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State and local law enforcement agen-
cies. 

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

Mr. Speaker, this legislation intrudes 
on the States’ ability to make their 
own judgments about public safety, 
concealed firearms, and the regulation 
of their own law enforcement and 
would make us all less safe. 

We hear from the other side of the 
aisle all the time about States’ rights. 
Then, we get legislation like this that 
overrules the States and says we know 
best about issues of public safety. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to op-
pose the bill, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. MOORE of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, our colleagues across the aisle very 
often told us that we didn’t need fire-
arms to protect ourselves, that they 
would send the police, and then last 
year and the year before, they were 
calling to defund the police. The very 
constituents that they said, don’t 
worry, you can call the police, they 
want to defund. 

Now, they want to disarm retired law 
enforcement officers, who could be 
Johnny-on-the-spot, in many cases, to 
save civilian lives. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support this legislation, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 1227, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill, as amended. 

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. The 
question is on passage of the bill. 

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

Mr. MOORE of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

POLICE OUR BORDER ACT 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 8146. 

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

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

ant to House Resolution 1227 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. 8146. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. RUTHERFORD) to pre-
side over the Committee of the Whole. 
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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. 8146) to 
require a report by the Attorney Gen-
eral on the impact the border crisis is 
having on law enforcement at the Fed-
eral, State, local, and Tribal level, with 
Mr. RUTHERFORD in the chair. 

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

ant to the rule, the bill is considered 
read the first time. 

General debate shall be confined to 
the bill and shall not exceed 1 hour 
equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on the Judiciary or 
their respective designees. 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK) and the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. NADLER) each will con-
trol 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chair, on Inauguration Day of 
2021, our borders were secure. The 
Trump remain in Mexico policy had cut 
phony asylum claims to a trickle. The 
border wall was nearing completion. 
The court-ordered deportations were 
being enforced. By the end of that day, 
President Biden had reversed those 
policies, and thus began the greatest il-
legal mass migration in history. 

Since that day, he has allowed 6.9 
million illegal migrants to enter our 
country and demand free food, free 
clothing, free legal assistance, free 
education, free shelter, free lodging, 
free phones, and free cash. Except, of 
course, it is not the least bit free. It all 
comes out of the earnings of American 
families and out of the services that we 
set aside for Americans in need. 

Unlike legal immigrants who obey 
our laws and do everything our country 
asks of them, the first act of these 6.9 
million aliens who have illegally en-
tered our country is to commit a Fed-
eral crime. I have watched them per-
sonally taunt our Border Patrol at the 
border as they do so. 

Woke cities and States have passed 
sanctuary laws that forbid our law en-
forcement officials to turn over illegal 
aliens who have committed other 
crimes to ICE for deportation as the 
law requires. This administration has 
made these policies national by refus-
ing to enforce over a million court-or-
dered deportations. 

It shouldn’t surprise us that many 
who are willing to violate our immi-
gration laws are also willing to violate 
the rest of our laws, as well. The num-
ber of terrorist suspects that the Bor-
der Patrol has encountered has 
ballooned exponentially, and law en-
forcement officials are warning that 

among the 1.9 million got-aways— 
mostly single, military-aged men—is 
likely a dangerous fifth column, which 
could soon launch devastating attacks 
within our borders. 

Fentanyl brought in through the 
open border is killing hundreds of 
Americans every day. The Democrats’ 
sanctuary policies hamstring attempts 
to deport criminal illegal aliens. Worst 
of all, the admission of untold thou-
sands of the most vicious gang mem-
bers on the planet is now producing a 
terrible butcher’s bill of murders and 
assaults on Americans. 

When the Federation for American 
Immigration Reform looked at the re-
quests by States to be reimbursed for 
the cost of incarcerating aliens, they 
found that immigrants are 231 percent 
more likely jailed for crimes in Cali-
fornia, 440 percent more likely in New 
Jersey, and 60 percent more likely in 
Texas, just to name a few. 

Immigrants are 231 percent more 
likely to be jailed in California, accord-
ing to their own SCAAP numbers. You 
won’t find that anywhere else because 
it is illegal in California to otherwise 
report the immigration status of crimi-
nals and criminal suspects. By their 
criteria, not a single crime is com-
mitted by illegals in California, yet 
their jails are overflowing with them. 

As of last December, there were at 
least 617,000 aliens on Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement’s non-detained 
docket who have criminal convictions 
or pending criminal charges. Yet, these 
dangerous offenders are out on Amer-
ican streets, free to re-offend. 

This past year, Mr. Biden removed 60 
percent fewer criminal illegal aliens 
than Trump did in 2019 despite an expo-
nential increase of illegal aliens enter-
ing our country, and we are seeing the 
results every day in murders and as-
saults on America’s streets and in 
empty chairs at Americans’ family din-
ner tables. 

Earlier this year, New York City Po-
lice Commissioner Edward Caban de-
clared that ‘‘a wave of migrant crime 
has washed over our city.’’ He should 
know because, earlier this year, a 
group of illegal aliens brutally as-
saulted two NYPD officers. New York 
Mayor Eric Adams described the as-
sault as ‘‘an attack on the foundation 
of our symbol of safety.’’ He then 
called on the city council to consider if 
there should be more collaboration 
with Federal immigration officials. I 
suppose it is better late than never. 

The bill before us today, H.R. 8146, 
the Police Our Border Act, requires the 
Attorney General to submit a report to 
Congress on the impact of the Biden 
border policies on law enforcement of-
ficers. This report would document of-
ficer safety concerns that are linked to 
increased cross-border movement, such 
as fentanyl exposure and assaults on 
law enforcement officers. The report 
would also examine the overall burden 
of this unfolding tragedy on law en-
forcement capabilities and officer mo-
rale. 
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Our men and women in blue continue 

to protect our communities even when 
our communities don’t fully support 
them. We owe them better as a nation. 
With this measure, we declare our de-
termination to recognize and document 
the threats they face so that we can 
enact measures to make it harder for a 
President to ever again unleash these 
threats upon the American people. 

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to 
support the bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chair, this year, our Republican 
majority has wasted time passing three 
different but equally meaningless reso-
lutions related to the Biden adminis-
tration’s immigration policies. This 
week, we debated a fourth. 

We now move on to yet another 
meaningless and poorly written piece 
of immigration legislation. Just like 
the four resolutions, this bill is full of 
empty rhetoric that will do nothing to 
solve the situation at the border. 

b 1400 

Not a single dollar will go to help our 
law enforcement agents at the border 
as a result of this bill. Not a single per-
son will be denied entry to this country 
as a result of this bill. Not a single 
community will be made safer as a re-
sult of this bill. 

It is just another stale attempt to de-
monize and fearmonger about immi-
grants wrapped in fresh packaging. 

The bill itself is an oddly written and 
thrown together reporting bill that 
claims to require the Attorney General 
to produce a report on the impact of 
the Biden border crisis on Federal, 
State and Tribal law enforcement. 

When it comes to reporting bills, I 
am usually supportive. It is essential 
for us to conduct oversight of the exec-
utive branch, and reports are an impor-
tant way to do that. 

Unfortunately, this bill is such a 
sham and is riddled with so much mis-
information and blatantly partisan po-
litical rhetoric masquerading as fact 
that I cannot support it. 

Here is just one example of how poor-
ly written the bill is. It requires the 
Attorney General to report on the im-
pact of the so-called Biden border crisis 
without defining that term. Without a 
definition, the term is meaningless, 
and the Attorney General would have 
no guidance to know what data the re-
port should actually contain. 

The obvious cheap political rhetoric 
exposes this legislation as an unserious 
messaging bill. Beyond that, in a world 
where my Republican colleagues con-
sistently say that they do not trust the 
Attorney General to carry out their in-
tent, the lack of definitions makes lit-
tle sense. 

The bill also attempts, incorrectly, 
to paint undocumented migrants as 
being the primary source of fentanyl 
brought into the country, when we 
know that this is not true. The vast 
majority of fentanyl is seized at ports 

of entry, trafficked by U.S. citizens. 
Over 86 percent of those convicted for 
fentanyl-related drug trafficking con-
victions are U.S. citizens. 

Furthermore, cartels are not risking 
their product on people who illicitly 
cross the border between points of 
entry. In fiscal year 2023, CBP seized 
approximately 27,000 pounds of 
fentanyl. Less than 10 percent of those 
drugs were seized by the Border Patrol. 

The vast majority, or roughly 90 per-
cent of fentanyl, was seized by the Of-
fice of Field Operations, which mans 
the ports of entry. 

Lastly, the bill asks the Attorney 
General to report on the resources de-
voted to addressing the border and the 
resources that are ‘‘not available to 
law enforcement agencies.’’ 

However, at every turn, it has been 
Republicans who have voted against 
giving DHS the resources it needs to do 
its job. In 2021, all but six current 
House Republicans voted against the 
bipartisan infrastructure deal, which 
provided additional funding to mod-
ernize ports of entry and allow for non-
intrusive inspections to combat the 
smuggling of people and drugs. 

Likewise, all but two current House 
Republicans voted against providing 
robust funding for Customs and Border 
Protection and border security oper-
ations in the FY 2023 appropriations 
omnibus legislation. 

That bill provided more than $17 bil-
lion to CBP, including $60 million to 
hire an additional 125 CBP officers and 
$70 million for nonintrusive inspection 
technology to detect narcotics and fire-
arms at ports of entry. 

When it comes to the President’s sup-
plemental request, which would pro-
vide $14 billion for border security, we 
have not had a single hearing, let alone 
a vote on the request. The President 
has requested vital funds for 375 immi-
gration judges and 1,600 asylum officers 
to speed up processing of asylum 
claims so that people could get their 
asylum claims adjudicated in weeks, 
not in years. 

