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countries. It is exactly the opposite;
because a weak border weakens Amer-
ica, a strong border is good for Amer-
ica, a stronger America is good for ev-
erybody around the world, and every-
body in this Chamber should acknowl-
edge that.

Just as we lock our doors at night to
protect our homes, we secure our bor-
ders to protect our homeland. My
friends, that is our sacred obligation.

We in the House Republican Con-
ference desperately want to protect our
homeland because we want to ensure
that all of our children and grand-
children can continue to enjoy the
blessings of liberty that we have en-
joyed and that we have loved and expe-
rienced, and we can continue this
grand experiment in self-governance
we began in 1776.

Here is the question. I will leave you
with this: Does President Biden want
that? Does President Biden believe in
the rule of law? Does President Biden
believe that we are a sovereign Nation?
Does he believe that Americans and
not those from other countries should
be put first?

Every American citizen should be
asking these questions of the President
and helping us demand his answers. We
won’t stop. We are going to continue.

——

OPPOSING THE WYDEN-SMITH TAX
BILL

(Mr. CLYDE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to voice my strong opposition to
the Wyden-Smith tax bill that is set to
come to the floor tonight.

From welfare expansion to infla-
tionary deficits, this tax bill is a Tro-
jan horse for bad policies disguised as
tax relief.

The most egregious problem is that
this tax bill fails to close a loophole
that allows illegal aliens with U.S.
born children—that would be anchor
babies—to claim the Child Tax Credit.

After 3 years of Joe Biden’s inten-
tional illegal invasion, which is now
being used by the uniparty as an ex-
cuse to pass a horrendous border bill
that encourages more illegal immigra-
tion, lawmakers on both sides of the
aisle are set to expand the Child Tax
Credit while subsequently allowing il-
legal aliens to cash in on those bene-
fits.

There is no denying that these cash
welfare payments reward and
incentivize more illegal immigration.
This tax bill advances policies that
only worsen the chaos and fuel the bor-
der crisis.

It is a magnet for more illegal immi-
gration, and I encourage all Members
to vote against it. Americans simply
deserve better.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.
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CONSEQUENCES FOR SOCIAL
SECURITY FRAUD ACT

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to House Resolution 980, I call up the
bill (H.R. 6678) to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act to provide
that aliens who have been convicted of
or who have committed Social Secu-
rity fraud are inadmissible and deport-
able, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the House Resolution 980, in lieu
of the amendment in the nature of a
substitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary printed in the
bill, an amendment in the nature of a
substitute consisting of the text of
Rules Committee print 118-23 is adopt-
ed and the bill, as amended, is consid-
ered read.

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

H.R. 6678

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 ‘‘Consequences
for Social Security Fraud Act’’.

SEC. 2. INADMISSIBILITY AND DEPORTABILITY
RELATED TO SOCIAL SECURITY
FRAUD OR IDENTIFICATION DOCU-
MENT FRAUD.

(a) INADMISSIBILITY.—Section 212(a)(2) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1182(a)(2)) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

“(J) SOCIAL SECURITY FRAUD OR IDENTIFICA-
TION DOCUMENT FRAUD.—Any alien who has
been convicted of, who admits having com-
mitted, or who admits committing acts which
constitute the essential elements of an offense
under section 208 of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 408) (relating to social security account
numbers or social security cards), an offense
under section 1028 of title 18, United States Code
(relating to fraud and related activity in con-
nection with identification documents, authen-
tication features, and information), or a con-
spiracy to commit such an offense, is inadmis-
sible.”.

(b) DEPORTABILITY.—Section 237(a)(2) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1227(a)(2)) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

“(G) SOCIAL SECURITY FRAUD OR IDENTIFICA-
TION DOCUMENT FRAUD.—Any alien who has
been convicted of, who admits having com-
mitted, or who admits committing acts which
constitute the essential elements of an offense
under section 208 of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 408) (relating to social security account
numbers or social security cards), an offense
under section 1028 of title 18, United States Code
(relating to fraud and related activity in con-
nection with identification documents, authen-
tication features, and information), or a con-
spiracy to commit such an offense, is deport-
able.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill,
as amended, shall be debatable for 1
hour equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on the Judiciary
or their respective designees.

After 1 hour of debate, it shall be in
order to consider the further amend-
ment printed in part B of House Report
118-362, if offered by the Member des-
ignated in the report, which shall be
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considered read, shall be separately de-
batable for the time specified in the re-
port equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, and
shall not be subject to a demand for a
division of the question.

The gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BENTZ) and the gentleman from New
York (Mr. NADLER) will each control 30
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. BENTZ).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 6678.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 6678 makes aliens
inadmissible to and removed from the
United States for committing Social
Security fraud and identification docu-
ment fraud.

The numbers are staggering. In 2017,
before the Democrats opened our bor-
ders and produced the largest illegal
mass migration in recorded history,
there were 1.2 million cases in which il-
legal aliens used Social Security num-
bers that either belonged to someone
else or were simply fabricated.

