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of such employees duty, and for other
purposes; providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 5129) to amend the Com-
munity Services Block Grant Act to re-
authorize and modernize the Act; and
providing for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 7691) making emergency supple-
mental appropriations for assistance
for the situation in Ukraine for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2022, and
for other purposes; and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 903, RIGHTS FOR THE
TRANSPORTATION SECURITY AD-
MINISTRATION WORKFORCE ACT
OF 2021; PROVIDING FOR CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 2499, FEDERAL
FIREFIGHTERS FAIRNESS ACT
OF 2022; PROVIDING FOR CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 5129, COMMU-
NITY SERVICES BLOCK GRANT
MODERNIZATION ACT OF 2022;
AND PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 7691, ADDITIONAL
UKRAINE SUPPLEMENTAL AP-
PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2022; AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 1097 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1097

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the bill (H.R. 903) to enhance the secu-
rity operations of the Transportation Secu-
rity Administration and stability of the
transportation security workforce by apply-
ing the personnel system under title 5,
United States Code, to employees of the
Transportation Security Administration who
provide screening of all passengers and prop-
erty, and for other purposes. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived. In lieu of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the
Committee on Homeland Security now print-
ed in the bill, an amendment in the nature of
a substitute consisting of the text of Rules
Committee Print 117-40, modified by the
amendment printed in part A of the report of
the Committee on Rules accompanying this
resolution, shall be considered as adopted.
The bill, as amended, shall be considered as
read. All points of order against provisions
in the bill, as amended, are waived. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill, as amended, and on any further
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 Homeland Security or their
respective designees; (2) the further amend-
ments described in section 2 of this resolu-
tion; (3) the amendments en bloc described in
section 3 of this resolution; and (4) one mo-
tion to recommit.

SEC. 2. After debate pursuant to the first
section of this resolution, each further
amendment printed in part B of the report of
the Committee on Rules not earlier consid-
ered as part of amendments en bloc pursuant
to section 3 of this resolution shall be con-
sidered only in the order printed in the re-
port, may be offered only by a Member des-
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ignated in the report, shall be considered as
read, shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent,
may be withdrawn by the proponent at any
time before the question is put thereon, shall
not be subject to amendment, and shall not
be subject to a demand for division of the
question.

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time
after debate pursuant to the first section of
this resolution for the chair of the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security or his designee
to offer amendments en bloc consisting of
further amendments printed in part B of the
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution not earlier disposed
of. Amendments en bloc offered pursuant to
this section shall be considered as read, shall
be debatable for 20 minutes equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Home-
land Security or their respective designees,
shall not be subject to amendment, and shall
not be subject to a demand for division of the
question.

SEC. 4. All points of order against the fur-
ther amendments printed in part B of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules or amend-
ments en bloc described in section 3 of this
resolution are waived.

SEC. 5. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 2499) to amend chapter 81 of title 5,
United States Code, to create a presumption
that a disability or death of a Federal em-
ployee in fire protection activities caused by
any of certain diseases is the result of the
performance of such employees duty, and for
other purposes. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. In lieu
of the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Committee on
Education and Labor now printed in the bill,
an amendment in the nature of a substitute
consisting of the text of Rules Committee
Print 117-41, modified by the amendment
printed in part C of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion, shall be considered as adopted. The bill,
as amended, shall be considered as read. All
points of order against provisions in the bill,
as amended, are waived. The previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the
bill, as amended, and on any further amend-
ment thereto, to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate
equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor or their re-
spective designees; (2) the further amend-
ments described in section 6 of this resolu-
tion; (3) the amendments en bloc described in
section 7 of this resolution; and (4) one mo-
tion to recommit.

SEC. 6. After debate pursuant to section 5
of this resolution, each further amendment
printed in part D of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules not earlier considered as
part of amendments en bloc pursuant to sec-
tion 7 of this resolution shall be considered
only in the order printed in the report, may
be offered only by a Member designated in
the report, shall be considered as read, shall
be debatable for the time specified in the re-
port equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and an opponent, may be with-
drawn by the proponent at any time before
the question is put thereon, shall not be sub-
ject to amendment, and shall not be subject
to a demand for division of the question.

SEC. 7. It shall be in order at any time
after debate pursuant to section 5 of this res-
olution for the chair of the Committee on
Education and Labor or his designee to offer
amendments en bloc consisting of further
amendments printed in part D of the report
of the Committee on Rules accompanying
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this resolution not earlier disposed of.
Amendments en bloc offered pursuant to this
section shall be considered as read, shall be
debatable for 20 minutes equally divided and
controlled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Education and
Labor or their respective designees, shall not
be subject to amendment, and shall not be
subject to a demand for division of the ques-
tion.

SEC. 8. All points of order against the fur-
ther amendments printed in part D of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules or amend-
ments en bloc described in section 7 of this
resolution are waived.

SEC. 9. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 5129) to amend the Community
Services Block Grant Act to reauthorize and
modernize the Act. All points of order
against consideration of the bill are waived.
In lieu of the amendment in the nature of a
substitute recommended by the Committee
on Education and Labor now printed in the
bill, an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute consisting of the text of Rules Com-
mittee Print 117-42, modified by the amend-
ment printed in part E of the report of the
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution, shall be considered as adopted. The
bill, as amended, shall be considered as read.
All points of order against provisions in the
bill, as amended, are waived. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill, as amended, and on any further
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 Education and Labor or their
respective designees; (2) the further amend-
ments described in section 10 of this resolu-
tion; (3) the amendments en bloc described in
section 11 of this resolution; and (4) one mo-
tion to recommit.

SEC. 10. After debate pursuant to section 9
of this resolution, each further amendment
printed in part F of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules not earlier considered as
part of amendments en bloc pursuant to sec-
tion 11 of this resolution shall be considered
only in the order printed in the report, may
be offered only by a Member designated in
the report, shall be considered as read, shall
be debatable for the time specified in the re-
port equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and an opponent, may be with-
drawn by the proponent at any time before
the question is put thereon, shall not be sub-
ject to amendment, and shall not be subject
to a demand for division of the question.

SEC. 11. It shall be in order at any time
after debate pursuant to section 9 of this res-
olution for the chair of the Committee on
Education and Labor or his designee to offer
amendments en bloc consisting of further
amendments printed in part F of the report
of the Committee on Rules accompanying
this resolution not earlier disposed of.
Amendments en bloc offered pursuant to this
section shall be considered as read, shall be
debatable for 20 minutes equally divided and
controlled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Education and
Labor or their respective designees, shall not
be subject to amendment, and shall not be
subject to a demand for division of the ques-
tion.

SEC. 12. All points of order against the fur-
ther amendments printed in part F of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules or amend-
ments en bloc described in section 11 of this
resolution are waived.

SEC. 13. House Resolution 1096 is hereby
adopted.

SEC. 14. House Resolution 188, agreed to
March 8, 2021 (as most recently amended by
House Resolution 1065, agreed to April 28,
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2022), is amended by striking ‘‘May 13, 2022’
each place it appears and inserting (in each
instance) ‘‘June 10, 2022"".

