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school meals, even more kids are tak-
ing advantage of nutritious options at 
schools. The kids were happy, and the 
food looked delicious. Let’s expand this 
kind of programming to all schools in 
order to promote better nutrition and 
to end hunger now. 

f 

MISGUIDED NUCLEAR POLICY 

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

Mr. GARAMENDI. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to urge Congress to address 
our misguided nuclear policy. For near-
ly 80 years, the threat of nuclear weap-
ons has loomed large. As nations rearm 
and great power competition re-
emerges, we must remember the dan-
gers of the past and avoid a new nu-
clear arms race. 

For decades, stockpiling nuclear 
weapons gave us the power to destroy 
civilization many, many times over but 
did not provide greater security. After 
countless close calls, leaders wisely 
chose arms control, realizing that nu-
clear war cannot be won and must 
never be fought. 

Sadly, we seem to have forgotten 
those lessons and have begun modern-
izing our arsenal, mistakenly believing 
that it will deliver security. Across the 
nuclear enterprise, costs soar while 
goals remain unclear. 

Congress must debate the cost effec-
tiveness of these modernization plans 
and stop the escalatory spiral before it 
is too late. Too often, those with the 
most strident voices carry the day. 

f 

IN CELEBRATION OF THE LIFE 
AND LEGACY OF MYRNA CARTER 
JACKSON 

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

Ms. SEWELL. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the extraordinary life 
and legacy of civil rights activist Mrs. 
Myrna Carter Jackson of Birmingham, 
Alabama, who passed away on May 31, 
2024, at the age of 82. 

A community leader, community ac-
tivist, civil rights and voting rights ac-
tivist, teacher, and cosmetologist, Mrs. 
Jackson wore many hats, but the com-
mon thread was public service. 

Mrs. Jackson was jailed twice for her 
involvement in the civil rights move-
ment in Birmingham. She served as the 
first vice president of the Metro Bir-
mingham Branch of the NAACP and 
eventually commissioner of the Hous-
ing Authority of the Birmingham dis-
trict. 

Whether she was providing job train-
ing for the youth, supporting victims 
of Hurricane Katrina, or substitute 
teaching, Mrs. Myrna Jackson never 
missed an opportunity to give back. 
Her life stands as a testament to the 
power of ordinary Americans to 
achieve extraordinary social change. 

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues 
to join me in celebrating the inspiring 
life and legacy of civil rights activist 
Mrs. Myrna Carter Jackson of Bir-
mingham, Alabama. She will be sorely 
missed. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF NBA GAME 
ANALYST DORIS BURKE 

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

Mr. MAGAZINER. Madam Speaker, 
as the Boston Celtics and Dallas Mav-
ericks prepare to meet in game 3 of the 
NBA Finals, I rise to celebrate Provi-
dence College graduate Doris Burke, a 
trailblazer who is making history as 
the first woman to call a championship 
broadcast in a major American men’s 
sports league. 

Burke’s love for basketball started at 
a young age and eventually brought 
her to Rhode Island, where she started 
as point guard for the Providence Col-
lege Friars and led them in assists for 
3 years. She was selected to the Big 
East All-Tournament Team twice and 
graduated as PC’s all-time assist lead-
er. 

Later in life, she continued to pursue 
her passion by calling Providence wom-
en’s basketball games. Not long after, 
she began calling games for ESPN, 
where she became recognized for her 
keen insights and encyclopedic knowl-
edge of the game. 

Throughout her 34-year career, Doris 
has broken one barrier after another: 
first woman to call a Big East men’s 
basketball game, to call a New York 
Knicks game, and first woman to call 
the Conference Finals and NBA Finals 
on radio and television. It is an inspira-
tion to see and hear Doris Burke as 
millions of Americans tune in to the 
NBA Finals. 

f 

ANNIVERSARY OF PULSE 
NIGHTCLUB MASSACRE 

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

Mr. FROST. Madam Speaker, today 
my heart is heavy. I am brought back 
to this moment in history where, on 
June 12, 2016, 49 angels were murdered 
in cold blood on the dance floor and on 
the floor of Pulse nightclub in my city, 
in my district, and in my home of Or-
lando, Florida. 

I am angry. I am angry that we live 
in a world and that we live in a country 
where gun violence can drastically 
change or end your life. I am angry 
that I serve in a Chamber where seem-
ingly most of the folks here don’t want 
to do a single damned thing about it. I 
am also angry that I have been fighting 
for this since I was 15, and we are still 
in this fight. 

