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House of Representatives 
The House met at 9 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker. 

f 

PRAYER 

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

Prepare our hearts, O Lord, to accept 
the path You have set before us. In the 
desert of uncertainty and anticipation, 
make the way straight. 

Then may the valleys of discordant 
voices and opposing opinions be filled 
in, every mountain of pride and every 
hill of self-promotion be leveled. May 
every precipitous issue become a pla-
teau of collegial discourse, and the 
rough places of doubt become a plain 
smoothed by faith. 

Reveal to us, O Lord, the glory of 
Your presence, that all of us, from 
every corner, from each side of the di-
vide, would see it together. Speak, O 
Lord, that the words from Your mouth 
would be sweet to our ears and spoken 
from our lips. 

Then, Lord, come with might, that 
Your arm would rule in our lives, and 
our reward would be to dwell in Your 
generous and gracious presence. 

Feed us, O Shepherd, with Your word. 
Gather us together like sheep in Your 
fold. Carry this body close with You 
that we would remain with You this 
day and always. 

In the strength of Your name we 
pray. 

Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the Cham-
ber her approval thereof. 

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

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 

from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. MCGOVERN led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows: 

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

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 3648, EQUAL ACCESS TO 
GREEN CARDS FOR LEGAL EM-
PLOYMENT ACT OF 2022; PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 7946, VETERAN SERVICE 
RECOGNITION ACT OF 2022; AND 
FOR OTHER PURPOSES 
Mr. MCGOVERN, from the Com-

mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 117–590) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 1508) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3648) to 
amend the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act to eliminate the per-country 
numerical limitation for employment- 
based immigrants, to increase the per- 
country numerical limitation for fam-
ily-sponsored immigrants, and for 
other purposes; providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 7946) to provide 
benefits for noncitizen members of the 
Armed Forces, and for other purposes; 
and for other purposes, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3648, EQUAL ACCESS TO 
GREEN CARDS FOR LEGAL EM-
PLOYMENT ACT OF 2022; PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 7946, VETERAN SERVICE 
RECOGNITION ACT OF 2022; AND 
FOR OTHER PURPOSES 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, by di-

rection of the Committee on Rules, I 

call up House Resolution 1508 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1508 

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the 
House the bill (H.R. 3648) to amend the Im-
migration and Nationality Act to eliminate 
the per-country numerical limitation for em-
ployment-based immigrants, to increase the 
per-country numerical limitation for family- 
sponsored immigrants, and for other pur-
poses. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived. The amendment 
in the nature of a substitute recommended 
by the Committee on the Judiciary now 
printed in the bill, modified by the amend-
ment printed in part A 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 the Judiciary or their respec-
tive designees; (2) the further amendment 
printed in part B of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion, if offered by the Member designated in 
the report, which shall be in order without 
intervention of any point of order, shall be 
considered as read, shall be separately debat-
able for the time specified in the report 
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, and shall not be 
subject to a demand for division of the ques-
tion; and (3) one motion to recommit. 

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it 
shall be in order to consider in the House the 
bill (H.R. 7946) to provide benefits for noncit-
izen members of the Armed Forces, and for 
other purposes. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. The 
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on the Judici-
ary now printed in the bill shall be consid-
ered 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 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8760 December 6, 2022 
considered as ordered on the bill, as amend-
ed, 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 mi-
nority member of the Committee on the Ju-
diciary or their respective designees; (2) the 
further amendment printed in part C of the 
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution, if offered by the 
Member designated in the report, which shall 
be in order without intervention of any point 
of order, shall be considered as read, shall be 
separately debatable for the time specified in 
the report equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, and shall not 
be subject to a demand for division of the 
question; and (3) one motion to recommit. 

SEC. 3. (a) At any time through the legisla-
tive day of Thursday, December 8, 2022, the 
Speaker may entertain motions offered by 
the Majority Leader or a designee that the 
House suspend the rules as though under 
clause 1 of rule XV with respect to multiple 
measures described in subsection (b), and the 
Chair shall put the question on any such mo-
tion without debate or intervening motion. 

