee for resolution. 

11. A witness shall not be required to tes­
tify unless the witness has been provided 
with a copy of section 3(b) of H. Res. 8, 117th 
Congress, and these regulations. 

REMOTE COMMITTEE PRO-
CEEDINGS REGULATIONS PURSU­
ANT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 8. 
117TH CONGRESS 

COMMITTEE ON RULES, 
HOUSE OF R&PRESJINTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 4, 2021. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, Haase of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to section 3(s) 
of House Resolution 8, 117th Congress, I here­
by submit the following regulations regard­
ing remote committee proceedings for print­
ing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES P. MCGOVERN, 

Chairman, 
Committee on Rales. 

REMOTE COMMITTEE PROCEEDINGS REGULA­
TIONS PURSUANT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 8 

A. PRESENCE AND VOTING 
1. Members participating remotely in a 

committee proceeding must be visible on the 
software platform's video function to be con­
sidered in attendance and to participate un­
less connectivity issues or other technical 
problems render the member unable to fully 
participate on camera (except as provided in 
regulations A.2 and A.3). 

2. The exception in regulation A.1 for 
connectivity issues or other technical prob­
lems does not apply if a point of order has 
been made that a quorum is not present. 
Members participating remotely must be 
visible on the software platform's video func­
tion in order to be counted for the purpose of 
establishing a quorum. 

3. The exception in regulation A.1 for 
connectivity issues or other technical prob­
lems does not apply during a vote. Members 
participating remotely must be visible on 
the software platform's video function in 
order to vote. 

4. Members participating remotely off­
camera due to connectivity issues or other 
technical problems pursuant to regulation 
A.1 must inform committee majority and 
minority staff either directly or through 
staff. 

5. The chair shall make a good faith effort 
to provide every member experiencing 
connectivity issues an opportunity to par­
ticipate fully in the proceedings, subject to 
regulations A.2 and A.3. 
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Exhibit 7 - Letter from Counsel for Mr. Scavino to 
Chairman Thompson (Nov. 5, 2021) 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

The Honorable Hermie 
Own:wm 

BJWmlWOOVWARQ 
~atuw 

S'tiU!,M,Bwm ----
November 5, 20l1 

We write oo behalf of ourdient. DmielJ. Scavino, J:c ID!."flllPOttSe to 10ur October 6, 
2021, subpoena for records to Mr. S~ a:nwll aspmru,;mtto our October 20. 2021, 
October 27, 2021, Noven.ber 3, 2021. emal ~ndence withl'OW" Staff: 

Spedfl.cally. you advil!fl: "The Select O:mmdttee bas reason m believe that [Mr. 
Scmlmo] {ha] infbrmatkm re!ewntto und~ import:ant act:mties that ted to and 
informed the evmts at the Capftol oo January 6. 2021. and relevant to ml'lllt.11" President 
Trump's act:mties and oommmiieations m the ptl'rlod leading up to and on Jan1.1ary6.w As 
;101.1 are aware, m the period leading up to and on January 6. Mr. Scmlmo ~ u senior 
advil!M and Deputy Cblef' ofStaft'for Commu.nk:ations to President Trump. lb imclt. the 
Committee's mbpoenareq\lestsreoordll related to the oommumcations between and 
among PresidentTmmp and his close advil!Ors -mmrmatioo protected bythe~e 
prlwege sou to "smegusd[} the pnblk :interest m candid. oom'identw delibemtions 
'ivithlnthe ~ve Brandl.• and "'mformmonsubjectto the ~prot'ection ~t 
with the fair admimstr.ition of justice." Trump 1.t H11Za!W USA. UP. 140 S. Ct. 2019, 2024 
{2020) {quoting Un~ Stot11•n; Ni'l'on. 418 U.S.. 683, 715 (1974)} (interrud quot.ltiom 
omitted). 

To that end, we area'l\c~that on August 25, 2021, the Committee also issued a 
subpoffla to th« National An:hives and Records Administration~ recoms from the 
~tive Office oftbe President. On October 8, 2021, President Trump, pur.ruantto the 
Presidential Records Act. 44 U.S.C §§ 2201-2209, and Executive Order No.13489, ad:rised 
the An:bivistof hb formal assertioo of executive prMiege with respect to the limited 
nmi.ber of documents then identffled byttie Archl:rist as !."flllPOl:lffi'el to the Committee's 
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BM,ND I WoomvABn 
Attmneys at Law 

November 5, 2021 
Page2 

subpoena, a.swell as a~ anertion of executivepriv:11ege over anyadditmml 
materials that may be identified u re,spomive by the Arcbiv:im: or otherwise requested by 
the Committee. Then. on October 18. 2021, President Tmmp filed suit in the United States 
Federal District Court fur the n1«r1r1" ,nf O:ilminoouiee!tal'lg. ~ di.a, 

Moreove& our undentanding is that any records responsive to the Committee's 
subpoena to Mr. ~o are~ that would haw been generated or otberwise received 
in his official capacity as a senior advisor to and as Deputy Chief of Staff for 
O:lrmm.mh:ations to President Trump. Thecse reoords, acco~ ,wreprovided to the 
National Archives and Records Admi:nilltntion upon M& ~•s separation .from the 
White m:iuse. The O:lmmittee's subpoena to M&Samnotherefore seeks the nm.e records 
furwhldl President Tm1:np bu asserted~ privilege and places Mr. Scmno in the 
center of this interbnmch eonffict. That Mr. Sam.no, now a~ cit:izim, is also in the 
po:ies1sio,~ custody, or control of any duplicate records, does not otherwise l'UOlve the 
i:nnmranich conflict created by the assertion of executive privilege by a funner President. 
Sl5e M~ 140 SA at 2035 ("[S]eparation of powers concerns ·are no less palpable ••• 
mn:mi., 11,.,,.,,,..,_._ subpoenas were issued to third parties.1, 

Mr. Scavino's production ofreooms responsive to the Committee's subpoena 'WOuld 
therefore Interfere with President Trump's lll!llertioo of encu:tive privilege and 'WOtdd senre 
to h1ad'.wtem:ly moot the legal claims validly asserted by President Trump. 
Saikrisbna Prakash, Tmmp is Right: Former Presidents CanAssert Executive The 
ffbshingoon Past (Oct. 29, 2021) ("Had Bidell qu:iddy released the docu:mentsafter 
receiving the request, the privilege claim would have been moot and a suit would haw been 
poh:itiess.j. 1ndeed, this is tomistent with the President's own direci:hre tu Mr. Sam.no that 
he "not produce any documents eoncermng{hfs) official duties 1n response to the 
Subpoena" and to imvke all applh:able prlwege.s mid immunities protemng sudl records 
from production punmmt to your subpoena. A oopy of this cotTeSpOndence i.s attached for 
your reference. Mr. Scavioo am therefore not be compelled m produce JNch records until a 
determination of the applicability of President Tmmp's assertion of~ Privilege is 
fully and finally litigated, S'5e United States v. Bryan, 339 U.S. 323, 330 (19SO) ("Ominari1y, 
one~ with contempt of eourt fur m'lu:re to comply with a murtomer makes a 
complete defense by proving that he is unable to eomply;1. See al$0 United States ex mli 
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Exhibit 8 - Letter from Chairman Thompson to Counsel for 
Mr. Scavino (Nov. 9, 2021) 

Mt. Scavino's 
Mt. Scamo are 

~ in capacity» and ~ by the Nlllioaal and Rel:«ds 
~ YOU ·I& auffl ll!at Mr. Sai:1,i11o i.s therefore ~ lo provide the ~ 

bec3lllll! ~DomlldJ. Tmmpis~themlease of~ andbas i:m!intctedMt. 
S-.ri.no to "'net produce my ~ c~ {his] officillt dooe. in ~· to the 

~" 
You have l!im:e l:Mllllllllic:ated to Select Commiflee iffllff oo No\.~ 1, 2021, ·dwyoo 

- net ~ - of my~ ~ ll!at. fall outside the s:qie of~. 
Tmmp'sasSlmOll of ~pm'ilege, butll!atyour m.'iew is~ Y<m ~~ 
ll!atMt. Sea.vino is nB ~ wllelherhacm ~ ~ ~y~my 
top11:S~of ll clllimof ~veprii.'ilege. 

Mt. Sl:avino Wll!I ~~hill~ oo Oc.tob«&, 2021, and Wllll~ to 
pnrride ~by~ 21 and appes fbr lestmmfly Oil Oclllber 2il At yonr ~ the 
Select Committee mis twi<:e ~. the i:leadlines for produttioo -1 ~. ~ 
demllMW!!~by~:5and~ooNovem!ler 12. 

Fim,.~~11;,ytmsugesttbatMr. Scllvinobasllffl'llle~~ 
ttlllty<mll.l'e~ to pmducep!lfflllmt to imilrnctiOll imm.Prellidellt Tmmp. IfMr. Salv:ino mis 
resp:mi.ve ~ tut he~ are covered by 1111 applialb!e pm'ilege, plml!le provide 11. 

pri~klgtbat~ i~eadl doa111:1e11tmdeadlpm'ilegel:lmthe~flappiell, 
so thllt the Se1ec:t ~ai em -1uate wbethei- any ~ ac~ are ~ 
Cat.epic.al c:h!imii of ~pri\~ -improper, and my claim of~ privilege must 

121 F.1<!129(.D.C. Cir. 
2014 WL 12~5, Iii 

*2 (DD.C . .Ang. 20, 2014) (~ a "blm:dcet~ -.uu,-'ll-pri~ clllim O\'!lr ~ 

~}. Wellbono!ethattl!eSelect~l:w~alll:Mllllllllic.ati01111~ 
thollec~ooMr.~'spenoaalsociatmedillorother11CCmmmdwilh~pirtillllj 
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Exhibit 9 - Letter from Counsel for Mr. Scavino to 
Chairman Thompson (Nov. 15, 2021) 

VIA E:tECTRONIC MAIL 

The Hononble Bemue 
Chainnan 

Re: Daniel J, Scavino, Jr. 

BRANol woonwum 
Mtomeys at Law 

November 15, 2021 

....... 
---

We are :in receipt of your Ni:wember9, 20.21, correspondence as well as theef.fl.ail 
CO'ffl:lSPOndence oom your Stli'f of the same day advisi111 that the Select Committee will 
m.end the deadline wit:hlu which Mi:. Scmno is to provide documents responsive to its 
October 6, 2021, subpoena unit~ November lS, 2021. 

Spedfi~ your November 9, 2021, correspondence advised that: ~lfMr. Scavino 
has~ doooments that he belie'\teS are oovered by an app&able privilege, please 
provide a privilege log thatspedfkallyidem:ffies ~ document and each privilege that he 
beliflVeS applies so that the Select Committee can evaluate whether anyadditiomil adiom 
are appropriate." Yon m:rt:her advised that the Select Committee "'subpoenaed all 
connnunicmom indud"mgthoseccnducted on Mr. Scavmo's persomd ~.media or other 
aemuntsand with outside p!ll"tieswhose indumon in a communication with Mi:. Scavino 
wonid. mem that oo ~vre privilege claim am be applicable to such communications." 

& we advised in our correspondence of .November S, 2021. the Select Committee's 
subpoena 11ecessriyseb rommimicmorui between and among President Tnmlp and his 
dose aihiisors- infonmltion protected by the exerutiw privilege. See Trump K Manr.r USA. 
lll', HOS. Ct. 2019, 2024 (2020) ((E]xeeutiw privilege safeguards the public mterest:in 
candid, romidenti#l ~ens within the ~Branch. ••• j This privilege e:dst!I to 
ensure "the President's aa:ess to honest and informed advice and his abili;yto explore 
~e policy options pm~ are critical element:!! :in presidenti#l dedsiomnak:in~" ln re 
Sealed Cae (&p,y), 121 R.3:d 729, 751 (D.C. ar.1997) (empbuis added). Indeed, the 
c0mm11niffltion need not be directed at or by the President. and by extension need not be 
kmwn to the President, so lo111a authored o:r oolidted by "presidential ad\ll!Orsin the 
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• Commumcatfom between Mr. Sc.twine and "thol.fe members! of an imm~ 
White Hot1$e adviser's staff who ruwe broad 
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BJWJP I wooowm 
Attom~ at Law 
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Exhibit 10 - Letter from Counsel for Mr. Scavino to 
Chairman Thompson (Nov. 18, 2021) 

\!'lA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

9 
tbeSelectC~ admedthatit 
depoi.ffloo. ~ 

BRMn I wooowm 
A~atta'!i\' 

51:!mM.flmnd 
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d:iall~ your November9 ~denc:ead\tisu that"'the Select~ ~the 
right to question Mr. Scawio about other ropics" 11S well. 

and oown gmfonmtton subject to the~protection amsistentwiththewr ~on of 
jus:t!cet nmttpv:. Mw:llff llS.!\ UP, 140 S. Ct. 2019, 2024 {2020) ( quoting Unitm statu v; NtRon, 
418 U.S.683,115(1974)) (mtema1 quo~otmtted). See also in re~C'ase(apy), 121 F.3d 

iat "lthe IIJ:ftidem:'s ac:ress: to ll~Kand mlromied llm>ioo.md 
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No~ 15, 2021 

~BANDI Wpomwm 
Attorneys at Law 
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~ I WOODWARD 
Aitomtl)"ll at Laiv 

Mr. Letter goos on mhypothestze as to lepslatlve ends that could be aclli!M:ldbythe Select 
Committeet 

H'ng T. at 43. The \\'ide range of ~tialleptive ends cited by Mr. tetter, !mwem-, undffll'line 
the Select:Cmmmttee's purpt!fflld~bliioredst:ated~e. Thmoneis;ime issuffidemto 
defeat.\lll)•daim m1~te perl:inem:e. \\t"l'l.mt, as: here, the select ~has threatmed 
merra1s of mminal ccmtempt see 'Thompson & CheneySta~oo Bannon mdidmmt (Nov.12, 
2021) f'~Bamion'smdidmentslmuldsemiadearmesugemanyonewhothmbtheyam 
ignore the Selett Commil.tee ni-nym stone'l'iall our !lwfllltiption100 one is above the law.~ will 
not bemate ro me the tools atourd~ to get:the mfunnation we need."), tbe Supreme Court 
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BIMDI WQOJJWARD 
Attome,s at Law 
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BMNDllYAARWABP 
Attnml'!yil at: law 
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Exhibit 11- Subpoena to Daniel Scavino, Jr. (Nov. 23, 2021) 

SUBPOENA 

BY AtlTHORiTY OF THE HOUSE OF Rl:PRESENTATIV~S OF THE 
CoNGiUi:SS OF THE UN.lfl:D STATES OF A~RIUCA 

w tmtlfy ata hl,atl1111 truichi11g iuatt= Qflili{uieys:otoo,itl~d lo said wromili«t or ~ittee; and 
)W lffli !lilt 10 del)llrt il.'illloot l¢11Wofntd committee orllU~nlttte, 

1

1'!~~. Of 11:\lll:imooy: 

,,_o.:__:._:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::...._ __________ T:_:im::::_~ .:::::::::::::::::::::::::=::::::::::::::..J 
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Mr. Dlmlel f!<lllVioo, Jr, 

A~11 vk lmlli ur. 

