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IMMIGRANT COMMUNITIES IN 
LAHAINA 

(Ms. TOKUDA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. TOKUDA. Mr. Speaker, Hawaii 
has a proud immigrant tradition, with 
many of us able to trace our roots 
across the globe. 

Few places in Hawaii exemplify our 
diversity more than Lahaina, where 
nearly a third of the residents are for-
eign-born. They came from the Phil-
ippines, Mexico, El Salvador, Hon-
duras, the Marshall Islands, Micro-
nesia, and more. They are the back-
bone of Maui’s economy, working in 
hotels, restaurants, retail shops, and 
golf courses. They clean homes and are 
caregivers for ‘‘keiki,’’ ‘‘children,’’ and 
‘‘kupuna,’’ ‘‘elders,’’ alike. 

On a day when fire did not discrimi-
nate what it took, Lahaina’s immi-
grant community bore more than its 
fair share of loss. A quarter of the de-
ceased had ties to the Philippines. Too 
many lost documents and lifesavings. 

Now, immigrants in Lahaina face im-
possible decisions. They are too scared 
to seek out the help that they need, 
and they are afraid to travel or relo-
cate due to their legal status. 

They need our help, and we have to 
meet them where they are through 
trusted partners so they can focus on 
healing and rebuilding. 

Four generations ago, my family im-
migrated to Hawaii with the same 
hopes and dreams many in our Lahaina 
‘‘ohana,’’ ‘‘family,’’ have. We can’t for-
get our roots, and we must meet this 
moment with the aloha that they 
would have wanted. 

f 

HONORING MICHAEL MORAN 
(Ms. BOEBERT asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. BOEBERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
honor the life, sacrifice, and service of 
Cortez Police Sergeant Michael Moran, 
a true American hero who laid down 
his life in service to our great country 
and his community. 

Sergeant Moran was fatally shot dur-
ing a traffic stop on November 29, pro-
viding a tragic end to a life of dedica-
tion and service. 

Sergeant Moran answered the call to 
serve our Nation as a marine for 9 
years before joining the Cortez Police 
Department in 2012. His life was 
marked with selfless courage and love, 
always putting others before himself. 

Mr. Speaker, Sergeant Moran was a 
shining example for all Americans. His 
passing is an immeasurable loss for us 
all, and he was the best that Colorado’s 
Third District had to offer. 

My prayers go out to his family, his 
loved ones, and the community of Cor-
tez. I pray for God’s wraparound pres-
ence to surround them, comfort them, 
and heal them in this time of mourn-
ing. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Sergeant Moran 
for his selfless service. 

f 

HIGHLIGHTING LACK OF MENTAL 
HEALTH SERVICES IN RURAL 
AMERICA 
(Ms. SALINAS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. SALINAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to highlight the lack of mental 
health services in rural America. 

As facilities close their doors and 
providers leave town, many people in 
our rural communities are forced to 
travel for miles to get care or forgo 
care altogether. That is harmful and 
unfair, which is why I introduced a bi-
partisan bill to expand access to tele-
mental health services in rural areas. 

This legislation will specifically help 
folks working in farming, fishing, and 
forestry. These industries are critical 
to our economy and way of life in my 
district. In fact, Oregon has the second- 
largest number of Triple-F workers per 
capita in the entire country. These jobs 
can also be very stressful, and few seek 
help due to stigma. 

Improving telehealth access will take 
away that stigma, save folks time and 
resources, and get more Oregonians the 
help they need when they need it. 

Congress has left rural America be-
hind for far too long. It is time we 
change that. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to join me in 
supporting this very important bill. 

f 

CELEBRATING DONALD LEWIS 
(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to celebrate the 
achievements of the Federal Law En-
forcement Training Center, FLETC, 
chief financial officer, Donald Lewis, 
who is retiring after 40 years of Federal 
service. 

Mr. Lewis started his Federal career 
when he was just a student back in 1983 
as an audit assistant for the Federal 
Junior Fellowship Program at Kings 
Bay Naval Base in Georgia. From 
there, he was able to move up into the 
procurement career field by taking on 
different positions with the Naval Fa-
cilities Engineering Command and the 
Strategic Weapons Facility. 

In 2004, Donald joined FLETC and 
worked in different positions before be-
coming the current assistant director 
and chief financial officer. As assistant 
director and chief financial officer, he 
provides strategic direction and execu-
tive oversight of FLETC business ac-
tivities, which include executing and 
overseeing an annual budget of over 
$600 million. 

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Mr. 
Lewis on his remarkable achievements 
and on his upcoming retirement. His 
years of distinguished service are ex-
tremely admirable. 

CONGRATULATING VIRGINIA 
STATE UNIVERSITY TROJAN EX-
PLOSION MARCHING BAND 

(Ms. MCCLELLAN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
have the privilege of representing Vir-
ginia State University, an esteemed 
historically Black college and univer-
sity founded in Petersburg, Virginia, in 
1882. 

I rise today to congratulate the Vir-
ginia State Trojan Explosion Marching 
Band, which was recently recognized as 
the Nation’s top Division II HBCU band 
in 2023. The band was judged on impor-
tant components, including auxiliaries, 
drum majors, musicality, percussion, 
and marching maneuvers. They will 
now compete in ESPN’s inaugural 
HBCU Band of the Year competition. 

Throughout the year, the VSU Tro-
jan Explosion was also invited to per-
form at the White House, NBC’s 
‘‘TODAY,’’ and the National Battle of 
the Bands competition in Houston. 

I commend Dr. Taylor Whitehead, 
VSU’s director of marching and pep 
bands, and every member of the Trojan 
Explosion for their hard work and dedi-
cation. They are proof that greatness 
happens at Virginia State University. 
They have made their school, their 
community, and their Congresswoman 
proud. I will be cheering for them in 
their upcoming competition. 

f 

CHOICE IN AUTOMOBILE RETAIL 
SALES ACT OF 2023 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
pursuant to House Resolution 906, I call 
up the bill (H.R. 4468) to prohibit the 
Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency from finalizing, im-
plementing, or enforcing a proposed 
rule with respect to emissions from ve-
hicles, and for other purposes, and ask 
for its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

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

ant to House Resolution 906, the bill is 
considered read. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 4468 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Choice in 
Automobile Retail Sales Act of 2023’’. 
SEC. 2. PROHIBITION AGAINST FINALIZING, IM-

PLEMENTING, OR ENFORCING A 
PROPOSED RULE WITH RESPECT TO 
EMISSIONS FROM VEHICLES. 

The Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency may not finalize, imple-
ment, or enforce the proposed rule titled 
‘‘Multi-Pollutant Emissions Standards for 
Model Years 2027 and Later Light-Duty and 
Medium-Duty Vehicles’’ published by the En-
vironmental Protection Agency in the Fed-
eral Register on May 5, 2023 (88 Fed. Reg. 
29184). 
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SEC. 3. ENSURING TAILPIPE REGULATIONS DO 

NOT LIMIT THE AVAILABILITY OF 
NEW MOTOR VEHICLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 202(a)(2) of the 
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7521(a)(3)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(2) Any regulation’’ and in-
serting ‘‘(2)(A) Any regulation’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) Effective beginning on the date of en-

actment of this subparagraph, any regula-
tion prescribed under paragraph (1) (and any 
revision thereof), including any such regula-
tion or revision prescribed before the date of 
enactment of this subparagraph, shall not— 

‘‘(i) mandate the use of any specific tech-
nology; or 

‘‘(ii) result in limited availability of new 
motor vehicles based on the type of new 
motor vehicle engine in such new motor ve-
hicles.’’. 

(b) NECESSARY REVISIONS TO REGULA-
TIONS.—Not later than 24 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency shall promulgate such revisions to 
regulations as may be necessary to conform 
such regulations to section 202(a)(2)(B) of the 
Clean Air Act, as added by subsection (a). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill 
shall be debatable for 1 hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce or 
their respective designees. 

After 1 hour of debate, it shall be in 
order to consider the amendment print-
ed in part A of House Report 118–298, if 
offered by the Member designated in 
the report, which shall be considered 
read, shall be separately debatable 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 a division of 
the question. 

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. JOHN-
SON) and the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. PALLONE) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks on the 
legislation and to include extraneous 
material in the RECORD on H.R. 4468. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I rise today in strong support of H.R. 
4468, the Choice in Automobile Retail 
Sales Act, and I urge all Members to 
support its passage. 