(b) A measure referred to in subsection (a) 
includes any measure that was the object of 
a motion to suspend the rules on the legisla-
tive day of December 5, 2022, December 6, 
2022, December 7, 2022, or December 8, 2022, in 
the form as so offered, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered and further proceedings 
postponed pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX. 

(c) Upon the offering of a motion pursuant 
to subsection (a) concerning multiple meas-
ures, the ordering of the yeas and nays on 
postponed motions to suspend the rules with 
respect to such measures is vacated to the 
end that all such motions are considered as 
withdrawn. 

SEC. 4. 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 December 5, 
2022 may be postponed through the legisla-
tive day of December 8, 2022. 

SEC. 5. The requirement of clause 6(a) of 
rule XIII for a two-thirds vote to consider a 
report from the Committee on Rules on the 
same day it is presented to the House is 
waived with respect to any resolution re-
ported through the remainder of the One 
Hundred Seventeenth Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CARBAJAL). The gentleman from Massa-
chusetts is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, for 
the purpose of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Minnesota (Mrs. 
FISCHBACH), pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all 
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, yesterday the Rules 

Committee met and reported a rule, 
House Resolution 1508, providing for 
consideration of two measures: H.R. 
3648 and H.R. 7946. 

The rule provides for consideration of 
both H.R. 3648 and H.R. 7946 under 
structured rules with 1 hour of debate 
each equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
self-executes a manager’s amendment 
from Chairman NADLER for H.R. 3648, 
makes in order one amendment for 
each bill, and provides one motion to 
recommit for each measure. 

The rule provides the majority leader 
or his designee the ability this week to 
en bloc requested roll call votes on sus-
pensions. The rule also provides that 
roll call votes on suspension bills con-
sidered on December 5 may be post-
poned through December 8. Lastly, the 
rule provides same-day authority for 
any rule reported through the remain-
der of the 117th Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, today we will consider 
two bills to reform our immigration 
system. Our current laws that govern 
employment-based and family-spon-
sored immigration visas desperately 
need updates. Estimates suggest that 
more than 880,000 people are in the 
green card backlog because of how bro-
ken our system is. 

H.R. 3648, the Equal Access to Green 
Cards for Legal Employment, or 
EAGLE, Act of 2022 begins to address 
the extensive green card backlog. 

The legislation eliminates per-coun-
try caps on employment-based visas 
and raises per-country caps for family- 
based visas to 15 percent. 

The other bill up for consideration 
today is H.R. 7946, the Veteran Service 
Recognition Act. It improves natu-
ralization for noncitizens who served in 
our country’s military. It seems 
straightforward to me. If you have 
risked your life to protect and defend 
this country, you and your family de-
serve every opportunity to become U.S. 
citizens, if desired. 

Now, while these two bills offer im-
portant reforms to our immigration 
system, I still personally believe there 
are also other urgent immigration 
issues that need to be addressed before 
the 117th Congress adjourns. 

We need residency for Dreamers, 
these young people who have known no 
other home but the United States. 

We must provide secure, stable immi-
gration for agricultural workers who 
ensure food reaches our tables. 

We should recapture existing visas 
that have gone unused so we can really 
make a sizable dent in reducing immi-
gration backlogs. 

And we need to regularize the status 
of long-term TPS holders who have 
been here for decades and are impor-
tant members of our local commu-
nities. 

Republicans always talk about issues 
within our immigration system, but so 
far none have come to the table with 
any meaningful, realistic, or produc-
tive solutions that would help fix it. 
They can’t get to ‘‘yes’’ on anything. 
They demonize immigrants. They 
scapegoat immigrants, and rather than 
fix the challenges of our system, they 
use immigration as a wedge issue. 

Democrats, on the other hand, want 
comprehensive immigration reform. 
We are ready, willing, and able to work 
with anyone who seriously wants to get 
something done. It is time for our col-
leagues across the aisle to join us in 
this effort. 

These bills today are just the start, 
and my hope is that we are able to 
make more progress on this front be-
fore the end of the year. 