PROOF OF Sll,RYJCI 
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l'llue :ti~~rdl 
!lilt~ ill'ltll'!!iffll!\li l~ Ji.\$ltclll{l),;ltt tl(•tlllliiU a,,,. "" .,...,. 

Mr. Scavltro, Jr, 
,:lo Mr. Smn!eyE. \\'ll\i1d1,Vard 
Vilt e-mail 10 . 

aurll!Otitie,:M tord1 in Hi:m$,'l R!e!lolt1ti(ll1 SO:l ;11nd the ruleit! t1ftlle 

dCX::W'IDllS Slli: !mtll ill lillll' 3Ct:l,:U1i)!!Jl}"lilg 

11CJ:Kl'St!iou on D.:ccmbi:r ! , 2021. 

Cilh Atuei «t tile '"'"''"'"' ''""''" 
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A eop}' rule~ 1to,,mdn11 
p~nondeGnitlons m irnttuctioti_~ lll'e Jtlilthed. 
1i■■■■lto nro!li1C11iooof documeuii. 

Bfflnle 
Chaifm1n 
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Mr. DllnfoU Seltv!M, Jr. 
Pilgel 

SCIU:Dtll..E 

In ~ wi.<i Ike ~eel ifelinjtforui amt lmmmtm, you, Mr. Danittl &:a1rloo, 1r:,. !ll.'e 

~by to all docmnt1nta and commurue!!doos m ~ fll.il!iiiielil$Wit, e!l!tody, or 
oontml oonlroi•-il!tcl1111t1!iig ~ ~ doo'l!nlCt!~ <lf ~nimtitl/4ti~ ll.O\:e(! 1;1r l~\!il ~ Jl!;!!'fKm11l 

L 

tllhtet~ ~), ffl DC~~ 

email ~lfflU. 
If ttfJ date 1.mge i:11 

l, T~~i.dent ~;;i~ in ~ Ji!mffley ·15. T&lty, 
.:it,mfflutt~i .P~i~nt ~ ar My p11id or mwp11id ilttomey, ~1u·, or 
11:i® to Prtsidfflt Trutnl) ~ilfflil,l: te ffil) nl4tl.ft, .>o~ or cootent of J'midot Tnmlp's 
l~ed or ~..:t rM1nl'k1 to thtme uttaliding Im laum11y o, :m:n, r.fllty. 

3, ~ or .. ting to th,;, mdut'l:I., p~ i-wducl., mw;is11g~, 
ooii~lPl'1l:, promooon of,.~ partii;ipatiuo in Om hnnl!lt}' 6. 2021, mlly 1:ln,t W4lm m 
i!.ffl.Ong llflY pmoo whti, dw:ing tho adm111~ of~ ~ Tromp. wcydmf.i in tie 
'\l'h:ltc Ho~ complex, lndudmi my tlmf)lO)'~ or mimiloo. 

4. You:r «imm1.1nk~®ll with PM.idcmt; Doruild t 1mmp ain1.li\!11.llli 

~ficllti1:m of tblll ~~lion of b Bidoo u lftll!ioont M mating to .. ,. ... .,,,,_•~·• 
.llmlm.fi'O. 2!¼.U 

S. 'fhmii. to tt1nmn:mic:lllt<1, or IM:!t1.1al ~imuni¢111tlot!l$. 
m~tn oo~n with I.be 2~0pr,esi~at;iru 

6. non•gll'i"mr1im:otat ~11:lcm, or indi\·idull:l ~·int~ 
6. 20::U, :molooilig 11~ or oth<l!' m~ yim Of ll'lel'l)\lffll ,:if yow 

offlw provided w 1my !!Udl lffltly,. Of;(!ltnutiuiion, or 1ndM&t1tl m eool'lectt-Oti with the pf~ 
~te,ti,~ orpmflen, m~ of, spi>W!Onllip ffid pa;ti(:iplltioo in fllo J.muuy 6, 2021, 
rally. · 
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Mv. i>miffl'U, :Soov!M, Jr, 
Pag;.,4 

3, Conrmunioatioos with iruiv~al. or orpt\i~a, wilhm or rumde lhe iQVffllfflfflt, 

or fl!ffitoo. to the a«t'Yitl.¢1 Md ~ttl it Illes J~ 6, 10'21, ntlly, !oolmllng 
m1111~11ng or ohm~ta of~ ~<1$ 11M e~lll fhlklwlt11 Wi 6, 20'..U, 

10, 

1 t ~ Novl.lmbct 3, 20 
the ~20 ' ' 

13. 
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~T!rii'lfr!R. ·trlffllllmmld, ill' nihl~Rli'llm 

tilh Atll1I.t:. mi 

tobmg 11~ros. 
e. U'dte ro~ Ut c.om11!~. tbnmp I ofm.u:l:li~ pmill 

fUC~OO~ fi~ ti~ Mil ffie~ lll. ttll .fo~ rue11 shtmld:match. 

AD 01~0 00!.l.ffllt:l\ti ~ to &l.,., .. ,& .. :.~-1---~~ tht 
rom1m1111: flfjds of m~ta ~nc to ~h d(!(lument, 
tnffl!ifi':m:io!!ti liho~ld oo .lmlde to the< oogitlal~tdD: 

Bmnot~'.t RNDDOC~ TBX1~t BEOATTAOI\ ... ..,...,,.."" 
PAffll'JX)tJNT, CD!rl'ODIAN, lU!COlUlTYPB, DA TB, TI~.,, 
SF.N'rDA 'I'F'\I. SENTT1MB, .BlDNDA 11!, OOOlNT1ME, RND:tlA TB, 
DNO'fIMB, AUTHOR, PROM, O.:!, ID, BOC. SUB.mer, Tfflli, 
P[UsNAMB. Fn:.CEBX'l'. m.BSrlB, OATB.alllA 'mD. 'J'IM:ECUA Tm), 
DATm.ASTMOD. TIMEI.AITMOD, nm,srnn, JNf.Mlfflm~rnm. 
NA:TIVBLmK, INTFILPA TJf, BXCBPTCON, BF.oAl"l'ACJI: 
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January 4, 2021 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE H41 
health, safety, and well-being of others 
present in tho Chamber and surrounding 
areas. Members and staff wm not be per­
mitted to enter the Hall of the House with­
out wearing a mask. Masks will he available 
at the entry points for any Member who for­
g-ets to bring one. The Chair views the failure 
to wear a mask as a serious breach of deco­
rum. Tho Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to en­
force this policy. Based upon the health and 
safety guidance from the attending physi­
cian and the Sergeant-at-Arms, the Chair 
would further advise that all Members 
should leave the Chamber promptly after 
Cflst,ing their votes. Furthermore, Members 
should avoid congregatlng in the rooms lead­
ing to the Chamber, including the Speaker's 
lobby. The Chair will continue the practice 
of providing small g-roups of Members with a 
minimum of fi minutes within which to cast 
t,he!r votes. Members are encouraged to vote 
with their previously assigned group. After 
voting, Members must clear the Chamber to 
allow the next gronp a safe and sufficient op­
portunity to vote. It is essential for the 
health and safet,y of Members, staff, and the 
U.S. Capitol Police to consistently practice 
social distancing and to ensure that a sflfe 
capao!ty be maintained in the Chamber at 
i.11 times. To that end, the Chair appreciates 
the cooperation of Members and staff in pre­
serving order and decorum in the Chamber 
and in displaying respect and safety for one 
Rnother by wearing a mask and practicing 
social distancing. All announced policies, in­
cluding those addressing decorum in debate 
and the conduct of votes by electronic de­
vice, shall be carried out in harmony with 
this policy during the pendency of a covered 
period. 

117TH CONGRESS REGULATIONS 
FOR USE OF DEPOSITION AU­
THORITY 

COMMITTEE ON RUI,ES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 4, 2021. 

Hon. NANCY PJ<JLOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

MADAM SP!IAKER: Pursuant to section 3(b) 
of House Resolution 8, 117th Congress, I here­
by submit the following regulations regard­
ing the conduct of depositions by committee 
and select committee counsel for printing in 
the Oongressional Record. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES P. McGOVERN, 

Chairman, Committee on Rules. 
REGULATIONS FOR THE USE OF DEPOSITION 

AUTHORITY 
1. Notices for the taking of depositions 

shall speotfy the date, time, aud place of ex­
amination. Depoe!tione shall be taken under 
oath administered by a member or a person 
otherwise authorized to administer oaths. 
Depositions may continue from day to day. 

2. Consultation with the ranking minority 
member shall include three days' notice be­
fore any deposition is taken. All members of 
the committee shall also receive three days 
written notice that a deposition will be 
taken, except in exigent circumstances. For 
purposes of these proeedures, a day shall not 
include Saturdays, Sundays, or legal holi­
days except when the House is in session on 
such a day. 

3. Witnesses may be accompanied at a dep• 
osition by personal, nongovernmental coun­
sel to advise them of their rights. Only mem­
bers, committee staff designated by the 
chair or ranlcing minority member, an offi­
cial reporter, the witness, and the witness's 
counsel are permitt,ed to attend, Observers 
or counsel for other persons, including coun­
sel for government agencies, may not attend. 

4. The chair of the committee noticing the 
deposition may designate that deposition as 
part of a joint investigation between com­
mittees, and in thflt case, provide notice to 
the members of the committees. If such a 
designation ls made, the chair and ranking 
minority member of the additional com­
mittee(s) may designate committee staff to 
attend pursuant to regulation 3. Members 
and designated staff of tbe committees mRy 
attend and ask questions as set forth below. 

5. A deposition shall be conducted by any 
member or committee counsel designated by 
the chair or ranking minority member of the 
Committee that noticed t,he deposition. 
When depositions are conducted by com­
mittee counsel, there shall be no more than 
two committee counsel permitted to ques- · 
tion a witness per round. One of the com­
mittee counsel shall be designated by the 
chair and the other by the ranking minority 
member per round. 

6. Deposition questions shall be pro­
pounded in rounds. The length of each round 
shall not exceed 60 minutes per side, and 
shall provide equal time to the majority and 
the minority. In each round, the member(s) 
or committee counsel deslgnated by the 
chair shall ask questions first, and the mem­
ber(s) or committee counsel designated by 
the ranking minority member shall ask 
questions second.. 

7. Objections must be stated concisely and 
in fl non-argumentative and non-suggestive 
manner, A witness's counsel may not in­
struct a witness to refuse to answer a ques­
t.ion, except to preserve a privilege. In the 
event of professional, ethical, or other mis­
conduct by the witness's counsel during the 
deposition, the Committee may take any ap­
propriate disolplinflry action. The witness 
may refuse to answer a question only to pre­
serve a privilege. When the witness has re­
fused to answer a question to preserve a 
privilege, members or staff may (i) proceed 
with the deposition, or (ii) either at that 
time or at a subsequent time, seek a ruling 
from the Chair either by telephone or other­
wise. If the Chair overrules any such objec­
tion and thereby orders a witness to answer 
any question to which an objection was 
lodged, the witness shall be ordered to an­
swer. If a member of the committee chooses 
to appeal the ruling of the chair, such appeal 
must be made within three days, in writing, 
and shall be preserved for committee consid­
eration. 'rl1e Committee's ruling on appeal 
shall be filed with the elerk of the Com­
mittee and shall be provided to the members 
and witness no less than three days before 
the reconvened deposition. A deponent who 
refuses to answer a question after being di­
rected to answer by the chair may be subject 
to sanction, except that no sanctions may be 
imposed if the ruling of the chair is reversed 
by the committee on appeal. 

8. The Committee chair shall ensure that 
the testimony is either transcribed or elec­
tronieally recorded or both. If a witness's 
testimony is transcribed, the witness or the 
witness's counsel shall be afforded an oppor­
tunity to review a copy. No later than five 
days after the witness has been notified of 
the opportunity to review the transcript, the 
witness may submit suggested changes to 
the chair. Committee staff may make any 
typographical and technical changes, Sub­
stantive changes, modlfications, clarifica­
tions, or amendments to the deposition tran­
script submitted by the witness must he ac­
companied by a letter signed by the witness 
requesting the changes and a statement of 
the witness's reasons for each proposed 
change. Any substantive changes, modifica­
tions, clarifications, or amendments shall be 
ineluded as an appendix to the transcript 
conditioned upon the wltness signing the 
transcript. 

9. The individual administering the oath, it' 
other than a member, shall eertify on the 
transcript that the witness was duly sworn. 
The transcr1ber shall certify that the tran­
script is a true record of the testimony, and 
the transcript shall be filed, together with 
any electronic recording, with the clerk of 
the committee in Washington, DC. Deposi­
tions shall be considered to have been taken 
in Washington, DC, as well as the location 
actually taken once filed there with the 
clerk of the committee for the committee's 
use. The chair and the ranking minority 
member shall be provided with a copy of the 
transcripts of the deposition at the same 
time. 

10. The chair and ranking minority mem­
ber shall consult regarding the release of 
deposition testimony, transcripts. or record­
ings, and portions thereof. If either objects 
in writing to a proposed release of a deposi­
tion testimony, transcript, or recording, or a 
portion thereof, the matter shall be prompt­
ly referred to the committee for resolution. 

11, A witness shall not be required to tes­
tify unless the witness has been provided 
with a copy of section 3(b) of H. Res. 8, 117th 
Congress, and these regnlations. 