America’s economy is at its best 
when innovation, free enterprise, and 
consumer choice rule the day. This for-
mula once made America a world lead-
er in the automotive sector. Unfortu-
nately, some key decisionmakers have 
forgotten that. Elected officials, gov-
ernment regulators, and auto manufac-
turers eager to appease their liberal 
overlords, especially those in the Biden 
administration, need a reminder of 
that fact. 

It is troubling that this administra-
tion, in a faltering economy, would try 
to replace reliable, available, func-
tional, and affordable transportation 
for hardworking Americans with some-
thing far less reliable, far less avail-
able, far less functional, and far less af-
fordable. 

Under EPA’s recent tailpipe proposal, 
two-thirds of all new cars being sold in 
America must be electric-powered ve-
hicles by 2032. That is only 8 years 
from now. 

The American people did not ask for 
this. 

While the average price of an EV re-
portedly fell 22.4 percent in the last 
year in response to lack of demand and 
government subsidies, they are still far 
more expensive than a liquid fuel vehi-
cle. 

There are also hidden costs: $500 
extra annually for insurance; at least 
$4,000 for battery replacement, and 
that is the bottom; $1,200 to $2,500 for 
home charging equipment. That is 
after you pay to rewire your home. 

Range anxiety is still a real concern. 
EVs need more frequent and much 
longer stops for charges. The average 
EV gets about 234 miles per charge 
compared to 403 miles with a gas fill- 
up. Plus, cold weather, battery size, 
and towing weight can shrink battery 
range significantly. 

Any way you look at it, working- 
class Americans who need reliable and 
affordable transportation would take a 
hit from a mandate eliminating their 
options. 

This bill protects our constituents, 
allowing them to buy the automobile 
that makes the most sense for them. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support for H.R. 
4468, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to H.R. 4468. Instead of working 
with us on legislation to lower costs 
for consumers, protect public health, 
drive innovation, and grow the econ-
omy, the Republican majority is once 
again bringing an anti-clean vehicle 
bill to the floor as part of their pol-
luters over people agenda. 

H.R. 4468 would block the Environ-
mental Protection Agency from final-
izing its proposed light- and medium- 
duty vehicle rule. It would also block 
the Agency from finalizing any future 
standard to cut greenhouse gas pollu-
tion from vehicles. This bill would sim-
ply prevent the EPA from doing its job. 

House Republicans are trying to leg-
islate away years of innovation in 
cleaner transportation to put polluters 
over people. 

The Clean Air Act is clear, Mr. 
Speaker. EPA has the authority and 
obligation to protect American com-
munities from air pollution that would 
cause harm to public health and wel-
fare. That includes pollution from the 
transportation sector, the single-larg-
est contributor of greenhouse gas emis-
sions and other dangerous air pollution 
in the United States. 

This pollution affects more than 100 
million Americans who live in counties 
with unhealthy air, and air pollution is 
associated with over 100,000 premature 
deaths each year. 

The EPA’s proposed emissions stand-
ards for manufacturers of cars and 
light-duty trucks is intended to tackle 
this pollution head-on. The result: The 
new rule is projected to deliver $1 tril-
lion in net public health benefits. 

Cleaner cars are also a win for con-
sumers who can expect to save an aver-
age of $12,000 in fuel and maintenance 
costs over the lifetime of a light-duty 
vehicle once EPA standards are in ef-
fect. 

I will stress that EPA’s proposal is 
achievable. It will save consumers 
money and bolster jobs and our econ-
omy by promoting American manufac-
turing. It will reduce our dependence 
on fossil fuels. 

With this bill, House Republicans are 
denying the American people all of 
these benefits. 

The bill is also a direct assault on 
our domestic auto industry. Decades of 
innovation spurred by ambitious EPA 
standards have led to a growing fleet of 
cleaner, more affordable cars for all 
Americans. 

I have to stress, Mr. Speaker, that 
the bill’s reference to choice is a mis-
nomer. EPA’s proposed standards are 
key to expanding vehicle choice for 
American drivers. More than 100 elec-
tric vehicle models are now available 
in U.S. markets alongside many hybrid 
and gas-powered options, giving Ameri-
cans unprecedented flexibility in where 
and how they choose to fuel. This in-
credible innovation is the main reason 
why the United States is a global lead-
er in the transportation sector. 

b 1230 
H.R. 4468 would stifle this innovation 

and cause detrimental uncertainty for 
American automakers. The bill in-
cludes vague language that will pre-
vent the EPA from ever finalizing vehi-
cle standards for any type of motor ve-
hicle. The bill would lock auto manu-
facturers in today’s technology in per-
petuity, chilling potential advance-
ments in new hybrids, flex fuel, fuel 
cell, and even internal combustion en-
gines. 

None of this makes any sense, Mr. 
Speaker. This extreme bill would hurt 
our ability to harness new tech-
nologies, which would only weaken our 
ability to compete with China. 

With this legislation, Republicans 
are telling the American industry to 
stand down to China in a global chal-
lenge. That is just wrong. Rather than 
ceding that role to China, House Demo-
crats delivered real solutions with the 
Bipartisan Infrastructure Law and the 
Inflation Reduction Act. These laws 
are investing in America’s ability to 
beat our economic competitors, includ-
ing China, ensuring the United States 
is the global leader on clean transpor-
tation. 

H.R. 4468 would seriously hamper the 
EPA’s ability to address the worsening 
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climate crisis and air pollution for ve-
hicles. It would also limit consumer 
choice, stifle innovation, create uncer-
tainty for American automakers, hurt 
American global leadership, weaken 
our ability to compete with China, and 
deny Americans the immense public 
health and environmental benefits of 
EPA’s proposed standards. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no,’’ and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Madam 
Speaker, this bill does not prevent the 
EPA from finalizing a rule. It only tells 
the EPA that it cannot mandate a spe-
cific technology and prevents the EPA 
from issuing rules that limit a vehi-
cle’s availability based on engine type. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the gentlewoman from Washington 
(Mrs. RODGERS), the chair of the full 
committee. 

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. 
Madam Speaker, I rise in support of 
H.R. 4468, the CARS Act. 

President Biden’s rush-to-green agen-
da is failing. Just last week, nearly 
4,000 auto dealers all across this coun-
try sent a letter to President Biden 
urging him to stop his EV mandates. 
They said demand isn’t there and the 
EVs are just sitting on their lots. 

The administration has allocated bil-
lions for EV charging, yet not a single 
charger has come online as a result. All 
of this failed central planning is ship-
ping our auto future and jobs to China. 
This is not the future Americans want 
or deserve. 

For more than a century, affordable 
transportation has helped drive Amer-
ica’s economic success. Our cars have 
allowed people all across this Nation 
and around the world to increase our 
mobility and raise our standard of liv-
ing. 

H.R. 4468 ensures that we can keep 
building on this legacy of American 
leadership and prosperity. Let’s stop 
President Biden. He wants us all driv-
ing EVs, 100 percent battery electric, 
not plug-in, not hybrid, not plug-in hy-
brid. We don’t agree. Vote for the bill. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. TONKO), the ranking 
member of the Subcommittee on the 
Environment, Manufacturing, and Crit-
ical Materials. 

Mr. TONKO. Madam Speaker, when 
Americans get behind the wheel, when 
they want to drive their cars, they put 
it in ‘‘R’’ to go reverse and then they 
put it in ‘‘D’’ to go forward. Just as in 
the House here, the Rs want to take us 
backward, and the Ds want to drive us 
forward. 

That is why I rise in strong opposi-
tion to H.R. 4468. This bill would block 
the EPA from finalizing its proposed 
medium- and light-duty vehicle rule to 
strengthen tailpipe standards for fu-
ture model years. 

As we know, the transportation sec-
tor is the largest source of greenhouse 
gas emissions in the United States, and 
it is also a major emitter of other 
harmful air pollution. 

It should not surprise anyone that 
the EPA is working to fulfill its obliga-
tion to protect Americans from harm-
ful air pollution. 

This bill prejudges the outcome of 
that process and will stifle techno-
logical innovation, despite the fact 
that the proposal will save lives, save 
consumers money, and bolster Amer-
ican manufacturing. 

More and more Americans are choos-
ing to go electric. They realize that 
EVs are not only good for the environ-
ment but also provide major consumer 
savings over the life of the vehicle. 

Thanks in large part to the incen-
tives included in the Bipartisan Infra-
structure Law and the Inflation Reduc-
tion Act, even more of these vehicles 
and their components will be made 
here in America. 