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

b 0915 

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the Representative from Massa-
chusetts for yielding me the customary 
30 minutes, and I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Today, we are here to discuss H.R. 
3648, the Equal Access to Green Cards 
for Legal Employment, or the EAGLE 
Act, and H.R. 7946, the Veteran Service 
Recognition Act. 

The EAGLE Act would do away with 
country caps for certain employment- 
based green cards. Unfortunately, the 
bill we are debating today changes a 
carefully negotiated and agreed-upon 
bill from last Congress, favoring a 
Democrat go-it-alone approach that, 
unfortunately, we have seen all too 
often in this body over the last 2 years. 

One of the most shocking changes is 
the exclusion of critical language to 
prevent those associated with the Chi-
nese Communist Party or the Chinese 
armed forces from admission to these 
immigration programs. 

When this came through the Judici-
ary Committee, Congressman BISHOP 
offered an amendment to add language 
that once again clarified that CCP 
members are ineligible to participate 
in these programs. That amendment 
failed on a party-line vote. We all know 
the CCP is not a good-faith actor, and 
I am appalled that the majority would 
risk our national security by rejecting 
that amendment. 

H.R. 7946, the Veteran Service Rec-
ognition Act, aims to establish a pro-
gram within the DHS for noncitizens to 
receive citizenship through service in 
the military. Based on the title, it 
sounds like a good bill. 

Of course, those who served honor-
ably in the Armed Forces should be 
honored for their valor and sacrifice. 
But despite the title, this bill did not 
even go through the Veterans’ Affairs 
Committee. 

Why? Because it is just one more ex-
ample of the Democrats exploiting a 
sympathetic population to push their 
open border policies. They should be 
ashamed. 

I will also point out that there are al-
ready procedures in place by which 
noncitizen servicemembers can be re-
warded for their sacrifices for this 
country. The Immigration and Nation-
ality Act established special avenues to 
naturalize members or veterans in the 
U.S. military. These procedures have 
been in place since 2002. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 00:48 Dec 07, 2022 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A06DE7.001 H06DEPT1S
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 H8761 December 6, 2022 
Under the current INA, it rightfully 

does not offer this opportunity to those 
who are dishonorably discharged or 
those who have committed a serious 
crime. But the bill we are discussing 
today, either through poor drafting or 
purposeful vagueness, does offer a citi-
zenship path to those people. 

In the Judiciary Committee, several 
amendments were offered to ensure 
dangerous criminals did not receive an 
adjustment of immigration status, 
amendments that included crimes like 
illicit trafficking in firearms and 
human trafficking, and each amend-
ment failed. 

Why are my colleagues across the 
aisle so eager to have criminals on the 
streets of our communities? 

This bill doesn’t even apply to just 
veterans. It would expand protections 
for noncitizen family members of vet-
erans, who would otherwise be deported 
for committing crimes. Drug smug-
glers, human traffickers, and domestic 
abusers who never even served in our 
Armed Forces would be allowed to 
avoid deportation because of this bill. 

I am also concerned that this bill re-
lies heavily on the interpretation of 
the Secretary of Homeland Security. 
As it is written, DHS does not have to 
deport nearly anyone, leaving it to the 
DHS Secretary to exercise discretion in 
almost all cases. 

Secretary Mayorkas has done noth-
ing to ease the immigration crisis in 
this country. 

Do we really want to give someone 
like that more responsibility? 

I am skeptical that an individual who 
can’t even admit that the border is not 
secure will treat this increased discre-
tion in a manner that is required to 
keep our communities safe. 

Before I reserve, I will note that the 
rule before us provides no Republican 
amendments in order, continuing a 
trend by this majority of stifling de-
bate and suppressing the minority par-
ty’s opportunity to offer changes or 
ideas to improve the underlying bills. 

Mr. Speaker, it is for that reason I 
oppose the rule, and I ask Members to 
do the same. 

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

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

Let me just say that here is the prob-
lem: We just heard from my colleague 
from Minnesota that Republicans are 
more interested in gimmicky amend-
ments and sound bites as a way to try 
to get people to do nothing. I mean, 
they are the party of ‘‘no’’ when it 
comes to immigration. 