SEC. 15. Notwithstanding clause 8 of rule
XX, further proceedings on a vote by the
yeas and nays on the question of adoption of
a motion that the House suspend the rules
offered on the legislative day of May 10, 2022,
or May 11, 2022, may be postponed through
the legislative day of May 18, 2022.

SEC. 16. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 7691) making emergency supple-
mental appropriations for assistance for the
situation in Ukraine for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2022, and for other pur-
poses. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived. The amendment
printed in part G of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion shall be considered as adopted. The bill,
as amended, shall be considered as read. All
points of order against provisions in the bill,
as amended, are waived. The previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the
bill, as amended, and on any further amend-
ment thereto, to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate
equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations or their respective
designees; and (2) one motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
SANCHEZ). The gentleman from Mary-
land is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, I yield the
customary 30 minutes to the distin-
guished gentlewoman from Minnesota
(Mrs. FISCHBACH), pending which I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
During consideration of this resolu-
tion, all time yielded is for the purpose
of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, I ask
for unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers be given 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, today
the Rules Committee met and reported
a rule, House Resolution 1097, pro-
viding for consideration H.R. 903, the
Rights for the TSA Workforce Act
under a structured rule. It provides 1
hour of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on
Homeland Security. It self-executes a
manager’s amendment from Chairman
THOMPSON, makes in order eight
amendments, and provides for one mo-
tion to recommit.

The rule also provides for consider-
ation of H.R. 2499 and H.R. 5129 under
structured rules. It provides 1 hour of
debate for each equally divided and
controlled by the chair and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Education and Labor. It self-executes
manager amendments from Chairman
ScoTT to both bills. It makes in order
8 amendments and 17 amendments re-
spectively, and it provides for one mo-
tion to recommit for both bills.

The rule provides en bloc authority
to Chairmen THOMPSON and SCOTT.
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Further, the rule provides for consid-
eration of H.R. 7691, the Additional
Ukraine Supplemental Appropriations
Act, under a closed rule. The rule pro-
vides 1 hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee
on Appropriations. The rule self-exe-
cutes a manager’s amendment from
Chairwoman DELAURO and provides one
motion to recommit.

The rule also deems passage of H.
Res. 1096, a resolution, Recognizing
Congressional Workers’ Right to Orga-
nize.

The rule also provides recess instruc-
tions, suspension authority, and same-
day authority through June 10.

Finally, the rule postpones requested
roll call votes on suspension bills con-
sidered on May 10 and May 11 through
May 18.

Madam Speaker, the rule contains
five essential points of action.

H.R. 903, the Rights for the TSA
Workforce Act of 2021: This legislation
seeks to afford TSA employees similar
rights, protections, and benefits af-
forded to most other Federal workers
across the country in order to improve
the agency’s operations, workforce re-
tention, and morale.

H.R. 2499 is the bipartisan Federal
Firefighters Fairness Act of 2022. This
legislation establishes a science-based
list of diseases for which an automatic
presumption of work-related illness
would apply for Federal firefighters
who get sick, provided that they are
employed in fire protection activities
for at least 5 years. It also establishes
a process for adding other diseases
based on scientific data and analysis
going forward.

H.R. 5129 is the bipartisan Commu-
nity Services Block Grant Moderniza-
tion Act of 2022. It reauthorizes and im-
proves the popular and effective com-
munity services block grant program
to help reach even more Americans,
provide more community development
across the country, and further reduce
poverty.

The rule also contains a resolution
recognizing the right of congressional
staff to unionize.

Finally, it includes H.R. 7691, the Ad-
ditional Ukraine Supplemental Appro-
priations Act, 2022. Madam Speaker,
generations to come will look back at
this moment to ask: What did our gen-
eration do when Vladimir Putin and
his army invaded the sovereign nation
of Ukraine and tried not only to crush
its democracy and violate the spirit of
its people but vaporize and annex the
entire nation?

Well, today, let future generations
observe the Biden administration and a
bipartisan Congress has not only al-
ready provided more than $4 billion in
security assistance to Ukraine, almost
all of it coming after the February 24
invasion, but today, we are voting to
provide nearly $40 billion to address
the immediate and near-term security,
economic, and humanitarian needs of
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the Ukrainian people that are urgent
and desperate.

We will provide $6 billion for train-
ing, equipment, weapons, logistics sup-
port, supplies, salaries and stipends,
and intelligence support; $4.35 billion
in emergency food assistance, medical
equipment, and other humanitarian
aid; and billions more for humanitarian
relief for the millions of refugees dis-
placed by Putin’s violence and bom-
bardment of communities in Ukraine.

The aid that we vote on today will
come with the fervent solidarity, admi-
ration, and love of the American peo-
ple. We are in awe of President
Zelenskyy, the Ukrainian people, and
their army. They have been hanging
tough against terrible odds and terrible
violence in a splendid display of demo-
cratic patriotism for their country.
Their resolve is heroic, and it is
breathtaking to behold.

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

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, 1
thank the Representative, Mr. RASKIN,
for yielding me the customary 30 min-
utes, and I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Today, we are here to discuss a rule
providing for consideration of H.R. 903,
the Rights for the TSA Workforce Act;
H.R. 5129, the Community Services
Block Grant Modernization Act of 2022;
and H.R. 2499, the Federal Firefighters
Fairness Act, which would provide
needed benefits to firefighters and
other Federal workers suffering from
occupation-related diseases and sim-
plifies the process of providing care
and benefits for these workers to en-
sure they will not be caught up in bu-
reaucratic red tape. Finally, the rule
provides for consideration of a supple-
mental appropriation to Ukraine to en-
sure that they have the necessary
funds to counter Russian aggression.

The community services block grant,
or CSBG, aims to reduce poverty by
improving economic security for low-
income individuals and creating eco-
nomic opportunities in their commu-
nities. This program has not been up-
dated since 1998 and is in dire need of
reform, but H.R. 5129 fails to accom-
plish that goal.

It continues to let States set the
benchmarks for progress and allows in-
effective programs to continue receiv-
ing taxpayer dollars.

It increases the income thresholds to
200 percent above the Federal poverty
line, stretching Federal resources thin-
ner and effectively robbing those most
in need of help.

It allows grantees to use their facili-
ties for voter registration, completely
distracting from the program’s goal to
fight poverty and risking the introduc-
tion of partisan activity into non-
partisan efforts.

Worst of all, this bill cuts existing
protections for faith-based charities.
Without these protections, organiza-
tions that have fought poverty for
years could be forced to remove their
faithful beliefs from their work if they
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want to continue providing important
poverty relief. Why would we want to
limit the number of organizations par-
ticipating in this cause?

H.R. 903, the Rights for the TSA
Workforce Act, has so many flaws, I
don’t have time to mention them all.
This bill goes against Congress’ intent
when it enacted the Aviation and
Transportation Security Act to create
the Transportation Security Adminis-
tration, or the TSA, in November 2001
following the 9/11 terror attacks.

At the time, Congress recognized the
importance of providing unique au-
thorities to ensure that TSA could
carry out its national security mission.
Converting all 60,000 TSA employees
into title 5 would limit that flexibility.