The legislation before us will under-
mine the tens of billions of dollars of 
planned investments to develop and 
produce American-made clean vehicle 
technologies by injecting uncertainty 
into these standards. 

For over 100 years, America has been 
the greatest auto manufacturing na-
tion in the world. If we want to con-
tinue to retain that title, we need to 
embrace the changes that are occur-
ring in the sector. That means sup-
porting the regulatory policies and in-
centives that would drive us forward to 
a cleaner and healthier future. 

Unfortunately, this bill will stifle 
America’s next great industrial revolu-
tion before we even seriously get into 
the race with China and dozens of other 
foreign competitors. 

For the sake of promoting American 
innovation and to address our pollution 
challenges and supporting our long- 
term national economic competitive-
ness, I urge Members to oppose this 
bill. 

Put it in ‘‘D’’ to go forward. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Madam 

Speaker, I yield 31⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG), 
the author of the bill. 

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in support of my bill, H.R. 
4468, the Choice in Automobile Retail 
Sales Act, or the CARS Act. 

In April, the Biden administration’s 
EPA opposed a rule setting light- and 
medium-duty tailpipe emissions stand-
ards so stringently that the EPA ex-
pects the proposal would force two- 
thirds of new light- and medium-duty 
vehicles sold in 2032 to be electric. 

There is no hiding that the proposed 
rule is an electric vehicle mandate. Not 
only does this EV mandate display 
breathtaking government overreach 
into the auto industry, but it is also 
unaffordable, unattainable, and unreal-
istic for American consumers. 

EVs are $13,000 more expensive than 
the average, gas-fueled vehicle. Repairs 
to an EV cost $2,300 more on average, 
leading to higher insurance costs, over 
$500 annually. 

The proposed standards are also un-
attainable. Our grid cannot handle the 
power load that is required, plus most 

of the country lacks the charging in-
frastructure needed for the mandate. 

We also don’t have access to all the 
critical minerals to produce the vehi-
cles or the capacity to refine those 
minerals for use in batteries. China 
controls most critical mineral mines, 
processing, and manufacturing for EVs. 
China has 78 percent of the world’s cell 
manufacturing capacity for EV bat-
teries. 

Have we already forgotten the disas-
trous realities of overreliance on China 
for our supply chain? I have yet to hear 
a constituent say we need our supply 
chains to be more reliant on China. 

Opponents of the CARS Act argue 
that EVs are growing in popularity and 
prices are dropping. If that is the case, 
why is the mandate necessary? Just 
last week, nearly 4,000 car dealers sent 
a letter to the administration pleading 
with them to pump the brakes on the 
proposed rule, citing lack of demand. 

The range of EVs is another concern. 
Currently, one charge couldn’t even get 
me across my district. EVs have al-
most 80 percent more issues and are 
less reliable than other vehicles. 

Let me be clear: I am not against 
EVs. I am against EV mandates. A sin-
gle EV battery requires the mining of 
hundreds of thousands of pounds of 
minerals. Those minerals are then re-
fined using energy from China’s coal 
plants. Ironically, an EV mandate is 
not a silver bullet to reduce global 
emissions. 

Sadly, the biggest loser for this man-
date may be the American autoworker, 
since significantly less labor is re-
quired to assemble EVs. The future of 
those working at engine plants, like 
the one in my district, are now in peril, 
too. The administration should side 
with consumers and innovators, not 
pick winners and losers. 

EVs will play a significant role in the 
future of the industry, but so should 
hybrids and other solutions as they be-
come more functional, reliable, afford-
able, and chosen by the consumer. 

Madam Speaker, let’s allow con-
sumers to have access to affordable and 
reliable cars, encourage American in-
novation, and set us up to prevail over 
China. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Michigan (Ms. STEVENS). 

Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in strong opposition to H.R. 
4468, a bill that would undermine the 
Environmental Protection Agency’s 
ability to prohibit the EPA from im-
plementing emissions regulations and 
their ability to protect our air quality 
and our climate. 

I thank our ranking member, Mr. 
PALLONE, and, of course, my great col-
league, Congresswoman DINGELL, from 
the State of Michigan. 

The auto industry relies on the EPA 
and their emissions standards to suc-
cessfully compete. When the GOP shut 
down the Federal Government in 2018, 
our automakers could not roll new 
automobiles off the line because they 
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needed the EPA to do the emissions 
testing. 

This is dangerous legislation, par-
ticularly because the EPA serves as a 
critical partner to our automakers dur-
ing this very transformative time. 

No fear-mongering. People will have 
a choice. They will continue to have a 
choice, and they will work with their 
dealers. People do not have the choice 
of the air they breathe. 

The United States is poised, through 
our manufacturing base, to lead the 
world in innovation, safety, and clean 
technology. Not only does H.R. 4468 
jeopardize public health and the envi-
ronment, it hurts our economy and 
global competitiveness. 

Let us not cede technology to China. 
Let us create, develop and manufacture 
it here in the United States of Amer-
ica. 

For this reason, at the appropriate 
time, I will offer a motion to recommit 
this bill back to committee. If the 
House rules permitted it, I would have 
offered the motion with an important 
amendment to this bill. My amend-
ment would strike the language that 
blocks EPA regulations based on the 
limited availability of new motor vehi-
cles. This amendment would restore 
the EPA’s authority and responsibility 
to set science-based standards that pro-
tect our health and climate while sup-
porting American innovation and lead-
ership in the automotive and manufac-
turing sector. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BICE). The time of the gentlewoman 
has expired. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I 
yield an additional 30 seconds to the 
gentlewoman from Michigan. 

Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, my 
amendment would ensure the EPA can 
continue to drive progress in reducing 
vehicle emissions and advancing clean 
transportation technology. 

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to insert the text of my 
amendment in the RECORD imme-
diately prior to the vote on the motion 
to recommit. 

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

There was no objection. 
Ms. STEVENS. Madam Speaker, I 

urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on 
the motion to recommit. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. CLYDE), the 
co-lead for this bill. 

Mr. CLYDE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of H.R. 4468, 
the Choice in Automobile Retail Sales 
Act, or CARS Act, that I proudly co-led 
with Representative WALBERG. 

This important legislation would pro-
hibit the Biden administration’s EPA 
from finalizing, implementing, admin-
istering, or enforcing its radical pro-
posed rule that seeks to eliminate gas- 
powered vehicles. Additionally, the 
CARS Act would restrict the EPA’s au-
thority under the Clean Air Act to pro-

mulgate similar rules moving forward. 
Hallelujah. 

In April, President Biden’s EPA pro-
posed this radical rule that would set 
emission standards so high for light- 
and medium-duty vehicles that auto 
manufacturers would be forced to 
produce a higher percentage of electric 
vehicles just to comply. This is a de 
facto electric vehicle mandate on the 
American people. With this rule’s im-
plementation, the EPA projects that 
EVs could account for as much as 67 
percent of new light-duty vehicle sales 
by 2032, as compared to electric vehicle 
sales of only 6 percent last year. 

From assaulting the American peo-
ple’s Second Amendment liberties to 
the online censoring of free speech, the 
Biden administration is routinely abus-
ing its power in order to further con-
trol Americans’ everyday lives. With 
this new EPA rule, it is very clear that 
President Biden is now coming for our 
combustion engine car keys in his war 
against our personal freedoms. 

Restricting consumer choice in the 
name of the left’s Green New Deal gar-
bage agenda represents an illegitimate 
power grab that hardworking Ameri-
cans simply cannot afford. 

One thing is clear. The American 
people already burdened by soaring en-
ergy prices and record-high inflation 
cannot be further burdened by this dis-
astrous EV mandate. 
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I urge my colleagues to support the 
CARS Act, our commonsense legisla-
tion that would help save the American 
energy sector. It would protect both 
American consumers and auto manu-
facturers, and it would stop Biden’s au-
thoritarian government overreach in 
its tracks. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY), the ranking 
member of our Commerce and Con-
sumer Protection Subcommittee. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker, 
it is known that the transportation 
sector is responsible for the single larg-
est greenhouse gas emissions. I choose 
not to contribute to that. I am the 
proud owner of a Chevy Volt, which is 
a very affordable, all electric vehicle— 
not one of the expensive ones that the 
Republicans like to talk about. It has 
zero emissions from the pipe. It is a 
beautiful little car that most families 
could afford. 

I would say that the legislation that 
has been proposed actually takes 
choice away from Americans because it 
says that the EPA will no longer have 
the authority to regulate the emissions 
that are allowed. This will save lives. 