My colleague says somehow that the 
Democrats are blocking attempts to 
ban people associated with communist 
or totalitarian parties, that somehow 
we want to admit them into this coun-
try. Well, here is the reality, and this 
is the fact, and people can check this: 
Current law says individuals associated 
with a communist or totalitarian party 
are already inadmissible under section 
212(a)(3)(d) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act. That is the current law. 

At some point maybe my friends on 
the other side will want to help fix the 
immigration system, rather than just 
demagogue the issue over and over and 
over again. 

This is an issue, by the way, that is 
important to our economic well-being. 
Our business community wants these 
bills passed in part because they are 
having a tough time trying to fill cur-
rent jobs. 

So we can demagogue the issue, and 
if that is what you want to do, fine; or 
you can actually legislate and get 
something done. 

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

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

I want to comment on the so-called 
gimmicky amendments. I don’t see it 
as gimmicky when we are trying to 
stop criminals from staying in our 
country. I don’t see it as gimmicky 
when we are trying to stop human traf-
fickers. I don’t see it as gimmicky 
when we are trying to stop those who 
have trafficked firearms. I don’t see 
that as gimmicky. I see that as trying 
to protect the people of the country 
and making sure that we do not allow 
criminals to continue to stay in our 
country. 

As for the issue of current law, if it is 
the case that those associated with the 
CCP are already not allowed under cur-
rent law, then there is no issue to just 
put this in the bill just in case and 
make sure that we have satisfied the 
concerns of people who are concerned 
about allowing those CCP members 
into the country. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, again, 
on traffickers and gun smugglers, and 
you name it, those things are already 
illegal, but whatever. It is not worth 
getting into it. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no other speak-
ers on my side, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Mr. Speaker, I am 
prepared to close, and I yield myself 
the balance of my time. 

This majority all too often uses flow-
ery titles to mask the bill’s true mean-
ing. The Veteran Service Recognition 
Act is another one of these examples. 
It leads the public to believe we are 
looking at a bill that would recognize 
the service of our veterans. But once 
again, when you take a closer look, it 
becomes painfully clear that this is an-
other push for open borders. This bill 
intends to pave a far broader pathway 
to citizenship not just for veterans. A 
path already exists for veterans since 
2002, but this bill opens a path to crimi-
nals, something Democrats rejected 
every opportunity they had to keep 
criminals out of the program. 

In just 2 short years, the American 
people have watched as the situation at 
the southern border has deteriorated 
into nothing short of a crisis. I would 
have hoped that my colleagues would 

treat this situation a little more seri-
ously, but unfortunately, I have come 
to expect nothing less. 

This bill is just one more example of 
how deeply unserious my colleagues in 
the majority are of addressing the dis-
aster at our southern border. I oppose 
this rule, and I ask Members to do the 
same. 

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

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

Let me remind all my colleagues that 
the Veteran Service Recognition Act is 
actually supported by the American 
Legion, one of our leading veterans’ or-
ganizations in this country, but I guess 
that is not enough for some of my Re-
publican colleagues again saying ‘‘no’’ 
to everything. 

Mr. Speaker, the EAGLE Act and the 
Veteran Service Recognition Act pro-
vide necessary reforms that will im-
prove our immigration system. I know 
so much more can be done—as I said 
before, we need to do more—but these 
two bills are small steps that we can 
take now to help clear backlogs and en-
sure that those who not only have 
played by the rules, but have sacrificed 
in the service of our Nation can become 
citizens. They are important policies 
that should become law. 

I read today that some of my friends 
on the other side of the aisle are urging 
their next leader—I don’t know who it 
will be—to use the debt ceiling not 
only to cut Social Security and Medi-
care and a whole bunch of other pro-
grams that are vital, including nutri-
tion programs, but they want to use it 
as leverage to go after immigrants to 
mess up our immigration system even 
more. What a rotten way to legislate, 
to use the debt ceiling as an excuse to 
try to derail government. 

We already know what the Repub-
licans are capable of doing. The last 
time they were in charge of the House 
and the Senate and the White House, 
they shut the government down and 
they left. That is their idea of respon-
sible governing. 