The Republicans are fond of talking 
about catch and release, but that is be-
cause it takes years for someone to get 
his asylum case adjudicated. The Presi-
dent has requested these funds, and if 
he got the 375 immigration judges and 
1,600 asylum officers as well as the 
funds, you would adjudicate these cases 
in weeks, not years. 

He has also asked for funds for addi-
tional personnel at ports of entry and 
technology to stop drugs from coming 
into the country. The Republicans have 
said no. 

As a final indication of just how 
unserious this bill is, its findings state 
that Congress should pass and the 
President should sign into law ‘‘strong 
border security legislation.’’ 

Never mind the fact that it was 
House Republicans who walked away 
from a bill negotiated by one of the 
most conservative Members of the Sen-
ate, a bill that Senator MCCONNELL 
called the toughest border bill in 30 

years, all because Donald Trump told 
them he wanted the issue for the elec-
tion, not a solution. 

Now, I know my Republican friends 
will say, well, there is H.R. 2, which is 
a better bill. Well, I don’t know wheth-
er it is a better bill, but it is a bill that 
cannot pass. It could not get more than 
32 votes in the Senate with 49 Repub-
lican Members. 

You don’t get strong border security 
legislation by passing congressional 
resolutions and reports. You have to do 
the hard work of legislating, but that 
appears to be far beyond the capacity 
of this Republican majority. Instead, 
they are reduced to pointless bills like 
this that accomplish nothing and are 
full of misleading talking points. 

We deserve better than this waste of 
time. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose this 
legislation, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chair, when 
my friend complains about partisan 
Republican rhetoric, I would advise 
him to listen to his own constituents 
who are begging their Representatives 
in New York and Chicago and Denver 
whose social services are being over-
whelmed by the tidal wave of illegal 
immigration that this administration 
has unleashed and that my friend has 
defended every day in this House. 

He complains that the term ‘‘Biden 
border crisis’’ isn’t defined. He might 
want to open his eyes and look around 
him or open his ears to hear the pleas 
of his own constituents. 

Mr. Chair, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. D’ESPOSITO), the author 
of this measure. 

Mr. D’ESPOSITO. Mr. Chair, I am 
not really sure where to begin. 

My friend across the aisle said that 
we would talk about H.R. 2, but that it 
didn’t have the votes to pass. Well, I 
think we are in the same situation as 
the imaginary bill he talks about 
which never made it out of the Senate 
and wasn’t a solution. It was a sur-
render. 

If you need a definition of the ‘‘Biden 
border crisis,’’ let’s talk about the over 
8 million illegal migrants that have 
come over this border since Joe Biden 
has taken office. 

Let’s talk about the over 1.3 million 
known got-aways that have come into 
this country that we don’t know what 
they are doing, who they are talking 
to, or who they are associating with. 

Let’s talk about the record number 
of illegal narcotics that have come 
across the southern border. 

Let’s talk about the problems, the 
draining of resources that the migrant 
crisis, the Biden border crisis, is leav-
ing on law enforcement across this 
country. 

I am not just going to focus on police 
departments back in New York. Let’s 
start farther away. Let’s start with and 
talk about sheriffs and deputies along 
the southern border who have said that 
the Biden border crisis has affected 
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every single bit of industry in their 
State or county. 

Let’s talk about sheriffs that, Mr. 
Chair, we have visited who have said 
their jails are full to capacity. Why? 
Because of the Biden border crisis. 

I am not really sure what my good 
friend from New York across the aisle 
needs more explanation about the 
Biden border crisis, but I will tell you 
this: Law enforcement throughout this 
country has made it explicitly clear. 
They have made it explicitly clear that 
they need help, that they need commu-
nication, and that is exactly what this 
bill does. 

It is not a messaging bill. 
It requires the Justice Department to 

provide to law enforcement agencies 
information, intelligence, and explain 
to them the issues that are plaguing 
this country that the migrants are af-
fecting so that we, Congress, can pro-
vide the resources that these law en-
forcement agencies need. 

Now, this isn’t just Republicans talk-
ing about this. The very city that my 
friend across the aisle represents, the 
mayor of the city of New York, Eric 
Adams, has said: ‘‘The migrant crisis 
will destroy New York City.’’ 

I have to remind my friend across the 
aisle that the very department who 
provides him executive protection, the 
New York City Police Department, has 
said that they need more information 
and that communication between law 
enforcement agencies should be better. 
Whether it is Customs and Border Pro-
tection, whether it is local agencies, 
whether it is other Federal agencies, 
the communication should be better. 

So this is a step in the right direc-
tion to make sure that law enforce-
ment agencies throughout the country 
have the ability and have the informa-
tion that they need to effectively pro-
tect and serve the communities they 
represent. 

You see, H.R. 2 was a great starting 
point. Over a year ago, House Repub-
licans not only put H.R. 2 across the 
finish line in the Homeland Security 
Committee but got it across the finish 
line on the floor of this House. It was 
voted against by Democrats. It was 
sent over to the Senate where it has 
collected dust on CHUCK SCHUMER’s 
desk. It has collected dust, and in the 
process, the crisis at our southern bor-
der, Mr. Chair, the Biden border crisis, 
has gotten worse. It has affected more 
people. People have died because of the 
failed policies of Joe Biden and Sec-
retary Mayorkas. 

The fact that we have our colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle saying 
that this is about messaging, well, Mr. 
Chair, I wonder if they would deliver 
that same message to the family and 
loved ones of victims who have fallen 
prey to the Biden border crisis. 

Mr. Chair, when we are back home in 
our districts, we need to assure our 
constituents. They need to know that 
we are committed and dedicated to 
fact-finding and well-researched policy. 

Mr. Chair, the other side of the aisle 
can’t support this simply because they 

are trying to deny that there is even a 
crisis. The fact that we are wondering 
what is the definition of the Biden bor-
der crisis is actually scary. It is either 
they are not paying attention, they are 
not reading the newspapers, they are 
not focused on the facts, or they just 
don’t care. 

What I will tell you is there is a cri-
sis, and the crisis has gotten worse be-
cause of Joe Biden. 

We have seen migrants in some vid-
eos that have gone viral on social 
media. As a matter of fact, two of the 
victims of some of these crimes were 
my guests right here at the State of 
the Union, two members of the NYPD 
who were brutally attacked in Midtown 
Manhattan by illegal migrants. 

We know for a fact that migrants 
smuggle narcotics into this country. 
We know for a fact that illegal mi-
grants have been arrested for brutal 
crimes and for making communities 
less safe. 

We know for a fact that illegal mi-
grants have been part of burglary 
rings, not just in sanctuary cities, but 
in places that surround them, like my 
home on Long Island. 

This is a crisis. It is the Biden border 
crisis. This piece of legislation is com-
mon sense. It is about making sure 
that we provide the necessary informa-
tion, communication, and resources to 
law enforcement agencies throughout 
this country so that they can continue 
to do the best with what they have, 
they continue to do the best with the 
hurdles that are in front of them, that 
they continue to do the best because 
they are facing, just like all of us, the 
historic disaster at our southern border 
that is the Biden border crisis. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

My friend from New York talks about 
the Biden border crisis, and he talks 
about the bill that failed in the Senate 
because the former President, former 
President Trump, told the Senate, told 
Republicans not to vote for it because 
he wanted an issue. He didn’t want the 
problem solved; he wanted an issue. 

b 1415 
He said it in his own words. Congress-

man NEHLS said it in his own words. 
H.R. 2, which they claim to support, 

in fact, would never get more than 32 
votes in a 49 Republican Member Sen-
ate. Republicans didn’t support it, 
never mind the Democrats. 

The only viable bill was the bill ne-
gotiated by MITCH MCCONNELL and Sen-
ator LANKFORD. It was the most con-
servative bill in a generation, and one 
that was supported by the union rep-
resenting the Border Patrol people. 
However, that bill was killed because 
President Trump wanted no progress 
and said so. At least he was honest 
about it. He said: I don’t want any 
progress in this area. I want an issue. 

My Republican friends are talking 
about the issue that could have been 
solved by now if it weren’t for Presi-
dent Trump’s ordering them not to 
solve it. 

We will hear a lot of rhetoric about 
solving a problem when they are par-
ticipating in what amounts to a plot 
not to solve the problem by passing the 
strict bill that could have been passed, 
that was supported by and that is sup-
ported by the union representing the 
border patrolmen and could actually 
solve the problem. 

They don’t want to solve the prob-
lem. They just want to talk about the 
problem. 

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

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chair, my friend calls the Senate 
bill the only viable bill. 

If it is so viable, then where is it? 
The Senate bill could not be passed 

by the Senate. 
H.R. 2 was passed out of this House 

and did ultimately receive, I believe, 47 
votes in the Senate. The Democrats 
love to tout the Senate bill. That bill 
would not have ended Biden’s open-bor-
der policies. It would have institu-
tionalized them. 

Current law gives the President full 
authority to secure our border. Trump 
proved that. It requires asylum claim-
ants to be detained. Trump did that. 

This bill that he talks about would 
leave future Presidents powerless to se-
cure the border until illegal immigra-
tion reaches 4,000 a day, 1.5 million a 
year, and it would have required that 
they be released into our country. That 
is the Democrats’ idea of border secu-
rity, a guaranteed 4,000 illegal aliens 
being released into our country every 
day. 

Mr. Chair, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. BACON). 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chair, I thank my 
colleague, my friend from California, 
for yielding. 

Mr. Chair, I want to speak on H.R. 
354, the previous bill that we just de-
bated on. It is my legislation that I 
have worked on for 7 years. It is the 
LEOSA Reform Act. 