This legislation that has been pro-
posed is absolutely dangerous. What we 
know is that if the EPA can conduct 
its mission, then we would see 7 billion 
tons of greenhouse gases that would 
not be in the air. Lives would be saved. 

This legislation is so important. The 
legislation that Republicans have pro-
posed would take away the right of 

Americans to have a safe environment 
and health. We say that this legislation 
is going in absolutely the wrong direc-
tion. We want to be sure that no one 
will vote for it. We will protect the 
lives of Americans, the right of the 
mission of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, and that we will have a 
better world to live in. That should be 
the right that is given to Americans. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Madam 
Speaker, I have tremendous respect for 
my colleague that just spoke, but I 
have to say that this idea that electric 
vehicles are emission-free is totally un-
founded. 

In fact, it is totally false. All you 
have to do is look at where the raw ma-
terials come from. Look at how China 
produces those materials. There are 
lots of emissions. If the argument is le-
gitimate that we are going to saves 
lives here, we are going to cost lives 
over there because they are not con-
cerned about the climate. They are not 
concerned with the environment, they 
are not concerned about the people 
that they use—slave labor in many 
cases—to try to harvest the materials 
that make these electric vehicles in 
the first place. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
BUCSHON). 

Mr. BUCSHON. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in support of H.R. 4468, the 
Choice in Automobile Retail Sales Act. 
I support EVs, but this administration 
continues to push a rush-to-green agen-
da that prioritizes government man-
dates over the American people. 

The American people have spoken 
through their shopping habits. EVs sit 
unsold on lots nearly twice as long as 
internal combustion engine vehicles 
due to a lack of charging infrastruc-
ture and high costs. On average, EVs 
cost $16,000 more than internal combus-
tion engine vehicles. 

We all want to reduce emissions, but 
EVs are not the solution that the ad-
ministration says they are. The 
amount of raw materials in one long- 
range battery EV could instead be used 
to make 90 hybrid electric vehicles. 
The overall carbon reduction of those 
90 hybrids over their lifetimes is 37 
times as much as a single battery EV. 

Where are the raw materials devel-
oped? 

Mostly in China. 
Should we be dependent on them? 
Preserving consumer choice is crit-

ical to maintaining competition in the 
automotive markets and ensuring ac-
cess to reliable and affordable cars for 
all Americans. 

You cannot force Americans to buy 
cars they do not want any more than 
you can force energy transitions that 
can’t be accomplished. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. CÁRDENAS). 

Mr. CÁRDENAS. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in opposition to H.R. 4468. 

I am frustrated and disappointed but 
not surprised to see my Republican col-
leagues bring yet another bill to the 
floor that puts polluters over people. 
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Scientists continue to warn us that 

the world is on its way to getting 
warmer and warmer and increasing 
global warming temperatures. If we 
want to avoid the worst climate 
changes and the worst disasters, we 
must reduce our air pollution. 

Why, when we know that the trans-
portation sector is the largest contrib-
utor to greenhouse gas emissions, 
would we limit the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency’s ability to carry out 
its authority to improve transpor-
tation emissions? 

Yet, today’s bill would kill our 
chance of getting on the right track 
and put us on the wrong track. Poor air 
quality and ever-worsening climate 
disasters are increasing. Our constitu-
ents are already facing these major 
problems all over our country. 

More than 45 million Americans, in-
cluding many of my constituents, live 
within 300 feet of major roadways or 
corridors that contribute directly to 
negative health effects like asthma, 
cardiovascular disease, and premature 
death. 

That is right, air pollution is a mat-
ter of life and death. Our work here in 
Congress will determine how liveable 
our planet is, whether our neighbor-
hoods will be liveable or not for genera-
tions to come. 

Today, my Republican colleagues 
have chosen to abandon a healthy and 
prosperous future for Americans. Re-
publicans choose Big Oil companies 
and their profits over people. This is 
reckless, and I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on 
H.R. 4468. 

Madam Speaker, I wasn’t here when 
my Republican colleagues were against 
Social Security, against Medicare, and 
now they are against making sure that 
we have a liveable planet. Please vote 
‘‘no’’ on H.R. 4468. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Madam 
Speaker, we actually agree on some 
things with our Democrat colleagues. 
We agree that we ought to keep the en-
vironment clean: the air, water, and 
land. But throwing money at it, like 
my Democrat colleagues are trying to 
do, is not the answer to the problem. 

This rule would result in lost middle- 
class jobs in the United States because 
we can’t get new facilities and infra-
structure even permitted to do these 
things under the current administra-
tion. Until that happens, America will 
be heavily reliant on China. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the gentlewoman from Arizona (Mrs. 
LESKO). 

Mrs. LESKO. Madam Speaker, do we 
live in Communist China? 

Really, do we live in Communist 
China? 

I can’t believe that the Biden admin-
istration first wants to ban gas 
stoves—we had to do legislation to pre-
vent that. Now, they want to ban 67 
percent of the manufacturing of reg-
ular gas-powered cars by 2032. That is 
insane. 

President Biden and my Democratic 
colleagues claim they are for the mid-

dle class. They always say: We are for 
the middle class. Well, no, they are not 
because who can afford these electric 
cars? 

It is the people with a bunch of 
money. That is who can afford it. Not 
the middle class. Not the lower class. 

I am in strong support of this bill to 
prohibit and prevent this radical regu-
lation against common Americans. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Florida (Ms. CASTOR), the ranking 
member of our Subcommittee on Over-
sight and Investigations. 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I had to come down to the 
floor to speak out strongly against the 
Republican’s pro-China bill. 

The Republican Party wants to take 
us backwards. They want to raise costs 
on American families, and, in doing so, 
a lot of people ask why? Why would 
you attack American auto companies 
and American workers? Why would you 
work against the best interests of the 
American people, putting money back 
into their pockets? 

It has become clear to me, serving 
here, especially this Congress this 
year, that my good friends on the GOP 
side are shills for polluters. It is to the 
detriment of the people that we rep-
resent back home. 

American workers and automakers 
have made huge innovations in the cars 
and trucks that we drive. Now, electric 
vehicles being built in America, rather 
than China and other parts of the 
world, are more energy efficient, they 
are fun to drive, and that is why Amer-
ican demand for EVs has jumped 350 
percent over the past 2 years alone. 

U.S. electric vehicles have now 
zipped past a major milestone. There 
have been 1 million battery electric ve-
hicles sold in a single year. This year’s 
sales suggest that a rising number of 
consumers are making that jump. 
Why? 

Because you don’t have the mainte-
nance costs and you don’t have to stop 
at the gas station. We have a lot of 
work to do on electric vehicle charg-
ing. 

It has been the Clean Air Act that 
has helped American innovators and 
automakers and workers make our cars 
more fuel efficient over time. Now, 
with the historic Inflation Reduction 
Act passed by a Democratic-led Con-
gress, signed by President Biden, we 
are bringing those manufacturers and 
the batteries and the assembly here in 
America. 

It has been announced there is $150 
billion in investments across nearly 400 
new facilities in U.S. electric vehicle 
and battery manufacturing in Ohio, in 
South Carolina, mostly in these red 
districts. This is a Made in America 
moment, and we have to reject these 
kind of take-us-backward attempts of-
fered by the grand oil party, the GOP. 
Why did they do this? 

Because they are so tied to fossil 
fuels and gas and oil that they cannot 
see what lies ahead of us. That means 

investing in America for a change. 
That means having these vehicles man-
ufactured here in America and not 
being worried about China eating our 
lunch. 

They are the ones that are trying to 
flood the EU market. Do you think our 
European allies want to buy Chinese- 
made vehicles? 

No, they want to buy American-made 
vehicles because they are our allies. 
Please vote against this pro-China GOP 
bill. Vote for America and vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Madam 
Speaker, again, I agree, vote America. 
I urge my Democrat colleagues to re-
member that fossil fuels have raised 
more people around this planet across 
the globe out of poverty than any other 
fuel source on the planet, and America 
knows how to do that best. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
PENCE), my friend and colleague on the 
Energy and Commerce Committee. 

Mr. PENCE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
in support of my colleague’s legisla-
tion, the Choice in Automobile Retail 
Sales Act. 

I thank my colleague, Congressman 
WALBERG, for leading on this important 
legislation. After 3 years, it has be-
come abundantly clear that the admin-
istration’s approach is bad for my Hoo-
siers and bad for the Nation. 