A 2020 GAO report on employment-re-
lated identity fraud identified more
than 2.9 million Social Security num-
bers with risk characteristics associ-
ated with Social Security number mis-
use.

Last year, an investigative report
published by RealClearInvestigations
said this: “Reports dating back over a
decade show that hundreds of thou-
sands of Americans are unknowingly
‘sharing’ their Social Security numbers
with illegal immigrants.

““Such victims may face tax bills for
income they didn’t earn or depleted
benefits. Worse, some may experience
the burden of bad credit histories and
criminal records inaccurately attrib-
uted to themselves after being issued
Social Security numbers that illegal
aliens had previously invented and
used.

“The overall impact on American
citizens is largely unknown because
Federal, State, and local governments
as well as financial institutions have
generally failed to notify them even
when fraud is suspected.”

The Trump administration docu-
mented the extent of fraud during
which time it notified 1.6 million em-
ployers of employees whose Social Se-
curity numbers didn’t match govern-
ment records.

The Biden administration then took
over and has since brought 5 million il-
legal aliens into the United States.

They stopped the practice of noti-
fying employers of fraudulent use of
Social Security numbers. No doubt it
was just too embarrassing.
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This has been going on for years, but
it is sure to have grown exponentially
during the Biden administration. We
don’t know because the administration
doesn’t want us to know.

The current process for holding ille-
gal aliens accountable for ID fraud is
bureaucratized to the point of absurd-
ity.

In one case, for example, an illegal
alien trafficking in phony identifica-
tion documents was placed in removal
proceedings in 2005, and then nothing
happened until 2013 when the endless
appeals process finally concluded.

Despite the harm of Social Security
fraud and the increasing number of il-
legal aliens committing it, there is no
guarantee that an illegal alien com-
mitting it can be declared inadmissible
to or removed from the United States.

In fact, in at least the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the Seventh Circuit, the
Ninth Circuit, and potentially the
Fourth Circuit and 10th Circuit, cer-
tain Social Security fraud offenses do
not carry immigration consequences.

This bill changes that arduous,
counterintuitive, and lengthy process
by streamlining the analysis and en-
suring that criminal aliens can be held
to account and quickly removed from
the country for victimizing Americans
through Social Security and identifica-
tion document fraud.

In doing so, the Consequences for So-
cial Security Fraud Act protects Amer-
icans and strengthens the immigration
system.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, before I address the spe-
cifics of this bill, I want to address
what we heard from the Speaker a few
minutes ago.

The Speaker said that section 212(f)
of the Immigration and Nationality
Act cannot be used to ‘‘shut down the
border.”

Former President Trump agreed with
him. He tried to do exactly what
Speaker Johnson says in 2018. That ac-
tion was immediately enjoined and de-
clared unlawful.

You cannot use section 212(f) of the
INA to shut down the border, but the
Speaker knows this. That is why he
had the House pass H.R. 2. If 212(f) were
sufficient, why did we need a bill?

The Republicans passed H.R. 2, but
the Republicans should know that this
is a bicameral institution, and there is
also a President.

H.R. 2 can go nowhere. The Senate
won’t even look at it, but we know that
conservative Republicans in the Senate
and Democrats in the Senate have been
negotiating for a very, very strong,
very powerful, very conservative immi-
gration bill, which they have come up
with, much too conservative for many
Democrats—I am not sure I am going
to vote for it—far more conservative
than anything we have considered on
the floor besides H.R. 2.

Yet, the Speaker says he won’t hear
of it. Why? Because the former Presi-
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dent said he wants the issue. He was
very clear, as was Mr. NEHLS: Don’t
pass anything so that former President
Trump can campaign on immigration
in the fall.

Don’t solve the problem. Save the
problem as a campaign issue. That is
what they are doing. If they weren’t
doing that, they would seriously con-
sider the Senate bill.

What is even more pernicious is that
they have joined together the close the
border issue, the border issue, which is
a valid issue, but they have lumped it
together with aid to Israel and aid to
Ukraine.

I was on the steps of the House with
the Speaker and many others touting
our solidarity with Israel. Yet, what
are we going to do?

Trump and the Speaker, doing
Trump’s bidding, don’t want us to pass
an immigration bill, which they have
tied up with aid to Israel and aid to
Ukraine.

We are not going to aid Israel. We are
going to let Putin take over Ukraine.
We are not going to send arms to Tai-
wan. We are not going to send humani-
tarian aid.

We are going to abandon Ukraine. We
are going to abandon Israel. We are
going to abandon Taiwan. We are going
to abandon our Pacific allies.

Why? Because President Trump
wants a campaign issue on immigra-
tion. This is shameful. Shameful. The
Speaker knows it to be the case, and I
challenge the Speaker to bring the
Senate bill to the floor. Let’s see what
happens.