What does this bill do? 
It says that if you are a retired law 

enforcement officer, Mr. Chair, or if 
you are an off-duty law enforcement of-
ficer and you maintain your gun quali-
fications, then you can carry your side-
arm. We used to have LEOSA that was 
standardized throughout all 50 States, 
but over time, over the last decade, it 
has gotten very uneven, and it has been 
chipped away at in various States. We 
want to level the table again for all of 
our law enforcement officers. 

When I talk to our county sheriffs, 
and I have three of them, this is their 
number one priority. Their number one 
ask is to get LEOSA passed again. 
When I talk to our Federal law enforce-
ment, it is also one of the top requests 
that they have. 

Mr. Chair, why is it called the law 
enforcement safety bill? 

It is because, just picture, if you will, 
if you are in a theater, and someone 
who is deranged starts shooting their 
weapon at people, hurting or killing in-
nocent people, who would you want to 
have in there, Mr. Chair? 
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I would want to have an off-duty po-

liceman or a retired policeman who has 
maintained their qualifications and 
who has been trained to respond to 
these kinds of killers and these kind of 
incidents. 

This is what LEOSA allows. It im-
proves the safety of wherever they are 
with these retired policemen or off- 
duty policemen. 

I have talked to Federal agents who 
have arrested serious narcotics dealers, 
and they have a price on their head. 
They have a bounty, if you will. When 
they are retired, they want to carry, as 
well, to defend themselves and their 
family. 

Mr. Chair, I hope we can have a bi-
partisan vote on this bill. It is one of 
the top requests of law enforcement of-
ficers at the local, State, county, and 
Federal level for us to get this done. 
This would be a way to say thank you 
to the law enforcement who serve 
every day, who put their lives on the 
line, and who still want to serve when 
they are retired and be there when and 
if needed. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chair, I yield such 
time as she may consume to the gen-
tlewoman from New Mexico (Ms. 
STANSBURY). 

Ms. STANSBURY. Mr. Chair, as it is 
National Police Week, I want to begin 
by thanking all of our law enforcement 
for their service and their sacrifice on 
behalf of our communities. 

As we do so, we honor and remember 
those who have passed in the line of 
duty, including so many in New Mex-
ico, including New Mexico State Pa-
trolman Justin Hare and Las Cruces 
Police Department Patrol Officer 
Jonah Hernandez who died in the line 
of duty just this year. 

I stand to oppose this bill, but I also 
stand deeply proud to serve New Mexi-
co’s First Congressional District, 
which includes the Albuquerque metro 
area, the seven counties, two Tribal na-
tions, and dozens of State, county, 
Tribal, local law enforcement and 
emergency service agencies, and Fed-
eral law enforcement. 

From Sandoval, Bernalillo, and Va-
lencia Counties in the north, and Tor-
rance, Lincoln, Chaves, Guadalupe, and 
De Baca in the south and east, our 
State, county, and local law enforce-
ment agencies care for our commu-
nities, and keep them safe every day. 

Likewise, our Federal law enforce-
ment are working overtime in New 
Mexico to crack down on cartels to 
keep drug traffickers and dangerous 
drugs off our streets. 

We thank them for their service and 
their sacrifice. 

We know that public safety and the 
fentanyl crisis are ravishing our com-
munities, and they are on the front 
lines. 

That is why I have worked since day 
one in office to help secure millions in 
funding for our law enforcement for 
tools, technology, and equipment to 
support their work. I have fought for 
funding for recruitment and retention. 

This includes millions in State funding 
I helped secure during my time in the 
legislature. It also includes millions I 
helped secure in the Congress for State 
police to detect and tackle fentanyl; 
$18 million for law enforcement equip-
ment and vehicles, new emergency fire 
stations for Moriarty, Sandia Pueblo, 
and Peralta; and more than $17 million 
for behavioral and mental health serv-
ices. 

Nevertheless, we know that fighting 
the fentanyl crisis and fighting the 
public safety and behavioral health cri-
sis will take more than just stopping 
the flow of drugs and other materials 
into our communities. 

It requires that we also face the re-
alities of addiction and the people who 
are hurting in our communities. 

It requires that we listen to and sup-
port the people who are facing the re-
alities and the relentless challenges of 
the opioid crisis, who are struggling 
with addiction and the daily tragedies 
that overwhelm our first responders 
and emergency rooms, and the thou-
sands who have died in New Mexico 
alone from this problem. 

That is why I have also been working 
to help secure millions for behavioral 
health to expand clinics and housing 
opportunities in Albuquerque, vet-
erans’ transitional housing, the First 
Nation’s Clinic, healthcare for the 
homeless, and other vital programs. 

Moreover, it is why I am also spon-
soring legislation to stop pill presses 
from being used to dump dangerous 
drugs in our communities and to get 
emergency overdose medicine into pub-
lic venues. 

These are the realities of how we deal 
with the fentanyl crisis. This is what 
our law enforcement are asking us to 
do. New Mexico is a border State. New 
Mexico is on the front line of the 
fentanyl crisis. 

We have to do much more. It takes 
resources to fight these challenges. We 
have to invest in technology, tools, and 
staffing to stop the flow of drugs into 
this country. It means we have to fund 
and support our State, local, and Trib-
al law enforcement so that they can ac-
tually protect our communities. 

In addition, it means that we have to 
take seriously and make a sustained 
investment in our broken healthcare 
and behavioral health system. 

Most importantly, above all else, it 
means stop playing politics with the 
lives of our people because we already 
know the solutions to these problems. 
We don’t need another messaging bill 
here on the House floor. We need solu-
tions. 

While you are sitting here lecturing 
us on your messaging bill, the Speaker 
of the House and Members of the House 
majority are standing in front of a Fed-
eral courthouse in New York City in 
matching outfits defending a sex of-
fender in his hush money trial. 

It is a brave statement to stand on 
the House floor today while that is 
going on and lecture us about solutions 
for our communities when one-half of 

their caucus isn’t even present here in 
the Chamber. 

Now, we already tried to pass a bipar-
tisan solution. In fact, the Senate tried 
for months. In fact, it was led by a Sen-
ate GOP Member, and it was single- 
handedly blocked by Donald Trump be-
cause he told Members of this Chamber 
and others that he thought it would be 
bad for his campaign. 

Is this the party of law and order? 
Is this what the American people are 

asking us to do? 
Our families and our communities 

are not a political joke. They are not a 
political bargaining chip. This is about 
real people, people like one of my clos-
est friends who died from a fentanyl 
overdose with two young children at 
home and the thousands of others who 
are suffering with addiction and suf-
fering from the challenges that our 
communities are facing. 

Stop wasting our time. Stop offering 
false and empty words, and please join 
us for real solutions to help our com-
munities. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. LALOTA). 
Pursuant to House rules, the Chair 
would remind Members to refrain from 
engaging in personalities toward pre-
sumptive nominees for the Office of 
President. 

The gentlewoman from Washington 
controls the remainder of the time, and 
she reserves the balance of her time. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chair, in response to that tirade, 
let me just remind the gentlewoman 
that 6.9 million illegal immigrants 
have been admitted into our country in 
violation of our immigration laws 
since this administration took office. 

The gentlewoman speaks of all the 
taxpayer money that she generously 
volunteers to pour into our social serv-
ices. Well, I have news for her: That 
safety net has been shredded by their 
open-border policies. 

The Federation for American Immi-
gration Reform estimates that just in 
the last year the cost to our public 
schools is $70 billion just to educate 
the children of the illegals whom they 
have admitted into this country and 
$22 billion in costs to our hospitals. 

Now, I submit to you, Mr. Chair, that 
if Republicans were to suggest we 
should cut $70 billion from public edu-
cation or $22 billion from our public 
hospitals, there would be complete out-
rage on the other side of the aisle, and 
yet that is exactly what their open- 
border policies are costing us right 
now. That is a travesty. 

There is one way to solve this, and 
that is to secure our borders as we had 
accomplished under President Trump. 

That is why there are so many Mem-
bers over there right now to defend a 
President who actually is serious about 
defending our borders. 

Mr. Chair, I am ready to close when 
the gentlewoman is, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chair, may I ask 
how much time is remaining. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 

from Washington has 15 minutes re-
maining. 

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chairman, I am 
prepared to close, and I yield myself 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. Chairman, while you may not 
know it from some of the language 
that is being used today, we are debat-
ing a poorly written ‘‘reporting bill’’ 
that will do nothing. 

This bill is full of empty rhetoric, it 
makes no policy changes to address the 
outdated immigration system, and it 
provides no funding of any kind. 

All this bill does is attempt to 
produce a onetime politically moti-
vated report on the so-called Biden bor-
der crisis, just one report. That is it. 

Give me a break. 
Even though the entire bill is focused 

on reporting requirements related to 
the ‘‘Biden border crisis,’’ the bill 
doesn’t even define the term. 

It is as if we needed more proof that 
this is not serious legislation and that 
it is more about messaging than con-
gressional oversight of the executive 
branch. 

Why are we continuing to waste our 
time marking up these meaningless 
messaging bills? 

I have said this before, and I am 
going to say it again because the same 
resolutions keep coming up over and 
over again, so I feel as if I need to re-
peat myself. 

The situation at the border is di-
rectly linked to the fact that the legal 
immigration system has not been mod-
ernized in 30 years. It has been left in 
chaos because it has not been updated 
to meet the needs of our country 
today. 
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When the legal process is so outdated 
that it takes decades for green card 
holders to get their children into the 
country, or when employers simply 
can’t get visas for the people that they 
need to hire because 2 million people 
are in processing backlogs, or when we 
have so few immigration judges that 
asylum seekers wait over 8 years to get 
their cases heard, then people turn to 
unscrupulous actors, including the car-
tels. The cartels promise desperate 
people that they can escape dangerous 
situations by paying cartels to get 
them in to seek safety by crossing the 
border. 