You can’t create demand by forcing 
supply. EVs continue to pile up on 
dealer lots across the country and in 
my district. 

Almost daily, we hear of auto manu-
facturers that are tempering investor 
expectations because of underwhelming 
sales. The money is leaving. 

Simply put, people are not buying 
EVs. 

EPA’s aggressive rule is a de facto 
mandate on Hoosiers to switch to EVs. 

This legislation would curb EPA’s 
electrification-or-nothing approach 
and allow consumers to choose the best 
type of vehicle that fits the needs of 
their family. 

As I have repeatedly stated, this ad-
ministration is fundamentally ignoring 
the reality of energy distribution. 

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

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Madam 
Speaker, I yield an additional 30 sec-
onds to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. PENCE. EVs may make sense for 
densely populated areas, but the lack 
of range and insufficient towing capa-
bilities do not meet the needs of rural 
Indiana’s Sixth District. 

The CARS Act will begin to bring 
sensible policy back to the forefront 
and allow American innovation to lead 
the way to the next generation of 
transportation. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support the bill. 

b 1300 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. RUIZ), who is a member 
of our committee. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:38 Dec 07, 2023 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00015 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K06DE7.027 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 — HOUSEH6162 December 6, 2023 
Mr. RUIZ. Madam Speaker, last 

week, the Department of Energy’s Geo-
thermal Technologies Office released 
the most comprehensive analysis to 
date, quantifying the domestic lithium 
resources in the Salton Sea region of 
Imperial Valley, also known as Lith-
ium Valley in my district. 

The analysis found that Lithium Val-
ley’s total resources could produce 
enough lithium to manufacture over 
375 million total electric vehicle bat-
teries. This is more than the total 
number of cars currently on the road in 
the United States today. That is a lot 
of lithium and a lot of electric vehi-
cles, and that will lower the cost of 
electric vehicles for everyone in our 
Nation. 

Lithium Valley is a great example of 
how domestic solutions exist for our 
domestic and global supply chains, and 
my Republican colleagues should be as 
excited about this analysis as I am. 
Given their critical mineral supply 
chain concerns, I would think this is 
welcome news. However, instead of fo-
cusing our efforts on how to best lever-
age this report to further our domestic 
lithium production, we are here debat-
ing a bill that will do the exact oppo-
site and harm our domestic supply 
chain efforts. 

H.R. 4468, the Choice in Automobile 
Retail Sales Act, would prohibit the 
EPA from finalizing their proposed rule 
on multipollutant emissions standards, 
drastically cutting into the develop-
ment and production of domestic tech-
nological innovations, such as electric 
vehicles and battery manufacturing, 
that our Nation needs. 

Madam Speaker, I strongly oppose 
this bill in its entirety. In addition to 
slowing down our country’s ability to 
compete with China on electric vehi-
cles in the global market, it is a direct 
attack on our Nation’s ability to curb 
vehicle emissions and help rural and 
marginalized communities in their own 
districts suffering from the highest pol-
lution. 

My home State of California and, in 
particular, my district, California’s 
25th, have significant air pollution 
challenges. 

As a physician, I have seen the public 
health impacts of air pollution first-
hand. These consequences are serious 
and have very real bad effects on the 
lives of my constituents. From having 
to skip work to deal with air pollution- 
associated health challenges to spend-
ing money on unexpected healthcare 
costs, my constituents are experi-
encing the negative impacts of air pol-
lution every day. 

Recently, the American Thoracic So-
ciety released its latest ‘‘Health of the 
Air’’ report, which estimated that we 
can prevent over 21,000 deaths by clean-
ing up our air, and a major step in 
doing so is by reducing vehicle emis-
sions, which this bill will not do. 

What we should be doing is following 
California’s lead by taking concrete 
steps to reduce dangerous air pollution 
from transportation modalities. In-

stead, this bill specifically punishes 
California for its efforts, and that is 
unacceptable. 

California has chosen to make the 
health of Californians a priority. This 
bill should do the same for all Ameri-
cans, and I urge my colleagues to op-
pose this environmentally unfriendly 
and disastrous polluter-over-people 
bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. JOYCE). 

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, we are see-
ing President Biden put Green New 
Deal priorities ahead of Pennsylvania 
families. By proposing to eliminate 
gas-powered cars from our roads, the 
Biden administration is attempting to 
fundamentally change how Americans 
drive. 

The proposed rule from the EPA as-
sumes that battery electric vehicles 
will make up 60 percent of new cars in 
2030 and almost two-thirds by 2032. The 
basic facts show us that this assump-
tion is simply wrong and that attempt-
ing to ban the sale of internal combus-
tion engine cars, internal combustion 
engine trucks, and internal combustion 
engine SUVs that families in Pennsyl-
vania rely on is dangerous. 

This legislation is a vital part of 
stopping the Biden administration’s 
far-left, Green New Deal agenda from 
being implemented. 

In tandem with my legislation, the 
Preserving Choice in Vehicle Purchases 
Act, the CARS Act would help to en-
sure that the Clean Air Act, which is a 
51-year-old piece of legislation, is not 
manipulated to ban the sale of gas- 
powered vehicles. 

In the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, we have heard testimony from 
experts across the political spectrum, 
including members of the Biden admin-
istration, who say that transitioning to 
EVs would be costly and ineffective. 
Just this month, we heard from more 
than 4,000 car dealers, including 70 
from Pennsylvania, who say that 
transitioning to battery vehicles would 
be a disaster for drivers across our 
country. 

More than 95 percent of Americans 
use gas-powered vehicles. Demanding 
that they transition to battery electric 
vehicles in the next decade would be 
disastrous for our economy, 
unsustainable for our electric grid, and 
devastating to American families. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this legislation and 
put a stop to President Biden’s reckless 
use of agency rulemaking. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Michigan (Mrs. DINGELL), who is a 
member of our committee. 

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong opposition to H.R. 4468, 
the Choice in Automobile Retail Sales 
Act. I love my colleagues on the other 
side, but it is just disappointing that, 

yet again, another Republican mes-
saging bill is coming to the floor inten-
tionally to mislead and harm the 
American people. 

Even the United Auto Workers, who 
my colleagues say they are helping, 
say that this bill seeks to inject Amer-
ican union-made vehicles as a wedge 
issue in the culture war. 

I remind my colleagues, some of 
whom are young while some of us are 
seasoned, that it was years ago when 
gas prices went up and consumers 
wanted smaller cars. Japanese 
carmakers were prepared, and our do-
mestic auto industry was flatfooted. 
We weren’t ready to build small cars, 
and we took a beating. 

We cannot make that mistake again. 
We need to be ready to innovate, build 
these electric vehicles now, and do so 
in a competitive way. 

This bill is a blatant attack on the 
EPA and on our ability to, and how we 
will and must, compete in a global 
marketplace. It prevents the EPA from 
finalizing recently proposed new stand-
ards for light- and medium-duty vehi-
cles, which will save consumers up to 
$12,000 over the lifetime of their vehi-
cles. It will also reduce fine particle 
pollution that not only harms our envi-
ronment but leads to increased asthma 
attacks, heart attacks, strokes, lung 
cancer, and premature death. 

To be really clear, EPA is not impos-
ing an electric vehicle mandate. EPA’s 
standards actually would expand vehi-
cle choice by accelerating innovation 
in hybrid and fully electric vehicles 
and promote American manufacturing 
to keep us from relying on our adver-
saries. In total, EPA estimates that 
the net benefits of these standards 
would exceed $1 trillion. 

The bill we are debating will have 
widespread harmful effects on the fu-
ture of our auto industry. What scares 
me the most is this is going to enable 
China even more to potentially lead 
the global EV transition. 

I ask my colleagues, are we going to 
help China do anything? I am not. I 
will not cede American leadership to 
anyone. We cannot let future mobility 
be dictated to us by foreign competi-
tors when we are the ones who put the 
world on wheels. 

Mr. Speaker, we must continue to in-
vest in our EV transition so we don’t 
lose to China. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DESJARLAIS). The time of the gentle-
woman has expired. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
an additional 30 seconds to the gentle-
woman from Michigan. 

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I have 
talked to those dealers. The dealers 
aren’t opposed to EV vehicles. There is 
a rulemaking, and the rulemaking 
needs to take their input into consider-
ation. 

I am a car girl. I was born one, raised 
one, worked in it, and my district de-
pends on it. 