When the Senate passes a very con-
servative bill, which they seem on
track to do, bring it to the floor of the
House, and let’s see what happens. I bet
it passes, but let’s see what happens.

Mr. Speaker, addressing this bill,
let’s be clear: Social Security fraud is a
serious issue. It is also largely already
a deportable offense.

If H.R. 6678 closed an actual gap in
current law, Democrats would gladly
support it. Unfortunately, this bill rep-
resents another unserious attempt by
my Republican colleagues to target
and scapegoat immigrants, and to
score cheap political points, while
doing nothing to fix our immigration
system.

While I have several concerns with
this bill, I would like to focus on the
issue of deportability because that is
the most troubling aspect of this legis-
lation.

H.R. 6678 eliminates the requirement
that we first charge and convict a per-
son for Social Security fraud before we
make them deportable.

This is concerning and stands in
stark contrast to most other criminal
deportability grounds within our immi-
gration laws.

Barring a few exceptions, criminal
offenses require a conviction to render
a noncitizen deportable. This is espe-
cially important given who would be
most impacted by this legislation.

This section of H.R. 6678 is not about
deporting undocumented immigrants

January 31, 2024

who are, of course, already deportable,
and it is not about preventing people
from entering the United States.

The deportability provisions in this
legislation target lawful, permanent
residents, people who have put down
roots in our communities, many of
whom have U.S. citizen spouses and
children and who have truly estab-
lished themselves here in the United
States.

A 1ot of these individuals are eligible
to become U.S. citizens today. This bill
would make these people deportable
without even requiring that they be
convicted of a crime.

Do we really want to be deporting
lawful, permanent residents without
due process and without them having
their day in court?

Additionally, if this bill were to be-
come law, it would result in absurd
consequences. It would actually be
easier to deport someone for offenses
related to Social Security fraud than it
is to deport someone for murder, rape,
or sexual abuse of a minor, because for
those crimes, a conviction is required.
Is this really what my Republican col-
leagues are looking to accomplish?

For years, Republicans have claimed
that they support legal immigration.
They are opposed to illegal immigra-
tion, as we all are, but they support
legal immigration, so they say.

By stripping people of their due proc-
ess and playing political games with
this bill, they are showing us that it is
all just empty rhetoric.

We should be working together in a
bipartisan way to modernize our bro-
ken immigration system. Instead, we
are wasting our time with a bill that
has no chance to become law and does
nothing to address the real problems
facing this country and that destroys
due process for legal permanent resi-
dents.

Members should oppose this
overbroad legislation that would de-
port people who have never even been
charged with a crime.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Democrats today seem to be more
concerned with the due process rights
of illegal aliens than with the fact that
those illegal aliens may be victimizing
hardworking Americans. However, the
Democrats’ concerns are invalid.

For 80 years, the Board of Immigra-
tion Appeals has provided additional
protections for aliens whose remov-
ability or inadmissibility is based on
an admission. Under BIA precedent, to
be considered an admission, an alien’s
admission must be explicit, unequivo-
cal, and unqualified. The Department
of Homeland Security then bears the
burden to show by clear and convincing
evidence that the statement meets
that requirement for removability pur-
poses.

Even then, the immigration judge
would have to find that the admission
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fits within the relevant statutes and
that the admission is based on reason-
able, substantial, and probative evi-
dence. The statutes cited in this bill
have clear elements and shouldn’t be a
surprise to anyone. It should not be so
difficult to remove aliens who commit
Social Security fraud or identification
document fraud.

Democrats’ fearmongering con-
tradicts the law, contravenes the text
of the bill, and undermines efforts to
ensure that illegal alien fraudsters can
be removed from the United States.

H.R. 6678 simplifies the process for
ensuring foreign nationals who defraud
Americans while guests in our country
can be removed from the TUnited
States.

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

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, Mr.
BENTZ says that the person to be de-
ported has to be shown to have been
guilty by clear and convincing evi-
dence. I always thought the standard of
proof for a crime was evidence beyond
a reasonable doubt. This just shows
again how destructive of due process
this bill is.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
distinguished gentlewoman from Wash-
ington (Ms. JAYAPAL) the ranking
Democrat on the Subcommittee on Im-
migration Integrity, Security, and En-
forcement.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong opposition to H.R. 6678. Instead
of putting forward real solutions to fix
the immigration system, my Repub-
lican colleagues are once again looking
for a way to scapegoat and fearmonger
about immigrants.

We have had no hearing or testimony
in the Judiciary Committee this Con-
gress where Social Security fraud
amongst immigrants has been identi-
fied as a problem that even needs fix-
ing. What we did hear instead was
about how immigrants are engines of
growth for this country and how they
often pay billions into Social Security,
even though they are not eligible for
benefits from the program. We dis-
cussed how in 2019 alone, undocu-
mented Mexican workers contributed
$14.5 billion to Social Security and
Medicare through the taxes taken out
of their paychecks.