If my colleagues on the other side 
were serious about addressing the situ-
ation, Republicans would work with us 
to fix the immigration system to pro-
vide people with workable ways to im-
migrate. 

That would disempower the cartels. 
It would ensure the integrity of the 
border. It would give us what we all 
want, which is order at the border that 
is fueled and made possible by a legal 
immigration system that works and a 
legal immigration system that pro-
vides pathways for people to come to 
work here, to be with their families, 
and to contribute to our economy. 

That is what we need right now, but 
here we are. Instead of that, we are de-
fending a bill with no chance of becom-
ing law or solving the problem. Repub-
licans are showing clearly what we 
Democrats have been saying over and 
over again, that my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle don’t want to do 
anything that would help fix the bro-
ken immigration system. Instead of 
solving the problem, Republicans want 
to continue to weaponize the border as 
a political issue for this election year. 

Rather than debating meaningless 
bills, we should be exploring how to 
meaningfully reform the broken immi-
gration system and expand lawful im-
migration to the United States, given 
the very clear and documented benefits 
that that brings. 

In 2021 alone, DACA recipients paid 
$6.5 billion in taxes; refugees paid al-
most $28 billion in taxes; and TPS hold-
ers paid $2.2 billion in taxes. Likewise, 
in 2021, undocumented immigrants paid 
approximately $18.6 million in Federal 
income taxes and $12.2 billion in State 
and local taxes. 

Recently, the Department of Health 
and Human Services released a study 
demonstrating that refugees and 
asylees generated $124 billion in fiscal 
benefits over 15 years, and the Congres-
sional Budget Office, a nonpartisan en-
tity, recently released a report finding 
that recent immigrants who joined the 
workforce will actually add $1 trillion 
of revenue to our country’s GDP be-
tween 2023 and 2034. 

It is also estimated that putting un-
documented immigrants on a roadmap 
to citizenship would not only increase 
U.S. GDP by $1.7 trillion over the next 
decade, but that action would also 
raise wages for all Americans and cre-
ate hundreds of thousands of new jobs. 

Unfortunately, Republicans talk a 
big game when it comes to immigra-
tion and border security, but instead of 
trying to pass thoughtful, bipartisan 
legislation to address problems in our 
immigration system, my colleagues 
waste our time on bills like the ones 
before us today. 

Members don’t have to just take it 
from me. The fact is that the second 
most conservative Republican Senator 
in the United States Senate crafted a 
bill with some Democratic support to 
put forward before us on immigration 
reform, and Republicans decided that 
the majority didn’t even want to con-
sider that bill or vote on that bill. Do 
my colleagues know why? Because 
Donald Trump told them not to be-
cause it would take away what Repub-
licans see as an election issue. 

I believe the American people are 
smarter than that. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to oppose this meaningless bill and to 
see very clearly that Republicans are 
not interested in solutions, in gov-
erning, but are just interested in mean-
ingless messaging bills to try to divide 
us when we really should be cele-
brating the tremendous benefits that 
immigrants contribute to our country 
every single day. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
PFLUGER). 

Mr. PFLUGER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of H.R. 8146, the Police Our 
Border Act. 

On National Police Week, I am proud 
to join my colleagues in hosting meet-
ings, speaking on the floor, and holding 
hearings, like we had today with my 
colleague, Mr. D’ESPOSITO, to honor 
the dedication and sacrifice of our law 
enforcement and first responders. 

It is so important for us to thank our 
men and women who put their lives on 
the line every day while knowing the 
dangers that await them to keep our 
families, communities, children, and 
loved ones safe. 

There is no denying that our law en-
forcement has fallen under attack in 
recent years as Democratic govern-
ments cave to the defund the police 
movement. 

The crisis at our southern border now 
affects every State, every town, every 
congressional district, and it certainly 
affects our law enforcement heroes, as 
we heard during testimony this week. 

Congress should be using every tool 
and resource available to support our 
officers. With enough fentanyl coming 
across the border each year to kill 
every American seven times over, 
criminal illegal aliens being let free to 
roam in our communities, community 
resources being handed out to individ-
uals who have been deported multiple 
times, and women and children being 
raped and killed, the crisis has reached 
a breaking point. 

Federal, State, local, and Tribal law 
enforcement are suffering the worst 
consequences of President Biden’s bor-
der crisis, and they need the Police Our 
Border Act now. This bill provides crit-
ical solutions that hold Congress and 
the administration accountable and en-
sure we are showing up for our law en-
forcement, and not just showing up, 
but that we show them our support 
through our voting here in Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope and ask for col-
leagues’ support on this very impor-
tant act. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself the balance of my time to 
close. 

To sum up, without law enforcement, 
there is no law, and without law, there 
is no civilization. Without immigration 
enforcement, there are no borders. 
Without borders, there is no country. 

This is where the woke left is taking 
us, and it is time for Americans to de-
cide how much farther we want to 
allow them to take us down this dismal 
and dangerous road. 

I think the American people are enti-
tled to ask this administration and its 
apologists in this Congress: How do we 
make our streets safer by making it all 
but impossible to deport criminal ille-
gal aliens, as the law requires? How do 
we make our families safer by flooding 
our communities with deadly fentanyl? 
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How do we make our children safer by 
not vetting every person who enters 
our country to keep the criminals out? 
How do we make our neighborhoods 
safer by refusing to prosecute criminal 
illegal aliens to the fullest extent of 
the law? How do we make our highways 
safer by creating the conditions of 
deadly high-speed chases and drunk 
driving? How do we protect our country 
as untold numbers of terrorists enter 
among the 1.9 million known got-aways 
who have entered under Joe Biden’s 
nose? How do we make our commu-
nities safer as criminal gangs and 
criminal cartels set up shop in our cit-
ies for their lethal business of child 
trafficking, drug trafficking, extortion, 
and crime? 

These are the questions that have 
gone unanswered since this administra-
tion took office and with which our 
local law enforcement officials must 
grapple every day at the peril of their 
own lives in order to protect ours. 

The Democrats just don’t seem to 
care, but America cares. Americans are 
dealing with this entirely preventable 
crisis every day, and our law enforce-
ment officers are the heroes who pro-
tect our families and our communities 
every day. We owe it to them to docu-
ment the truth, to acknowledge it, and 
to act on it. That is what this bill 
would do, and I urge the House to adopt 
it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen-
eral debate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

The amendment in the nature of a 
substitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, printed in the 
bill, shall be considered as adopted. 
The bill, as amended, shall be consid-
ered as an original bill for purpose of 
further amendment under the 5-minute 
rule, and shall be considered as read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 8146 
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 ‘‘Police Our Bor-
der Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds as follows: 
(1) Our Federal, State, local, and Tribal law 

enforcement officers put their lives on the line 
each day in order to protect our country and 
serve their communities. 

(2) According to the National Law Enforce-
ment Officer Memorial Fund, 136 law enforce-
ment officers died in the line-of-duty in 2023. 

(3) Congress should do everything in its power 
to support law enforcement officers at every 
level and in every part of our nation. 

(4) The southwest border crisis created by the 
Biden Administration has made every state a 
border state. 

(5) The Biden border crisis has placed a bur-
den on law enforcement agencies across the na-
tion and has placed a significant strain on the 
resources that are critical to keeping commu-
nities safe. 

(6) Law enforcement officers in every state are 
put in life-threatening scenarios as a direct re-
sult of the open borders. 

(7) Law enforcement has been forced to deal 
with the influx of fentanyl and many officers 
are exposed to the drug while on duty. 

(8) It is in the best interest of law enforcement 
officers and the communities they serve for Con-
gress to pass, and the President to sign into law, 
strong border security legislation. 
SEC. 3. REPORT. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Attorney General shall 
submit to Congress a report on the impact the 
Biden border crisis is having on law enforcement 
officers at the Federal, State, local, and Tribal 
level, including— 

(1) the estimated dollar amount of all re-
sources devoted to addressing the Biden border 
crisis, and the extent to which such resources 
are not available to law enforcement agencies; 

(2) the exposure of law enforcement officers to 
fentanyl resulting from encounters with illegal 
aliens at the border and in the United States; 

(3) injuries to law enforcement officers based 
on a connection to the Biden border crisis or ex-
posure to fentanyl; and 

(4) the morale of law enforcement officers. 

The Acting CHAIR. No further 
amendment to the bill, as amended, 
shall be in order except those printed 
in part B of House Report 118–511. Each 
such further amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the 
report, by a Member designated in the 
report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and 
controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question. 

The Chair understands amendment 
Nos. 1 and 2 will not be offered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. D’ESPOSITO 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
part B of House Report 118–511. 

Mr. D’ESPOSITO. Mr. Chair, I rise as 
the designee of the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. MOLINARO), and I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 5, line 3, strike ‘‘and’’. 
Page 5, line 4, strike the period and insert 

‘‘; and’’. 
Page 5, after line 4, insert the following: 
(5) the recruiting impact on hiring law en-

forcement as a result of the Biden border cri-
sis. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1227, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. D’ESPOSITO) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. D’ESPOSITO. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment, offered by my good friend 
and fellow New Yorker, Mr. MOLINARO, 
would add an important provision to 
my legislation. If adopted, it would en-
sure that my bill, in addition to meas-
uring things like exposure to fentanyl, 
injuries, and morale, would also meas-
ure the Biden border crisis’ effects on 
recruitment. 