Let’s get serious. We need to get to 
work, and blocking our domestic auto 
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industry from innovating is no way to 
lead. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. WEBER). 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
this crazy push to make EVs the only 
choice for U.S. car buyers without first 
building out our domestic supply 
chains for critical minerals is a recipe 
for dependence on China and, by exten-
sion, defaulting to China’s filthy envi-
ronmental practices. 

Aren’t we already too beholden to 
China? It really stinks, but, yes, we 
are. 

Moreover, China’s EV companies 
have announced significant invest-
ments to manufacture EVs in Mexico, 
presumably to gain access to the North 
American car market. 

Why is the Biden White House hell-
bent on shoving their EV mandates 
down Americans’ throats? 

China is not our friend, Mr. Speaker, 
and unlike China’s treatment of their 
very own citizens, we should not be dic-
tating to Americans what they can or 
cannot drive. In America, we let con-
sumers choose the cars they drive. It is 
that simple. Even one of our speakers 
over there said that she chose to drive 
an EV. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote for this bill. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LEVIN). 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in strong opposition to H.R. 4468. This 
legislation is misguided and will take 
us backward in combating climate 
change and air pollution. 

If I may offer some brief history from 
my home State, for much of the mid- 
20th century, California was plagued by 
smog. Thankfully, the Clean Air Act 
allowed California to establish strong-
er vehicle emission standards than 
those at the Federal level. Standards 
like those in my home State empow-
ered the auto industry to produce bet-
ter, cleaner cars, which expanded 
American manufacturing and reduced 
our reliance on foreign oil. 

These standards were a win for con-
sumers, for our domestic auto indus-
try, and for meeting our air quality 
and climate goals. However, H.R. 4468 
would erase the decades of progress we 
have made by blocking EPA from re-
ducing air and climate pollution. 

In fact, the only party that would 
benefit from rolling back EPA’s efforts 
to slash air pollution is the fossil fuel 
industry. 

This bill isn’t based in science, and it 
fails to recognize the climate impacts 
our constituents are already feeling. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Mr. Georgia (Mr. ALLEN). 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of H.R. 4468, the Choice in 
Automobile Retail Sales Act, or CARS 
Act. 

The American people shouldn’t be 
told by unelected bureaucrats which 
car best suits their needs and the needs 
of their families, but the Biden admin-
istration is seeking to do so through 
some backdoor policymaking aimed at 
taking gas-powered engines off the 
market. 

Let me be clear: This is not about 
being anti-electric vehicle. This is 
about being pro-consumer choice. De-
mand should be driven by consumer 
preferences and budgets. 

Let’s look at the facts. According to 
a report from the Alliance for Auto-
motive Innovation, gasoline-powered 
cars and trucks represented 93 percent 
of all new vehicle sales in 2022. Accord-
ing to Congressional Budget Office pro-
jections, electric vehicles will account 
for only 30 to 56 percent of new car 
sales by 2032. 

Even with the outrageous incentives 
for electric vehicles that are being sub-
sidized by taxpayers, which are in-
cluded in Biden’s so-called Inflation 
Reduction Act, this policy will fall well 
short of EPA’s goal of two-thirds of 
new car sales being electric vehicles. 

No matter how much the government 
floods the market with requirements 
that squeeze out internal combustion 
engines and require electric vehicles, if 
consumers don’t want to buy the cars, 
then they should not be forced to do so. 

The CARS Act will stop the EPA’s 
current light- and medium-duty vehi-
cle regulations and, instead, allow con-
sumers and the market to determine 
the cars and engine technology needed 
and save billions in taxpayer subsidies. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of the 
bill and consumer choice. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. TAKANO). 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong opposition to H.R. 4468, 
House Republican’s latest attempt to 
undermine climate change action 
taken by the Biden administration and 
dismiss the high risks presented by air 
pollution for communities like mine. 

My district falls within the South 
Coast Air Basin, which has the worst 
air pollution in the entire country. In-
land Empire residents have higher lev-
els of cardiovascular disease, childhood 
asthma, and other respiratory diseases 
compared to the national average as a 
result. 

b 1315 
The EPA’s proposed rule, which this 

bill would inhibit, reduces car emis-
sions, drives innovation of clean tech-
nologies, and improves public health in 
my district and across the country. 

My constituents deserve to breathe 
clean air and live healthy lives. We 
should all support EPA’s efforts to ad-
dress health disparities and combat cli-
mate change. 

Mr. Speaker, I implore my colleagues 
to vote against this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. BALDERSON), my friend, 
colleague, and neighbor. 

Mr. BALDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 4468, the CARS 
Act. 

President Biden has made it clear 
since day one that he will use the full 
weight and power of his office to push 
a radical climate agenda at the expense 
of consumer choice and American en-
ergy security. 

His rush-to-green agenda, drawn up 
and enforced by Washington bureau-
crats, pushes for a one-size-fits-all ap-
proach to vehicle purchases. 

The Biden administration’s standards 
would mandate that two-thirds of all 
new vehicles sold by 2032 be electric. 
The standards strong-arm manufactur-
ers into building cars that simply do 
not reflect market demand. 

In fact, last month nearly 4,000 car 
dealers from all 50 States joined a let-
ter to President Biden urging him to 
slow down the EPA’s proposed rule. 

Just last week, Consumer Reports re-
leased a survey showing that electric 
vehicles proved far less reliable than 
internal combustion engine counter-
parts. 

The survey found that EV model 
years 2021 through 2023 encountered 
nearly 80 percent more problems com-
pared to the conventional vehicles. It 
is no wonder Ford and GM recently an-
nounced they are cutting back invest-
ments in EV production and reas-
sessing their EV production goals for 
the first half of 2024. The American 
people just aren’t buying them. 

Furthermore, the EPA’s rule, if im-
plemented, will increase the strain on 
our electric grid at a time when mis-
guided State and Federal energy poli-
cies are already driving power plants to 
retirement. 

With the passage of this legislation 
today, we can reaffirm our support of 
the free market and consumer choice. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to vote in support of the 
CARES Act today. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DESAULNIER). 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Speaker, as a 
former member of the California Air 
Resources Board having been a Repub-
lican appointee by Governor Pete Wil-
son and having served under two Re-
publicans and one Democratic Gov-
ernor, I have seen the modeling first-
hand to know the importance of reduc-
ing our transportation omissions. It is 
through this lens that I strongly op-
pose H.R. 4468. 

This bill would not only prevent the 
EPA from implementing its newest and 
strongest emission standards, but it 
would also block EPA from finalizing 
vehicle emission standards that indi-
rectly result in the phasing out of any 
specific engine technology, which could 
deal a fatal blow to innovation and the 
deployment of alternative fuel ener-
gies, including electric vehicles. 
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EPA’s proposed standards that this 

bill would eliminate, reduces 7.3 billion 
metric tons of carbon pollution and 
15,000 tons of particulate matter pollu-
tion, which would provide between $63 
and $280 billion in health benefits to 
Americans. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly oppose this 
bill and partisan efforts to thwart EV 
development and hinder emissions re-
ductions. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. CARTER). 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in support of this bill 
because American consumers are di-
rectly impacted by the cost of vehicles. 

Unfortunately, the EPA is trying to 
force Americans into only being able to 
pick from some of the most expensive 
vehicles on the market—electric vehi-
cles. 

The Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee received testimony in April 
that the average price of an EV is 
$13,000 more than the average price of 
an internal combustion engine vehicle. 

Detroit News Editorial Board re-
ported last week that the new average 
EV list price was 28 percent higher 
than a gasoline vehicle last month, ac-
cording to CarGurus. 

In addition, insurance for an EV is 
also $44 more expensive per month 
versus $528 more expensive per year 
than insurance for gas-powered cars. 
EVs are 50 percent more expensive to 
fix in the case of an accident, according 
to Forbes. 

The price of a vehicle is incredibly 
important to my constituents and 
those of my colleagues because access 
to a car is tied to improved economic 
outcomes for low-income households. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this 
bill to preserve affordable vehicle 
choices for Americans. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia (Ms. MCCLELLAN). 

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Ranking Member PALLONE for 
his leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi-
tion to H.R. 4468. I have listened as the 
party that is actively trying to strip 
away America’s personal freedoms and 
rights is disguising its antiscience, 
anticlimate legislation as protecting 
choice and personal freedom. That is 
rich. 

House Republicans are putting pol-
luters over people, yet again 
prioritizing special interests over the 
health and well-being of Americans. 