Under ATSA, the agency may exer-
cise one-step removal for serious of-
fenses such as intentional security
breaches, theft, failure of drug and al-
cohol tests while on duty, or arrests for
certain criminal offenses. Under H.R.
903, an employee who knowingly allows
guns or explosives through a security
checkpoint may no longer be imme-
diately fired.

Furthermore, under this bill, matters
of national security could be nego-
tiable under collective bargaining ne-
gotiations. The flexibility that Con-
gress intended for TSA would allow for
the imposition of, for example, en-
hanced screening procedures based on
credible threats. Under this bill, the
implementation of new security re-
quirements could be subject to negotia-
tion with the union.

If the national security implications
are not enough, how about the fact
that TSA employees could actually
lose benefits under this bill? If H.R. 903
becomes law, employees could lose the
ability to trade shifts with one an-
other, donate leave to their colleagues,
and receive certain incentive pay.
Some overtime pay would be prohib-
ited, and current career milestone bo-
nuses could no longer be offered.

Finally, this bill forces employees to
unionize under AFGE specifically so
employees wouldn’t even get to choose
their labor representation. This bill
does not allow for an intervening union
election and would require the DHS
Secretary to consult with AFGE on
leave benefits, additional pay, and in-
centives and bonuses for all TSA em-
ployees, now a 60,000-person workforce.

Everyone here, I am sure, is thankful
for TSA and wants their employees to
be satisfied with their working condi-
tions. But that is a question of Con-
gress prioritizing for that purpose, not
an inflexible, forced unionization to ap-
pease the majority’s base.

I urge my colleagues to heed the rec-
ommendations of the Blue Ribbon
Panel, a bipartisan group of former of-
ficials that strongly recommended
against moving TSA personnel under
title 5.

Madam Speaker, I oppose the rule
and ask Members to do the same. I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the distinguished gentle-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

woman from
SPANBERGER).

Ms. SPANBERGER. Madam Speaker,
I rise today in support of this impor-
tant legislation of which I am a co-
sponsor and intend to vote for.

Firefighters are routinely exposed to
high stress, smoke, heat, and various
toxic substances. As a result, they are
far more likely to contract cardio-
vascular disease, lung disease, and can-
cer than other workers.

I strongly support extending work-
ers’ compensation to America’s Federal
civilian firefighters as we will do with
the Federal Firefighter Fairness Act,
but I want to use this opportunity to
call on House leadership and the Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee to bring for-
ward another related bill, the Michael
Lecik Military Firefighters Protection
Act.

I strongly support extending work-
ers’ compensation to our civilian fire-
fighters, but we must extend the same
benefits to our military firefighters.
Not doing so would be nothing short of
a dereliction of our sacred duty to
them.

One such military firefighter was Mi-
chael Lecik, an Air Force firefighter.
He deployed twice to the Middle East,
and after coming home to central Vir-
ginia some years later, Mike was diag-
nosed with multiple myeloma, a blood
cancer linked to the dangerous condi-
tions of his service as a military fire-
fighter, a connection we are acknowl-
edging for Federal firefighters with our
votes for the Federal Firefighters Fair-
ness Act.

While I am grateful that we are mov-
ing this bill forward, I am deeply con-
cerned and disappointed that we are
not remedying this issue for the brave
servicemembers like Mike who had
similar exposures.

Mike died in March 2021 at the age of
41, leaving behind a loving wife and
three school-age daughters. As he faced
down his illness, he worked and advo-
cated to ensure that other military
firefighters would have their service-
connected illnesses recognized.

In his honor and in service to mili-
tary firefighters like him, I will con-
tinue to work to ensure an acknowl-
edgment of harm is extended to all af-
fected populations, including veterans
dying from cancer without any ac-
knowledgment of their service-con-
nected injury.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, 1
yield 4 minutes to the Representative
from Texas (Mr. BURGESS).

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman from Min-
nesota for yielding.

This Ukraine supplemental in this
rule authorizes an additional $40 billion
to provide defense articles and serv-
ices, humanitarian aid, and financial
support.

I do believe it is important that
Western countries continue to support
Ukraine in its fight against its bar-
baric aggressors, but honestly, do we
not deserve a plan? Does the adminis-

Virginia (Ms.
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tration not need to come to us with
where we are going with this?

This is an additional $40 billion on
top of the several billion dollars that
have already been spent. It is not that
I object to the money. I object to not
understanding how the administration
is proceeding with this.

Look, it was just 10 months ago that
we were all on a conference call with
the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary
of State, and the Secretary of Home-
land Security. They assured us that
the government in Afghanistan was
solid, and they were going to be okay.
At the same time, we are all getting
alerts on our phones that the govern-
ment in Afghanistan is headed for the
exits with all of our money.

Then it was October of this year with
the clear signs that Vladimir Putin
was amassing on the borders around
Ukraine, and there was no solid discus-
sion about whether or not this was im-
portant for the United States and
whether or not we should do anything
to counteract that.

O 1830

Indeed, there were approvals for some
transfer of weaponry, but it was slow
to get there. Then the President made
the unfortunate statement that a small
incursion would perhaps be okay. The
same Secretary of Defense and the
same Secretary of State told us that
this all would likely be over in 3 days’
time, but they didn’t take into account
the nationality, the spirit of President
Zelenskyy and his countrymen, who
said: No, this is not going to happen in
our country.

Look, none of us can predict the fu-
ture, but truly the Biden administra-
tion really does need to justify the use
of American resources as this conflict
unfolds.

Is there a plan for when this supple-
mental funding runs out?

Will the United States defense pro-
duction keep up with Ukrainian de-
mand?

Who is keeping count on the number
of Stingers and Javelin missiles that
are leaving our stockpiles that should
be defending our homeland? Are we de-
pleting those so severely that we
wouldn’t be able to respond should we
need to?

Are we providing resources that will
give Ukraine an asymmetric advantage
to eventually win this war? If we are
not doing that, how long are we going
to ask the American people to continue
to fund the status quo?

Look, Russia advancing beyond
Ukraine’s borders into NATO territory
would almost certainly also draw the
United States into a war in Europe.
But let me stress: That is a war in Eu-
rope. Where is the rest of Europe in
this? We all want to prevent that out-
come. We cannot let Vladimir Putin
create this new world order in which he
is the new tyrant of the world. To de-
feat him, we have to be united in our
goals, united in the expenditure of
American resources in support of those



May 10, 2022

goals, and we have to have a plan that
we are confident is being followed.

It is not lost on me that this amount
of money that we are asking to appro-
priate in an emergency fashion today is
exactly one-half of the dollar amount
of the weaponry that was abandoned in
Afghanistan, abandoned to our en-
emies. Let’s not find ourselves in that
situation again.

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

Madam Speaker, the gentleman asks
us to justify the use of American re-
sources in supporting our democratic
allies in Ukraine.

How would we justify the use of these
resources?

Well, let’s start with this. The
Ukrainian people and President
Zelenskyy have asked for our help.
They have asked for these resources,
and they need these resources in order
to beat back a brutal, bloody, and ille-
gal innovation by Vladimir Putin, who
is violating the laws of war on a daily
basis.