I express my condolences and send 
immense amounts of love to the fami-
lies and to the survivors of the Pulse 

nightclub massacre and tell them that 
we will continue to honor the lives of 
those 49 angels with nothing but ac-
tion, with nothing but sweat equity, 
until we end gun violence in this coun-
try. True justice isn’t one person be-
hind bars, but it is when we can wake 
up with the confidence to say that this 
will never happen again. 

f 

IN CELEBRATION OF THE 249TH 
BIRTHDAY OF THE UNITED 
STATES ARMY 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today ahead of 
June 14 to celebrate the United States 
Army’s 249th birthday. Every year, just 
a few days after Memorial Day, our 
country celebrates the Army’s birth-
day. This marks the anniversary in 
1775 when the Continental Congress au-
thorized the enlistment of riflemen to 
serve the United Colonies for 1 year. 

The Army is the oldest and largest 
branch of the U.S. military and has 
played a vital role in the country’s de-
velopment since its establishment. 
Without the brave men who enlisted 
249 years ago, we would not be the 
great Nation that we are today. 

I will also say, without the great men 
and women who enlist today in the 
United States Army, we would not con-
tinue to be a great Nation. 

Madam Speaker, I am a proud Army 
dad, and, in Congress, I continue to 
support legislation that bolsters our 
Nation’s defense and invests in our 
military members and their families. 

Happy birthday, Army. 
f 

b 0915 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 8070, SERVICEMEMBER 
QUALITY OF LIFE IMPROVEMENT 
AND NATIONAL DEFENSE AU-
THORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 2025; RELATING TO CON-
SIDERATION OF HOUSE REPORT 
118–527 AND ACCOMPANYING RES-
OLUTION; AND FOR OTHER PUR-
POSES 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 
Madam Speaker, by direction of the 
Committee on Rules, I call up House 
Resolution 1287 and ask for its imme-
diate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1287 

Resolved, That at any time after adoption 
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 8070) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 2025 for 
military activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and for de-
fense activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year. The first reading of the bill 
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shall be dispensed with. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived. 
General debate shall be confined to the bill 
and amendments specified in this section 
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on 
Armed Services or their respective des-
ignees. After general debate the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. In lieu of the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute recommended by the 
Committee on Armed Services now printed 
in the bill, an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute consisting of the text of Rules 
Committee Print 118–36, modified by the 
amendment printed in part A of the report of 
the Committee on Rules accompanying this 
resolution, shall be considered as adopted in 
the House and in the Committee of the 
Whole. The bill, as amended, shall be consid-
ered as the original bill for the purpose of 
further amendment under the five-minute 
rule and shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill, 
as amended, are waived. 

SEC. 2. (a) No further amendment to H.R. 
8070, as amended, shall be in order except 
those printed in part B of the report of the 
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution and amendments en bloc described in 
section 3 of this resolution. 

(b) Each further amendment printed in 
part B of the report of the Committee on 
Rules shall be considered only in the order 
printed in the report, may be offered only by 
a Member designated in the report, shall be 
considered as read, shall be debatable for the 
time specified in the report equally divided 
and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment, 
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

(c) All points of order against further 
amendments printed in part B of the report 
of the Committee on Rules or against 
amendments en bloc described in section 3 of 
this resolution are waived. 

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time for 
the chair of the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices or his designee to offer amendments en 
bloc consisting of further amendments print-
ed in part B of the report of the Committee 
on Rules accompanying this resolution not 
earlier disposed of. Amendments en bloc of-
fered pursuant to this section shall be con-
sidered as read, shall be debatable for 40 min-
utes equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Armed Services or their re-
spective designees, shall not be subject to 
amendment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question in the 
House or in the Committee of the Whole. 

SEC. 4. At the conclusion of consideration 
of H.R. 8070 for amendment the Committee 
shall rise and report the bill, as amended, to 
the House with such further amendments as 
may have been adopted. The previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the 
bill, as amended, and on any further amend-
ment thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit. 

SEC. 5. If House Report 118–527 is called up 
by direction of the Committee on the Judici-
ary: (a) all points of order against the report 
are waived and the report shall be considered 
as read; and (b)(1) an accompanying resolu-
tion offered by direction of the Committee 
on the Judiciary shall be considered as read 
and shall not be subject to a point of order; 
and (2) the previous question shall be consid-
ered as ordered on such resolution to adop-
tion without intervening motion or demand 
for division of the question except one hour 
of debate equally divided and controlled by 

the chair and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on the Judiciary or their re-
spective designees. 