This deeply harmful bill would under-
mine the EPA’s authority to finalize 
proposed emission standards and pre-
vent the agency from taking future ac-
tion to protect the public from dan-
gerous air pollution. 

Their opposition to the rule has very 
real impacts for historically 
marginalized environmental justice 
communities, most often low-income 
communities of color, many of which I 
represent, who live near the roadways. 

We know greenhouse gas emissions 
and other pollutants can cause a host 
of adverse public health impacts, in-
cluding higher rates of cancer, res-
piratory illness, and preterm births, 
which is why we cannot stand by while 
House Republicans work to curtail 
EPA’s authority. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on this irrespon-
sible bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Idaho (Mr. FULCHER). 

Mr. FULCHER. Mr. Speaker, the 
EPA is forcing electric vehicles upon 
Americans by using a tailpipe emis-
sions rule designed to phase out vehi-
cles with internal combustion engines. 
In so doing, the EPA imposes an un-
wise restrictive policy and eliminates 
consumer choice. 

The Clean Air Act directs the EPA to 
reduce pollutant emissions from vehi-
cles themselves; however, electric vehi-
cles are entirely separate products. 
They are not emission-controlled de-
vices like catalytic converters in com-
bustion engine cars. 

By setting emission standards at a 
stringent rate, the EPA is essentially 
mandating substitution of a different 
product to comply with tailpipe stand-
ards. 

This goes beyond existing authority 
and tries to circumvent congressional 
powers, and that is illegal. 

Instead of ripping away consumer 
choice, the EPA should do its job and 
stop enforcing irrelevant rules to meet 
political objectives. Those in favor of 
the EPA’s rules here use the term 
‘‘sound science.’’ Well, cutting off vehi-
cles that have shown tremendous im-
provements in efficiency with less 
emissions is denying scientific gains. 

What would actually help Americans 
is driving lower fuel prices through do-
mestic production with reliable base-
load energy sources like nuclear, 
hydro, geothermal, natural gas, and 
clean burning coal. 

We need to stop attempting to con-
trol what vehicle drivers can purchase 
and instead focus on what the people 
elected them to do. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to protect peo-
ple’s rights and choices, and pass H.R. 
4468, the CARS Act. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, may I 
inquire as to the time remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey has 21⁄2 min-
utes remaining. The gentleman from 
Ohio has 61⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. PFLUGER), my friend and 
outstanding member of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee. 

Mr. PFLUGER. Mr. Speaker, if this 
was a ‘‘Jeopardy!’’ game, it would be 
called: Here we go again for a thou-
sand. 

Mr. Speaker, if we look at what the 
EPA has done to overreach, we are 

talking hundreds of proposed rules that 
they have overreached on telling the 
American public what they can and 
can’t do. 

Mr. Speaker, if it were allowed under 
House rules, I would address the gal-
lery and I would ask the gallery, raise 
your hand if you like the fact that the 
President of the United States is going 
to tell you what kind of vehicle you 
can and cannot drive. 

It is not necessarily allowed under 
House rules, but I am guessing, because 
my district doesn’t like it, that most 
Americans don’t like it either. 

Today, we are going to stop the EPA 
from outlawing gas-powered vehicles. 
The CARS Act places a critical stop 
sign on this failed path toward forcing 
all Americans to own electric vehicles. 
Not only does this legislation prohibit 
the EPA from enforcing a ban, but it 
also acknowledges the abuse that the 
EPA has done. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to be an 
original cosponsor, and I thank Mr. 
WALBERG for leading this legislation. 
The Energy and Commerce Committee 
is leading the way to energy dominance 
and allowing Americans to make their 
own choices that they very much need 
to be able to make. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from ref-
erencing the occupants in the gallery. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. OBERNOLTE). 

Mr. OBERNOLTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in strong support of H.R. 4468, the 
Choice in Automotive Retail Sales Act. 

A few months ago, the EPA proposed 
a new rule that would effectively re-
quire the vast majority of automobiles 
sold in the United States to be electric 
within just a few years. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have nothing 
against electric vehicles, but I feel 
very strongly that American families 
should be empowered to choose the ve-
hicle that best meets their needs rath-
er than having their government make 
that decision for them. 

Mr. Speaker, I represent over 100,000 
people who commute from my rural 
California district back and forth into 
Los Angeles every single day. For 
those people, an electric vehicle is not 
only unaffordable, it is also imprac-
tical. 

Preserving their ability to make 
their own choice on this issue also pre-
serves the market forces that 
incentivize manufacturers to continue 
to lower the cost of electric vehicles 
and increase their quality. 

Mr. Speaker, that is good not only 
for families, but also for the environ-
ment. That is why I am proud to be a 
cosponsor of this legislation, and I urge 
my colleagues to support it. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. STAUBER). 
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Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today in support of H.R. 4468, the 
Choice in Automobile Retail Sales Act. 

The out-of-touch government dic-
tated EV mandates pushed by this ad-
ministration are an attack on our way 
of life in northern Minnesota and 
across this country. 

Many of my constituents not only 
can’t afford an EV, they don’t want to 
purchase an EV because they are not 
compatible with our daily lives. How 
are we supposed to reliably drive an EV 
when its battery has the potential to 
lose 50 percent of its range in Min-
nesota’s subzero temperatures? 

Let’s not forget that the critical 
minerals used to make these EVs are 
sourced from Chinese Communist 
Party-controlled mines in places like 
the Congo and Indonesia—mines that 
have zero environmental standards, 
mines that have zero labor standards, 
and mines that use child slave labor. 

Thanks to this administration’s re-
fusal to support responsible, domestic 
mining, their EV mandate will only in-
crease our reliance on the Chinese 
Communist Party for critical minerals. 

Mr. Speaker, I will remind you and 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle that the biggest copper nickel 
find is in northern Minnesota, the Du-
luth Complex—95 percent of our nickel 
reserve, over 88 percent of our cobalt, 
and a third of our copper and other 
platinum group metals that help make 
electric vehicles—and this administra-
tion just pulled the leases. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of H.R. 
4468. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
may I inquire as to the time remain-
ing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Ohio has 3 minutes re-
maining. The gentleman from New Jer-
sey has 21⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS), an auto dealer. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in support of H.R. 4468, 
and in full disclosure, I am a car deal-
er. I am, frankly, the expert in the 
room. 

This legislation would stop the EPA 
from implementing a rule that is an at-
tack on hardworking Americans and, if 
implemented, would decimate small 
businesses and wreak havoc on the 
pocketbooks of families. 

As chairman of the House Committee 
on Small Business and owner and oper-
ator and expert in car dealerships in 
Texas for over 52 years, I have seen 
firsthand the impact that overregula-
tion can have on small businesses. 
Competition drives my industry, not 
government innovations. By the way, 
no one wants to buy an EV vehicle. 

We are a country of competition, of 
risk and reward, and the Federal Gov-
ernment should not be in the car busi-
ness. We must allow individuals to 
choose the vehicle that best suits their 

needs, not the government or Joe 
Biden. 

The EPA’s proposed rule would have 
heightened impact on hardworking 
American families with an estimated 
increase in costs from maintenance to 
interest costs to lack of equity. It is 
clear President Biden’s EPA are out of 
touch with the American people by ig-
noring out-of-control inflation while 
pushing a green energy bailout. 

The customer is getting hammered 
again and your local car dealer is get-
ting hammered again. The proposed 
rule would also increase our depend-
ency on China, something the adminis-
tration seems determined to ensure 
happens. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
stand with the American people and 
Main Street America and vote for H.R. 
4468. 

b 1330 
Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself the balance of my time to close. 
The amazing thing to me is that 

today during the debate, I heard very 
few statements on the part of the Re-
publicans about clean air. 

This is all about the Clean Air Act 
and the fact that the EPA is trying to 
set standards that will eliminate pollu-
tion and make it easier for people to 
breathe and not be negatively impacted 
by pollution that is in the air. What 
the Republicans want to do is gut the 
Clean Air Act so those standards can-
not be put in place. 

Now, they also mentioned China con-
stantly, over and over again. The fact 
of the matter is that with this bill, 
they would be putting China in charge. 
China is the country—Beijing—that 
imposes the mandates. What the EPA 
does is basically say in order to achieve 
cleaner air, we are saying to the car 
manufacturers, they have to do certain 
things, but they still have the choice of 
what kind of vehicles to produce, 
whether it be a hybrid, an electric, or 
a gasoline-combustion vehicle. 