Despite these facts, my Republican
colleagues have put forth a bill that is
a dangerous solution in search of a
problem. Under current law, Social Se-
curity fraud already makes a person
deportable, but we require a convic-
tion. This bill sets a dangerous prece-
dent by allowing a person to be de-
ported with absolutely no due process
whatsoever.

Let me start by going through how
this bill is not needed. Under the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act, one of the
many ways that someone can become
deportable is if they are convicted of
something called a crime involving
moral turpitude for which a sentence of
1 year or longer may be imposed. The
Social Security-related offenses in this
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bill carry maximum penalties between
1 and 30 years, which clearly meet the
l-year minimum required for deport-
ability.

Likewise, the offense of falsely mak-
ing, forging, counterfeiting, or altering
a document that can be used as evi-
dence of authorized stay or employ-
ment in the United States is specifi-
cally defined as aggravated felony if
the crime carries a sentence of 1 year
or more. Conviction for an aggravated
felony makes a person deportable.
None of these facts seem to matter to
the authors of this bill, my Republican
colleagues.

H.R. 6678, however, sets a very dif-
ficult and dangerous precedent by
eliminating the requirement that we
first charge and convict a person for
Social Security fraud before deporting
them. This is not consistent with cur-
rent immigration law, and most impor-
tantly, it violates the bedrock prin-
ciples of fairness, due process, and the
rule of law.

Now, my Republican colleagues seem
to say that they don’t care about due
process for all people, but we do.

By not requiring a conviction, H.R.
6678 would vastly expand the ways in
which a green card holder could be-
come deportable, and it would lead to
serious unintended consequences. With
minor exceptions, the criminal grounds
for deportation under the INA require a
conviction to make a noncitizen de-
portable. That is just basic fairness.

Can you imagine a world in which
you can simply be ejected from the
country that you have lived in for dec-
ades without ever being convicted of a
crime or separated from your family
without ever being charged? That is
not who we are as a country.

Due process needs to apply to every-
one. We are better than this.

I hope my Republican colleagues will
realize how absurd and shortsighted
this bill is and will instead get to work
with us on finding real solutions to fix
our immigration system instead of con-
stantly targeting immigrants through
xenophobia, racism, and fear.

I urge all Members to vote ‘‘no’” on
H.R. 6678.

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

The gentlewoman from Washington
suggests that we have not, as Repub-
licans, focused on a real solution, and I
would draw her attention to H.R. 2.
Any one of the solutions that people
come up with is going to be dependent
upon our having secured the border
first, and for anyone to suggest other-
wise is simply incorrect.

The solutions that are contained in
that bill I hope will make their way
this direction from the Senate, but I
doubt it. I am looking forward to see-
ing whatever comes from that direc-
tion. H.R. 2 is a good approach to try to
resolve what I will call as the initial
issue that must be addressed.

The Consequences for Social Security
Fraud Act requires that aliens be con-
victed of fraud or admit to such fraud.
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Contrary to the Democrats’ talking
points, not every ground for inadmis-
sibility and removability in the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act requires
conviction. In fact, the language here
is identical to the grounds of inadmis-
sibility for crimes involving moral tur-
pitude and controlled substances of-
fenses under INA 212(a)(2).

Even for grounds of removability,
convictions are not always required.
For example, an alien can be removed
for overstaying their visa, violating
their nonimmigration status, or condi-
tion of entry, smuggling aliens, com-
mitting marriage fraud, being a drug
user or drug addict, falsely claiming
U.S. citizenship, or engaging in espio-
nage.

By requiring at least an admission,
this bill conforms to the pattern of
other grounds of inadmissibility and
removability. In a world of unsafe
streets and far-left prosecutors who
may never prosecute these offenses or
will allow aliens to plead down to
crimes that may not make them de-
portable, it makes no sense to strike
the provision to require a conviction.

If an alien has admitted to such con-
duct, why can’t the alien’s own admis-
sion be used to show the alien is inad-
missible or deportable? Democrats
want to take illegal aliens at their
word when they cross the border, even
thought they destroy their passports
and IDs, yet Democrats don’t want to
take aliens at their word when they
admit to committing a crime in the
United States. This defies common
sense.

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

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CORREA).

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, first of
all, let me say I have a poster here out-
lining the benefits that undocumented
workers bring to the economy with a
Social Security card that they will
never get benefits from.

You know, I was thinking, why in
God’s name are we bringing up this leg-
islation? What is it about this? What
am I missing? And I finally figured it
out. Why are we going after small busi-
nesses in the United States? Why are
we going after farmers and ranchers in
this Nation? Why would we be turning
over more Federal agents, Federal in-
vestigators on small businesses?

Remember, we are not talking about
the cash economy because workers and
people that operate in the cash econ-
omy don’t need a Social Security num-
ber. We are talking here about small
businesses, employers and employees
that are trying to do the right thing.