REMOTE COMMI'fTEE PRO-
CEEDINGS REGULATIONS PURSU­
AN'f TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 8, 
117TH CONGRESS 

COMMITTEE ON RULPJS, 
HOUSj,1 OF REPRESRNTA'.PIV];)8, 
Washington, DC, January 4, 2021. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

MADAM SPJM.KER: Pursuant to section 3(s) 
of House Resolution 8, 117th Congress, I here­
by submit the following regulations regard­
ing remote committee proceedings for print­
ing in the CONGRESSIONAL RJ<JCORD. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES P. MCGOVERN, 

Chairman, 
Committee on Rules. 

REMOTE COMMITT!<JE PROCEJ<JDINGS REGULA­
'rIONS PURSUANT TO HOUSl!l RESOLUTION 8 

A. PRESENCE AND VOTING 
l. Members participating remotely in a 

committee proceeding must be visible on the 
software platform's video function to be con­
sidered in attendance and to participate un­
less connectivity issues or other technical 
problems render the member unable to fully 
participate on camera (except as provided in 
regulations A.2 and A.:n. 

2. The exception in regulation A.1 for 
connectivity issues or other technical prob­
lems does not apply if a point of order has 
been made that a quorum is not present. 
Members participating remotely must be 
visible on the software platform's video func­
tion in order to be counted for the purpose of 
establishing a quorum. 

3. The exception in regulation A.l for 
connectivity issues or other technical prob­
lems does not apply durlng a vote. Members 
participating remotely must he visible on 
the software platform's video function in 
order to vote. 

4. Members participating remotely off­
camera due to connectivity issues or other 
technical problems pursuant to regulation 
A.1 must inform committee majority and 
minority staff either directly or through 
staff. 

5. The chair shall make a good faith effort 
to provide every member experiencing 
connectivity issues an opportunity to par­
ticipate fully in the proceedings, subject to 
reg·ulatlona A.2 and A.3. 
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Exhibit 12 - Letter from Counsel for Mr. Scavino to 
Chairman Thompson (Nov. 26, 2021) 

VIA El..ttl'RONlC MAIL 

jBBAND I WooQWARQ 
Attomeys; at Law 

it m implicatedm:readiimn oo lnrthm Friday, 
November m 0111" oorrespondl!m:e ofNowmber 18. 2021, the Sel«t 
Committee has now identified tlm:ty-three (33) "matters of inqull'y" for which ttp'llf'pl)rtedly seeb 
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1tthe islme iremat·m umel:ded. We reiteratet:mtt itwould be 

~ble for Mr.~ topremarurel by 
l!Oluntm!ywamugprwiep and providing the 
heart of the legal questions atmue. Rather, such inteN:mmch disputes are to ~lybe 
resolved byt:he eoorts and wepatimtlyaw.titt:he outcome of that judicial proces. See lmibm 
Smtes v. Nixon, 418 U.S. 683. 696: (1974) ~therefore reafflnn that itisthe pro~ and duly of 
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NO''ttlllber 26, 2021 
~ge♦ 

IMNP I WQODlfAIID 
Att1.Iml11$1ll at Law 
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Exhibit 13 - Deposition that Memorialized Daniel Scavino, 
Jr.'s Failure to Appear before the Select Committee (Dec. 
1, 2021) 

1 

4 

5 

6 Si:lECT COMMITTEE 10 llll\l'ESTIGATE THE 

7 .IANUARY5TH ATIACIWN THE U.S. CAPITOi., 

S U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

9 WASHINGTON, o.c:. 

10 

11 

ll 

13 

14 DEPOSITION OF: OANtEU. SCA\/INO, Jll (NO-SHOW) 

15 

16 

11 

18 

19 

20 

23 

Wednesday, l>ecember 1, 2021 

Washington, O.C. 

24 the depos,1tloo in the above matter was held in 

25 -commem::mgat9:59a.m. 

l 
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1 

2 ~es: 

3 

4 

s 

6 forthe SELECT COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE 

7 THEJANUAAY 6TH ATTACK ON THE U.S. CAPITOi.: 

i 

9 

10 

11 
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1 

2 - Weare ontherecord. 

3 Today is Wednesday, December 1st, 2021. The time is 10 11.m. We are 

4 , fur the deposition of 

'.5 Daniel J. sawloo, Jr., to be c:ondl.!Cted by the House Select Committee to l~ipte the 

6 Jiln1.111ry6th Att11Chm the Unitedstill:es Capitol. 

7 The person transcribing this proceeding is the House stenogmpherand notary 

S public authorized to administer oaths. 

tothe • 

10 select committee and the select committee's designated staff coW'!selfurtnis proceeding. 

13 for the record, it is now 10:01, and Mr. Sowino is not present. 

14 on October 6th, 2021, Chllirm11n Bennie Thompson issued a subpeen11 to 

1'.5 Mr. Sc.wino both to produce documents by October 21st, 2021,and to testify at a 

16 deposition oo October 28th, 2021, at 10 a.m. 

17 h subpoena ii in connection wttt, the ,elect cnmrrittee's investiaatiM into the 

18 facts, circumstances, and awses of the JanulllY 6th attack and ls!iue!i related ro the 

19 peaceful tnmsi!:ion of power il'l order to identify and ewl!Jilte lessons learned and to 

20 recommend to the Hoose and its relevant committees corrective fitws, policies, 

:a procedures, rules, or regulations. 

n This inquiry includes emniniltlon of how vario!.IS indhilcklals, to include 

23 Mr. Scavino, and entities coordinated their IICtMtfes leadlng up to the evtl!l'lb of .lantlllf\' 

24 6th, 2021. end the ~s, liideos, and internet communiCZ1tionsthlt were 

25 dissemifliltedto the public com:emingthe election, the transition of administrations, and 
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4 

1 the constitutional and statutory processes that ilffed that transition_ 

2 After Mr. Scavlno retained counsel, Mr. Stanley Woodward and Mr. stan !Jrand, 

3 the select committee agreed severaf times to~ the subpoemi deadline to enable 

4 his co1msel m overcome vaned !ogistal challenges. 

5 Ultimately, the select committee set new deadlines to produce documents and 

6 appear fur testimony. Mr. Scavino was required to produce documents by November 

7 29th., 2021,, and appear fur testimony oo December 1st, 2021. 

8 By letters dated between N.ovember 5th and November 26th, the select 

9 committee engaged with counsel for Mr. Sawlno. In the letters, the select committee 

10 addressed Mr. Scavlno's claims of, among other things, enensive and blanket assertions 

u ofpriv!lege. 

12 In the fetter dated November 9th, the sefectcommittee also instructed 

13 Mr. Scavlno to assert priwfege claims m a priwfege log based on thetopics provided by 

14 the select committee no later than November 11th, 2021. 

15 On November 18th, 2021, Mr. Scavino, through counsel, lnfurmed the select 

16 committee that he woufd not appear at the deposition then scheduled for November 

11 19th. Specifically, counsel said that, quote, -Mr. Sca\linocannot meanfngfullvappear for 

18 a depos1titm on ffi®V, November 19th, 2021, send quote. 

19 COunsel also, fur the first time, objected to the method ofthe select committee's 

20 service of Mr. Scwino's October 6th, 2021, subpoena despite having all relevant 

21 documentation, induding the subpoena itself, in coonsers possession. 

22 on November 23rd, 2021,, Mr. Woodward, counsel for Mr. Sc:avioo, agreed to 

23 acc:eptservlreof a subpoena on Mr. Scll\l!no's behalf, and the new subpoena was issued 

24 toMr. Woodwardthatsamedav. 

::!S In a letter also dated 11101,erribe:r 
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5 

1 Mr. Scavioo's other concerns and allowed a final amttrn.iance of the deposition date. 

2 The seled committee also reiterated the impommce of a pm.iilege log based on 

3 the topics provided by the select committee in the letter dated November 9th, 2021, and 

4 set a November 26th, 2021, deadline for this log. 

S The select committee furthel' infcnmed Mr. Scavioo that, qoote, "The select 

6 committee will view Mr. Scavioo's failure to appear for the deposition and respond to the 

7 subpoena as willful noncompliilnce. His continued failure to produce documents 

8 pummfltto the :mtrooena 

9 "Mr. Scavino has a shm time in which to cure his norn:ompliance. The 

10 continued Willful oom:ompliancewlth a sul:>poena would force the seled committee to 

11 consider imrokingthe contempt of Congress procedures in 2 use, Sections 192 and 194, 

12 which could result in a referral from the House to the 0~ of Justice for criminal 

13 charges, the p01;sibiiity of having a civil action to enforce a subpoena brought 

14 against Mr. scamo in his pel'SOnal capacity/ end quote. 

15 Although the select committee continued to limPlle with counsel, Mr. Sowino, 

16 through counsel, Informed the select c0mmittee that he would not appear today. 

17 ~, Mr. Woodward inftlm'ledcounsel fortheseiectmmmittee oo 

18 NovemberSOth that, quote, •1 believe our position remains fairly stated in our 

19 correspondence,• end quote. 

:W Mr. Woodward clarified to counsel for the select cnmmltteeoverthe phone on 

21 November 30th, 2021, that this meant that Mr. Scavino would not be appearing on the 

22 

23 Cooosel rorthe select committee then confirmed this understanding over email 

24 cmrespoodence. 

25 To date, Mr. Scavino has not produced any documents or a privilege log, and 
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1 Mr. !iavirm has not 1111Jpe11red today to 11ns1wer quationsor ilffli!lt privilege objections, 

2 I wlil m1fk a11c exhibit 1 al'ld enter l ntc the l"IICC\ffl th& October 6th itlll&tt: «immlttn 

J sut!PQerut to Mr~ Si::1t1vlno ~ludftd with mtU!fflll$ that .wtompan!ed the subpoena, 

4 namely, 11 letter from the chairm1n, a d~ment schedule with aa:ompanymgproduction 

Ii [Stavioo E.xhibit No. 1 

1 Wt1 mal1:;•d fof ld&r1tltbtlon.] 

S - iwill ffi1111( as exhibit 2 and •nl:er 

t $8Nk:@ for the October 5th subpoena, which was perlID!'la!ly sl!IIV'ttd to Susan Wiles, chief 

10 of uff to tlwl fo!'l'l'lflf PrMldtlnt Trump, N!tora.tld on tlwl proof ohwvk:e • d'!lf!f of atl!lff 

11 for the 45th0ft'a, on October 8th, 2021. 

u !Sc:avmo !.miblt No. 2. 

u wa m11m,ed for td~m:ifli:et:mn:1 

14 - Ms. WII• rfll!Drted!y r11l)lfflll!nbld to the l!,s. marshal who $MH!d 

15 her thtlt ,hewn ~ized w 111«eptnnrlte on Mr. Sc!llvmo's belwllf, 

16. !will marlt u l.lllhibit 3 and enteir inb:i the record the Novembl.lr 23rd ull.let 

11 tcmmlttM IU~hl to Mf. Sct\ilno lndwed wtth mlte.rllllJ ttl~ lli':tM\Pl'nled tht 

111 llUbpoemt, NlrMly, 1t1 Jettwfrom thtl! i;hairman, a dotumeht smedulewith 111:1:0fflp.illlytll(l: 

19 ptt;dudion illfflUC'l:k:m!I, !ll'ld a CQ!:)V bfdt11po11itlon rules~ 

io {Seavlm !xhlbtt No. 3 

21. Wuma!Mdforlden~.] 

.ta - I pe~01Wlymvedth(l! subpOenato Mr. Salvlno's eoun,et; Stanley 

Woodw111rd, owr em•lf pun;ullf!t to .iarellmMlnt with ewiutl. 
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{Salvino Exhibit No. 4 

was mari:ed for identification.} 

1 

2 

3 Specim:a!Jy, they ar-e Ill!\ ennailel!tcnan,ge between Mr. Woodward, 

fortheselecttommittee, 

5 dated from Ocmber 2oth until November 30th, 2021. Th,is eliu:hangeindudes emalls of 

6 service of the November 23¾-d:, 2021, subpoena fur Mr. Scavino reflectmgextended 

1 deadlines. 

S It also inc:lude a Jetter from Mr. Woodward and Mr. Brand to the select 

9 committee on November 5th, 2021. Attached to tMt letter is a letter from Mr. Justin 

10 Clam, counsel to the former President, OonaldJ. Trump, to Mr. Scavino on October 6th, 

11 202::t 

11 There 1s also a fetter from the select committee to Mr. Woodward and Mr. Brand 

13 letter from Mr. Woodward and Mr. lklmd to the seled• 

14 committee dated oo November 15th, 2021; a letter from Mr. Woodward and Mr. Brand 

15 to the sefectcommitteedated November 18th, 2021; a letter from the select committee 

16 to Mr. WoodW!lird and Mr. Brand dated November 23rd, 2021; and finally, a letter from 

11 Mr. lklmd and Mr. Woodward to the select commffl:ee dated November 26th, 2021. 

18 twill note for the record that the time is now 10:00 a.m., and Mr. Scllllioo still has 

19 not appeared or communicated to the select committee that he tvll ~ar today as 

20 required bvthe subpoena. 

21 Ali:.cOl1:iingty, Mr. Scavino's compliance with the October 6th and 

22 November 23rd subpoenas, this section of the deposition st~ in recess, subject to the 

23 call of the chair, at 10:09 a.m. 

24 We are off the record. 

25 

7 
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Exhibit 14 - Letter from Chairman Thompson to Counsel 
for Mr. Scavino (Dec. 9, 2021) 

~ 9, 2021 

Punudk> the Select Canmittee's Octooef <i, 2021, 
and ro m•"'-"'"'"' 

Outing a phone call oo N°"~ 30, 20:U, Mr. Woodwm,d, ctltlllRl for Mr. Sem.'ll'.11'.1 
~ 1hat his clifflt -14 Mt appem: f« testi!noay the full~ day and ~ the 
Seim Committee idel!lify ia detail each illqllicy 1hat ~ be posed ro Mr. Sca\rioo during the 
deposmoo. Mr. w~~tt!lltb:is client noramldhead\'ise 
his clientffF~pnvilege, w:ithailtmot'edetail, ~eofthe'Suid 
Committee's inquiries. 

My~ dated~ dated Nc\'t!l.'llber 9, 2021, identified \\,'i!h mfficimt ~ the itew 
e imeud to ~ with Mr. Sca\'m!'.!. The Select c~ a nm ooligated to pro1'ide a 
~Y-~ preview tc Mr. Scll\'m!'.! m ad..'llll!:e of the ~nan. 