They have Kkilled thousands of civil-
ians, they have killed more than 150
children, murdering them, and his
Army is raping and Kkilling women,
leaving their corpses in the street.

So we have a democracy trying to de-
fend its sovereign borders against an
autocrat who wants to rebuild the Rus-
sian empire, Vladimir Putin, the
former chief of the KGB, who said that
the greatest catastrophe of the 20th
century was the collapse of the Soviet
Union.

We were hoping that we would have a
unanimous, bipartisan statement today
in favor of aid to the besieged people of
Ukraine. Instead, we get more voices of
defeatism, pessimism, and gloom.

We have heard it before. We heard
Representative CAWTHORN who said:
Remember that Zelenskyy is a thug,
remember that the Ukrainian Govern-
ment is incredibly corrupt, and is in-
credibly evil and has been pushing
woke ideologies.

We heard from Steve Bannon who
said: No Republican should vote for
any money for Ukraine, zero dollars for
Ukraine.

We are hearing it from other can-
didates around the country, J.D.
Vance, who says: I have got to be hon-
est with you; I don’t really care what
happens to Ukraine one way or the
other.

Madam Speaker, the democratic
world is under siege by Vladimir Putin
and his filthy army, which is mur-
dering children, raping women, Killing
civilians. Which side are we on?

The Biden administration is rallying
the democratic world, rallying the
NATO countries. We should be standing
on a unanimous, bipartisan basis with
the people of Ukraine.

Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
LEVIN).

Mr. LEVIN of Michigan. Madam
Speaker, I rise in support of this rule,
which includes the resolution I intro-
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duced to provide House staff legal pro-
tection to organize and bargain collec-
tively.

First, a big thank you to Speaker
PELOSI, Majority Leader HOYER, Whip
CLYBURN, and committee chairs LOF-
GREN and ScoTT for working with me to
get this legislation across the finish
line and a big thank you to the major-
ity of Democrats for cosponsoring this
resolution.

It feels surreal, and also completely
right, to be here at this critical mo-
ment. I have spent much of my career
helping workers form unions and bar-
gain collectively. The power of workers
to unite and demand fair wages, better
benefits, and safer working conditions
was central to the creation of the
American middle class, and it is essen-
tial right now for working families
simply trying to get by.

That is why I was humbled when con-
gressional staffers approached me ear-
lier this year and asked me to intro-
duce a resolution that would grant
them a fundamental human right, the
right to organize and bargain collec-
tively without fear of retaliation.

For months now, our workers have
been organizing in the shadows, be-
cause they lack the legal protections
to come forward. It should not and does
not have to be this way for workers
seeking to exercise their First Amend-
ment right to freedom of association,
especially here in the Halls of Con-
gress.

I fervently believe that all workers
deserve the chance to have a union and
to be protected in pursuing one. This
resolution approves regulations origi-
nally proposed in 1996, 26 years ago.
Those regulations provide guidance for
how legislative branch employees can
exercise their statutory right to form
or join labor organizations, as Congress
expressly intended.

I can say without a doubt that here
in the people’s House, we could not
serve our districts without the hard
work and dedication of congressional
staff. They manage our schedules, ad-
vise on policy, engage with constitu-
ents, and do so much more essential
work with humility, with grit, and
often with little to no recognition.

These same workers have endured
trauma while providing public service,
working through a global pandemic
that has killed a million people in this
country, and experiencing an assault
on our very workplace on January 6,
2021.

The very least we can do is honor and
respect their effort to organize in Con-
gress, giving them the long-overdue
right to find their collective voice.
This resolution will protect bargaining
over working conditions, wages, just-
cause provisions, and more. We have
heard loudly and clearly over the past
few months: Congressional staffers
want a union. Let’s not make them
wait a second longer.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes”
on the rule.
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Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Georgia (Mrs. GREENE).

Mrs. GREENE of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I rise in opposition to the
Ukrainian supplemental bill.

Madam Speaker, $40 billion, but
there is no baby formula for American
mothers and babies.

An unknown amount of money to the
CIA in the Ukraine supplemental bill,
but there is no formula for American
babies and mothers.

Madam Speaker, $54 million in
COVID spending in Ukraine, but there
is no formula for American babies and
mothers.

Madam Speaker, $900 million for non-
profits and organizations in UKkraine,
but there is no formula for American
babies and mothers.

Madam Speaker, $8.7 billion for eco-
nomic support and funding in Ukraine,
but there is no formula for American
mothers and babies.

If this is about claiming that it is
about saving lives, let’s be real, then
we would care about war-torn coun-
tries like Ethiopia. So that is a bunch
of hypocrisy, because I never hear
Ethiopia brought up here. Totally ig-
noring our own border crisis, our own
baby formula crisis, and brutal infla-
tion, skyrocketing gas prices that no
one can afford, but $40 billion for
Ukraine?

Stop funding regime change and
money laundering scams and U.S. poli-
tician coverups of their crimes in coun-
tries like Ukraine. The American peo-
ple do not support paying for constant
U.S. involvement in foreign affairs
while our own government fails our
own country.

Let me remind everyone here: We
swore an oath to uphold and defend the
Constitution of the United States of
America and our borders. We should be
paying attention to our country right
now.

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, here
is a formula for the destruction of de-
mocracy: Repeating Putin’s propa-
ganda and disinformation and appeas-
ing imperialist assaults on sovereign
nations.

Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to
the gentlewoman from Washington
(Ms. JAYAPAL).

Ms. JAYAPAL. Madam Speaker,
workers’ rights are human rights. The
labor movement has shown us what is
possible when we dream big and fight
hard. Tonight, we will clear yet an-
other hurdle in the battle for work-
place safety and dignity.

I thank my colleague, Representative
LEVIN, for his tremendous leadership
on this resolution. With House Resolu-
tion 915, congressional staff will be able
to organize and bargain for a better
workplace without fear of intimidation
or retaliation.

As someone who organized with
unions, working people, and for collec-
tive bargaining rights before coming to
Congress, I know how important it is
that we guarantee our staff that same
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right. As a co-lead of the PRO Act, I
have continuously pushed for pro-
worker policies that prioritize safety,
equity, and better pay. Like other
workers, congressional staff deserve to
be protected at work. They put in long,
hard hours. They work incredibly hard
to serve the people.

We must lead by example and show
our gratitude by ensuring our staff
have the right to bargain, to organize,
and to unionize.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

If we defeat the previous question, I
will offer an amendment to the rule to
immediately consider a bill that would
block the Biden administration’s effort
to establish a so-called Disinformation
Governance Board.

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to insert the text of my
amendment in the RECORD along with
any extraneous material immediately
prior to the vote on the previous ques-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
JACKSON LEE). Is there objection to the
request of the gentlewoman from Min-
nesota?

There was no objection.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker,
policing of the First Amendment pro-
tected speech has no place in this coun-
try. Yet, the Biden administration,
unsatisfied with their big tech and
their mainstream media allies’ efforts
to control criticism of their disastrous
agenda, have decided to propose a gov-
ernment-sanctioned, taxpayer-funded
ministry of truth. This not only runs
contrary to the values of our Nation
but is likely unconstitutional and Con-
gress should play no part in its cre-
ation. In fact, Congress should come
together to uphold the constitutional
principles that the best weapon against
speech we don’t like is not censure; it
is more speech.

Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
KATKO) to further speak on the amend-
ment.

Mr. KATKO. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in opposition to the previous
question and in support of the imme-
diate consideration of legislation intro-
duced by Leader MCCARTHY and House
Republicans to defund and prohibit the
activities of the Biden administration’s
Disinformation Governance Board at
the Department of Homeland Security.
That 1is right: It is called the
Disinformation Governance Board.

The notion that this ill-conceived ef-
fort will improve Americans’ trust in
their government is fundamentally ab-
surd. In fact, it is just the latest exam-
ple of how this administration, and
specifically leadership at the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, remains
grossly out of touch with what issues
matter most to the American people.

At a time when the border is in a
state of crisis and more Americans
than ever before are being fatally
poisoned with fentanyl, everyone in
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this room and in this country would be
wise to take mnote that this, a
Disinformation Governance Board, is
what your Department of Homeland
Security is focused on.

[0 1845

Are they focused on combating the
drug cartels and human traffickers
that are profiting from the chaos at
our southwest border? Apparently not.

Are they focused on improving our
economic security and resilience
against unprecedented threats from
China, Russia, and others? It doesn’t
seem like it.

Madam Speaker, as ranking member
of the Homeland Security Committee, I
witnessed firsthand the consistent lack
of transparency demonstrated by Sec-
retary Mayorkas and the Department
of Homeland Security when faced with
congressional oversight and legitimate
requests for information on the depart-
ment’s mission.

Why on Earth would we trust the
same department to now unilaterally
expand their mission and decide for us,
the public, what is or is not the truth?
Why has the Department of Homeland
Security been unable or unwilling to
answer basic questions as to the func-
tions, remit, or charter of this board
when asked by Congress?

If the Biden administration was seri-
ous about making the board apolitical,
as they claim they are, why have they
opted to appoint known partisan
operatives as its executive director and
co-chairs? In fact, it is reported that
the named executive director herself
has promoted now-debunked claims on
social media. Think about that. The
person that they claim to be the execu-
tive director is now the one that has in
the past herself engaged in
disinformation. That is pretty ironic.

I ask you, Madam Speaker, and my
colleagues across the aisle, where is
the accountability for this misguided
operation? With this vote, we have the
opportunity to send a clear message:
This administration should focus on re-
storing our national security, not mak-
ing itself the arbiter of truth and
speech. This is America, this isn’t a
Communist country.

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GREEN).

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, I thank Mr. RASKIN for the time,
and I thank Mr. LEVIN for what he has
done to bring this resolution to fru-
ition.

Madam Speaker, today I rise to de-
fend the rights of our staff to organize.
This really is about respect. We should
respect their rights: Their right to
have a decent day’s pay for a hard
day’s work, their right to have the best
healthcare that we can afford.

I respect them, I support them, and I
respect the right of all workers to or-
ganize. Hence, I will vote for the legis-
lation.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. JOHNSON).

May 10, 2022

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to oppose the pre-
vious question so that we can imme-
diately consider H.R. 7690 to defund the
Biden administration’s recently an-
nounced Disinformation Governance
Board.

Madam Speaker, the Biden adminis-
tration’s decision to create this board
is dystopian in design and should be
doomed right from the start.

Madam Speaker, the Disinformation
Governance Board should be defunded
for one obvious reason. It is not only
Orwellian, as everyone has said, but it
is clearly unconstitutional. In Amer-
ica, we don’t allow bureaucrats and
government officials to choose what
speech is deemed acceptable or censor
and silence viewpoints they dislike.

This fundamental principle of our
law must always be vigorously de-
fended to preserve our freedom and to
keep the government in check. I used
to defend this principle in the Federal
courts before I was elected to Congress,
and I am so encouraged to work with
so many colleagues, at least on this
side of the aisle here, who are also
fiercely committed to this cause.

Let’s put this simply: There is zero
role for the Federal Government in de-
termining what constitutes true
speech. But while we have everybody’s

attention, let’s just recap this real
quickly.
This Disinformation Governance

Board will be housed within the De-
partment of Homeland Security. It was
just announced by ambush, very
abruptly, by Secretary Mayorkas.
There is no information about its budg-
et. There is no information provided to
us about the scope of its work, no in-
formation about how it will be kept ac-
countable. Basically, there are no de-
tails at all. Remember, this is from the
same administration that wants to spy
on parents who speak up at school
board meetings and spy on our bank
accounts. This governance board is a
glaring example of mission creep, and
even its name is creepy.

Here is what we do know, Madam
Speaker: The board is supposed to be
headed by a young woman by the name
of Nina Jankowicz, who refers to her-
self—no kidding—as the Mary Poppins
of disinformation.

Miss Poppins is herself a frequent
purveyor of untruths, such as calling
the New York Post’s report on Hunter
Biden’s laptop a ‘‘Russian influence
op”’ and promoting the false claim that
the Steele dossier was ‘‘Republican op-
position research.” She also appears
sympathetic to the cause of censorship
because she told NPR recently that she
shudders—that is her word—to think
about a country where free speech ab-
solutists, again quoting her, were tak-
ing over more platforms. She rec-
ommended that law enforcement and
legislatures do more to censor Ameri-
cans.

To help her hit the ground running in
doing what is certain to be a short
stint in this job, here is what we sug-
gest: She ought to check out the recent
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falsehoods from her own administra-

tion.
Here is a hit list:
The falsehood that Secretary

Mayorkas has done an ‘‘effective job”’
managing the border crisis and that it
is somehow secure. He said that under
oath here a couple weeks ago.

The falsehood that economic contrac-
tion in Quarter 1 of this year is actu-
ally just masking some hidden, broad
economic resiliency.

The falsehood that Biden’s $3.5 tril-
lion spending bill actually cost zero
dollars.

The falsehood that inflation is a
high-class problem, as they told us.

The falsehood that 70 percent of our
current inflation is being caused by
Vladimir Putin.

You get the point.

The problem with the government
appointing itself as the arbiter of truth
is that it is often the government itself
that often engages in spin and untruth.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, 1
yield an additional 1 minute to the
gentleman.

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Madam
Speaker, if the Biden administration
was itself a beacon of truth, this board
would still be unconstitutional. I would
tell my colleagues, if this was being
proposed by a Republican administra-
tion, we would be fighting it just as vo-
ciferously.

I do find it noteworthy, however,
that those who seem the most pre-
occupied with censoring Americans and
policing disinformation are so often
themselves the worst offenders at
spreading it.

Again, here is the bottom line: The
government has no role whatsoever in
determining what constitutes truth or
acceptable speech.

President Biden should dissolve this
board immediately and entirely; and if
he won’t, Republicans will.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no” on
the previous question so we may amend
the rule to provide for immediate con-
sideration of my legislation to defund
the DHS Disinformation Governance
Board.

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT).

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Speaker, to-
night we stand with courageous
Ukrainians who refuse to give in to
Putin’s war crimes.