Under this legislation, we are going
to give small businesses a choice. You
obey the law, fire those employees that
are questionable, and you go out of
business; or you break the law, keep
those workers that are questionable,
and stay in business. Again, employees
and small businesses.

One of these employees that is
caught with one of these IDs is going
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to implicate the small business owner.
That is called a conspiracy, which is
also a major crime.

California has the fourth largest
economy in the world. It is the number
one ag nation in the country. We ex-
port 40 percent of our food or ag prod-
uct. Most of those workers are undocu-
mented. Most of those workers that
feed us are undocumented.

So let me get this right. We have a
shortage of farmworkers. We are trying
to bring back manufacturing.

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

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 1 minute to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, we have a
shortage of farmworkers. We have a
shortage of manufacturing employees.
We are trying to bring back jobs from
China, and we are saying to the small
businesses, to the farmers, you can’t
hire these people. If you do, you are a
criminal, and you are going to jail.

Let’s all take a deep breath. Let’s
give these workers a green card so they
can work in the U.S. They are honest.
If they were dishonest, they would be
working for cash, but they are trying
to do the right thing.

Mr. Speaker, this is not the right
time for this legislation. I ask my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no,” protect small
business owners, and protect our farm-
ers throughout the country.

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I want to return to my remark ear-
lier and say, look, if we want to ad-
dress issues such as E-Verify and chal-
lenges that small employers face, the
first thing we have to do is secure the
border, and the way we do that is with
H.R. 2. The fact that the Democrats
are, for whatever reason, ignoring the
solutions to securing the border is be-
yond me because in order for us to
move into these other areas to protect
our farmers, our ranchers, and others,
we have to secure the border first.

That is a challenge, I think, to those
who want the border to be open. That
is incredibly unfortunate because a
huge portion of folks certainly in my
district and in the United States real-
ize that if we don’t secure the border,
all of this discussion about good and
bad is moot. We have to secure the bor-
der first, and H.R. 2 does that.

Democrats claim this bill is unneces-
sary because aliens with fraud convic-
tions are already inadmissible or re-
movable. That couldn’t be further from
the truth.

Although aliens who committed some
forms of fraud may be found inadmis-
sible to or removable from the United
States, many cannot be. In fact, in nu-
merous Federal courts of appeal, cer-
tain Social Security fraud offenses do
not carry immigration consequences.

Take this Ninth Circuit case, for in-
stance: For 19 years, an illegal alien
used another woman’s Social Security
number to obtain employment, get
married twice, and obtain a driver’s li-
cense, credit cards, and a HUD loan.

The
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When the other woman learned of
this fraud, she asked the illegal alien
to stop using her identity. The illegal
alien refused. Yet, the Ninth Circuit,
doing legal gymnastics, determined
that the illegal alien’s fraud conviction
did not carry certain immigration con-
sequences because it was not a crime
involving moral turpitude.

Even when courts get it right, it
often takes them years to do so.

In a Fifth Circuit case from 2021, the
alien already had been in removal pro-
ceedings for 6 years before the Federal
appeals court finally found that his
conviction did, in fact, make him inad-
missible to the United States.

That is why H.R. 6678 is imperative
to protect our communities from fraud
and ensure aliens who engage in fraud
can be more quickly removed from the
United States.

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

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. MRVAN).

Mr. MRVAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express my deep frustration
with the unfortunate approach that the
House majority is pursuing this week
with regard to immigration legislation.

On a personal note, this past week, 1
held a series of community forums
throughout Indiana’s First Congres-
sional District, and at each one, the
topic of immigration reform and the
challenge of securing our southern bor-
der was front and center.

Constituents throughout the region
expressed great concern regarding the
national security implications related
to the increase in migrants, as well as
the great need for increased border se-
curity agents, for administrative
judges, for technology to monitor our
border, and for the resources to address
drug and human trafficking.
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More broadly, there was an appetite
to comprehensively solve this problem
in a bipartisan manner. Further, it re-
quires not only government and Fed-
eral contractor employers, but all em-
ployers to utilize the E-Verify system
to ensure no labor is being exploited, as
well as honor our commitment to
Dreamers.

At our community forums, we also
discussed the devastating impacts of
fentanyl, highlighting how our district
is home to an international port of
entry that must be secure.

In my prior position as a local elect-
ed official, I often hosted Narcan train-
ing sessions. I recollect one such pro-
gram during a polar vortex with 60-de-
gree-below wind chills. More than 150
individuals attended that training ses-
sion because drug traffickers flooded
our region with fentanyl-laced heroin.

My office also assisted with burials
for many of those who had lost the
struggle with addiction. I looked into
the eyes of family members who had
lost loved ones, and I carry each one of
those memories with me. This is real
life.
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I pull from these experiences every
day for my resolve to move forward
with real legislative solutions. We are
not solving problems by debating bills
for political advantage when there is a
pending appropriations supplemental
emergency request that would fund an
additional 1,300 border security agents,
amongst other priorities. We are not
solving problems by debating bills to
try and further divide us when there is
a bipartisan policy solution pending in
the Senate that regrettably has been
declared dead on arrival in the House.
This is a national security issue, and I
am seeking an immigration solution
that is strong, secure, and humane.