A~, ooumet Im ~ 1hat the Select Canmittee e:,i,plam the~ of 
its ~on of Mr. Seavmo'11 lrnow!edge and acti,itifl as ~ in the ~ and the 
No"~ 9, 2021, letter. As stated in the~~ t!'.! HOlltle'Resolution 503, tl:ie Seim 
Committee is iut,emgatingthe fiicts, ~.mite-of the Jamiaiy<ithllltacltandi.ssues 
~ to the peaceful ~ of power, in ooler to identify and e\'llklate 1-oos lellffll!d and to 
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~ to the H(ll1$f) and illl reletiut ~ ~ 1-'11, policim, ~ :m1es.. 
OIi' ~ The mqu.iry includes ~ of how \'melfi ~s lliUd entities 
c~ tbeu' acti\iihfl leadmgup to the e\'mVl of J~ 6, 2021, and the~ videos, 
Md imemd i.:mmmmicatiom 'tiat were dii11semitlated to the public c.oocemi.Dg the ~ the 
ttlltmtion m ~OM, and the comlimfiooal - mmtay ~ tmt e&tt tmt 
tramiti(m. 

Prier to J~ 6, Mr. Sta'\ieo promoted, thr. Ju ~ me:1~i.nL 
J~ 6 Much h Tl'llmp, which~~ to "'be a put ofhistay, 
pet"Somil, mr..,Blciat social media acoolmfl; to p<llllt mesnges about P:1:sidmt 
c~ of the ~'s fullowers ~ u co,wt ~ 

I\tt Sc<i!l\'ffl.OWUtillO~y~for~m~JQ2Qwbem~ 
Tnimp c~ with outside advism:ullG'lllt Wlltj,'$ llO I md1ar C"l,'effllffl, the ttsults of the 
2020 eledicm, mcludmg \\'1len md wtiettier Mr. T 1 

The items idemmed m the Select Cmmnittee's ~and the N~!>, letter 
r~ deposition topics me tailored to ~ Mr, Sca\"'in,o's ~ and knowledge 
of e,'E!Db leadmg up to, oo, and m the aftemmlh of J~ 6. As l>uch, Ibey are ~bfy 
pertinem to the Selec:t Committee's jurisdictimt a outtmedm &use ~oo 503. 
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Messt-s. Stamey woo&nm a Stm Brand 
Pa~3 

~ ~ for Mr. Se.nm:i hu ~ a dem-e to coope:nre with the Select 
~'111 mve.Ri~ Mr. Sca"m:i hall ~Y ~ e'livy ~ that he idemily 
~ IIS!let'fflmil ofpri:ri•, as ~ by Jaw, areas of~ for wmcll he does not 
intmd to ~ a privilege, ate1111 of~ fm iNbich he a no ~-e imumUOl:I:, andlm 
ai:eas of inquiry for which he does oot objed ai; to ~.ll If Mc. &:a\ino believes he cai 
~ to of the Select Cmmlitift's mqmrie!i wnboot an ~ l)ll:lmeJte. he .bad an 

mttherea:dllthe~~ dftlros,i1:iotl, wbich 

Sim:erety, 

Bemlie: G. loo!DPl!lim 
Cbam:nall 

• c:11111!:l!l:y •~'s ~ tllll Suett c-i11ee !mDlltll!il~-Mr. !k:n'll:llltoidalifyi~otftffl'iil!Q! ll> 
is m'fitipt!n;~, !h Se!ct °""""1iffl>I> lli!smii!dMr. Scs:.i!H t11~ wmdt-of~ lllrl!llil;' 
liumlll!d ~ lb Sl!ier.1 Qmm.Me m utttlipr my.~of,m .. « •~•~-To dale, Mr. 
:'kft'll:III IID.fffim!4111mfi:>m11lH Selll!CtOmmill&Mfflll!ftllmianmy~11fa~~ IMptiti. 
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Exhibit 15 - Letter from Counsel for Mr. Scavino to 
Chairman Thompson (Dec. 13, 2021) 

VIA EUlC'llIDNtCMAJL 

Ch:mmm 

!BBM» I WOODWARD 
~atlJ!lv 

StmM.Brand 

it obvious, the tone of yourlatm ~deri.m~ us to 
mgh ~vl'ith 'l'i!kh 'IW hold Unmdst:ltesHouse of:Represmtative& 

a bodymr,vmm Mr. Brand ~i\1> CmefCmm.sl!I, and itsimportantfundionvrithm. our co-equal 
~,\I or~nt. ltis our pl'llfulmdrespectforthe m.sl:mmoo that obliges usto emu.re that 
the ,vorkof the Houe. and by utf1mioo ib conmlittees. tllremlly ai::oonb \'ll'ilhthe limits imposed 
bythel;iocmne:ofSepmition of~ On bebalfof our dk!nt. Dan Scamo. we ask of the Seleet 
Commitiee of nothing mi:iretmm i:hatto ,vmm heis entitled under the lmv. 

We,i.ish not to reitent:etheCGnoormwe have spedftcaly ~tell in our prior 
con-espoooence and apn encourage your careful cotmlkration of the same. Wewoold 
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Exhibit 16 - Letter from Counsel for Mr. Scavino to 
Chairman Thompson (Feb. 8, 2022) 

il'IA ElECTRONlC MAIL 

Bl:INinfW®QMIP 
~ atl.lW 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4371 April 6, 2022 
Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 

Speaker, by direction of the Select 
Committee to Investigate the January 
6th Attack on the United States Cap-
itol, I call up the resolution (H. Res. 
1037) recommending that the House of 
Representatives find Peter K. Navarro 
and Daniel Scavino, Jr., in contempt of 
Congress for refusal to comply with 
subpoenas duly issued by the Select 
Committee to Investigate the January 
6th Attack on the United States Cap-
itol, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1023, the reso-
lution is considered read. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1037 
Resolved, That Peter K. Navarro and Daniel 

Scavino, Jr., shall be found to be in con-
tempt of Congress for failure to comply with 
congressional subpoenas. 

Resolved, That pursuant to 2 U.S.C. §§ 192 
and 194, the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives shall certify the report of the 
Select Committee to Investigate the Janu-
ary 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, 
detailing the refusal of Peter K. Navarro to 
produce documents or appear for a deposi-
tion before the Select Committee to Inves-
tigate the January 6th Attack on the United 
States Capitol as directed by subpoena, to 
the United States Attorney for the District 
of Columbia, to the end that Mr. Navarro be 
proceeded against in the manner and form 
provided by law. 

Resolved, That pursuant to 2 U.S.C. §§ 192 
and 194, the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives shall certify the report of the 
Select Committee to Investigate the Janu-
ary 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, 
detailing the refusal of Daniel Scavino, Jr., 
to produce documents or appear for a deposi-
tion before the Select Committee to Inves-
tigate the January 6th Attack on the United 
States Capitol as directed by subpoena, to 
the United States Attorney for the District 
of Columbia, to the end that Mr. Scavino be 
proceeded against in the manner and form 
provided by law. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House 
shall otherwise take all appropriate action 
to enforce the subpoenas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution shall be debatable for 1 hour 
equally divided among and controlled 
by the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
THOMPSON), the gentlewoman from Wy-
oming (Ms. CHENEY), and an opponent, 
or their respective designees. 

The gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
THOMPSON), the gentlewoman from Wy-
oming (Ms. CHENEY), and the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BANKS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include any extra-
neous material on this measure. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I want to start our de-
bate by talking a little bit about what 
the American people ought to expect of 
their leaders, of those who hold posi-
tions of public trust and the respon-
sibilities that come with it. 

I have been thinking about those re-
sponsibilities for more than 50 years, in 
all the time I have been fortunate 
enough to hold a position of public 
trust. It doesn’t matter if you are an 
alderman, a mayor, Member of Con-
gress, President of the United States, 
or a staff member working as a civil 
servant, or a political appointee. When 
you work for the public, when the peo-
ple’s taxes pay your salary, those jobs 
come with serious rules and serious ob-
ligations. 

Dan Scavino and Peter Navarro both 
held positions of public trust. Mr. 
Scavino was a top communications of-
ficial in the Trump White House. Mr. 
Navarro was a trade adviser. They each 
drew salaries paid by the American 
people to the tune of over $180,000 per 
year. They both were to abide by cer-
tain rules and obligations. They both 
swore oaths of allegiance to the Con-
stitution. 

The select committee wants to talk 
to both of them, but about a lot more 
than their White House jobs. We want 
to talk to them about their roles in 
trying to overturn the 2020 election. We 
subpoenaed them for their records and 
testimony. They told us to buzz off. 
Not a single record. No-shows for their 
deposition. 

Their excuse was: As former White 
House employees, the information we 
wanted—again, information about 
overturning an election—was shielded 
by executive privilege, a protection for 
the President to make sure sensitive, 
official conversations stay private. 

In other words, they are arguing that 
their roles in trying to overturn an 
election had to stay secret because 
they had official roles as advisers to 
the ex-President. 

If they want to make those claims, 
ridiculous as they sound, here is what 
the law requires: They need to show up 
and make those claims on the record, 
under oath. They refused to do that. 
That alone means they are in contempt 
of Congress. But I want to dig a little 
deeper into the argument these men 
are making. 

As I mentioned before, these are 
rules and obligations that bind public 
servants. One of the most important 
rule is that you can’t do campaign 
work on government time or using tax-
payer money. Pretty straightforward. 
Plenty you can do on your own time, 
but not when you are on the clock. 
That is the law. 

If you have heard of the Hatch Act, it 
has probably been when a Cabinet Sec-
retary or White House official had 
crossed the line from their official du-
ties into political matters. In fact, in 

2020, Mr. Navarro was dinged by a gov-
ernment watchdog for violating the 
Hatch Act by using his official role to 
attack President Joe Biden. That law 
prohibits, among other things, some-
one from using ‘‘official authority or 
influence for the purpose of interfering 
with or affecting the results of an elec-
tion.’’ 

Sounds familiar? In the case of Mr. 
Navarro and Mr. Scavino, trying to af-
fect the result of an election wasn’t 
knocking on doors or putting signs in 
people’s front yards. They were trying 
to help a defeated President stay in 
power. It is not conceivable that their 
involvement in that effort could have 
legally overlapped with their official 
duties. 

But beyond that, it was a betrayal of 
the oath these men took. It was a be-
trayal of the public trust. Even if you 
do it on your own time, trying to over-
turn an election is still trying to over-
turn an election. We know that the 
people who stormed this building on 
January 6 had the same goal: trying to 
overturn an election. That is what the 
select committee is investigating. That 
is why we need to hear from Mr. 
Scavino and Mr. Navarro. 

But as the select committee works to 
provide answers to the American peo-
ple, these two are saying: ‘‘I worked at 
the White House when all this took 
place. Even if I was plotting to over-
turn the government, I was collecting a 
government salary at the time, so I 
don’t have to talk about it.’’ 

Can you imagine? I have served my 
community and my country most of 
my life. Like my colleagues in this 
body, I have labored to uphold my oath 
and do right by the people I serve. I 
know my constituents expect that of 
me. 

To run into this kind of obstruction, 
this kind of cynical behavior, as we in-
vestigate a violent insurrection, is just 
despicable. It can’t stand. 

Dan Scavino and Peter Navarro must 
be held accountable for their abuses of 
the public trust. They must be held ac-
countable for their defiance of the law. 
They are in contempt of Congress, 
which is a crime, and I call on my col-
leagues to do their duty to defend this 
institution and the rule of law and to 
vote ‘‘yes’’ on this resolution. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, the select committee 
has now conducted over 800 interviews 
and depositions of witnesses who have 
knowledge of the events of January 6. 
This includes more than a dozen former 
Trump White House staff members. 

Mr. Speaker, when you hear my col-
leagues make political, partisan at-
tacks on the select committee, I hope 
that all of us can remember some basic 
facts: Through these interviews, we 
have learned that President Trump and 
his team were warned in advance, and 
repeatedly, that the efforts they under-
took to overturn the 2020 election 
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would violate the law and our Con-
stitution; they were warned that Janu-
ary 6 could, and likely would, turn vio-
lent; and they were told repeatedly by 
our State and Federal courts, by our 
Justice Department, and by agencies of 
our intelligence community, that the 
allegations of widespread fraud, suffi-
cient to overturn an election, were 
false and were unsupported by the evi-
dence. 

Yet, despite all of these specific 
warnings, President Trump and his 
team moved willfully through multiple 
means to attempt to halt the peaceful 
transfer of power, to halt the constitu-
tional process for counting votes, and 
to shatter the constitutional bedrock 
of our great Nation. 

As a Federal judge has recently con-
cluded, the illegality of President 
Trump’s plan for January 6 was ‘‘obvi-
ous.’’ 

We are here today to address two spe-
cific witnesses who have refused to ap-
pear for testimony before the com-
mittee. 

The committee has many questions 
for Mr. Scavino about his political so-
cial media work for President Trump, 
including his interactions with an on-
line forum called ‘‘theDonald.win’’ and 
with QAnon, a bizarre and dangerous 
cult. 

Mr. Scavino worked directly with 
President Trump to spread President 
Trump’s false message that the elec-
tion was stolen and to recruit Ameri-
cans to come to Washington on Janu-
ary 6 to ‘‘take back their country.’’ 
This effort to deceive was widely effec-
tive and widely destructive, and Don-
ald Trump’s stolen election campaign 
succeeded in provoking the violence on 
January 6. 

On this point, there is no doubt. The 
committee has videos, interviews, and 
sworn statements from violent rioters 
demonstrating these facts. 

Mr. Navarro will also be a key wit-
ness. He has written a book boasting 
about his role in planning and coordi-
nating the activity of January 6. We 
have many questions for Mr. Navarro, 
including about his communications 
with Roger Stone and Steve Bannon re-
garding the planning for January 6. 

As Judge Carter recently concluded: 
‘‘Based on the evidence, the Court finds 
it more likely than not that President 
Trump corruptly attempted to obstruct 
the joint session of Congress on Janu-
ary 6, 2021.’’ 

In the case of both of these witnesses, 
Mr. Speaker, the committee would 
rather have their testimony than have 
to move this contempt citation. When 
you hear my colleagues attack the se-
lect committee, remember Mr. Scavino 
and Mr. Navarro have chosen not to ap-
pear. They did not have to make this 
choice, but they did. 