Mr. Chairman, in my capacity as a 
member of the House Homeland Secu-

rity Committee, we have taken time to 
interview countless law enforcement 
professionals from all across this Na-
tion and at every rank. Mr. Chairman, 
we have heard time and time again 
that today’s political climate, both in 
terms of the demands made of law en-
forcement but also the flagrant lack of 
respect and appreciation for law en-
forcement by many on the other side of 
the aisle, has made it difficult to re-
cruit and retain law enforcement offi-
cers. 

It is for that reason that I am proud 
to offer and support Mr. MOLINARO’s 
amendment to my bill. It is in the in-
terest of the American people that we 
learn all the effects of this tragic Biden 
border crisis on law enforcement, in-
cluding and especially this crisis’ effect 
on recruitment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment furthers the major drafting 
problems in this legislation by asking 
the Attorney General to report on how 
the so-called Biden border crisis im-
pacted law enforcement recruiting. 

As I said earlier, there is no defini-
tion for the ‘‘Biden border crisis,’’ and 
this amendment highlights just how 
unserious this legislation is. 

How on Earth is the Attorney Gen-
eral supposed to determine how the 
border impacts law enforcement re-
cruitment? Are local law enforcement 
agencies going to have to go to all the 
candidates who turned down job offers 
and ask them if their decision was in-
fluenced by the border? 

This bill is a huge waste of time, and 
this amendment serves only to make 
this poorly drafted bill even more in-
comprehensible. I, therefore, oppose its 
adoption, and I encourage my col-
leagues to oppose it, as well. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. 
D’ESPOSITO). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. NUNN 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in 
part B of House Report 118–511. 

Mr. NUNN of Iowa. Mr. Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 5, line 3, strike ‘‘and’’. 
Page 5, line 4, strike the period and insert 

‘‘; and’’. 
Page 5, after line 4, insert the following: 
(5) estimated dollar amount States ex-

pended on local law enforcement efforts to 
investigate, intercept, and process, which in-
cludes the entire evidence lifecycle, from 
collection and analysis to storage and final 
destruction, fentanyl trafficked from the 
United States border. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

House Resolution 1227, the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. NUNN) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. NUNN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, 
the administration’s failure to secure 
our southern border has turned all of 
our States into border States. 

The administration’s open-border 
policies have allowed an influx of over 
8 million illegal migrants and more 
than 27,000 pounds of deadly fentanyl, 
and that is just what we know of, to 
enter our country. 

Earlier this year, fentanyl hurt so 
many of our families, so I invited folks 
from my district. Deric and Kathy Kidd 
joined me to hear what our country 
could do during the State of the Union 
to help fight the fentanyl crisis, the 
synthetic drug made in China that en-
ters our country illegally, primarily 
through our southern border, which has 
so far been left completely unpro-
tected. We honor the loss of their son. 
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At 17, he lost his life and became one 
of 150 Americans every day dying from 
the fentanyl crisis. 

We looked for answers from the ad-
ministration to close the border that 
they could do on day one, to be able to 
stand up and make sure that catch and 
release is ended, and to reinstate re-
main in Mexico. 

The administration chose to do none 
of those things, and they have put our 
law enforcement on the front lines of 
defending our communities not just 
from local policing but from the threat 
posed by this deadly drug. 

Mr. Chair, no family should experi-
ence what the Kidd family did. This, in 
their own words, could and should have 
been prevented but, unfortunately, it 
remains. 

Most recently, Interstate 35 that ex-
tends from Mexico north right into my 
district in Iowa was the site of the 
largest seizure of fentanyl near Des 
Moines. A 35-year-old male traveling 
from the southern border was inter-
cepted not by Border Patrol or Federal 
law enforcement but by local police. 
They seized 30,000 fentanyl pills in his 
car. Let’s not forget one teaspoon is 
more than enough to kill an entire 
community. 

Luckily, our law enforcement offi-
cers were able to intercept these drugs 
and made sure they did not make it to 
our State and were not on our streets. 
There is no doubt that we must secure 
our border to prevent drugs from flow-
ing into our country, but we also need 
to address the strain that this places 
on families and our local first respond-
ers. 

In conversations with sheriffs at the 
police departments in my district, I 
have talked with too many officers who 
shared their work and how it is being 
consumed in the fight against fentanyl. 

The bottom line is that local law en-
forcement officers should not be over-

loaded with these issues when we have 
a Federal responsibility to assist them. 

To better understand how big of an 
impact fentanyl is on our communities, 
my amendment would require the De-
partment of Justice to detail how 
much States have spent on local law 
enforcement efforts to investigate, 
intercept, and process fentanyl that 
has been trafficked across U.S. borders. 

By understanding the root of this 
challenge, we can better allocate re-
sources and make sure our local law 
enforcement has the support they need. 

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to 
support this amendment and the under-
lying bill by Representative 
D’ESPOSITO, and I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chair, I claim the 
time in opposition to the amendment, 
even though I am not opposed to it. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentlewoman from Wash-
ington is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chairman, the 

Nunn amendment requires the Attor-
ney General to report on how much 
each State spent on investigating 
fentanyl trafficked through the border. 

I do not oppose this amendment be-
cause it does not repeat the same mis-
leading talking points that Repub-
licans often use when discussing 
fentanyl, and I am grateful to my col-
league across the aisle for that. 

I did want to make a couple of points 
on this because I think fentanyl is such 
an important issue in all of our dis-
tricts. It is a scourge on all of our dis-
tricts, all of our communities. We are 
all seeing the effects of fentanyl that is 
coming into this country. 

We know that fentanyl is being 
smuggled into our country and that 
some of it comes through our southern 
border, but I do want to make clear 
that fentanyl is seized primarily at the 
ports of entry. 

In fiscal year 2023, CBP seized ap-
proximately 27,000 pounds of fentanyl. 
Less than 10 percent of the drugs were 
actually seized by Border Patrol. The 
vast majority, roughly 90 percent of 
the drugs, were seized by the Office of 
Field Operations, which is the entity 
that mans the ports of entry. 

I will be clear that the evidence does 
not show in any way that asylum seek-
ers are bringing drugs to our shores. In 
fact, increasingly, drug cartels are 
being very smart about this. They are 
recruiting American citizens to bring 
drugs across the border through ports 
of entry. In 2022, over 89 percent of con-
victed fentanyl traffickers were Amer-
ican citizens. 

If my Republican colleagues were se-
rious about stopping the flow of 
fentanyl, the flow of drugs across the 
border, then I think we should be giv-
ing additional resources to the agen-
cies that are manning those ports of 
entry. 

Instead, all but six current House Re-
publicans voted against the bipartisan 
infrastructure bill, which provided ad-

ditional funding to ports of entry to 
combat the smuggling of people and 
drugs. All but two current House Re-
publicans voted against providing ro-
bust funding for border security oper-
ations in the 2023 appropriations omni-
bus legislation, which provided more 
than $17 billion to Customs and Border 
Protection, including funding for an 
additional 300 Border Patrol agents. 

The omnibus also included $60 mil-
lion to hire 125 CBP officers and $70 
million for nonintrusive inspection 
technology to detect narcotics and fire-
arms at ports of entry. That is exactly 
the kind of technology that our Border 
Patrol agents are asking us for. 

Republicans have also refused to con-
sider President Biden’s emergency sup-
plemental funding request for addi-
tional border resources, which included 
$239 million to hire 1,000 additional 
CBP officers to stop fentanyl and other 
contraband from entering the United 
States. It included $100 million for ICE/ 
Homeland Security Investigations to 
investigate and disrupt transnational 
criminal organizations and drug traf-
fickers, and it included $849 million for 
cutting-edge detection technologies at 
ports of entry. 

This is the work the Democrats have 
been doing to try to address the 
scourge of fentanyl that is coming 
across our southern border and coming 
into our country by supporting law en-
forcement and stopping that fentanyl. 

Fentanyl is a huge problem in our 
communities. It is important that we 
support our law enforcement in fight-
ing against it. This amendment would 
simply inform Congress about how 
much States are spending to combat 
fentanyl and, therefore, I see no reason 
to oppose it. 

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

Mr. NUNN of Iowa. Mr. Chair, I yield 
1 minute to the gentlewoman from In-
diana (Mrs. HOUCHIN). 

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of my good friend from 
Iowa’s amendment and the underlying 
bill by Mr. D’ESPOSITO, H.R. 8146. 

The Nunn amendments will provide 
policymakers with the information we 
need to better support our local and 
State law enforcement officers. This is 
especially important given the strain 
the crisis at our southern border has 
placed on our local communities like 
the ones we are privileged to represent 
in Iowa, Indiana, and New York. 

Biden’s border crisis has made all dis-
tricts across the country battlegrounds 
where police are fighting the scourge of 
fentanyl every day. It is an epidemic, 
funded by China, driven by the drug 
cartels, and assisted by Biden’s disas-
trous border policies. 

During National Police Week and 
every week, we should be doing every-
thing in our power to support the men 
and women in blue. That is why I am 
grateful to the gentleman from Iowa 
for his leadership and the gentleman 
from New York and encourage all of 
our colleagues to support the Nunn 
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amendments and Mr. D’ESPOSITO’s bill, 
the Police Our Border Act, H.R. 8146. 

Mr. NUNN of Iowa. Mr. Chair, I yield 
30 seconds to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. D’ESPOSITO). 

Mr. D’ESPOSITO. Mr. Chair, every-
one knows the reality of the crisis at 
the southern border. We know that 
narco-terrorist groups are exploiting 
President Biden’s weakness to import 
record amounts of fentanyl into the 
United States. 

Just two milligrams of fentanyl, the 
size of a few grains of sand, is a lethal 
dose. Seizures of this uniquely dan-
gerous drug by law enforcement agen-
cies have doubled, if not tripled in 
some places. We are catching only a 
fraction of the fentanyl entering our 
Nation, and more data on this issue is 
the first step toward stopping that. 