I implore my colleagues in the ma-
jority party to not jeopardize innocent
lives and the safety of our communities
by waiting to address this pressing
issue until after the election. Let us
put those solutions up for a vote so the
American people can see if we stand for
results or if we stand for political the-
ater.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Ranking Mem-
ber NADLER for the time.

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, it seems to
me that the Democrats want to leave
the border open and then facilitate the
illegal presence of those in the United
States.

Mr. Speaker, I am prepared to close,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I will be
very brief in closing. This legislation
does nothing to improve our immigra-
tion system while making a mockery
of basic due process. That is why it
should be defeated.

I urge all Members to oppose it, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, contrary to
the Democrats’ talking points, this bill
is necessary not only to protect Ameri-
cans from fraud but also to hold aliens
accountable for their criminal acts.
This bill makes America safer. I urge
my colleagues to support it.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is now
in order to consider amendment No. 1
printed in House Report 118-362.

Mr. D’ESPOSITO: Mr. Speaker, 1
have an amendment at the desk.

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

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 1, line 11, strike ‘“‘Any alien’ and in-
sert the following:

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Any alien”.

Page 1, line 14, insert after ‘‘the essential
elements of”’ the following ‘‘a covered COVID
offense,”.

Page 2, line 5, insert after ‘‘inadmissible.”
the following:

‘(ii) COVERED COVID OFFENSE.—For pur-
poses of this subparagraph, the term ‘covered
COVID offense’ means an offense of fraud
pertaining to—

“(I) a loan made under—

‘‘(aa) paragraph (36) or (37) of subsection
(a) of section 7 of the Small Business Act (15
U.S.C. 636); or
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““(bb) subsection (b) of such section in re-
sponse to the COVID-19 pandemic; or

“(I1) a grant made under—

‘‘(aa) section 5003 of the American Rescue
Plan Act of 2021 (15 U.S.C. 9009¢); or

‘“‘(bb) section 324 of the Economic Aid to
Hard-Hit Small Businesses, Nonprofits, and
Venues Act (15 U.S.C. 9009a).”.

Page 2, line 13, insert after ‘‘the essential
elements of” the following: ‘‘a covered
COVID offense (as such term is defined in
section 212(a)(2)(J)(ii)),”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 980, the gen-
tleman 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. Speaker, 1
thank Representative MCCLINTOCK for
introducing H.R. 6678, the Con-
sequences for Social Security Fraud
Act.

The underlying bill would create a
ground of inadmissibility and deporta-
tion for criminal illegal immigrants
who have been convicted of Social Se-
curity fraud. I am proud to offer this
important amendment that I hope will
go one step further in holding individ-
uals accountable for trying to defraud
the American government and the
American people.

My amendment expands the bill to
ensure that any illegal migrant who
has been convicted of, or admits to
having committed, a crime involving
fraud in regard to certain COVID-19
loans and grants is also inadmissible
and deportable.

Some of the programs included are
the Paycheck Protection Program
loans, Restaurant Revitalization Fund
grants, and Shuttered Venue Operators
Grants. These programs were intended
to allow Americans to weather the
storm through the pandemic, not for il-
legal immigrants to use for their own
personal benefit or nefarious purposes.

During the pandemic, we witnessed
beloved small businesses along our
main streets close and saw many fami-
lies struggle. Many of these important
programs ran out of money and were
unable to help all those who applied.
Those who attempted to defraud these
programs took taxpayer money away
from Americans in need and should be
penalized.

In November, the House passed a bi-
partisan bill to prohibit individuals
convicted of financial misconduct with
respect to these same COVID-19 loans
from receiving financial assistance
from the Small Business Administra-
tion.

The SBA Inspector General esti-
mated that more than $200 billion of
the roughly $1.2 trillion in pandemic
loans were distributed to potentially
fraudulent actors. I want to repeat
those numbers. More than $200 billion
of the roughly $1.2 trillion in pandemic
loans were distributed to potentially
fraudulent actors. That is nearly one-
fifth of all Small Business Administra-
tion funds. We must continue to ad-
vance legislation that will protect tax-
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payers’ money and penalize those who
commit fraud, especially those in our
country illegally.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support this

commonsense, pro-American amend-
ment.

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

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

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

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to this amendment.

As I have repeatedly said, fraud, re-
gardless of whether it is Social Secu-
rity fraud or fraud related to COVID
loans or grants, is a serious issue. This
amendment, however, suffers from the
same defect as the underlying bill. As
written, it would eliminate the require-
ment that we first charge and convict
a person for a fraud offense before we
make them deportable.

Let’s remember who would be most
impacted by the deportability provi-
sions in this amendment. This is not
about deporting undocumented immi-
grants, who are, of course, already re-
movable. It is not about preventing
people from entering the United
States.