In America, no one is above the law. 
Neither Mr. Trump nor Mr. Scavino 
nor Mr. Navarro is some form of roy-
alty. There is no such thing in America 
as the privileges of the crown. Every 
citizen has a duty to comply with a 
subpoena. 

Mr. Speaker, when you hear my col-
leagues challenge the committee’s leg-
islative purpose, remember the D.C. 
Circuit and the Supreme Court of the 
United States have affirmed our legis-
lative purpose. Too many Republicans 
are, once again, ignoring the rulings of 
the courts, as many of them did in the 
run-up to January 6. 

Mr. Speaker, the tale of what hap-
pened following the 2020 election, re-
sulting in the violence of January 6, is 
a tale of stunning deceit. It is a tale of 
lies about our election and contempt 
for the rulings of our courts. 

The election claims made by Donald 
Trump were so frivolous and so un-
founded that the President’s lead law-
yer did not just lose these cases; he 
lost his license to practice law. The 
New York Supreme Court found: 
‘‘There is uncontroverted evidence that 
Mr. Giuliani communicated demon-
strably false and misleading state-
ments to courts, lawmakers, and the 
public at large in his capacity as law-
yer for former President Donald J. 
Trump and the Trump campaign in 
connection with Trump’s failed effort 
at reelection in 2020.’’ 

b 1700 

Mr. Speaker, those in this Chamber 
who continue to embrace the former 
President and his dangerous and de-
structive lies ought to take a good, 
hard look at themselves. At a moment 
of real danger to our Republic, when 
the need for fidelity to our Constitu-
tion is paramount, they have aban-
doned their oaths in order to perform 
for Donald Trump. That will be their 
legacy. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not a close call. 
Mr. Navarro and Mr. Scavino have cho-
sen not to comply with a congressional 
subpoena. They are in contempt. I urge 
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on this 
resolution, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I hope this is the last 
time that we do this. Just last week, 
we watched members of the January 
6th Select Committee criticize the DOJ 
for not jailing their political opponents 
fast enough. 

Now the committee is trying to refer 
two more of President Trump’s advis-
ers to the DOJ for criminal prosecu-
tion. The same DOJ, by the way, that 
has slandered concerned parents as do-
mestic terrorists; a DOJ overseen by a 
President who said President Trump 
should be prosecuted. 

So let’s be clear, we aren’t voting 
today to rename a post office. So, 
please, let’s be honest with ourselves. 
A vote to hold Dan Scavino and Peter 
Navarro in contempt of Congress is a 
vote to put them in jail for a year. Nei-
ther of these men deserve this. The 
party line isn’t a good enough excuse 
today. Disliking their politics isn’t an 
excuse. 

Mr. Scavino has two boys. He is a 
good dad. He doesn’t deserve this. His 

boys definitely don’t deserve this. So 
before we vote today, I have got to ask, 
could anyone here explain to those 
boys why their dad deserves to be be-
hind bars for a year? 

Mr. Scavino grew up in a working- 
class family in New York City. He is a 
former caddy who worked his way up 
to the White House through hard work 
and determination. Mr. Scavino lived 
the American Dream. Now, thanks to 
the select committee, he is living an 
authoritarian nightmare. 

The select committee will say that it 
is Mr. Scavino’s fault for refusing to 
cooperate. That is simply not true. Mr. 
Scavino asked time and again for the 
committee to follow the rule of law and 
provide him with a narrow and specific 
legislative purpose for the information 
that they were seeking. He asked, 
‘‘How is what you want from me perti-
nent to your investigation?’’ And they 
refused to explain. 

But remember what they said last 
week. The January 6th Committee 
must enforce its subpoenas. But con-
tempt is not enforcement; it is punish-
ment. Contempt won’t get the com-
mittee any information. Only the court 
can do that. But they don’t want to go 
to the judiciary. They don’t want neu-
tral arbitration. They want political 
punishment. 

The select committee has never been 
interested in factfinding. In fact, JIM 
JORDAN and I were both blocked from 
sitting on the committee because we 
promised to fully investigate the secu-
rity failure at the Capitol. The Demo-
crat leaders don’t want that. They 
claim they blocked us for being too 
partisan. 

Meanwhile, the committee’s lead 
staffer signed his name to a false letter 
calling the Hunter Biden laptop Rus-
sian disinformation. Apparently, lying 
to undermine democracy is a key qual-
ification for employment of this com-
mittee. 

If the January 6th Committee gets 
its way, Congress will have referred 
four former Trump officials for pros-
ecution in under 6 months, another 
record for the 117th Congress. 

The select committee aims to do two 
things: silence legitimate questions 
about the breakdown of security at the 
Capitol and punish their political oppo-
nents. It is that simple. 

Dan Scavino is accused of listening 
to his boss, the former Commander in 
Chief, who told him to ‘‘invoke all ap-
plicable privileges and immunities.’’ 
Today’s vote is not about wrongdoing, 
and it isn’t about anybody’s character, 
no matter what they say. 

Today’s vote is about the character 
of this House. It is about abusing the 
seat of our democracy to attack Amer-
ican democracy. The question is, do we 
live in a country where you can go to 
jail for working for the wrong politi-
cian? Would you want to live in that 
country? The question is, will you help 
create that country? Because I think 
we have had a pretty good thing going 
for the last 240 years, and that is ex-
actly why I urge all of my colleagues 
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to vote ‘‘no’’ on this resolution today. 
Madam Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
Madam Speaker, just for the record, let 
me say that we are here for this con-
tempt process today, but the Presi-
dent’s own daughter complied with the 
wishes of the committee. I would think 
that if his daughter complied with the 
wishes of the committee, everyone else 
should, even the people who worked for 
him. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER), the distinguished majority 
leader of the House. 

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Mississippi 
for yielding. I thank the gentlewoman 
from Wyoming for her courage in 
standing for the truth. 

I disagree with many things that the 
previous speaker said. I disagree with 
his premises and with his conclusion in 
many respects. But I do agree with him 
on one thing: This vote is about the 
character of the House—I agree with 
him on that—which is why 435 of us 
ought to vote for this resolution, so 
that the House can do its duty. 

Madam Speaker, once again we are 
forced to take this step, asking the 
Justice Department to charge individ-
uals with criminal contempt for refus-
ing to answer subpoenas as issued by 
the committee investigating the at-
tack on our Capitol and our democracy 
on January 6, 2021. 

The two gentlemen of which the pre-
vious speaker spoke I don’t know. I 
have no quarrel with them individ-
ually. But we are a Nation of laws, not 
of men, and if we are to be a Nation of 
laws, then we need to respond to legal 
process; and if we think the assertions 
are wrong, we need to make our case. 

On the merits of this resolution there 
should be no doubt, and it is about the 
character of this House, the courage of 
this House to seek honesty, to seek 
truth. The individuals in question had 
intimate knowledge of the former 
President’s actions and decisions on 
that day. No matter who their children 
are, no matter what their life has been, 
they have knowledge that it is impor-
tant for the American people to have 
through their Representatives in Con-
gress. 

Americans must have a full account-
ing of what transpired on January 6 
and in the weeks leading up to it and 
perhaps subsequent. That is what the 
bipartisan select committee has been 
tasked with undertaking, by a vote of 
this House. Sadly, I expect maybe most 
of my colleagues across the aisle will 
vote against this resolution. It is about 
the character of this House. 

Perhaps they agree with the Repub-
lican National Committee, which has 
said that the violent Trump-led insur-
rection at the U.S. Capitol, the deaths 
and injury of U.S. Capitol police offi-
cers, and an effort to prevent the cer-
tification of an election was, and I 
quote the Republican National Com-

mittee, ‘‘legitimate political dis-
course.’’ 

How can anybody make that asser-
tion? How can anybody in the Repub-
lican National Committee vote for it? 
Why doesn’t everybody on the Repub-
lican Party side of the aisle say, ‘‘That 
is not what we believe’’? Silence pre-
vails. 

There is no doubt that the insurrec-
tion on January 6 itself was a danger to 
our democracy, but I agree with The 
Washington Post columnist and former 
White House speech writer for Repub-
lican President George W. Bush, Mi-
chael Gerson, who wrote on December 
16, ‘‘It is Republican tolerance for the 
intolerable that threatens American 
democracy.’’ 

Very frankly, my friends on the 
other side of the aisle ought to be cele-
brating those in their ranks who have 
the courage to stand up for the truth. 
I have told LIZ CHENEY, if JOHN KEN-
NEDY were writing his book on Profiles 
in Courage today, I would urge him to 
include her and ADAM KINZINGER in 
that book. 

January 6 was a day of peril for 
America, but the greater crisis is when 
one of our two main political parties 
has become so hijacked by extremism 
and so enthralled to a dangerous dema-
gogue that it condones, even celebrates 
insurrection and violence. 

Madam Speaker, how can the same 
party that claims it honors law en-
forcement simultaneously declare that 
violent attacks against police officers 
are legitimate? How can one of our two 
political parties be so craven for short- 
term partisan gain that it is willing to 
encourage and condone insurrection? 
How can its Members use their sacred 
votes in the House, the people’s House, 
in an effort to impede the investigation 
of this dark and dangerous day in the 
history of our democracy? 

That is what this vote is about. Not 
only the character of this House, but 
the character of this country, the char-
acter of the people who demand, hope-
fully, truth, because that is what will 
set us all free. 

Because that is what this vote is 
about: Whether you believe that the 
violent attack on January 6, one in 
which a mob threatened the life of the 
Republican Vice President and threat-
ened the life of the Speaker of this 
House—the Speaker of all the House— 
in an attempt to overthrow our democ-
racy, does that constitute legitimate 
political discourse? Madam Speaker, I 
can’t believe Americans believe that. 

We must reject that theory, that the 
violence that we saw on January 6, the 
hate that we saw on January 6, is 
somehow legitimate political dis-
course, because if people believe that, 
then our democracy is in grave danger. 
This vote is about whether you believe 
a certain individual can be held above 
the law in our country. It is about 
whether you believe the American peo-
ple deserve to know all the facts about 
January 6 and whether those respon-
sible for the attack ought to be held re-

sponsible. And most fundamentally, 
Madam Speaker, it is about whether 
the Congress can fulfill its constitu-
tional responsibility and ability to de-
termine the truth. 

Madam Speaker, this vote will reveal 
to us who was willing to show toler-
ance for the intolerable. It will reveal 
to us who is willing to stand up and de-
fend our democracy and the rule of law, 
irrespective of party, irrespective of 
personality. That is a call to patriot-
ism, to love of country and to love of 
Constitution. 

My fellow colleagues, let us do our 
duty to the Constitution, to the Dec-
laration, to our democracy, and to the 
people we represent. Vote ‘‘yes.’’ 

Ms. CHENEY. Madam Speaker, I 
think it is very important, as our col-
leagues consider their vote on this res-
olution, to keep in mind the facts. 

Number one, neither Mr. Scavino nor 
Mr. Navarro has appeared in front of 
this committee. As I mentioned ear-
lier, we have interviewed over 800 wit-
nesses. The vast majority of them have 
cooperated fully and answered our 
questions. Some of the witnesses have 
taken the Fifth. Some of the witnesses 
have answered some questions and as-
serted a privilege on other questions. 

But the notion that somehow the 
former President can instruct someone 
not to appear, that is not sustainable, 
that is not found anywhere in the law. 
If Mr. Scavino or Mr. Navarro wants to 
assert some kind of a privilege—and 
again, our questions for them have to 
do with their activities that are polit-
ical activities that are not covered by 
executive privilege, but if they wish to 
assert that privilege, they can appear 
and do so. 

Ms. CHENEY. Madam Speaker, I 
would also note that in Trump v. 
Thompson, the D.C. Circuit held, and 
then we were upheld in the Supreme 
Court, that the committee’s need for 
this information outweighs the former 
President’s rights to any kind of con-
fidentiality. 

I think it is important for those facts 
to be clear and to be on the RECORD. 

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

b 1715 

Mr. BANKS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. GAETZ). 

Mr. GAETZ. Madam Speaker, gas 
prices are rising; the border has be-
come a turnstile; inflation is crushing 
our fellow Americans; and here we are, 
back on the floor of the House, reliving 
January 6. 

Some of the members of the January 
6th Committee come from the swamps 
of Washington, D.C. I come from the 
swamps of Florida, and I know alli-
gator tears when I see them. Yet, we 
are lectured about performing for the 
former President. 

The reason Scavino and Navarro 
shouldn’t be held in contempt is that 
the January 6th Committee itself is so 
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performative, illegitimate, and uncon-
stitutional, kicking off the Repub-
licans that Leader MCCARTHY sent to 
serve on the committee. 

We were accused by the majority 
leader of having our party hijacked. 
Our party is ascendant, and time is on 
our side because when we take the ma-
jority back, this nonsense will come to 
an end. 

It is baffling to me that Democrats 
are so eager to conduct oversight over 
the last administration that is out of 
power, but it is hear no evil, see no 
evil, speak no evil when it comes to the 
Biden administration. 

They are more worried about 
Trump’s trade adviser than Joe Biden’s 
son trading influence for foreign 
money. 

They are more worried about 
Trump’s Deputy Chief of Staff than 
deputizing the right folks to secure 
America’s border. 

The January 6th Committee is a 
sham. If you took the position of the 
committee, legally, no President would 
ever have privilege that would extend 
beyond the life of that Presidency. No 
President would have the ability to 
have candid conversations with staff 
and advisers that might not imme-
diately come back to bite them the 
moment they left the Oval Office. 

The American people see this for the 
partisan exercise that it is. Probably 
some folks at the Justice Department 
even see that it is a partisan exercise 
because not all of these contempt cita-
tions are well-received at the Justice 
Department right now. 

This contempt referral should simi-
larly be ignored and rejected, and cer-
tainly, it is a stain on this House. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
KINZINGER), a distinguished veteran of 
the Air Force and a member of the se-
lect committee. 

Mr. KINZINGER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, for all practical 
purposes, Dan Scavino’s career is Don-
ald Trump. Scavino was 16 when they 
met, and he is, to this day, a Trump 
stalwart. 

Scavino was central to the Trump ad-
ministration’s social media program. 
He was, for 2 years, President Trump’s 
Deputy Chief of Staff for Communica-
tions. Using social media to monitor 
trends and shape political views was 
Dan Scavino’s core business. 