The morning after this unprovoked
attack, I authored the first sanctions
legislation in this Congress. Eventu-
ally, it may help. But what is needed
immediately is more weapons and hu-
manitarian relief.

Undoubtedly, Putin was encouraged
by those he hoped would divide the
West, 1like his admirer President
Trump, who declared Putin ‘‘a genius”’
and called this ‘‘a peacekeeping mis-
sion,” and his close adviser who, even
after the bombing got underway,
claimed that Putin was being too
gentle.
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With our weapons, Ukrainians defend
not only themselves, but freedom and
democracy everywhere. Tonight, I hope
that Republicans will join Democrats
in what is truly a test of our commit-
ment to freedom. Together, we offer
strong support for Ukraine to push
back on the brutal aggressor, end this
terror, and maintain its independence.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Colorado (Mrs. BOEBERT).

Mrs. BOEBERT. Madam Speaker, I
rise to oppose the previous question so
that we can immediately consider H.R.
7690.

Madam Speaker, the Biden regime
wants to talk disinformation? Okay,
let’s give them something to talk
about.

Let’s talk about how the White
House said that it was Republicans
that want to defund the police.

Let’s talk about how Secretary
Mayorkas said the southern border is
closed.

Let’s talk about how Joe Biden said
his Build Back Better agenda cost zero
American tax dollars.

Let’s talk about how Biden’s new
press secretary falsely claimed Trump
stole the 2016 Presidential election.

And remember Afghanistan? Let’s
talk about how Joe Biden said any
American who wants to come home, we
will get you home. Well, that sounds
like the words of a lying, dog-faced
pony soldier to me.

The American people will not have
their speech monitored by corrupt, ca-
reer professional politicians who lie
day in and day out.

And now the DHS, a militarized de-
partment, has established a new
Disinformation Governance Board, or
more accurately known as the depart-
ment of propaganda. DHS was created
to stop terrorism. Now it is being used
to terrorize the American people.

And who did Mayorkas hire to run
this Orwellian ministry of truth? This
lady, Nina Jankowicz. Mayorkas calls
her an expert on disinformation, prob-
ably because she tells lies all the dang
time. Nina said that President Trump
would embolden ISIS. Well, he defeated
it. Nina said the Hunter Biden laptop
from hell was a Trump campaign prod-
uct. Nina said that concerned parents
who wanted a say in their children’s
education were pushing disinformation;
and Nina said Big Tech should censor
the Wuhan lab leak theory because it
was, you guessed it, disinformation.

Nina doesn’t seem to have a good re-
lationship with truth and will surely
use this board to silence Americans.
Nina is no public servant. How is that,
you say? Don’t take it from me. Here
are her words. Are these the words of a
public servant? What do I need to do
to—well, Madam Speaker, I will let you
read the rest of that. This doesn’t
sound like someone who should be
monitoring Americans’ speech.

The Democratic Party has truly lost
their minds, from intimidating judges
at their homes, burning down preg-
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nancy centers, and vandalizing church-
es, to calling moms and dads domestic
terrorists, and now creating this de-
partment to censor free speech because
extremists are scared of, what, Elon
Musk?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mrs. BOEBERT. They say social
media censoring doesn’t go far enough.
And this needs to be defunded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman is no longer recognized.

Members are reminded to refrain
from engaging in personalities toward
the President while speaking on the
floor of the House.

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, the
very distinguished gentlewoman from
Colorado called the President of the
United States, or likened him to, I
think she said, a lying, dog-faced pony
soldier.

We obviously could have taken those
words down, but we have serious busi-
ness to do here, and unlike some of our
colleagues on the other side, we are not
interested in censoring other people’s
speech. We want the whole world to see
how the gentlewoman from Colorado
speaks in public as a Member of Con-
gress. We want everyone to look at
that.

Meantime, we have come here to-
night, Madam Speaker, to fight for the
rights of the TSA workforce. More
than 50,000 workers. We are giving
them the same rights that other Fed-
eral workers have. We came here to
fight for the rights of Federal fire-
fighters, tens of thousands of them,
who will be able to benefit from this
legislation if and when they get sick
from illnesses caused by their work as
firefighters.

We came here to expand and improve
the Community Services Block Grant
Modernization Act of 2022, a bipartisan
piece of legislation. Despite what was
said about it on the other side, I be-
lieve there were eight Members of the
minority who voted for it in the House
Education and Labor Committee.

We are here to recognize the right of
congressional staff to unionize, and we
are here most significantly, Madam
Speaker, on the Additional Ukraine
Supplemental Appropriations Act.

It is for that act that the antics and
the diatribes of our colleagues are so
profoundly disappointing to those of us
who have come here to support Presi-
dent Zelenskyy and the heroic people
of Ukraine who are resisting a brutal,
illegal aggression by Vladimir Putin
and his army.

O 1900

And we were hoping that we would
have a bipartisan, unanimous support
for this legislation to render the mili-
tary and strategic economic and hu-
manitarian aid that our democratic al-
lies need, and they are asking for and
deserve, to fight off this illegal crimi-
nal aggression by Vladimir Putin, who
is not a genius but a war criminal and
a mass murderer. That is what he is.
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We are very proud of the work that
President Biden has been doing in uni-
fying the democratic world against the
autocrat Vladimir Putin and his naked,
bloody aggression against the people of
Ukraine, which has cost the lives of
thousands of civilians already. We have
seen the war crime of rape spread at
the hands of Russian’s filthy soldiers,
and we have seen them Kkill children,
blow up schools and hospitals.

We don’t see anything remotely like
the seriousness and the solemnity that
we would expect of Members of the
United States Congress. Instead, they
put up profanity, they mock the Presi-
dent of the United States, they make a
disgrace of their own party by the way
they behave on the floor of the House
of Representatives.

Madam Speaker, Vladimir Putin and
his cheerleaders all over the world
thought they would make quick work
of the people of Ukraine and President
Zelenskyy. They only had supplies for
less than a week. Everybody thought it
was just going to be game over, as
some of our colleagues have said; that
Vladimir Putin would just cut right
through them.

But you know what they weren’t
counting on, Madam Speaker? They
weren’t counting on the spirit of a
democratic people, the noble people of
Ukraine who have heroically resisted
every criminal aggressive act by Vladi-
mir Putin and his autocratic cheer-
leaders around the world.

So today, 2%2 months later, President
Biden, having rallied the democratic
world, having unified NATO, comes
back to us and asks for nearly $40 bil-
lion in aid to support the strategic
needs, the security needs, the economic
needs, the humanitarian needs of a
population that is reeling from the
war.

Madam Speaker, we say the Amer-
ican people are here to support the
Ukrainian people. That is what we are
doing here tonight.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind Members that re-
marks in debate may not engage in
personalities toward the President, in-
cluding by repeating remarks made
elsewhere that would be improper if
spoken in the Member’s own words.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. PFLUGER).

Mr. PFLUGER. Madam Speaker, I
rise to oppose the previous question so
that we can immediately consider H.R.
7690 to DEFUND the Biden’s Adminis-
tration DHS Disinformation Govern-
ance Board.