The deportability provisions in this
amendment target lawful permanent
residents, people who have put down
roots in our communities, many of
whom have U.S. spouses and children.
This bill would make these people de-
portable without even requiring that
they be convicted of a crime. Do we
really want to be deporting lawful per-
manent residents without any due
process?

Additionally, this amendment, just
like the underlying bill, would lead to
absurd consequences. It would actually
make it easier to deport someone for
fraud related to COVID loans or grants
than it is to deport someone for mur-
der, rape, or sexual abuse of a minor,
because for those crimes, a conviction
is required. Is that really what the au-
thor of this amendment is trying to ac-
complish here, make it easier to deport
people for COVID fraud than for mur-
der, rape, or sexual abuse of a minor? Is

that really what Mr. D’ESPOSITO
wants?
This is not sound policy, and it

makes no sense. I hope my Republicans
colleagues will realize how short-
sighted this amendment is. I oppose
this amendment, and I urge all Mem-
bers to do the same.

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

Mr. D’ESPOSITO. Mr. Speaker, I find
it almost comical that we are being
lectured by my friend from New York
who was just talking about con-
sequences.

The consequences that we are facing
here in this country are actually two-
fold. First, we are facing the con-
sequences of the disastrous open bor-
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ders that President Biden and Sec-
retary Mayorkas have allowed here in
the United States of America.

Secondly, closer to home, when we
are talking about murderers and rap-
ists, my friend from New York is part
of the political party that leads New
York City, that has rogue DAs who
have decided not to hold those account-
able who have committed crimes.

We are talking about the State of
New York, where the Governor, the As-
sembly, and the State Senate, have put
cashless bail and criminal justice re-
form into place that have actually
given criminals more rights than law-
abiding citizens.

I think, today, what we are focused
on is holding those accountable who
are defrauding the United States of
America, people who come to this
country illegally and have not only
committed Social Security fraud but
also taken money from COVID-19 fund-
ing and used it to their advantage;
therefore, taking it away from good,
hardworking Americans and
businessowners.

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

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, the other
gentleman from New York has not put
forward any evidence that immigrants,
documented or undocumented, were in-
volved in defrauding the COVID relief
funds. Moreover, everything he said ba-
sically was irrelevant to this bill.

We are not talking about the south-
ern border crisis. We are not talking
about the general policies of the Biden
administration or the Trump adminis-
tration or H.R. 2 or the Senate bill. All
of that is beyond the scope of this bill.

What we are talking about in this
bill is not making, as the gentleman
said, illegal immigrants, but lawful
permanent residents, deportable for
fraud on COVID loans or grants with-
out being convicted of a crime, some-
thing you cannot do for lawful perma-
nent residents accused of murder, rape,
or sexual abuse of a minor, because for
those things a conviction is required.

This bill would set aside due process
and say no conviction is required to de-
port someone for the crime of COVID
fraud, although such a conviction is re-
quired for much more serious offenses.
It makes no sense and it is abhorrent
to our legal system to make people
have heavy penalties, people who have
lived in this country for many years, to
be deportable without any due process
and without conviction of a crime.

For that reason, this amendment and
this bill should be defeated.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the previous question
is ordered on the bill and the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
New York (Mr. D’ESPOSITO).

The question is on the amendment.

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

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.
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The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question are post-
poned.

————

NO IMMIGRATION BENEFITS FOR
HAMAS TERRORISTS ACT

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to House Resolution 980, I call up the
bill (H.R. 6679) to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act with respect
to aliens who carried out, participated
in, planned, financed, supported, or
otherwise facilitated the attacks
against Israel, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 980, in lieu of
the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary printed in the
bill, an amendment in the nature of a
substitute consisting of the text of
Rules Committee Print 118-24 is adopt-
ed and the bill, as amended, is consid-
ered read.

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

H.R. 6679

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 ‘‘No Immigration
Benefits for Hamas Terrorists Act’’.

SEC. 2. ALIENS WHO CARRIED OUT, PARTICI-
PATED IN, PLANNED, FINANCED,
SUPPORTED, OR OTHERWISE FACILI-
TATED ATTACKS AGAINST ISRAEL.

(a) PARTICIPANTS IN HAMAS TERRORISM
AGAINST ISRAEL.—Section 212(a)(3) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3))
is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (B)(i), in the matter fol-
lowing subclause (IX)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘Palestinian Islamic Jihad, or
Hamas’ after ‘‘Palestine Liberation Organiza-
tion’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘member,’”’ after ‘‘representa-
tive,”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

““(H) PARTICIPANTS IN HAMAS TERRORISM
AGAINST ISRAEL.—Any alien who carried out,
participated in, planned, financed, afforded ma-
terial support to, or otherwise facilitated any of
the attacks against Israel initiated by Hamas
beginning on October 7, 2023, is inadmissible.”’.