Mr. Chair, I encourage all of my col-
leagues to support Mr. NUNN’s amend-
ment. 

Mr. NUNN of Iowa. Mr. Chair, I think 
this can be a bipartisan solution. It im-
pacts all of our communities, all of our 
cops, and all of our families. 

Mr. Chair, I urge passage of the 
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. NUNN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. NUNN OF 

IOWA 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 5 printed in 
part B of House Report 118–511. 

Mr. NUNN of Iowa. Mr. Chair, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 5, line 3, strike ‘‘and’’. 
Page 5, line 4, strike the period and insert 

‘‘; and’’. 
Page 5, after line 4, insert the following: 
(5) how many law enforcement officers 

have been reassigned and local resources re-
allocated to investigate, intercept, and proc-
ess, which includes the entire evidence 
lifecycle, from collection and analysis to 
storage and final destruction, fentanyl traf-
ficked from the United States border. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1227, the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. NUNN) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. NUNN of Iowa. Mr. Chair, the in-
flux of fentanyl at the southern border 
has truly impacted every American 
community. 

Since 2021, overdose losses due to 
fentanyl have exceeded 200,000. We are 
losing over 150 neighbors, community 
members, and children daily due to 
this deadly drug. 

It is truly a weapon of mass destruc-
tion, produced in China, and sent to 
the United States with a clear result of 
killing our country. 

This crisis has persisted due to the 
open-border policies of this administra-
tion. The mass importation of fentanyl 

that is being created is resulting in 
more and more of not only Communist 
China’s ability to influence but Mexi-
can-based cartels to enter and terrorize 
every American community. 

It is a flood of illicit drugs, and it is 
costing every single community more. 
The lack of enforcement on our south-
ern border to deal with this flow of 
fentanyl is being felt, most poignantly, 
by our frontline defenders, the brave 
men and women in uniform, our first 
responders, many of whom are already 
facing staffing shortages back home. 

Mr. Chair, I thank the men and 
women who are both the front line and 
now the last line in the battle against 
fentanyl in our communities. 

I do a lot of ride-alongs with my 
sheriffs and my local law enforcement, 
and I have seen firsthand how fentanyl 
has hollowed out communities and cre-
ated great pain for so many. There is 
more that we can do. Our officers are 
left thinly spread out, our constituents 
are under siege, and our communities 
are literally dying as a result of failed 
policy. 

We need to better understand the full 
scope of the fentanyl crisis, including 
the impacts that are occurring to our 
local law enforcement. My amendment 
to this bill would require the Depart-
ment of Justice to report to Congress 
on how many law enforcement officers 
have been reassigned, how many local 
resources have been reallocated, how 
many community policing programs 
have been reprioritized or, in some 
cases, not prioritized because fentanyl 
has become the number one issue that 
so many of our local law enforcement 
has had to address. 

Gaining visibility on where our local 
officers are spending their time, 
prioritizing the threat, and appro-
priately separating and addressing the 
issues at the State and Federal levels, 
respectively, is not only imperative; it 
is simply prudent. 

I am proud to offer this amendment 
and urge my colleagues to support it, 
along with the underlying text. 

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

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chair, I claim the 
time in opposition to the amendment, 
even though I am not opposed to it. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentlewoman from Wash-
ington is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chairman, this 

amendment requires the Attorney Gen-
eral to report on how local officers and 
resources have been reallocated to 
combat fentanyl trafficked through the 
border. I do not oppose the amendment 
because the amendment itself, like the 
previous amendment, does not repeat 
the same misleading talking points. I 
was ready to give my colleague across 
the aisle some credit again, but, unfor-
tunately, the same misleading talking 
points were just repeated in talking 
about the amendment. 

Fentanyl is not coming across the 
southern border because of some failed 

border policy. It is coming across the 
southern border primarily carried by 
American citizens at ports of entry. 

This is about providing resources to 
our law enforcement officers on the 
southern border to be able to have the 
technology to detect that fentanyl. It 
is about providing enough people so 
that they can actually do the kind of 
monitoring that they are asking for. It 
is about providing the resources that 
Democrats put forward as the answer 
to this question and Republicans op-
pose time and time again. 

I will be very clear that I appreciate 
the data that we are getting because 
fentanyl is a scourge. I have gone out 
with my local firefighters across Se-
attle multiple times, and I will tell you 
that 99 percent of their calls are re-
sponding to fentanyl overdoses, to 
opioid overdoses, and it is heart-
breaking to see what is happening. 

In fact, in my first year, I worked 
with Speaker MIKE JOHNSON on a bipar-
tisan allocation of money to provide 
other ways of dealing with overdoses 
due to opioids and fentanyl on the 
streets by actually providing sup-
portive services for law enforcement so 
law enforcement wasn’t having to deal 
with all of this. I don’t think that this 
is something that the majority of our 
law enforcement members want to be 
dealing with in our cities. 

I just want to be clear: We should be 
fighting the scourge of fentanyl. We 
should be doing it in a bipartisan way. 
We should not be doing it as part of 
some legislation that is meaningless, 
that puts the blame for what is hap-
pening with fentanyl on some ‘‘Biden 
border policy that has failed.’’ 

b 1500 

Combating fentanyl should be a pri-
ority for all of us regardless of what 
side of the aisle we are on. We should 
not repeat the talking points that are 
divisive and untrue in talking about 
this issue. 

Fentanyl seizures shot up during the 
Trump administration and have con-
tinued to rise during the Biden admin-
istration. It is a bipartisan problem. 
Fentanyl poisoning is killing so many 
beloved members of our communities, 
and we have to do everything to stop 
it. 

Republicans often assert, without 
any evidence, that asylum seekers are 
the ones that are bringing fentanyl 
onto our shores, even though the data 
suggests otherwise. Once again, I am 
going to repeat this: The vast majority 
of fentanyl that is seized coming into 
this country is seized at ports of entry, 
smuggled in by United States citizens. 

Playing politics about such a deadly 
substance is extraordinarily irrespon-
sible. Fortunately, the amendment 
itself is straightforward, and it aims to 
get more data about combating 
fentanyl so we can be better informed 
about how it is impacting our commu-
nities. 

The underlying legislation, on the 
other hand, and some of the talking 
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points that are used by my colleagues 
across the aisle is not that. The under-
lying legislation is poorly written, and 
it is misleading. The talking points are 
misleading, but the amendment is 
clear, and so because of that, I see no 
reason to oppose it. 

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

Mr. NUNN of Iowa. Mr. Chair, I 
thank my colleague on the other side 
of the aisle. I think we can all agree 
that fentanyl is a challenge and that it 
is killing Americans at an unprece-
dented rate. Fentanyl now kills more 
Americans from my daughter’s age to 
my age, and I am getting to be an old 
man. We should not be in this position. 

The reality is that our frontline de-
fenders have become our local law en-
forcement, and collectively I think we 
absolutely agree that this should never 
have happened. This amendment moves 
forward with the ability to identify 
this and to help to prioritize these re-
sources. 

I will say to my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle: There is a way 
to end this. We recognize immediately 
that fentanyl comes largely from 
China. We recognize immediately that 
it is coming across our southern bor-
der, and in this there is no dispute. 

‘‘Shut down the border’’ should be a 
great mantra for all of us to be able to 
save lives. Today, the administration 
can do that. It can end the catch and 
release program; it can reinstate a re-
main in Mexico policy; it can ensure 
that the drugs flowing across our 
southern border are intercepted there, 
so they don’t end up being intercepted 
on our streets, in our hometowns, in 
the heart of the heartland in commu-
nities like mine in Iowa. 

Mr. Chair, I don’t want to see an-
other child, friend, or neighbor die be-
cause we at the Federal level have 
failed to do our job. By prioritizing 
these resources, we can better identify 
what other services are being left be-
hind and what other communities are 
endangered because their first priority 
has to be intercepting fentanyl. 

Mr. Chair, I encourage passage of the 
amendment and the underlying bill, 
and I reserve the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. DESJARLAIS). 
The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chair, here I was 
coming to the floor thinking that I 
could support an amendment that 
made sense to me about fighting the 
scourge of fentanyl, and I do support 
the amendment because I think data 
will be good for us. 

I just would say to my friend across 
the aisle: Shutting down the border is 
not going to fix this problem. By say-
ing that and by continuing to use those 
divisive talking points, he is moving us 
away from a solution to the really dire 
issue of fentanyl that is killing our 
communities. 

Let’s work together in a bipartisan 
way to actually deal with the scourge 
of fentanyl. Let’s not put it on the bor-
der and let’s not pretend that shutting 

down the border is going to help be-
cause, as I said, fentanyl poisoning rose 
under the Trump administration, and 
Donald Trump did try to shut down the 
border until the courts prevented him 
from doing that. 

The reality here is, we have a real 
problem. We have a real problem. I was 
willing to come to the floor and sup-
port this amendment because I think 
the data is important, and I hope my 
colleague across the aisle will recog-
nize that sticking to the facts, as he 
did in his amendment, is the most im-
portant thing to actually addressing 
the issue of fentanyl. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. NUNN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MS. HOULAHAN 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 6 printed in 
part B of House Report 118–511. 

Ms. HOULAHAN. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 2, strike line 17 and all that follows 
through line 19, and redesignate succeeding 
provisions accordingly. 

Strike the term ‘‘Biden’’ each place such 
term appears. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1227, the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania (Ms. 
HOULAHAN) and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania. 

Ms. HOULAHAN. Mr. Chair, I rise 
today in support of my amendment 
that would remove unnecessary and 
partisan language from the legislation 
that is under consideration, the Police 
Our Border Act. 

Let me read what my amendment 
says because it is only two lines. 