He did that for Donald Trump during 
the 2016 campaign, and he kept doing it 
right on through the ‘‘stop the steal’’ 
and the fraudulent challenge to the 
2020 election. He also monitored ex-
tremist social media sites for the 
President. 

Dan Scavino was with the President 
on January 5 and 6. He spoke with 
Trump by phone several times on Janu-
ary 6 and was with the President as 
many urged him to help stop the vio-
lence at the Capitol. So, Dan Scavino 
could shed light on what then-Presi-

dent Trump thought would happen on 
January 6, especially the potential for 
violence. 

Did the President know that the 
rally could turn violent; that his rhet-
oric on the Ellipse could send an angry 
mob to storm the Capitol; that what on 
the evening of January 5 President 
Trump called a fired-up crowd might 
take it literally when, the next morn-
ing, he told them to ‘‘fight hard’’; that 
he was pouring fuel on the flames? 

Dan Scavino was there, so if he were 
willing to do his duty as a citizen, he 
could tell us a lot about that. But in-
stead, he has chosen to stiff-arm the 
American people. 

President Trump acknowledged that 
Scavino sometimes helped shape his 
tweets. On December 19, Trump 
retweeted a video that urged viewers to 
‘‘fight for Trump.’’ The January 6 at-
tack was then just 21⁄2 weeks away. 

Why did Donald Trump retweet that 
particular message? Dan Scavino could 
give us the inside scoop. 

While Trump and his stop the steal 
gaggle were working hard to subvert 
the Constitution and steal the election 
for themselves, President Trump 
retweeted, after QAnon already had, a 
video called, ‘‘How to Steal an Elec-
tion.’’ 

What would Dan Scavino say about 
why Trump retweeted a QAnon-blessed 
video on how to steal an election? He 
won’t risk telling us. 

What did President Trump’s extrem-
ist followers on ‘‘The Donald’’ and 
other hard-right sites make of Trump 
urging them to join a wild protest on 
January 6? Polls show that some took 
it as marching orders, in fact. Dan 
Scavino had to know they would. 

Dan Scavino knew very well what his 
boss wanted. He knew that sites like 
‘‘The Donald’’ attracted violent ex-
tremists. Scavino himself sent out a 
video that a user on that site under-
stood as literal marching orders and 
literal war drums. 

President Trump and Dan Scavino 
had been in the White House for 4 years 
by then. They knew the January 6 
crowd could turn violent. They knew 
exactly what they were doing. 

We are here today because Dan 
Scavino, a key witness, is unwilling to 
speak with us. He failed to produce a 
single document in response to the sub-
poena, and he has clearly demonstrated 
his complete and utter contempt for 
Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
MCCOLLUM). The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
Madam Speaker, I yield the gentleman 
an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. KINZINGER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding time. 

Dan Scavino’s blatant disregard for 
our subpoena is his effort to ensure 
that Congress and the American people 
never get the firsthand story that he 
has to tell. 

None of us should find that accept-
able. It is contempt for the law and 
contempt for Congress. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote in favor of this resolu-
tion. 

Ms. CHENEY. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. AGUILAR). 

Mr. AGUILAR. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the vice chair for yielding time. 

Madam Speaker, we have been en-
trusted by the American people to in-
vestigate the attempt to overturn a 
free and fair election. That attempt to 
subvert the will of the American people 
resulted in a deadly attack on the peo-
ple in this building. But it was bigger 
than just 1 day of violence and destruc-
tion that resulted in the deaths of U.S. 
Capitol Police officers. 

For weeks, various schemes were 
hatched by individuals, ranging from 
State legislators to the former Presi-
dent’s senior aides to Members of Con-
gress, with a singular objective: Keep 
Donald Trump in office. 

These are the facts, Madam Speaker, 
facts that were backed up last week by 
a Federal judge, who, after reviewing 
some of the evidence our committee 
has in its possession, said, in part, 
‘‘The illegality of the plan was obvi-
ous.’’ 

We are here today to hold two indi-
viduals involved, Peter Navarro and 
Dan Scavino, in contempt of Congress. 

Peter Navarro has failed to comply 
with our investigation in any way de-
spite the fact that he has given mul-
tiple TV interviews. In fact, Mr. 
Navarro appeared on television in sup-
port of the former President’s failed re-
election efforts, so much so that he was 
found to have repeatedly violated the 
Hatch Act. 

But his political work did not stop 
when the election was over. We know 
Mr. Navarro led a call with State legis-
lators about the efforts to convince 
Vice President Pence to delay election 
certification for 10 days. We know Mr. 
Navarro spoke to Steve Bannon, both 
during and after the attack on the U.S. 
Capitol. 

Mr. Navarro has publicly stated that 
he is protected by executive privilege, 
but he has never sought counsel, as 
others have, and he has not filed any 
case seeking relief from his responsibil-
ities to comply with our lawful sub-
poena. 

This is a textbook case for contempt, 
Madam Speaker. While I am not sur-
prised by some of my colleagues who 
refuse to pull their heads out of the 
sand and face the facts of what really 
happened and continues to happen, I 
remain deeply concerned about what 
this country looks like if the perpetra-
tors aren’t held accountable. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support House Resolution 
1037. 

Mr. BANKS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from North 
Dakota (Mr. ARMSTRONG). 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Madam Speaker, 
the fact is, President Trump has ex-
erted executive privilege, and Mr. 
Scavino has raised the issue of execu-
tive privilege at President Trump’s re-
quest. 
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No matter how much my colleagues 

on the other side want to say dif-
ferently, it is a legitimate assertion, 
considering the D.C. Circuit Court, in 
Nixon v. Administrator, held that the 
executive privilege can be raised by a 
former President, a determination re-
cently reinforced by Justice 
Kavanaugh in Trump v. Thompson by 
stating that the right of a former 
President to assert executive privilege 
exists, even if the sitting President 
does not support that privilege. Con-
cluding otherwise would, in fact, actu-
ally eviscerate the privilege in total. 

Keep in mind that the ruling on exec-
utive privilege in Trump v. Thompson 
deals with a narrow set of documents 
from the National Archives. It has no 
bearing on whether Mr. Scavino testi-
fies. The ruling does not apply to docu-
ments at issue in this case, nor does it 
apply to the testimony sought by the 
committee or whether the committee 
has a legitimate purpose for conversa-
tions between President Trump and his 
aide. 

The select committee has refused to 
acknowledge President Trump’s asser-
tion of privilege as it applies to Mr. 
Scavino, and the committee takes an 
overexpansive view of what Trump v. 
Thompson actually says and fails to 
even acknowledge that the Supreme 
Court case of Nixon v. Administrator 
exists. 

This is not a settled question, and it 
is not nearly as clear-cut as some 
would have you believe. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
LOFGREN), the chairperson of the Com-
mittee on House Administration and a 
member of the select committee. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Speaker, no 
one is above the law. 

We have all heard that phrase. It is a 
bedrock principle, and we know it is 
what distinguishes democracies like 
ours from autocracies such as Russia. 

Sadly, a few of the former President’s 
closest aides and allies seem to think 
they are special, that they are above 
the law, including senior communica-
tions official Daniel Scavino, Jr. 

Now, who is he? According to many 
reports, Mr. Scavino worked with the 
former President to use social media to 
spread lies regarding nonexistent elec-
tion fraud and to recruit a violent, 
angry mob to D.C. 

Mr. Scavino also followed violent, ex-
tremist social media on behalf of Mr. 
Trump. We have reason to believe that 
doing so provided Mr. Scavino with ex-
plicit advance warnings of the violence 
that was to occur on January 6. He 
may have shared these warnings of vio-
lence with Mr. Trump before the 6th, 
and we need to ask him about that. 

He reportedly attended several meet-
ings with Mr. Trump and others re-
garding reversing the legitimate vic-
tory of President Biden and was also 
with the former President during the 
Capitol attack when Mr. Trump failed 
to immediately try to stop it, despite 

urgent bipartisan calls for him to do 
so. 

Madam Speaker, a Federal court re-
cently concluded that Mr. Trump like-
ly committed a Federal felony and that 
he and his allies ‘‘launched a campaign 
to overturn a democratic election’’ 
that ‘‘spurred violent attacks on the 
seat of our Nation’s government, led to 
the deaths of several law enforcement 
officers, and deepened public distrust 
in our political process.’’ 

The court said that his effort was ‘‘a 
coup in search of a legal theory.’’ The 
court found that if President Trump’s 
‘‘plan had worked, it would have per-
manently ended the peaceful transition 
of power, undermining American de-
mocracy and the Constitution.’’ 

Democrats and Republicans have 
agreed that the very foundation of our 
constitutional republic was threatened. 
We must prevent that from ever hap-
pening again. 

Senate Minority Leader MITCH 
MCCONNELL rightly explained that the 
public needs to know everything about 
what caused and occurred on January 
6. To inform both the American people 
and legislative reform proposals, the 
select committee needs to speak with 
Mr. Scavino. He has to fulfill his legal 
and moral obligation to provide testi-
mony and documents. Otherwise, he 
should face consequences. 

We must vote ‘‘yes’’ on this resolu-
tion to find him in contempt of Con-
gress. In the United States of America, 
no one, including Mr. Scavino, is above 
the law. 

b 1730 

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

I know my colleague and friend, Mr. 
ARMSTRONG, knows very well that, first 
of all, executive privilege is a qualified 
privilege. 

Secondly, former President Trump 
has not asserted executive privilege. 

Third, I have tremendous respect, ob-
viously, for Justice Kavanaugh, but my 
colleagues continue to quote Justice 
Kavanaugh without noting that the 
opinion in the D.C. circuit, which was 
upheld by the Supreme Court, in that 
opinion the judge found a number of 
things, including ‘‘to allow the privi-
lege of a no-longer sitting President to 
prevail over Congress’ need to inves-
tigate a violent attack on its home and 
its constitutional operations would 
gravely impair the basic function of 
the legislature.’’ 

The Court also held that under any of 
the tests advocated by former Presi-
dent Trump, the profound interests in 
disclosure advanced by President Biden 
and the Select Committee to Inves-
tigate the January 6th Attack on the 
United States Capitol far exceed his 
generalized concerns for executive 
branch confidentiality. 

And I would just repeat again, 
Madam Speaker, that Mr. Scavino and 
Mr. Navarro both have chosen not to 
appear in front of the committee to an-

swer questions that are clearly outside 
of any potential claim of privilege they 
may have, and even if they believe 
there is a claim of privilege, they are 
obligated to appear and make that as-
sertion. They cannot simply refuse to 
respond to the committee’s subpoena. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Mrs. 
MURPHY). 

Mrs. MURPHY of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman for 
yielding. 

Madam Speaker, as a member of the 
committee charged with investigating 
the attack on our Capitol, our Con-
stitution, and our country, I support 
this resolution to refer Peter Navarro 
and Daniel Scavino to the Department 
of Justice for contempt of Congress. 

I will focus my remarks on Mr. 
Navarro. 

There is clear evidence that Mr. 
Navarro was involved in efforts to keep 
President Trump in power after he lost 
the election. 

We subpoenaed Mr. Navarro seeking 
testimony and documents regarding 
the actions he took to discredit the 
election and prevent the results from 
being certified. Mr. Navarro made a 
blanket claim of executive privilege. 
This claim lacks merit as a matter of 
law and common sense. 

No President, either sitting or 
former, has claimed privilege regarding 
Mr. Navarro’s testimony or documents. 
And Mr. Navarro has no authority to 
assert privilege himself. 

Beyond that fundamental flaw, since 
the election, Mr. Navarro has written 
and spoken widely about the subjects 
that are the focus of our subpoena. He 
is eager to tell his story, if he can do so 
on his terms in a way that serves his 
interests. 

He published a book where he details 
the actions he took to change the out-
come of the election. He writes that he 
worked with Steve Bannon on a scheme 
called the ‘‘Green Bay Sweep.’’ Its pur-
pose was to encourage Vice President 
Pence to delay certification of the 
votes and send the election back to 
State legislatures. 

Mr. Navarro writes that he called At-
torney General Barr, urging the De-
partment of Justice to support Presi-
dent Trump’s efforts to challenge the 
election in court, which Barr declined 
to do. 

Mr. Navarro notes that he kept a 
journal detailing this episode and other 
actions he took. 

And finally, while he was refusing to 
comply with our subpoena, Mr. 
Navarro made numerous media appear-
ances discussing his role in the events 
culminating on January 6. 

Mr. Navarro has significant relevant 
knowledge. He is happy to share it on 
television and in podcasts, but he won’t 
provide this information in response to 
a lawful subpoena. 

Mr. Navarro is in contempt of Con-
gress and should be referred for pros-
ecution. 

Mr. BANKS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
4 minutes to the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. RODNEY DAVIS.) 
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Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 

Madam Speaker, 15 months have passed 
since January 6 of 2021, yet I have seen 
little evidence over that time to indi-
cate the necessary progress has been 
made to ensure the Capitol complex is 
more secure. 

And I have seen no evidence that the 
politicized select committee is serious 
about identifying or addressing the 
issues that led to our Capitol being so 
unprepared on that day, which should 
be its top priority. 

On February 17 of this year, the GAO 
released a report detailing the lack of 
security preparedness by Capitol Police 
leadership and the Capitol Police 
Board on and in the lead-up to January 
6. The rank-and-file men and women 
who serve Congress as members of the 
Capitol Police put their lives on the 
line every day. Yet, the Capitol Police 
Board, controlled by Speaker PELOSI, 
failed them. They deserve better. 

Instead of working to ensure our Cap-
itol Police officers have the tools and 
the training they need to prevent an-
other event like January 6 or taking 
long-overdue steps to reform the Cap-
itol Police Board, the House is once 
again voting on a contempt resolution 
because two individuals are not com-
plying with another sham subpoena 
issued by House Democrats. 

I have a newsflash for members of the 
Select Committee: You do not have 
limitless power. You cannot demand 
testimony, documents, or even view 
the information of your political oppo-
nents without their consent or without 
the law on your side. You have neither. 

Specifically, Mr. Scavino and Mr. 
Navarro are unable to testify on spe-
cific topics that are related to their 
work in the White House, nor can they 
testify on communications between 
President Trump and the President’s 
closest advisers, as those communica-
tions are protected under President 
Trump’s claim of executive privilege. 

As a reminder, the American tax-
payer is spending millions of dollars on 
this select committee. According to 
The Washington Post, the select com-
mittee is on pace to spend $9.3 million 
by the end of December. 