Well, we shouldn’t be using the debt 
ceiling as leverage. We should actually 
be paying our bills that we have accu-
mulated. If you don’t like the spend-
ing—I didn’t like Donald Trump’s tax 
cut that benefited mostly wealthy peo-
ple in this country; I nonetheless voted 
to increase the debt ceiling because we 
had accumulated all of that debt be-
cause of that terrible tax cut geared to 
the rich. It is the responsible thing to 
do. It really is kind of disturbing to 
hear some of the priorities of my Re-
publican friends. 

As I said before, their policy on im-
migration has been consistent. Dema-
gogue, demagogue, demagogue. Fix 
nothing. They blame immigrants for 
everything. It is raining out today; 
they will blame immigrants. Having a 
fight with their spouse; well, it must be 
the fault of immigrants. Having a bad 
day; let’s blame immigrants. That is 
their MO. That is what they have done, 
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and it really is offensive. It betrays the 
highest values of this country. 

The two bills before us are modest. 
There is much more we need to do. As 
I said, we need to help the Dreamers. 
We need to fix the issue for our TPS 
holders. We owe that to them. 

Mr. Speaker, let me close by saying 
that we are going to spend the next few 
weeks legislating and delivering for the 
American people, and I urge some of 
my colleagues to join with us in get-
ting things done, or they can simply do 
what they usually do and complain and 
complain and demagogue and dema-
gogue. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on 
the rule and on the previous question. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res-
olution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
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. 

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8 

of rule XX, further proceedings on this 
question are postponed. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 28 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1000 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. RUIZ) at 10 a.m. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3648, EQUAL ACCESS TO 
GREEN CARDS FOR LEGAL EM-
PLOYMENT ACT OF 2022; PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 7946, VETERAN SERVICE 
RECOGNITION ACT OF 2022; AND 
FOR OTHER PURPOSES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on adoption 
of the resolution (H. Res. 1508) pro-
viding for consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 3648) to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to eliminate the 
per-country numerical limitation for 
employment-based immigrants, to in-
crease the per-country numerical limi-
tation for family-sponsored immi-
grants, and for other purposes; pro-
viding for consideration of the bill H.R. 
7946, to provide benefits for noncitizen 
members of the Armed Forces, and for 
other purposes; and for other purposes, 

on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on adoption of the resolu-
tion. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 215, nays 
201, not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 501] 

YEAS—215 

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 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis, Danny K. 
Dean 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
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) 
Kahele 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim (NJ) 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Lamb 
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 
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 
Peltola 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Pressley 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (NY) 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Sires 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Spanberger 
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—201 

Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 

Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bentz 
Bice (OK) 
Biggs 

Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brady 
Brooks 
Buchanan 

Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Comer 
Conway 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Dunn 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Ferguson 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Flores 
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 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Harshbarger 
Hartzler 
Hern 
Herrell 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 
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 
Reschenthaler 
Rice (SC) 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Salazar 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sempolinski 
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 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 

NOT VOTING—15 

Bergman 
Cawthorn 
Cheney 
DesJarlais 
Duncan 

Harris 
Hice (GA) 
Hollingsworth 
Jones 
Kinzinger 

Langevin 
Rutherford 
Speier 
Webster (FL) 
Zeldin 

b 1037 

Ms. GRANGER and Mr. BUDD 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘nay.’’ 

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. 
Stated against: 
Mr. BERGMAN. Mr. Speaker, Please accept 

this personal explanation as I was unexpect-
edly detained during vote proceedings. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on 
rollcall No. 501. 

MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE 
RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS 

Baird (Bucshon) 
Bass (Cicilline) 
Beatty (Neguse) 
Brooks 

(Fleischmann) 
Cole (Lucas) 
Cooper (Beyer) 
Cuellar (Correa) 

DeFazio 
(Pallone) 

Demings (Blunt 
Rochester) 

Doyle, Michael 
F. (Pallone) 

Dunn (Cammack) 

Frankel, Lois 
(Meng) 

Gallego 
(Cicilline) 

Gosar (Weber 
(TX)) 

Grijalva (Neguse) 
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