However, before I get into that, I
would remind my colleague that just a
couple months ago, that the adminis-
tration did offer a ride to President
Zelenskyy, offered him a ride out of
Ukraine to leave the country that he
so valiantly has been fighting for. I
want to make sure that that is set
straight. And we will get back to the
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business at hand: The Disinformation
Governance Board.

The fact is that the administration
thinks that they should be policing
disinformation. It is beyond alarming.
And I am trying to put myself back
into the shoes of the Founders 240
years ago, to think that the govern-
ment would be in charge of personal
views of the First Amendment.

The antics, as it has been called here,
my 750,000-plus constituents don’t
think what I am saying right now are
antics. What they are proud of is we
are standing up to say that we do af-
firm that the government does not get
to determine what is true and false.

Personally, I have heard the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security,
Mayorkas, claim that our border is se-
cure, but millions of illegal immi-
grants are allowed to pour into our
country, including known and sus-
pected terrorists. Even more dis-
turbing, is that Secretary Mayorkas
has put an outspoken partisan person,
who has mocked stories, including
those about Hunter Biden’s laptop, has
praised the now-debunked Steele dos-
sier, and other stories out into the pub-
lic, while claiming to now be the pur-
veyor of truth. The lack of credibility
and the misinformation is beyond
laughable.

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity should be focused on one thing,
and this is not a partisan issue. It is
our security. It is our Nation’s secu-
rity. That is what DHS was founded on
after September 11. That is what the
focus should be on right now, not fact-

checking social media or censoring
Americans.
Today, every Member of Congress

will be put on RECORD, and the ques-
tion will be: Do you stand on the side
of free speech or not?

I stand on the side of free speech for
my constituents, the 750,000 who I be-
lieve would not call what I am saying
antics.

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
Our colleagues don’t seem to want to
talk about the chaos and the violence
and the bloodshed that has been un-
leashed on the people of Ukraine. I am
really shocked that they don’t want to
talk about it, but they want to talk
about free speech.

Great. Let’s talk about free speech in
Russia.

More than 15,000 people arrested and
detained as they crush the antiwar
movement in Russia, as he jails polit-
ical opponents in Russia. And they
haven’t said a word about that.

Have they said anything about the
opponents of the war in Russia who
have been thrown into jail? No.

They are talking about a board in
America that I wasn’t even aware ex-
isted—I am not sure it does—that has
never thrown anybody in a jail.

How do they feel about Russian crit-
ics of the war being thrown into jail?
How do they feel about more than 8
million Ukrainians who have been dis-
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placed by the war, who are living in the
homes of the Polish people who have
heroically opened their doors to them?
They say nothing about that.

Do they think that Vladimir Putin is
the leader of a democracy?

Is there any one of them who will
stand up and say that Vladimir Putin
is an autocrat, an authoritarian, a
would-be totalitarian?

Do any of them remember that Vladi-
mir Putin was the head of the KGB?

Is that their ideal model for civil 1lib-
erties? Vladimir Putin, who said that
the collapse of the Soviet Union is the
greatest catastrophe of the 20th cen-
tury?

Is this Abraham Lincoln’s party we
are hearing today? Or is it a cult of
Donald Trump?

Madam Speaker, we have to decide
which side America is going to be on.
The democratic world has risen as one
to support the people of Ukraine, and
yet, our friends don’t seem to want to
talk about that. They don’t want to
seem to support this effort, which is
extraordinary to me, as the people of
Ukraine are doing whatever they can
to fight this naked, illegal aggression,
this wunilateral war of aggression;
unprovoked, unjustified, a violation of
international law in every way.

Madam Speaker, it is incumbent
upon us as the leader of the democratic
world, if that is still what we want to
be, to support democracies under at-
tack by authoritarian regimes.

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

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Madam Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. ROY).

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Maryland talked about
protecting this institution or talked
about this institution, but we have a
$40 billion bill at 3 o’clock in the after-
noon. I haven’t had a chance to review
the bill. My staff is poring over the
pages to try to see what’s in it.

You want to talk about the institu-
tion? You want to talk about standing
up alongside Ukraine?

Why don’t we actually have a debate
on the floor of the people’s House in-
stead of the garbage of getting a $40
billion bill at 3 o’clock in the after-
noon; not paid for, without having any
idea what is really in it, with a massive
slush fund that goes to the State De-
partment—3$13 billion; $8 billion for the
Economic Support Fund, $110 million
for embassy security.

We got $40 billion that is unpaid for,
and you want to sit here and lecture
this body about what we are going to
do or not do about standing alongside
Ukraine?

Why don’t we talk about the Amer-
ican people who are hurting, the wide-
open borders; the inflation that is kill-
ing people; the jobs that people can’t
get because of the cost of goods and
services in this country.

Sitting here and being lectured to,
when I don’t even have time to look at
a $40 billion unpaid bill.
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MOTION TO ADJOURN

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to adjourn
offered by the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. RoOY).

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

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

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

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 188, nays
226, not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 142]

YEAS—188

Aderholt Gaetz McClintock
Allen Gallagher McHenry
Amodei Garbarino Meuser
Armstrong Garcia (CA) Miller (IL)
Arrington Gibbs Miller (WV)
Babin Gimenez Moolenaar
Bacon Gohmert Mooney
Baird Gonzales, Tony Moore (AL)
Balderson Good (VA) Moore (UT)
Banks Gooden (TX) Mullin
Barr Gosar Nehls
Bentz Granger Newhouse
Bergman Graves (LA) Norman
Bice (OK) Green (TN) Obernolte
Biggs Greene (GA) Owens
Bilirakis Griffith Palazzo
Bishop (NC) Grothman Palmer
Boebert Guest Pence
Bost Guthrie Perry
Brady Harris Pfluger
Brooks Harshbarger Posey
Buchanan Hartzler Reschenthaler
Buck Hern Rice (SC)
Bucshon Herrell Rodgers (WA)
Budd Herrera Beutler  Rogers (AL)
Burchett Hice (GA) Rose
Burgess Hill Rosendale
Calvert Hinson Rouzer
Cammack Hollingsworth Roy
Carey Hudson Salazar
Carl Huizenga Scalise
Carter (GA) Issa Schweikert
Cawthorn Jackson Scott, Austin
Chabot Jacobs (NY) Sessions
Cline Johnson (LA) Simpson
Cloud Johnson (OH) Smith (MO)
Clyde Johnson (SD) Smith (NE)
Cole Jordan Smith (NJ)
Comer Joyce (OH) Spartz
Crawford Joyce (PA) Stauber
Crenshaw Keller Steel
Curtis Kelly (MS) Stefanik
Davidson Kelly (PA) Steil
Davis, Rodney Kim (CA) Steube
DesJarlais Kustoff Stewart
Diaz-Balart LaHood Taylor
Donalds LaMalfa Tenney
Duncan Lamborn Tiffany
Dunn Latta Timmons
Ellzey LaTurner Turner
Emmer Lesko Valadao
Estes Letlow Van Drew
Fallon Long Van Duyne
Feenstra Loudermilk Wagner
Ferguson Lucas Walorski
Fischbach Luetkemeyer Waltz
Fitzgerald Mace Weber (TX)
Fitzpatrick Malliotakis Webster (FL)
Fleischmann Mann Wenstrup
Foxx Massie Westerman
Franklin, C. Mast Williams (TX)