To put that into perspective, that 
amount exceeds the current budgets for 
the Committees on the Judiciary; Agri-
culture; Budget; Ethics; the Committee 
on House Administration; Rules; 
Science, Space, and Technology; Small 
Business; Natural Resources; Homeland 
Security; Veterans’ Affairs; and the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence. 

That is right, this select committee 
is using more taxpayer resources on 
their partisan investigation than 
Democrats have devoted to serving vet-
erans, addressing rising prices in infla-
tion, or helping our farmers during a 
massive supply chain crisis. 

This is nothing more than a sham in-
vestigation full of misuses of congres-
sional authority, including Speaker 
PELOSI violating 230 years of precedent 
by refusing to allow the minority party 

to select its own committee members, 
failing to investigate pursuant to a 
valid legislative purpose, altering evi-
dence to fit a certain narrative, lying 
to witnesses, falsely accusing wit-
nesses, violating deponents’ right to 
challenge subpoenas, and perhaps 
above all, refusing to investigate why 
Speaker PELOSI and the Capitol Police 
Board left the Capitol so unprotected 
that day. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose the 
resolution. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to 
the distinguished gentlewoman from 
Virginia (Mrs. LURIA), a veteran of the 
United States Navy. 

Mrs. LURIA. Madam Speaker, I have 
come to the floor many times over the 
last 3 years and discussed the oath of 
office. The oath to protect and defend 
our Constitution against all enemies 
foreign and domestic. 

Every Member of this body swore 
that oath, and it is the same oath that 
our President and military officers, in-
cluding those like Mr. BANKS, swear in 
service to our Nation. 

That is service. 
When an American enlists or com-

missions in our Armed Forces, or when 
someone takes elected office, or even a 
senior position in the executive branch, 
they do so to serve the American peo-
ple. 

Mr. Scavino and Mr. Navarro had the 
duty to serve the American people. Un-
fortunately, they instead chose to 
serve the interests of one man, who 
sought to advance his own agenda at 
the peril of American democracy. 

They now have the duty to respond 
to the subpoenas of this committee, 
but they have apparently decided that 
they are above the law. 

The American people deserve the 
truth about the attack that attempted 
to prevent the peaceful transition of 
power, and the committee is united in 
our duty to investigate. 

This committee has conducted over 
800 voluntary depositions and inter-
views, with more scheduled, including 
witnesses who worked in the previous 
administration and even close family 
members of the former President. 

The committee has received nearly 
90,000 documents pertaining to January 
6, and we followed up over 435 tips re-
ceived through the committee’s tip 
line. 

Hundreds of witnesses have volun-
tarily come forward and cooperated 
with our investigation, but Mr. 
Scavino and Mr. Navarro have refused 
to do their part. 

They have been given every oppor-
tunity to come forward, yet they have 
attempted to obstruct the pursuit of 
justice and to stonewall the commit-
tee’s work and conceal the truth, de-
spite both publicly acknowledging 
their roles in promoting election fraud 
conspiracies and counseling the former 
President on changing the outcome of 
the election. 

Mr. MEADOWS, and today Mr. Scavino 
and Mr. Navarro, my question remains: 

What are you covering up, and who are 
you covering for? 

Their failure to answer that question 
about January 6 is disregarding the 
law, and they should be held account-
able. That is why I will vote, and I will 
urge my colleagues to vote to hold Mr. 
Navarro and Mr. Scavino in contempt 
of Congress. 

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

I think it is again very important as 
our colleagues are contemplating their 
vote on this resolution that they keep 
in mind the facts. And we are hearing 
a number of things that are not con-
sistent with the facts. 

First of all, with respect to the estab-
lishment of the committee, Mr. DAVIS 
knows, and my colleagues know that 
we initially attempted to have a bipar-
tisan commission, which, in fact, Lead-
er MCCARTHY instructed Mr. KATKO to 
negotiate with Chairman THOMPSON. 
Mr. KATKO did that, secured everything 
the Republicans asked for, at which 
point, Mr. MCCARTHY walked away 
from the bipartisan commission, and 
then went over to the Senate side and 
lobbied against the establishment of a 
bipartisan commission. 

The establishment of the select com-
mittee, again, is not what we would 
have hoped. The 35 Republicans who 
voted for the bipartisan commission 
wanted a bipartisan outside commis-
sion, but we cannot let this attack go 
uninvestigated. 

Mr. DAVIS also knows that with re-
spect to the membership of the com-
mittee, Speaker PELOSI said that she 
would not name two Members who had 
been identified by Mr. MCCARTHY; that 
is completely consistent with the reso-
lution. And Mr. MCCARTHY then him-
self withdrew the other three and de-
termined that he would not partici-
pate. 

Finally, Madam Speaker, I continue 
to hear this allegation that the com-
mittee is not investigating what hap-
pened at the Capitol, not investigating 
what happened with respect to the Cap-
itol Police, not investigating what hap-
pened with respect to security that 
day. That is just not true. The com-
mittee has an entire team that is very 
focused on and investigating what hap-
pened with respect to security at the 
Capitol. 

And it is also the case, though, 
Madam Speaker, we must all remember 
that the former President provoked a 
violent assault on this body, and the 
extent to which there were security 
lapses, the extent to which people did 
not anticipate that there would be a 
violent assault on the Capitol, pro-
voked by the former President, is not 
the fault of the Capitol Police. That is 
the responsibility of the former Presi-
dent. 

And I would also note, Madam Speak-
er, that Mr. DAVIS voted ‘‘yes’’ on the 
bipartisan commission when it came 
up. 
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Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to 

the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
RASKIN), my good friend and colleague. 

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, I want 
to underscore first the point that was 
just made by Ms. CHENEY. The distin-
guished ranking member of the House 
Administration Committee was ap-
pointed to this committee, or the ap-
pointment was accepted by Speaker 
PELOSI, but it was withdrawn by the 
minority leader. It was not rejected by 
the majority; it was rejected by the mi-
nority. 

Madam Speaker, we are here in the 
broadest sense to defend American 
democratic institutions and the rule of 
law. And our colleague said before that 
if this investigation were valid, then 
we would be talking to officials from 
the Sergeant at Arms Office and the 
National Guard. 

Well, I have got good news for my 
friends. First, every court that has 
looked at their claim that this is an in-
valid investigation either because of 
its composition or because it was in-
trinsically flawed in its pursuit of the 
facts about January 6, has rejected 
those arguments. Every court that 
looked at it has rejected the precise ar-
guments our colleagues are floating on 
the floor today. 

But I will go even further than that. 
We have, in fact, interviewed precisely 
the people that they set up as a test for 
the validity of our investigation from 
the Sergeant at Arms and the National 
Guard. And as patriotic public officials 
living out their oaths of office and not 
bowing down to the humiliating cult of 
Donald Trump, they didn’t need a sub-
poena from this committee; they came 
voluntarily. They not only understood 
their legal duty to testify, a duty our 
colleagues, like my friend, the gen-
tleman from Ohio, clearly understands 
when they wield the gavel, but they 
have come forward and said that it is a 
patriotic honor for them. It is not just 
a legal duty, it is a patriotic honor for 
them to render truthful testimony on 
this horrific attack against America, 
which interrupted the counting of elec-
toral college votes for the first time in 
American history. 

b 1745 

This is mandated in the 12th Amend-
ment to the Constitution, which says 
that the House and the Senate must 
meet in joint session in order to count 
electoral college votes the first week of 
January, on the Wednesday following a 
Presidential election. 

What is remarkable to me is that the 
caucus that is now so drenched in the 
Trump-Putin propaganda is not just 
trying to denounce the Democrats for 
searching the truth right now. Today, 
they have begun the utterly cannibal-
istic process of vilifying and casti-
gating Republicans just because they 
disagree with the orthodoxy, the 
dogma handed down by Donald Trump. 

Ms. CHENEY is the former chair of the 
House Republican Conference, and it is 
left to Democrats to defend her against 

the vilification and the castigating 
that we hear. 

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

Ms. CHENEY. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. RASKIN. It is up to us to defend 
Mr. KINZINGER and to defend Ms. CHE-
NEY, because if you don’t go along with 
what Donald Trump says, if you don’t 
act like you are a robot, or a member 
of a religious cult, they will attack 
you, they will vilify you, they will de-
nounce you. 

These people, Mr. KINZINGER and Ms. 
CHENEY, are constitutional heroes, and 
they don’t deserve your contempt. The 
insurrectionists and the lawbreakers 
deserve your contempt because they 
are acting in contempt of the rule of 
law and the Constitution of the United 
States. 

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

Mr. JACKSON. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my colleague from Indiana for 
the time. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
speak about two great patriots who I 
am proud to call my friends, Dan 
Scavino and Peter Navarro. These two 
men have served our country honor-
ably. Sadly, they are now targets of 
the political witch hunt simply because 
they served our country and they are 
loyal to our great former President, 
Donald J. Trump. 

The illegitimate January 6th Com-
mittee’s ruthless crusade against 
President Trump and his close allies is 
yet another smear on this great body. 
It will go down in history as another 
failed attempt by my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle to bring down 
good people simply because they dis-
agree with their political beliefs. 

As someone who has been a target of 
the left and their ruthless tactics in 
the past, I know firsthand how dam-
aging this can be. The American people 
are tired of this partisan January 6 cir-
cus. It is time to stop this nonsense 
now. 

I urge my colleagues to stand up 
against this charade and oppose this 
baseless resolution. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
Madam Speaker, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

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

Mr. BANKS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. JORDAN). 

Mr. JORDAN. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

The majority leader, just a few min-
utes ago said—used the term ‘‘danger 
to our democracy.’’ Danger to our de-
mocracy. 

Think about this. Democrats have 
closed the Capitol, allowed proxy vot-
ing, kicked Republicans off commit-
tees, won’t let Republicans serve on 
this select committee—the first time 
in the history of the Congress the mi-
nority leader was not allowed to put on 

a select committee the individuals he 
or she selected; first time in the his-
tory of our Nation. 

The Democrats are trying to end the 
electoral college; trying to end the fili-
buster; trying to pack the Court. 

This committee, the January 6th 
Committee, altered evidence and pre-
sented it to the American people as if 
it were true. And they accuse us of 
being a danger to our democracy? 

Mr. GAETZ was right. We have got a 
border that is complete chaos. We have 
$6 gas in California, $4 gas everywhere 
else in the country. We have crime at 
record levels in every major urban area 
in this Nation. And we have an infla-
tion problem that is at a 40-year high. 

And this committee has more con-
tempt resolutions for a purely political 
reason. I think the whole committee is 
pure political, designed to do one 
thing; keep President Trump off the 
ballot in 2024. 

The gentlewoman from Wyoming, in 
her opening comments, used the term, 
‘‘false message.’’ False message. She 
used to say big lie. Now I guess it is 
false message. When she said it, I start-
ed jotting things down. 

Think about all the false messages 
we have got from them in the last few 
years. They told us the protests in the 
summer of 2020 were peaceful. We got a 
billion dollars’ worth of damage around 
our cities that says it wasn’t. 

They told us the dossier was real. 
They told us it was Republicans, Re-
publicans who wanted to defund the po-
lice. That one is almost laughable, if it 
wasn’t so serious for our law enforce-
ment and for the families who live in 
those areas where mayors and city 
councils did defund the police. 

They told us the FBI didn’t spy on 
the Trump campaign. We know that 
wasn’t true. We have got inspectors 
general reports that tell us all kinds of 
things of what they did in front of the 
FISA Court. 

They said Trump colluded with Rus-
sia. We have got a Mueller report, 19 
lawyers, 40 FBI agents, 30 million hard- 
earned American tax dollars in that re-
port that said that false message was 
just that, false. 

They told us COVID didn’t start in 
the lab; sure looks like it did. 

They told us the lab wasn’t doing 
gain-of-function research; sure looks 
like it was. 

They told us the vaccinated can’t get 
it. We know that is wrong. Every day 
there is a new announcement: Member 
of Congress is getting it; fully vac-
cinated, boosted, and everything else. 

They told us those who are vac-
cinated can’t transmit it. They told us 
that was wrong. 

And you talk about the biggest false 
message, the biggest false message that 
has just been confirmed in the last 
week, how false it was? The Hunter 
Biden laptop was Russian 
disinformation. The Hunter Biden 
laptop was Russian disinformation. 

October 22, 2020, 2 weeks before the 
election, Candidate Biden, in a debate, 
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is asked about his son’s business deal-
ings with foreign companies. He says: 
‘‘Nothing was unethical.’’ He said: My 
son has not made money with business 
interests—with companies with an in-
terest in China. 

And we all know there are 4.8 million 
reasons why that statement was not 
accurate. And how do we know? Wash-
ington Post told us. Not me, not Presi-
dent Trump, not Republicans, The 
Washington Post told us last week, two 
stories last week, a week ago today, 
one at 11 a.m., one at 11:04 a.m.; two 
eight-page articles, 4 minutes apart, 
confirming what we knew, but what big 
media, big tech, Democrats colluded to 
keep from the American people just 
days before, just days before the most 
important election we have, the Presi-
dential election, who is going to be our 
next Commander in Chief. 

The laptop was real. The eyewitness 
was real. The emails were real. The 
only thing fake was that collusion 
from those individuals, those entities 
to keep important information from 
we, the people, in the run-up to the 
most important election we have. 

And oh, by the way, they were joined 
by 51 former intel officials, joined in 
the collusion. 

You know what is also interesting? It 
is funny how that story has changed. 
Eighteen months ago, it started off, it 
wasn’t his laptop. It quickly switched 
to well, it was his laptop, but it was 
Russian disinformation. 

And now it is, well, it wasn’t Russian 
disinformation, but Joe Biden had 
nothing to do with it. Now it was, well, 
Joe knew what was going on, but he 
wasn’t really involved in anything 
wrong. Ron Klain told us that, the 
Chief of Staff told us that Sunday. 

We need to be focusing on the issues 
that the American people want us to 
focus on. You want to talk about dan-
ger to our democracy and the biggest 
false message. I would say what hap-
pened—one of the biggest dangers to 
our democracy and one of the biggest 
false messages is what happened 18 
months ago, where that story was kept 
from the American people. We could 
dig into that, find out what went on 
there, why that happened. 