All those vehicles are still going to 
be available, are still going to be man-
ufactured. It is just that they are going 
to have fewer or no emissions, and the 
air will be cleaner for Americans to 
breathe. 

Now, the ultimate thing is when the 
Republicans talk about the workers 
and the jobs. The fact of the matter is, 
the United Auto Workers—which rep-
resents most of the car makers, or all 
of them as far as I know—are opposed 
to this bill. The reason for their opposi-
tion is because they want to continue 
to manufacture cars. 

They don’t want China to continue to 
innovate and essentially start to cor-
ner the world market on electric vehi-
cles or even other vehicles. If that hap-
pens, the number of jobs here in the 
United States will be diminished. They 
are saying we oppose this bill because 
we want to create more cars and create 
more jobs, and we want the United 
States to continue to be the leader. 

For all these reasons—for cleaner air, 
to keep American leadership above any 

competition with China, to make sure 
there continue to be choices with the 
cars that you buy through your manu-
facturers—I urge my colleagues to 
strongly oppose this bill, which I think 
is going to take away the American 
leadership in car manufacturing and 
innovation and so many other things. 

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

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
LAMALFA), my friend and colleague, to 
close. 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, what it 
really boils down to is choice for Amer-
icans, affordable choices. Just because 
we want to be part of this green agenda 
here, constantly crying about climate 
change doesn’t mean it is going to be 
good for Americans. 

These mandates, for example, on 
trucks will add 16,000 pounds of weight 
that is no longer part of the cargo ca-
pacity for trucks. On automobiles, it is 
adding about $13,000 to the price of a 
car. 

Little credit has been given for how 
efficient and clean internal combustion 
engines run these days. This is all a big 
CO2 scam. I remind you; CO2 is only 
0.04 percent of our atmosphere. 

Let’s go back in the direction of al-
lowing people to have choices of the 
best manufactured cars that come from 
right here in America instead of giving 
it over to China, which is what will 
happen on the mined products, the 
labor, so many other things. 

Americans can figure out what they 
like. They certainly don’t need Cali-
fornia mandates that have already 
failed in the past and the Federal Gov-
ernment dictating to them what their 
choices are in driving. 

H.R. 4468 is a good, righteous bill. 
Let’s support that and help people con-
tinue to have the choices they want in 
this country and not be mandated by 
Congress or certainly California. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
that was my closing, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate on the bill has expired. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. JOHNSON OF 

OHIO 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is now 

in order to consider amendment No. 1 
printed in part A of House Report 118– 
298. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise as the designee of the gentle-
woman from Washington, and I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 4, strike lines 1 through 6, and insert 
the following: 

‘‘(B) Any regulation proposed or pre-
scribed, including any revision to a regula-
tion, under paragraph (1) on or after January 
1, 2021, shall not— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 906, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. JOHNSON) and a 
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Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
the purpose of the CARS Act is to per-
mit Americans, not the executive 
branch of the Federal Government, to 
continue deciding what type of car 
makes the most sense for them. 

The purpose is not to reopen decades- 
old requirements that Americans have 
become accustomed to with their cars, 
and which manufacturers consider to 
be standard—whether it is the cata-
lytic converter or the onboard diag-
nostic system, especially because those 
regulations were not trying to do away 
with an engine type—but, rather, to 
just address the most harmful pollu-
tion coming from that car. 

Rather than creating any confusion 
for EPA, automakers, or the public, or 
leading to unintended consequences or 
unnecessary litigation, this amend-
ment sets a limit on how far back in 
time the provisions of H.R. 4468 apply. 

Instead of applying to any regulation 
ever issued in the history of the au-
thority provided under Clean Air Act 
section 202(a), the manager’s amend-
ment caps the retroactivity of the 
bill’s provisions to section 202(a) regu-
lations, including revisions, proposed 
or prescribed on or after January 1, 
2021. 

By adding this date, the legislation 
focuses on pushing back on regulations 
that would have the Federal Govern-
ment, and not Americans, decide what 
kinds of cars they should be able to 
drive. 

For over 100 years, Americans have 
been free to buy their own mode of 
transportation based upon what is 
available, reliable, affordable, and 
functional for their lives. Quite frank-
ly, it was because of these criteria that 
electric vehicles never took off with 
American consumers, but the Model T 
did. 

The Congressional Budget Office has 
concluded that adopting this amend-
ment would have an insignificant net 
effect on the deficit. 

I urge all Members to support the 
amendment, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, this 
amendment would revise the look-back 
portion of the bill that requires EPA to 
revise all previous regulations to con-
form with the bill’s vague metrics on 
limiting availability of vehicles. 

This amendment would shorten this 
period to only apply to rules finalized 
under the Biden administration, so 
please understand what they are doing 
here is saying that the only thing we 
are going to revoke, essentially, are 
the rules that were finalized under 
President Biden. I mean, nothing could 
be clearer that this amendment is 

based on politics and not policy by lim-
iting the revocation to the Biden ad-
ministration. 

This amendment does not improve 
the legislation in any way. It fails to 
address the fundamental problems with 
the underlying bill. The amendment is 
essentially trying to go back in time to 
the failed policies of the Trump EPA. 
We would literally be moving back-
wards in our efforts to address the cli-
mate crisis and decarbonize the trans-
portation sector and trying to elimi-
nate pollution that affects Americans. 

The amendment doesn’t address any 
of the concerns that my Republican 
colleagues claim to have about electric 
vehicles. This amendment simply dou-
bles down on Republicans’ attacks on 
EPA’s authority, public health, and 
regulatory certainty. 

It does absolutely nothing to support 
our domestic vehicle manufacturing in-
dustry, like boost American competi-
tiveness, counter China, or strengthen 
our economy. 

This is just blatantly political, and I 
urge my colleagues to oppose the 
amendment as well as the underlying 
bill. 

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

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself the balance of my time 
to close. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s look at what we 
have heard today. If we want to help 
America’s autoworkers, then let’s keep 
them on the job. It takes a lot less 
labor to make electric vehicles than it 
does to make combustion engine vehi-
cles. 

If we want to protect the environ-
ment, then let’s keep China from doing 
all the mining and refining of the rare 
earth minerals and critical materials, 
and supply chain that we actually need 
to make electric vehicles here in Amer-
ica. 

If we want to stop supporting China, 
rather than buy Chinese cars, which is 
where this is ultimately going to go if 
we continue down this road, let’s per-
mit mining and refining of critical ma-
terials right here in America so when 
we do make electric vehicles, and we 
give the American people a choice 
about purchasing those vehicles, they 
are made with American materials 
mined and refined in America by Amer-
ican workers rather than putting 
money in the pockets of the Chinese 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
think about what the future looks like. 
We need to rein in the EPA’s egregious 
rule mandating electric vehicles. 

Let me remind you, Republicans are 
not opposed to electric vehicles. I have 
a lot of friends who own electric vehi-
cles. Not very many of them live in Ap-
palachia, rural communities, where 
they are impractical and unaffordable, 
but if we want to empower the Amer-
ican people with choice, then we need 
to roll back this EV mandate because 
the day will come when the only choice 
that people will have is to buy a car 

that is manufactured in China by 
China. That will be the only thing that 
is going to be available because we 
can’t get permits here in America to do 
our mining and refining of those crit-
ical materials. 

China has already sent signals that 
they are going to start and have al-
ready started withholding those crit-
ical materials that we need to make 
electric vehicles. 

The Chinese are setting a trap. God 
forbid if we let the Biden administra-
tion force us to fall into that trap. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of H.R. 4468, the Choice in Automobile 
Retail Sales Act. I urge my colleagues 
to support it, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the previous question 
is ordered on the bill and on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. JOHNSON). 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. JOHNSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further 
consideration of H.R. 4468 is postponed. 

f 

b 1345 

DEFENDING EDUCATION TRANS-
PARENCY AND ENDING ROGUE 
REGIMES ENGAGING IN NEFAR-
IOUS TRANSACTIONS ACT 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 906 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 5933. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Guam (Mr. MOYLAN) to preside 
over the Committee of the Whole. 

b 1346 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5933) to 
amend the Higher Education Act of 
1965 to require additional information 
in disclosures of foreign gifts and con-
tracts from foreign sources, restrict 
contracts with certain foreign entities 
and foreign countries of concern, re-
quire certain staff and faculty to re-
port foreign gifts and contracts, and re-
quire disclosure of certain foreign in-
vestments within endowments, with 
Mr. MOYLAN in the chair. 
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