Scott McCarthy Wilson (SC)
Fulcher McClain Wittman

NAYS—226

Adams Beyer Boyle, Brendan
Aguilar Bishop (GA) F.
Allred Blumenauer Brown (MD)
Auchincloss Blunt Rochester Brown (OH)
Axne Bonamici Brownley
Bass Bourdeaux Bush
Beatty Bowman Bustos
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Butterfield Huffman Peters
Carbajal Jackson Lee Phillips
Cardenas Jacobs (CA) Pingree
Carson Jayapal Pocan
Carter (LA) Jeffries Porter
Carter (TX) Johnson (GA) Pressley
gartwright johnson (TX) Price (NC)
ase ones i
Casten Kahele g:ilfny
Castor (FL) Kaptur Rogers (KY)
Castro (TX) Katko Ross
Cheney Keating _
Cherfilus- Kelly (IL) g"?’bal Allard
: uiz
McCormick Khanna Ruppersherger
Chu Kildee
S s X Rush
Cicilline Kilmer Rutherford
Clark (MA) Kim (NJ) R
Clarke (NY) Kind yan
Cleaver Kirkpatrick Sanchez
Clyburn Krishnamoorthi Sarbanes
Cohen Kuster Scanlon
Connolly Lamb Schakowsky
Cooper Langevin Sohlff_
Correa Larsen (WA) Schneider
Costa Larson (CT) Schrader
Courtney Lawrence Schrier
Craig Lawson (FL) Scott (VA)
Crist Lee (CA) Scott, David
Crow Lee (NV) Sewell
Cuellar Leger Fernandez Sherman
Davids (KS) Levin (CA) Sherrill
Davis, Danny K.  Levin (MI) Sires
Dean Lieu Slotkin
DeFazio Lofgren Smith (WA)
DeGette Lowenthal Smucker
DeLauro Luria Soto
DelBene Lynch Spanberger
Delgado Malinowski Speier
Demings Maloney, Stansbury
DeSaulnier Carolyn B. Stanton
Deutch Maloney, Sean Stevens
Dingell Manning Swalwell
Doggett ) Matsui Takano
Doyle, Michael McBath Thompson (CA)
F. McCollum Thompson (MS)
Escobar McEachin Thompson (PA)
Eshoo McGovern Titus
Espaillat McNerney Tlaib
Evans Meeks Tonko
Fletcher Meijer
Torres (CA)
Foster Meng Torres (NY)
Frankel, Lois Mfume Trahan
Gallego Miller-Meeks Trone
Garamendi Morelle
Garcia (IL) Moulton Underwood
Garcia (TX) Mrvan Upton
Golden Nadler Vargas
Gomez Napolitano Vea§ey
Gonzalez, Neal Velazquez
Vicente Neguse Walberg
Gottheimer Newman Wasserman
Graves (MO) Norcross Schultz
Green, Al (TX)  O’Halleran Waters
Grijalva Ocasio-Cortez Watson Coleman
Harder (CA) Omar Welch
Hayes Pallone Wexton
Higgins (NY) Panetta wild
Himes Pappas Williams (GA)
Horsford Pascrell Wilson (FL)
Houlahan Payne Womack
Hoyer Perlmutter Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—15
Barragan McCaul Reed
Bera McKinley Rice (NY)
Gonzalez (OH) Moore (WI) Strickland
Higgins (LA) Murphy (FL) Suozzi
Kinzinger Murphy (NC) Zeldin
0 1943
Ms. STEVENS, Messrs. VICENTE

GONZALEZ, O’HALLERAN, PAYNE,
LARSON of Connecticut, and Ms.
BASS changed their vote from ‘‘yea’”

to ‘“‘nay.”

Messrs. FERGUSON, JOHNSON of
Ohio, GRIFFITH, GOSAR, Ms.
HERRELL, Messrs. BILIRAKIS,
PALAZZO, HILL, and FULCHER
changed their vote from ‘‘nay” to
“yea.”’

So the motion to adjourn was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Bourdeaux Gottheimer Ocasio-Cortez

(Wexton) (Pallone) (Bowman)
Brown (MD) Herrera Beutler Porter (Wexton)

(Evans) (Katko) Price (NC) (Ross)
Brownley Horsford (Evans) Rush (Evans)

(Kuster) Huffman Ryan (Kaptur)
Carter (LA) (Neguse) Scanlon (Garcia

(Jeffries) Johnson (TX) (TX))
Carter (TX) (Jeffries) Scott, David
amabi) Kelly (IL) (Blunt  (Jeffries)

astro (TX) Rochester) Sires (Pallone)

(Gareia (TX)) gy (0A) (Steel) ier
Cawthorn (Moore .. g Speier (Escobar)

(AL)) Kirkpatrick Thompson (MS)
Correa (Costa) (Pallone) (Jeffries)
Cuellar (Garcia Lamb (Pallone) Tiffany

(TX)) Langevin (Fitzgerald)
Curtis (Moore (Liynch) Titus (Connolly)

(UT)) Lawrence Walorski
Delgado (Neguse)  (Stevens) (Wagner)
DeSaulnier Lawson (FL) Wild (Evans)

(Beyer) (Soto) Wilson (FL)
Diaz-Balart Meng (Escobar) (Neguse)

(Cammack) Mfume (Evans)  wijgon (SC)
Doyle, Michael Mooney (Miller (Timmons)

F. (Evans) (WV))

———
0O 1945

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 903, RIGHTS FOR THE
TRANSPORTATION SECURITY AD-
MINISTRATION WORKFORCE ACT
OF 2021; PROVIDING FOR CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 2499, FEDERAL
FIREFIGHTERS FAIRNESS ACT
OF 2022; PROVIDING FOR CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 5129, COMMU-
NITY SERVICES BLOCK GRANT
MODERNIZATION ACT OF 2022;
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 7691, ADDITIONAL
UKRAINE SUPPLEMENTAL AP-
PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2022; AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PAYNE). The gentleman from Maryland
is recognized.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding.

I reject the notion that America is
not strong enough to stand with
Ukraine as it tramples on autocracy. 1
reject the notion that America and the
American people are not strong enough
to stand with those in Ukraine who are
fighting for their survival and fighting
against the horrible violence of Vladi-
mir Putin. I reject the notion that
Americans are not empathetic about
Mariupol and what the mayor at that
time on April 12 said; he noted that 210
children were murdered by this vicious
bombing in the midst of 21,000 dead.

As I traveled with Leader HOYER,
over and over again I asked the ques-
tion about the children. As UNICEF
said, this war is a nightmare for
Ukraine’s children.

This supplemental for Ukraine recog-
nizes that. It recognizes that democ-
racy must stand but that children must
be protected with the focus on humani-
tarian aid, eliminating or stopping
human trafficking, and recognizing
that girls and women have been raped.
It is time for us to speak what the
American people have spoken, that
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