And we could also focus on the record 
crime, record inflation, record price of 
gas, and the chaos on our southern bor-
der that is about to get worse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PA-
NETTA). The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. BANKS. I yield the gentleman an 
additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. JORDAN. It is about to get worse 
as the Democrats look to—as the Biden 
administration looks to repeal title 42. 
I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I have no further speakers, 
and I am prepared to close. I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further speakers. I am prepared to 
close. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I am pre-
pared to close. I yield myself the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, it might feel really 
good today for my opponents on the 
other side of the aisle. It might feel 
really good in a vindictive sort of way, 
to vote to put their political opponents 
behind bars. That might feel really 
good for my opponents across the aisle. 

But I guarantee you, the history will 
not look back kindly on those actions 
in the years to come. I guarantee it. It 
couldn’t be anymore un-American what 
they want to do today, to vote to put 
two men behind bars purely because 
they disagree with their politics and 
the man that they worked for. 

I can’t think of a bigger reason for 
my opponents to vote ‘‘no’’ on such an 
un-American resolution. I urge all of 
my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ and do the 
same. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, it does not feel really 
good today. It feels sad, and it feels 
tragic that so many in my own party 
are refusing to address the constitu-
tional crisis and the challenge that we 
face. 

The ranking member of the Judiciary 
Committee went to law school. I am 
not sure if he passed the bar. But he 
knows that we all have an obligation 
to abide by the rulings of the courts. 

So, yes, it was a false story. Yes, it 
was a big lie. In fact, former Vice 
President Pence has said that what 
President Trump wanted him to do was 
‘‘un-American.’’ It was also unconsti-
tutional, and it was illegal. 

Mr. Speaker, what gives me tremen-
dous hope though is although so many 
in my party in this body have put loy-
alty to Donald Trump ahead of their 
oath to the Constitution, the com-
mittee has interviewed scores of Re-
publicans from around the country 
who, in fact, have shown the kind of 
tremendous bravery and dedication to 
public service that every American can 
be proud of: Republicans who were ap-
pointed by President Trump to posts in 
the Department of Justice; Repub-
licans who stood firm; Republicans who 
threatened to resign and who refused 
to participate in President Trump’s ef-
forts to corrupt the Department of Jus-
tice with the stolen election lies—yes, 
lies—that led to January 6. 

We have heard from Republicans 
serving in State legislatures, in State 
and local governments who also stood 
firm. 

Mr. Speaker, it is crucially impor-
tant that this body hold these gentle-
men in contempt. It is crucially impor-
tant that they have to abide by their 
subpoena. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, let me say for the 
record, if there is any Member on the 
other side who feels the strength to 
come and testify before our committee, 

I invite them, right now, to let us know 
and we will gladly entertain whatever 
information they have as to what hap-
pened on January 6. Some of them ran 
out of this building fearing for their 
lives, so there is no question that 
something happened. 

And H. Res. 503 says, absolutely, we 
have to find the facts and cir-
cumstances as to what happened and 
why and make recommendations; and 
that is what we have to do. 

We have the constitutional power to 
issue subpoenas. If people do not follow 
subpoenas, we have the right to bring 
them before this body and recommend 
contempt citations; and that is what 
we are doing today. 

So it doesn’t matter if they were a 
father, a mother, a sister, or a brother, 
had children; if they break the law, 
they break the law. No one is above the 
law, and that is the point we are trying 
to make. 

We asked the individuals, subpoenaed 
them to come before the committee, 
and they chose not to come and, there-
fore, they broke the law, and that is 
why we are here today. 

So, Mr. Speaker, as I have men-
tioned, when I testified before the 
Rules Committee, it is absurd that 
there should be any disagreement at all 
about why we are here for this con-
tempt resolution. 

If you listen to the arguments from 
some of my friends on the other side, 
they have very little to say of sub-
stance of this matter. We hear excuses. 
We hear attacks about process. We 
hear scare-mongering about the select 
committee. 

Let me remind my colleagues, we 
have conducted over 830 interviews and 
depositions. And again, I invite any of 
them to come talk to us if they want 
to. Now, if, for some reason, they are 
reluctant or afraid, then I feel sorry for 
them. 

Our constitutional democracy was 
challenged on January 6. We have to 
fix this. Over 200 years, we have oper-
ated in complete freedom, and all of a 
sudden, this institution was attacked; 
and we have to fix that. 

b 1800 
We are the number one democracy in 

the world, but we lead by example. 
Democrats are leading by example. The 
select committee is leading by example 
by bringing these two gentlemen who 
broke the law, who decided that it is 
better to deal with the law of Donald 
Trump rather than the Constitution of 
the United States of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues, 
especially my friend from Wyoming 
(Ms. CHENEY). 

Mr. Speaker, I urge every Member to 
support adoption of this resolution, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
support of a simple, but sacred principle: No 
one is above the law. 

Peter Navarro was one of the former presi-
dent’s closest allies. And, by his own admis-
sion, played a direct role in planning and co-
ordinating the events of January 6. He speaks 
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to that role on television, on podcasts, and 
even in his own book—yet he refuses to do so 
before Congress, even when compelled by a 
lawful subpoena. That is unjustifiable, and in 
light of the subpoena, a criminal form of con-
tempt. 

Dan Scavino was similarly close to the 
former president—and similarly involved in the 
events leading up to and on January 6. Mr. 
Scavino played an intimate role in crafting 
former President Trump’s social media strat-
egy and served as his Deputy Chief of Staff 
for Communications. And, like Mr. Navarro, he 
was called before our committee because our 
evidence and public reporting, suggests he 
possesses direct, personal knowledge of the 
events leading up to January 6, and while the 
Capitol was under siege. 

Unfortunately, both Mr. Navarro and Mr. 
Scavino have chosen at every turn to obstruct, 
to conceal their knowledge, forgoing their legal 
duty to comply with a congressional subpoena 
and attempting instead to hide behind spu-
rious claims of privilege. 

But let me be clear: There is no privilege 
that allows a witness to simply refuse to ap-
pear. President Biden has declined to assert 
any privilege and properly concluded that the 
national interests in hearing the testimony of 
Navarro and Scavino clearly outweigh any 
other consideration. And there is certainly no 
privilege that allows a witness to refuse to ap-
pear before Congress while sitting for press 
interviews or discussing the matter in a book. 

I urge all of my colleagues to vote in favor 
of this resolution. To do otherwise would set a 
dangerous precedent: That Congress is not a 
body that is capable of, or willing to, carry out 
meaningful oversight. That our subpoenas can 
be shrugged off or ignored. And that the 
American people can no longer have faith in 
our ability to investigate potential abuses of 
power by any president—past, present, or fu-
ture. 

As Judge Carter said last week in his ruling, 
‘If the country does not commit to investigating 
and pursuing accountability for those respon-
sible, the Court fears January 6 will repeat 
itself.’ He is right. We must commit to the pur-
suit of accountability and justice. Not as 
Democrats or Republicans, but as Americans 
who love and cherish our democracy. 

And I will take just one more moment to 
urge the Department of Justice to act with all 
due haste when they receive the criminal con-
tempt referrals for Mr. Scavino and Mr. 
Navarro. And not just with respect to these re-
ferrals, but on any evidence of criminality con-
nected to efforts to overturn the election. The 
rule of law must apply equally to all Ameri-
cans, including former presidents. To do other-
wise, risks another repetition of January 6th— 
or worse. 

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

Pursuant to the rule, the previous 
question is ordered on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on adoption of the resolu-
tion. 

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 15- 

minute vote on adoption of the resolu-
tion will be followed by 5-minute votes 
on: 

Ordering the previous question on 
House Resolution 1033; 

Adoption of House Resolution 1033, if 
ordered; and 

The motion to suspend the rules and 
pass H.R. 7276. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 220, nays 
203, not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 118] 

YEAS—220 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Axne 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bourdeaux 
Bowman 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brown (MD) 
Brown (OH) 
Brownley 
Bush 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cheney 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crist 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis, Danny K. 
Dean 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frankel, Lois 
Gallego 
Garamendi 

Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Golden 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs (CA) 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (TX) 
Jones 
Kahele 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kim (NJ) 
Kind 
Kinzinger 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Lamb 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Luria 
Lynch 
Malinowski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Manning 
Matsui 
McBath 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Newman 
Norcross 

O’Halleran 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Pressley 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Sires 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Speier 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Suozzi 
Swalwell 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—203 

Aderholt 
Amodei 

Armstrong 
Arrington 

Babin 
Bacon 

Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice (OK) 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Brady 
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 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garbarino 
Garcia (CA) 
Gibbs 
Gimenez 
Gohmert 
Gonzales, Tony 
Gonzalez (OH) 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 

Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hartzler 
Hern 
Herrell 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Issa 
Jackson 
Jacobs (NY) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Katko 
Keller 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
Meijer 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 

Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Mullin 
Murphy (NC) 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Obernolte 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Posey 
Reed 
Reschenthaler 
Rice (SC) 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Salazar 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sessions 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walorski 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—6 

Allen 
Bost 

Dunn 
Guest 

Johnson (GA) 
Kilmer 

b 1837 

So the resolution 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 

Bass (Beyer) 
Bilirakis 

(Fleischmann) 
Blumenauer 

(Beyer) 
Bowman (Evans) 
Cárdenas (Soto) 
Castro (TX) 

(Correa) 
Cawthorn (Gaetz) 
Clark (MA) 

(Blunt 
Rochester) 

Connolly 
(Wexton) 

Cooper (Correa) 

Crawford 
(Fleischmann) 

Crist (Soto) 
Cuellar (Correa) 
Doyle, Michael 

F. (Evans) 
Gohmert (Weber 

(TX)) 
Gomez (Soto) 
Gottheimer 

(Pallone) 
Grijalva 

(Stanton) 
Harder (CA) 

(Correa) 
Huffman 

(Stanton) 

Johnson (TX) 
(Jeffries) 

Joyce (OH) 
(Garbarino) 

Kahele (Mrvan) 
Kirkpatrick 

(Pallone) 
Lawson (FL) 

(Evans) 
Long 

(Fleischmann) 
McCaul (Kim 

(CA)) 
Meeks (Jeffries) 
Mfume (Evans) 
Newman (Garcı́a 

(IL)) 
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Owens (Tenney) 
Payne (Pallone) 
Peters (Jeffries) 
Porter (Wexton) 
Price (NC) 

(Butterfield) 

Roybal-Allard 
(Pallone) 

Rush (Evans) 
Schiff (Beyer) 
Scott, David 

(Jeffries) 
Sires (Pallone) 

Steube (Donalds) 
Suozzi (Beyer) 
Taylor (Jackson) 
Wasserman 

Schultz (Soto) 
Watson Coleman 

(Pallone) 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3807, RESTAURANT REVI-
TALIZATION FUND REPLENISH-
MENT ACT OF 2021 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on ordering 
the previous question on the resolution 
(H. Res. 1033) providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 3807) to amend 
the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 
to increase appropriations to the Res-
taurant Revitalization Fund, and for 
other purposes, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 221, nays 
206, not voting 2, as follows: 

[Roll No. 119] 

YEAS—221 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Axne 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bourdeaux 
Bowman 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brown (MD) 
Brown (OH) 
Brownley 
Bush 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crist 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis, Danny K. 
Dean 
DeFazio 

DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frankel, Lois 
Gaetz 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Golden 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs (CA) 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (TX) 
Jones 
Kahele 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim (NJ) 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 

Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Lamb 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Luria 
Lynch 
Malinowski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Manning 
Matsui 
McBath 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Newman 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Phillips 
Pingree 

Pocan 
Porter 
Pressley 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schrier 

Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Sires 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Speier 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Suozzi 
Swalwell 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 

Tlaib 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—206 

Aderholt 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice (OK) 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brady 
Brooks 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cawthorn 
Chabot 
Cheney 
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 
Gallagher 
Garbarino 
Garcia (CA) 
Gibbs 
Gimenez 

Gohmert 
Gonzales, Tony 
Gonzalez (OH) 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hartzler 
Hern 
Herrell 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Issa 
Jackson 
Jacobs (NY) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Katko 
Keller 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kim (CA) 
Kinzinger 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
Meijer 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (WV) 

Miller-Meeks 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Mullin 
Murphy (NC) 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Obernolte 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Posey 
Reed 
Reschenthaler 
Rice (SC) 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Salazar 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sessions 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walorski 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—2 

Allen Guest 

b 1846 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE 
RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS 

Bass (Beyer) 
Bilirakis 

(Fleischmann) 
Blumenauer 

(Beyer) 
Bowman (Evans) 
Cárdenas (Soto) 
Castro (TX) 

(Correa) 
Cawthorn (Gaetz) 
Clark (MA) 

(Blunt 
Rochester) 

Connolly 
(Wexton) 

Cooper (Correa) 
Crawford 

(Fleischmann) 
Crist (Soto) 
Cuellar (Correa) 
Doyle, Michael 

F. (Evans) 
Gohmert (Weber 

(TX)) 

Gomez (Soto) 
Gottheimer 

(Pallone) 
Grijalva 

(Stanton) 
Harder (CA) 

(Correa) 
Huffman 

(Stanton) 
Johnson (TX) 

(Jeffries) 
Joyce (OH) 

(Garbarino) 
Kahele (Mrvan) 
Kilmer (Larsen 

(WA)) 
Kirkpatrick 

(Pallone) 
Lawson (FL) 

(Evans) 
Long 

(Fleischmann) 
McCaul (Kim 

(CA)) 

Meeks (Jeffries) 
Mfume (Evans) 
Newman (Garcı́a 

(IL)) 
Owens (Tenney) 
Payne (Pallone) 
Peters (Jeffries) 
Porter (Wexton) 
Price (NC) 

(Butterfield) 
Roybal-Allard 

(Pallone) 
Rush (Evans) 
Schiff (Beyer) 
Scott, David 

(Jeffries) 
Sires (Pallone) 
Steube (Donalds) 
Suozzi (Beyer) 
Taylor (Jackson) 
Wasserman 

Schultz (Soto) 
Watson Coleman 

(Pallone) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

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

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Mr. 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. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 218, nays 
206, not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 120] 

YEAS—218 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Axne 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bourdeaux 
Bowman 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brown (MD) 
Brown (OH) 
Brownley 
Bush 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crist 

Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis, Danny K. 
Dean 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frankel, Lois 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Golden 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs (CA) 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (TX) 

Jones 
Kahele 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim (NJ) 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Lamb 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Luria 
Lynch 
Malinowski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Manning 
Matsui 
McBath 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
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