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

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. DELGADO).

Mr. DELGADO. Mr. Speaker, we all
know that the past couple of years
have been difficult on small businesses.
COVID-19 upended life as we knew it.
While America is turning a corner from
the perspective of public health, the
pandemic’s aftershocks are still raising
costs, scrambling supply chains, and
disrupting labor markets.

That is what I heard from folks in
Cooperstown last month when I invited
the SBA administrator to tour Main
Street with me. That is what I heard a
few days ago when I visited small busi-
nesses in Tannersville in Greene Coun-
ty. That is what I regularly hear from
small businessowners at my townhall
meetings across the district. That is
why Congress should be doing every-
thing it can to reduce burdens on small
business owners. That is what my bi-
partisan bill, the One Stop Shop for
Small Business Compliance Act, would
do.

In 1996, Congress passed a law requir-
ing Federal agencies to publish easy-
to-use regulation compliance guides for
small businesses; a good idea that was
poorly implemented.

The problem is, these guides are
housed on different agency websites,
making it difficult for small businesses
to find and utilize them. If you want to
find something for OSHA, you have to
go to the OSHA website. If you want to
find FTC’s compliance guide, you go
look around at FTC.gov. These guides
are scattered across countless govern-
ment websites.

My bill is simple, it would require
the Small Business Administrator’s Of-
fice of the National Ombudsman to cre-
ate a centralized website that houses
all Federal agency compliance guides
in one place.

By creating a one-stop-shop online,
we make these guides more accessible
for small business owners who often
lack the resources to hire staff to focus
on compliance issues. The platform
would also list contact information for
the appropriate agency staff who could
provide regulatory assistance to small
businesses.

Small businesses are essential ele-
ments of the economic and social fab-
ric of upstate New York. I am proud to
cosponsor this legislation which will
make it easier, not harder, for folks
back home to run their businesses and
access resources from the Federal Gov-
ernment.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congresswoman
BETH VAN DUYNE for her partnership on
this bipartisan, commonsense legisla-
tion. I thank Chairwoman VELAZQUEZ
and Ranking Member LUETKEMEYER for
their support, and I urge my colleagues
to support this bill.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker,
in closing, having the rules of the road
clearly and succinctly in one location
for all small business owners is instru-
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mental. The One Stop Shop for Small
Business Compliance Act of 2021 will
ensure this occurs at the SBA.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the Chair for
advancing this legislation that better
informs the Nation’s small businesses,
and I urge my colleagues to support it.

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

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, in
closing, small employers have experi-
enced great hardships throughout the
pandemic, but today we have the op-
portunity to make it easier, not hard-
er, to comply with Federal regulations.

The ombudsman’s centralized website
will streamline the compliance process
for small businesses and ensure they
have the most accurate and updated in-
formation.

I thank the committee members for
their diligence in advancing this piece
of legislation. I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘yes’’, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4877.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
[ 1500

SMALL BUSINESS ADVOCACY
IMPROVEMENTS ACT OF 2022

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 6454) to clarify the primary
functions and duties of the Office of
Advocacy of the Small Business Ad-
ministration, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 6454

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Small Busi-
ness Advocacy Improvements Act of 2022"".
SEC. 2. AMENDMENT TO PRIMARY FUNCTIONS

AND DUTIES OF THE OFFICE OF AD-
VOCACY OF THE SMALL BUSINESS
ADMINISTRATION.

(a) PRIMARY FUNCTIONS.—Section 202 of
Public Law 94-305 (15 U.S.C. 634b) is amend-
ed—

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and the
international economy”’ after ‘‘economy’’;

(2) in paragraph (9), by striking ‘‘com-
plete” and inserting ‘‘compete’’; and

(3) in paragraph (12), by striking ‘‘serviced-
disabled” and inserting ‘‘service-disabled’’.

(b) DUTIES.—Section 203(a) of Public Law
94-305 (15 U.S.C. 634c) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘“‘and” at
the end;

(2) in paragraph (6), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

“(T represent the views and interests of
small businesses before foreign governments
and international entities for the purpose of
contributing to regulatory and trade initia-
tives which may affect small businesses.”.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ) and the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

. GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the meas-
ure under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 6454, the Small Business Advo-
cacy Improvements Act of 2022.