(b)  INELIGIBILITY FOR  RELIEF.—Section
241(b)(3) of the Immigration and Nationality Act
(8 U.S.C. 1231(b)(3)) is amended by adding at
the end the following:

‘(D) INELIGIBILITY FOR RELIEF.—Any alien
who carried out, participated in, planned, fi-
nanced, afforded material support to, or other-
wise facilitated any of the attacks against Israel
initiated by Hamas beginning on October 7,
2023, shall be ineligible for any relief under the
immigration laws, including under this section,
section 208, and section 2242 of the Omnibus
Consolidated and Emergency Supplemental Ap-
propriations Act, 1999 (and any regulations
issued pursuant to such section).”’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
237(a)(4)(B) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1227(a)(4)(B)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘“‘subparagraph (B) or (F)”’ and inserting
‘“‘subparagraph (B), (F), or (H).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill,
as amended, shall be debatable for 1
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hour, equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on the Judiciary
or their respective designees.

After 1 hour of debate, it shall be
order to consider the further amend-
ment printed in part C of House Report
118-362, if offered by the Member des-
ignated in the report, which shall be
considered read, shall be separately de-
batable for the time specified in the re-
port equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, and
shall not be subject to a demand for a
division of the question.

The gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BENTZ) and the gentleman from New
York (Mr. NADLER) each will control 30
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. BENTZ).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
insert extraneous material on H.R.
6679.

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

There was no objection.

0 1330

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

On October 7, 2023, Hamas initiated
its brutal, unprovoked terrorist attack
on Israel, the deadliest terrorist attack
since the State of Israel was formed.
There is no place in the United States
for people who would commit such
acts.

H.R. 6679, the No Immigration Bene-
fits for Hamas Terrorists Act ensures
that aliens who carried out, partici-
pated in, planned, financed, provided
material support to, or otherwise fa-
cilitated the attacks on the Israeli peo-
ple that started on October 7 are inad-
missible to and removable from the
United States.

It also makes such aliens ineligible
for any immigration relief.

Legislation like this is increasingly
important because we have an execu-
tive who has implemented policies spe-
cifically designed to allow bad actors
in the United States and to let them
stay here.

The Biden administration’s policies
have thrown every facet of our immi-
gration system into chaos. Since Presi-
dent Biden took office, more than 7
million illegal aliens have been en-
countered on our southwest border. We
are on track to reach 12 million by the
end of President Biden’s term.

More than 3.3 million have been de-
liberately released into the TUnited
States. Another more than 1.7 million
known got-aways successfully evaded
Border Patrol agents to enter the coun-
try.

Thanks to the Biden administration’s
open-border policies, the immigration
court backlog has ballooned to over 2.5
million cases. In addition, arrests of
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criminal aliens have dropped exponen-
tially.

What does all of this mean? Illegal
aliens do not face swift immigration
consequences.

Open-border policies present grave
national security risks for our country
and the world.

The FBI Director warned the Judici-
ary Committee that the open border
constitutes a massive security threat.

Post-October 7, Germany, Belgium,
and France have already seen lone-wolf
terrorist attacks inspired by the
Hamas attack on Israel.

Foreign nationals exploit U.S. immi-
gration laws and policy to do us harm.

We learned that lesson on September
11, 2001.

Since October 7, here in the United
States, at least one foreign national
has already been arrested for plotting
an attack against Houston’s Jewish
community—a Jordanian national who
had overstayed his visa several years
ago, but then applied for asylum and
was issued a work authorization by the
Biden administration.

Just this week, we learned that last
March, the Biden administration re-
leased an Al-Shabaab terrorist into the
United States.

It is not farfetched to think that Oc-
tober 7 terrorists would try to come
here. It is imperative that Congress en-
sures that such bad actors will find no
refuge in the United States.

H.R. 6679 does just that.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, on October 7, 2023,
Hamas committed a horrific assault on
innocent civilians in Israel, murdering
1,200 people, including 32 Americans,
killing the most Jewish people in a sin-
gle day since the Holocaust.

Even now, Hamas continues to hold
innocent men, women, and children in
captivity. Not a day goes by that I
don’t think of the hostages:

Of Kfir Bibas, who turned 1 in cap-
tivity, and his family, whose lives
Hamas has used as a tool of psycho-
logical torture;

Of U.S. citizens, like Hersh Goldberg-
Polin, whose arm was blown off at the
Nova music festival, and Keith Siegel,
whose wife was released while he re-
mains in Gaza;

Of peace activists, like Oded Lifshitz,
who spent so much his life helping Pal-

estinians get access to lifesaving
healthcare;
Of the young women, like Noa

Argamani and Agam Berger, who
Hamas has used to torment and taunt
their parents.

Every day since October 7 has been a
nightmare from which we have been
unable to wake up. It has been far too
much suffering, too many lives have
been lost, on both sides of the conflict.

H.R. 6679 has an important goal, en-
suring that no one involved with the
planning or commission of the October
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