Page 2, strike line 17 and all that fol-
lows through line 19 and redesignate 
succeeding provisions accordingly. 

Strike the term ‘‘Biden’’ each place 
such term appears. 

Let me tell you what lines 17 through 
19 say. ‘‘The southwest border crisis 
created by the Biden administration 
has made every State a border State.’’ 

Before I continue on, I thank Rank-
ing Member NADLER for his leadership 
on this issue on the Judiciary Com-
mittee. 

The reason I read that amendment 
and the lines that it refers to is that it 
is really important that the American 
people know that the situation at our 
border requires our action. I agree. We 
agree. The vast majority of Congress 
agrees. However, if you listen to this 
Chamber, and many of you all have 
lately, you would think that this is not 
a bipartisan issue. Unfortunately, this 
is intentional. 

I want to let the American people in 
on a poorly kept secret: Too often bills 

are written to be intentionally inflam-
matory to divide Republicans and 
Democrats. My amendment seeks to 
bring us together, back to the middle 
ground that we all share because real, 
substantive, and durable action will 
need the support of both of our parties. 

We know our police and law enforce-
ment need and deserve support. We 
know our border needs and deserves to 
be addressed. We know that fentanyl is 
an issue requiring our attention, but 
bipartisan action is what is required 
and what is demanded by us of our 
bosses. Our bosses are the electorate. 

We in Congress must do a better job 
than to just be simple partisan hacks, 
political reporting with no chance of 
ever making it to or past the Presi-
dent’s desk. The American people, our 
bosses, deserve better, which is why 
this amendment, my amendment, 
plainly just asks for data on the facts 
and the facts alone. 

A report like the one in the bill that 
is proposed with my proposed changes 
is important not only for our law en-
forcement but also for the American 
people, as well. It will allow us to take 
a step toward understanding things 
such as the estimated dollar amount of 
all the resources that would be devoted 
to addressing the situation at the bor-
der and the extent to which such re-
sources are not available to law en-
forcement agencies. It would help us 
understand the exposure to and pos-
sible injury as a result of the fentanyl 
crisis on our law enforcement. With 
this data, we can finally address these 
issues. 

As is demonstrated by the way that 
this legislation was written, my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
are likely to falsely claim that Presi-
dent Biden is boasting of an open bor-
der, but this ignores the fact that 
under numerous administrations, both 
Democrat and Republican, the situa-
tion at our border has worsened. In 
fact, this issue is not just about Repub-
lican or Democratic administrations, it 
is also about the Congresses that have 
not addressed this issue, either. 

Record migration to our border, cou-
pled with a woefully inadequate and 
overwhelming processing system here 
in the U.S., has caused existing chal-
lenges to get progressively worse over 
time. We know that our law enforce-
ment agencies have faced many new 
challenges as a result. 

This is a serious issue which we must 
address with serious legislation. I be-
lieve if my amendment passes that 
many of my colleagues on this side of 
the aisle will find it in their ability to 
be able to vote for the underlying bill. 
I would encourage those on the other 
side of the aisle to find it within their 
heart to see not everything as a par-
tisan issue. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to reject the deeply cynical 
and deeply political option in the cur-
rent text and to instead vote ‘‘yes’’ on 
my amendment that will enable the 
underlying bill to move forward in a bi-
partisan fashion. 
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Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 

my time. 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chair, I claim 

the time in opposition to the amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, 
who does the gentlewoman think she is 
kidding? Who does the gentlewoman 
suggest we assign responsibility for 
this catastrophe that has overwhelmed 
our country and its social services, its 
criminal justice system, and its citi-
zens? 

On January 20, 2021, the border was 
secure, the Trump policies were work-
ing. On that day, our laws didn’t 
change, the Presidency changed. On 
that day, the Trump policies were re-
versed by one person, Joseph Biden. 

Mr. Chair, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. 
LALOTA). 

Mr. LALOTA. What the heck, Mr. 
Chairman? 

When he was President, President 
Truman had a placard on his desk: 
‘‘The buck stops here.’’ It was a sign of 
responsibility that the Commander in 
Chief, the Chief Executive of our great 
country, wouldn’t pass off as an excuse 
any responsibility that he was respon-
sible for. Yet, what my colleague pro-
poses to do is to disassociate the border 
crisis from the chief proponent of it 
and to pass the buck to somebody else. 

Not 1, not 2, not 10, not 20. Rather, 
the President has taken 64 different ac-
tions to undermine border security 
through executive orders and other ad-
ministrative actions, which have 
opened the border wide, canceled mass 
parole, repositioned border agents 
away from the border, paroled millions 
into the interior, causing crises in cit-
ies like New York. 

It is the President’s border crisis. 
There should be no renaming of this. 
There is one individual in our great 
country who can today, with the stroke 
of a pen, start to solve this crisis, 
undoing the same executive orders that 
he issued to get us into this crisis. 
That is President Biden. 

Mr. Chair, I am in strong opposition 
to this amendment. Bipartisanship 
does not mean blind. It doesn’t mean 
that we need to be ignorant to the 
facts that the Commander in Chief, 
President Biden, is the sole person re-
sponsible for this border crisis. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR. The Chair will re-

mind all persons in the gallery that 
they are here as guests of the House, 
and that any manifestation of approval 
or disapproval of proceedings is in vio-
lation of the rules of the House. 

Ms. HOULAHAN. Mr. Chair, may I in-
quire as to how much time I have re-
maining. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Pennsylvania has 1 minute re-
maining. 

Ms. HOULAHAN. Mr. Chair, it is 
rebuttals and comments like these that 

I find, frankly, deeply distressful. They 
are nothing but finger-pointing, and 
really the genuine politicization of this 
body and this government. My col-
leagues are self-defeating in their ef-
forts to try to put the words into this 
piece of legislation that requires us to 
assign one single point of blame when 
there clearly is quite a lot to go 
around, and it has gone around for a 
very long time. 

By politicizing this issue in this way, 
it is self-defeating because we have no 
ability to actually pass this piece of 
legislation, and so in and of itself this 
becomes a self-defeating effort. 

I believe if my colleagues truly want-
ed the information that this bill pur-
ports to want, if they truly wanted to 
understand what is causing the border 
issues and what could be done to be 
helpful, then they would work with us 
as Democrats to make that, indeed, 
happen. We would then be able to pass 
this bill in the House, and as is the cus-
tom with our Constitution and with 
‘‘Schoolhouse Rock,’’ send it to the 
Senate and send it to the President’s 
desk for signature. Here we have no op-
portunity to have this happen. 

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

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. D’ESPOSITO). 

Mr. D’ESPOSITO. Mr. Speaker, my 
colleague on the other side of the aisle 
said that our bosses deserve better. She 
is right, the American people do de-
serve better. 

Over the tenure of Joe Biden, he has 
made this country less safe. Like my 
friend from New York mentioned, by 
the stroke of a pen, President Biden 
can begin changing the course of this 
country, but unfortunately he won’t 
because he doesn’t want to. 

As a matter of fact, in his first days 
in office, he used that same pen to cre-
ate this disaster that we are dealing 
with right now, an unprecedented his-
torical number of migrants illegally 
coming into the United States of 
America, some involved in terrorist or-
ganizations, smuggling illegal nar-
cotics into this country. 

You are correct, our bosses do de-
serve better. The American people do 
deserve better. I encourage you to en-
courage your side of the aisle to please 
have Joe Biden use that pen and put 
this country back on track. 

The Acting CHAIR. Members are re-
minded to direct their remarks to the 
Chair. 

b 1515 
Mr. Chairman, this is not a question 

of incompetence, and it is not a ques-
tion of chance. This is a deliberate pol-
icy by this administration, and we 
should have the courage and candor to 
say so. 

My Democrat colleagues should have 
the courage to look their constituents 
in the eye and admit what they have 
brought upon this country. 

People ask me all the time: How 
could this be happening? The answer is 

pretty simple. Elections have con-
sequences. Sometimes elections have 
terrible consequences, and that is what 
we are facing. 

This catastrophe will end when this 
administration ends, and that will be 
done by the American people at the 
ballot box. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Pennsylvania (Ms. 
HOULAHAN). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Ms. HOULAHAN. Mr. Chair, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Pennsylvania 
will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. LALOTA 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 7 printed in 
part B of House Report 118–511. 

Mr. LALOTA. Mr. Chairman, I rise as 
the designee of the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. GIMENEZ), and I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 4, line 23, insert ‘‘, and the nation-
ality of each such alien’’ before the semi-
colon. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1127, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. LALOTA) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. LALOTA. Mr. Chair, the cartels 
have more control over the U.S.-Mex-
ico border in Cochise County than ei-
ther the governments of Mexico or the 
United States. 

That is what law enforcement offi-
cers from the Tucson sector of Amer-
ica’s southern border told me on my 
fourth trip to the southern border re-
cently: The cartels have more control 
over our border than we do. 

What are the cartels doing with that 
control? To America’s detriment, they 
are smuggling people and drugs across 
it every day. 

I suppose we could blame the cartels 
because they are vicious and ruthless, 
but we should look closer to home for 
the blame. 

We should look to the person most 
responsible for creating the disaster at 
the southern border. We should look to 
the very person who, when he took of-
fice, repealed 64 very effective policies, 
which were keeping our border safe: 
canceling border wall construction, in-
stituting a mass parole system, and 
taking border agents away from the 
border to place them in migrant proc-
essing centers to process more and 
more migrants into the interior of the 
country. 
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Who is responsible for the disaster at 

the southern border? It is not climate 
change or migratory patterns. Rather, 
it is illegal immigration’s best friends: 
President Biden and Secretary 
Mayorkas. 

President Biden’s open-border poli-
cies have allowed nearly 10,000 pounds 
of fentanyl to enter the United States 
so far this fiscal year. 