Established in 1976, SBA’s Office of
Advocacy is the independent voice for
small businesses within the Federal
Government. The office oversees the
enforcement of the Regulatory Flexi-
bility Act and is a source for statistics
and research on matters pertaining to
small businesses. Over the years, the
Office of Advocacy’s responsibilities
have expanded, and participation in
international regulatory cooperation
and trade initiatives that impact small
businesses is becoming increasingly
important.

H.R. 6454 makes it clear that the Of-
fice of Advocacy has the authority to
examine international economic data
and represent small businesses in inter-
national discussions, particularly in
trade negotiations.

I thank the ranking member and Mr.
CARTER for their bipartisan work on
this bill.

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

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
6454, the Small Business Advocacy Im-
provements Act of 2022.

The Nation’s regulatory environment
directly impacts small businesses and
America’s entrepreneurs. With limited
resources and staff, small business
owners are often wearing many hats
throughout the entire workday, includ-
ing ensuring compliance with all Fed-
eral regulations. Now more than ever,
small businesses, entrepreneurs, and
startups need a strong advocate in
Washington supporting them when it
comes to regulations.

My bill, which was favorably re-
ported out of committee by a voice
vote, will improve and enhance the Of-
fice of Advocacy. H.R. 6454 will ensure
the office is able to speak on inter-
national and trade matters.

In addition to passing out of com-
mittee earlier this year, this legisla-
tion also passed the House floor by
voice vote in the 116th Congress. Con-
gress has the ability to structurally en-
hance an executive branch office that
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operates independently and reinforce it
on behalf of small businesses.

I thank my colleague, Representative
TROY CARTER from Louisiana, for
working with me in a bipartisan man-
ner to improve the SBA’s Office of Ad-
vocacy. I also thank the chair for help-
ing bring this legislation forward.

Mr. Speaker, I recommend a ‘‘yes”
vote on this bill that puts America’s
small businesses first.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further speak-
ers, I am prepared to close, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I am
prepared to close, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, as I mentioned earlier,
the Nation is getting ready to cele-
brate National Small Business Week.
This will be a time to honor and recog-
nize Main Street USA. Additionally, it
will be a time to hear from them about
what is impacting their operations and
what Congress can do to further sup-
port them.

The five small business bills before us
today take steps to enhance and sup-
port programs at the Small Business
Administration, which is the sole Fed-
eral agency that was created to assist
the Nation’s smallest firms.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the chair for
working in a bipartisan manner to ad-
vance all these bills. I urge a ‘‘yes”
vote on all of them, including H.R.
6454, and I yield back balance of my
time.

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

Mr. Speaker, SBA’s Office of Advo-
cacy works to ensure that small busi-
ness interests are heard at all levels of
government because, too often, their
voices are drowned out by larger com-
panies with sophisticated legal depart-
ments and armies of lobbyists.

Now as the world becomes more and
more connected, participating in the
global economy is vital to small busi-
nesses’ success. In order to do that,
they need a strong voice advocating on
their behalf. H.R. 6454 will allow the of-
fice to advocate on behalf of small
businesses in international discussions,
trade negotiations, and examine inter-
national economic data.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘yes,” and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6454.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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BROWN V. BOARD OF EDUCATION
NATIONAL  HISTORICAL PARK
EXPANSION AND REDESIGNA-
TION ACT

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(S. 270) to amend the Act entitled ‘‘Act
to provide for the establishment of the
Brown v. Board of Education National
Historic Site in the State of Kansas,
and for other purposes’ to provide for
inclusion of additional related sites in
the National Park System, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 270

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Brown v.
Board of Education National Historical Park
Expansion and Redesignation Act”.

SEC. 2. REDESIGNATION OF THE BROWN V.
BOARD OF EDUCATION NATIONAL
HISTORICAL PARK.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Brown v. Board of
Education National Historic Site established
by section 103(a) of Public Law 102-525 (106
Stat. 3439) shall be known and designated as
the “Brown v. Board of Education National
Historical Park’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in any
law, regulation, document, record, map, or
other paper of the United States to the
Brown v. Board of Education National His-
toric Site shall be considered to be a ref-
erence to the “Brown v. Board of Education
National Historical Park’.

(¢c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Title I of
Public Law 102-525 (106 Stat. 3438) is amend-
ed—

(1) in the title heading, by striking ‘HIS-
TORIC SITE” and inserting ‘“‘HISTORICAL
PARK”’;

(2) in sections 101(2) and 103(a), by striking
‘““National Historic Site” each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘National Historical
Park’’;

(3) in the section heading for each of sec-
tions 103 and 105, by striking ‘‘HISTORIC SITE’’
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘HISTOR-
ICAL PARK’’; and

(4) by striking ‘‘historic site’’ each place it
appears and inserting ‘‘historical park’.