This scourge has led to over 200,000 
fentanyl deaths in the United States 
since President Biden started repealing 
those very effective border policies. In 
fact, fentanyl is the leading cause of 
death of Americans ages 18 to 45. 

In response to President Biden’s 
open-border policies, my good friend 
and fellow Long Islander, Congressman 
D’ESPOSITO, has proposed an effective 
bill that would modify the require-
ments for reporting by the Attorney 
General on the impacts of the border 
crisis. 

Included in Congressman 
D’ESPOSITO’s bill is language to better 
understand when law enforcement is 
exposed to fentanyl. 

This legislation is critical to under-
standing the challenges law enforce-
ment officers face every day while giv-
ing further insights into the crises at 
our southern border, those crises 
caused by President Biden. 

I, alongside my good friend from 
Florida, Congressman CARLOS GIMENEZ, 
am proposing an amendment to Con-
gressman D’ESPOSITO’s bill that would 
further get to the root of the fentanyl 
crisis. 

Our amendment requires the nation-
ality of the migrant be included in the 
underlying reports when said migrant 
exposes a law enforcement officer to 
fentanyl during an encounter at the 
border. 

It is imperative that we, as a Nation, 
collect more information on who and 
where these drugs are coming from so 
we can put an end to the fentanyl 
scourge. 

We know from the DEA that most of 
the fentanyl consumed in the United 
States is produced in Mexico using pre-
cursors that come from China. Also, 
China is producing it on their own and 
sending it across the southern border, 
as well. 

Fentanyl is not only deadly in min-
iscule doses, but it is also frequently 
unknowingly contained in other sub-
stances, which multiplies the risk and 
the range of its impact. 

Mr. Chair, 75,000 Americans died in 
2022 due to the scourge of fentanyl. 
Enough is enough. I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this commonsense 
amendment that will help better iden-
tify where the fentanyl is coming from. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. Members are re-
minded to refrain from engaging in 
personalities toward the President. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment, even though I am not opposed to 
it. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from New York is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, this 

amendment would update the report 
required by this bill to include the na-
tionality of any noncitizen who exposes 
a law enforcement officer to fentanyl 
during an encounter at the border and 
in the United States. 

Just like the underlying bill, this 
amendment is another attempt to in-
correctly paint undocumented mi-
grants as being the prime source of 
fentanyl brought into the country. 

We already know that the vast ma-
jority of fentanyl is seized at ports of 
entry, trafficked by U.S. citizens. As I 
stated previously, in fiscal year 2023, 
CBP seized approximately 27,000 pounds 
of fentanyl. 

Less than 10 percent of these drugs 
were seized by the Border Patrol. The 
vast majority, roughly 90 percent of 
the fentanyl was seized by the Office of 
Field Operations, which mans the ports 
of entry. 

My Republican colleagues always re-
spond that this is the case because 
ports of entry are where we have re-
sources to interdict the drugs, but this 
is also wrong. 

Unfortunately, because Republicans 
refuse to adequately fund ports of 
entry, only 2 percent of passenger vehi-
cles and 16 percent of commercial vehi-
cles are inspected. 

We would likely catch even more 
drugs carried in by U.S. citizens if CBP 
had all the resources it needed. How-
ever, at every turn, it has been Repub-
licans who have voted against giving 
DHS the resources it needs to do its 
job. 

This bill is so full of misinformation 
and could actually use some facts, so I 
will not oppose this amendment. 

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

Mr. LALOTA. Mr. Chairman, the gen-
tleman, my colleague to the west of me 
in New York, says how most of the 
fentanyl is being seized at the ports of 
entry. 

I would hope the gentleman would 
also simultaneously criticize the Presi-
dent for repositioning border agents 
away from those places where vehicles 
and people are coming to traffic the 
drugs across, and, instead, repo-
sitioning those same agents at migrant 
processing centers just to parole more 
and more people into the country. 

If the gentleman is sincere about his 
concern for fentanyl coming in at ports 
of entry, he must call on the President 
to stop repositioning those agents 
away. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. LALOTA). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MRS. MILLER OF 

ILLINOIS 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 8 printed in 
part B of House Report 118–511. 

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise as the designee of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. OGLES), 
and I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 4, line 10, insert before the period at 
the end the following: ‘‘, and for the Presi-
dent to utilize long standing authorities, in-
cluding under section 212(f) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(f)), to 
secure the southern border’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 1227, the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Mrs. MILLER) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Illinois. 

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Mr. Chair-
man, since Joe Biden took office, 10 
million illegal aliens have entered our 
country, and untold numbers of Ameri-
cans have been murdered by people who 
should never have been here. 

To the Americans watching, Joe 
Biden does not care about you. He does 
not care about your family. For him, it 
is worth letting hundreds of thousands 
of illegals in every month and hundreds 
of foreigners on the FBI’s terrorist 
watch list if it means the Democratic 
Party’s base turns out in November. 

The purpose of this amendment is 
that President Biden already has exist-
ing authority to secure the border, and 
he needs to use it, but he doesn’t want 
to because he is afraid of his far-left 
base. 

President Biden is choosing to keep 
our border open and allowing the 
American people to be kept in harm’s 
way. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. Members are re-
minded to refrain from engaging in 
personalities toward the President. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would update the findings 
section of this bill to include a provi-
sion that states that it is in the best 
interests of law enforcement officers 
and the communities they serve for 
President Biden to use section 212(f) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act 
to secure the southern border. 

To be clear, the President does not 
have the authority to unilaterally shut 
down the border. President Biden can-
not simply use Section 212(f) of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act to pre-
vent immigrants from crossing the bor-
der. In fact, when President Trump 
tried to do exactly that in 2018, he was 
immediately shot down by the courts. 

Moreover, enforcement-only solu-
tions don’t work. The best way to se-
cure the border is to expand lawful 
pathways and to adequately fund the 
immigration system. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 03:20 May 17, 2024 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00031 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K16MY7.063 H16MYPT1dm
w

ils
on

 o
n 

D
S

K
JM

0X
7X

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH3308 May 16, 2024 
We have not updated our legal immi-

gration system in over 30 years. The 
more broken the legal immigration 
system is, the more people will try to 
come to the border as the only means 
of entry. 

This notion that the President has 
all the authority, not to mention the 
resources, that he needs to solve all the 
issues at the border with a stroke of 
his pen is a fantasy. 

Congress must work together to pro-
vide the legal tools and the resources 
necessary to address the border crisis. 

I know that there are Democrats 
willing to put in the hard work, but we 
have yet to find any House Republicans 
who are willing to do so. This amend-
ment is as unserious as the underlying 
bill. I will oppose both, and I urge my 
colleagues to do the same. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. Does the gentle-
woman from Illinois seek unanimous 
consent to reclaim her time? 

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. I do. 
The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-

tion, the gentlewoman reclaims her 
time and is recognized. 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Mr. Chair, 

President Biden does have authority to 
secure the border, and he did use his 
pen to open the border. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chair, I yield back 

the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. MILLER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 

move that the Committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mrs. 
MILLER of Illinois) having assumed the 
chair, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Acting Chair of 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 8146) to require 
a report by the Attorney General on 
the impact the border crisis is having 
on law enforcement at the Federal, 
State, local, and Tribal level, had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

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 3 o’clock and 28 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1600 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. OBERNOLTE) at 4 p.m. 

f 

LEOSA REFORM ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-

ished business is the vote on passage of 
the bill (H.R. 354) to amend title 18, 
United States Code, to improve the 
Law Enforcement Officer Safety Act 
and provisions relating to the carrying 
of concealed weapons by law enforce-
ment officers, and for other purposes, 
on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 221, nays 
185, not voting 24, as follows: 

[Roll No. 213] 

YEAS—221 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Allred 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bean (FL) 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Budzinski 
Burchett 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (LA) 
Chavez-DeRemer 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Craig 
Crane 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Curtis 
D’Esposito 
Davidson 
Davis (NC) 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duarte 
Duncan 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Feenstra 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Foxx 
Franklin, Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Garbarino 

Garcia, Mike 
Golden (ME) 
Gonzales, Tony 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Harder (CA) 
Harris 
Harshbarger 
Hern 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Issa 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kaptur 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Landsman 
Langworthy 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lesko 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luttrell 
Lynch 
Mace 
Malliotakis 
Maloy 
Mann 
Mast 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McHenry 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 

Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (UT) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Owens 
Palmer 
Peltola 
Pence 
Perez 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Posey 
Reschenthaler 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Salazar 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spanberger 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Strong 
Sykes 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (NY) 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NAYS—185 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amo 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bowman 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Bush 
Caraveo 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Cartwright 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crockett 
Crow 
Davids (KS) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frost 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Garcia, Robert 
Goldman (NY) 

Gomez 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Hayes 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson (NC) 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim (NJ) 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Manning 
Matsui 
McBath 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Meng 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Nickel 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 

Pelosi 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Pressley 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
Raskin 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Suozzi 
Swalwell 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Wild 
Williams (GA) 

NOT VOTING—24 

Boebert 
Burgess 
Carter (TX) 
Cleaver 
Davis (IL) 
Evans 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 

Frankel, Lois 
Gaetz 
Gimenez 
Grijalva 
Jackson Lee 
Kean (NJ) 
Khanna 
Luna 

Magaziner 
Massie 
McClain 
Molinaro 
Norcross 
Trone 
Wexton 
Wilson (FL) 

b 1634 

Mr. JACKSON of North Carolina and 
Ms. HOYLE of Oregon changed their 
vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

POLICE OUR BORDER ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
STRONG). Pursuant to House Resolution 
1227 and rule XVIII, the Chair declares 
the House in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the 
bill, H.R. 8146. 
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