SEC. 3. EXPANSION OF THE BROWN V. BOARD OF
EDUCATION NATIONAL HISTORICAL
PARK AND ESTABLISHMENT OF AF-
FILIATED AREAS.

(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section
is to honor the civil rights stories of strug-
gle, perseverance, and activism in the pur-
suit of education equity.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 101 of Public Law
102-525 (106 Stat. 3438) (as amended by section
2(c)) is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),
by striking ‘‘As used in this title—"" and in-
serting ‘“‘In this title:”’;

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘the term”’
and inserting the ‘“The term’’;

(3) in each of paragraphs (1) and (2), by in-
serting a paragraph heading, the text of
which is comprised of the term defined in
that paragraph;

(4) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2)
as paragraphs (3) and (2), respectively, and
moving the paragraphs so as to appear in nu-
merical order; and

(5) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so
redesignated) the following:

‘(1) AFFILIATED AREA.—The term ‘affili-
ated area’ means a site associated with a
court case included in Brown v. Board of

H4475

Education of Topeka described in paragraph
(8), (9), or (10) of section 102(a) that is des-
ignated as an affiliated area of the National
Park System by section 106(a).”.

(c) FINDINGS.—Section 102(a) of Public Law
102-525 (106 Stat. 3438) is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4)
as paragraphs (5) and (6), respectively;

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2), the fol-
lowing:

‘“(3) The Brown case was joined by 4 other
cases relating to school segregation pending
before the Supreme Court (Briggs v. Elliott,
filed in South Carolina, Davis v. County
School Board of Prince Edward County, filed
in Virginia, Gebhart v. Belton, filed in Dela-
ware, and Bolling v. Sharpe, filed in the Dis-
trict of Columbia) that were consolidated
into the case of Brown v. Board of Education
of Topeka.

“‘(4) A 1999 historic resources study exam-
ined the 5 cases included in Brown v. Board
of Education of Topeka and found that each
case—

‘“(A) is nationally significant; and

‘(B) contributes unique stories to the case
for educational equity.’’; and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (6) (as so
redesignated), the following:

“(7) With respect to the case of Briggs v.
Elliott—

“(A) Summerton High School in
Summerton, South Carolina, the all-White
school that refused to admit the plaintiffs in
the case—

‘(i) has been listed on the National Reg-
ister of Historic Places in recognition of the
national significance of the school; and

‘‘(ii) is used as administrative offices for
Clarendon School District 1; and

‘“(B) the former Scott’s Branch High
School, an ‘equalization school’ in
Summerton, South Carolina constructed for
African-American students in 1951 to provide
facilities comparable to those of White stu-
dents, is now the Community Resource Cen-
ter owned by Clarendon School District 1.

‘“(8) Robert Russa Moton High School, the
all-Black school in Farmville, Virginia,
which was the location of a student-led
strike leading to Davis v. County School
Board of Prince Edward County—

‘‘(A) has been designated as a National His-
toric Landmark in recognition of the na-
tional significance of the school; and

‘(B) is now the Robert Russa Moton Mu-
seum, which is administered by the Moton
Museum, Inc., and affiliated with Longwood
University.

‘“(9) With respect to the case of Belton v.
Gebhart—

““(A) Howard High School in Wilmington,
Delaware, an all-Black school to which the
plaintiffs in the case were forced to travel—

‘(i) has been designated as a National His-
toric Landmark in recognition of the na-
tional significance of the school; and

‘(i) is now the Howard High School of
Technology, an active school administered
by the New Castle County Vocational-Tech-
nical School District;

“(B) the all-White Claymont High School,
which denied admission to the plaintiffs, is
now the Claymont Community Center ad-
ministered by the Brandywine Community
Resource Council, Inc.; and

(9] the Hockessin
(Hockessin Colored School)—

‘(i) is the all-Black school in Hockessin,
Delaware, that 1 of the plaintiffs in the case
was required to attend with no public trans-
portation provided; and

‘‘(ii) is now used as a community facility
by Friends of Hockessin Colored School #107,
Inc.

‘“(10) John Philip Sousa Junior High
School in the District of Columbia, the all-

School #107C
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