SEC. 6. Upon adoption of the resolution ac-
companying House Report 118–527, the reso-
lution accompanying House Report 118–533 is 
hereby adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 
Madam Speaker, for the purpose of de-
bate only, I yield the customary 30 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Pennsylvania (Ms. SCANLON), pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members may have 5 leg-
islative days in which to revise and ex-
tend their remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 

Madam Speaker, last night, the Rules 
Committee met and reported a rule, 
House Resolution 1287, providing for 
consideration of three measures includ-
ing H.R. 8070, the Servicemember Qual-
ity of Life Improvement and National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2025, to be considered under a 
structured rule. 

The rule provides for 1 hour of de-
bate, equally controlled by the chair 
and ranking member of the Armed 
Services Committee, provides for one 
motion to recommit, and makes 350 
amendments in order. 

Additionally, the rule provides for 
consideration of House Report 118–527 
and the accompanying resolution rec-
ommending that the House of Rep-
resentatives find United States Attor-
ney General Merrick B. Garland in con-
tempt of Congress for refusal to comply 
with a subpoena duly issued by the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The rule also provides that upon 
adoption of the resolution accom-
panying House Report 118–527, the reso-
lution accompanying House Report 118– 
533 is adopted. 

Madam Speaker, I am pleased to sup-
port the rule and the underlying pieces 
of legislation, beginning with H.R. 8070, 
the Servicemember Quality of Life Im-
provement and National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2025. 

Madam Speaker, under Chairman 
ROGERS’ leadership, as well as the lead-
ership of Ranking Member ADAM 
SMITH, the bipartisan fiscal year 2025 
National Defense Authorization Act 
passed the Armed Services Committee 
by a vote of 57–1. It significantly im-
proves the quality of life for our serv-
icemembers. It deters our adversaries, 
supports our allies, and focuses on our 
military readiness and our national se-
curity. 

According to several top national se-
curity officials, our country is facing 

serious threats to our democracy and 
freedom at levels that we haven’t seen 
since World War II. It is imperative for 
our national security that our service-
members and their families are sup-
ported and that they can focus on their 
mission. 

Ahead of the NDAA, Chairman ROG-
ERS established the Quality of Life 
Panel to evaluate the quality of life of 
our servicemembers. The panel found 
that servicemembers’ quality of life 
concerns are a major cause of low mo-
rale and family stress, which are un-
dermining recruitment, retention, and 
military readiness. 

The National Defense Authorization 
Act puts our servicemembers and their 
families first and addresses many of 
the issues found by the Quality of Life 
Panel. The legislation improves serv-
icemembers’ quality of life by boosting 
compensation, improving housing, en-
suring access to medical care, enhanc-
ing support for military spouses, and 
increasing access to childcare. 

Through the tireless work of the 
House Armed Services Committee and 
Rules Committee staff, the NDAA ad-
vances important policies to support 
our warfighters at home and abroad 
and to deter our adversaries. 

It is the NDAA’s intent to ensure 
that our Nation’s military is organized, 
trained, and equipped to deter our ad-
versaries. Communist China, Russia, 
Iran, North Korea, and any other na-
tions or terrorist groups must know 
that they will never succeed in a war 
with the United States of America. The 
NDAA restores American deterrence by 
restoring lethality, defending Israel, 
securing our southern border, and pro-
viding oversight and accountability. 

To deter our adversaries, we must 
continue to modernize our military. 
The National Defense Authorization 
Act boosts innovation providing for the 
development and fielding of AI, quan-
tum computing, and autonomous sys-
tems. 

The legislation also removes Com-
munist China from our supply chain 
and prevents the Communist China 
spies from infiltrating our research in-
stitutions inside the United States of 
America. 

The NDAA bolsters Taiwan’s defense 
and supports our Indo-Pacific allies as 
they work to deter our shared adver-
saries. 

This legislation also supports our 
ally Israel as they defend themselves 
from Hamas terrorists by expanding 
U.S.-Israel military exercises while 
also fully funding cooperative missile 
defense programs. 

Additionally, Madam Speaker, the 
Armed Services Committee included 
language that saves our taxpayers over 
$30 billion by cutting inefficient pro-
grams, obsolete weapons, and Pentagon 
bureaucracy. 

We live in the greatest free nation on 
Earth, and it is imperative that we 
support those who protect it. The fiscal 
year ’25 National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act is another step in that direc-
tion. 
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Moving on to the resolutions recom-

mending that the House of Representa-
tives find United States Attorney Gen-
eral Merrick B. Garland in contempt of 
Congress for refusal to comply with 
subpoenas duly issued by the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary and the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Account-
ability, Madam Speaker, at the begin-
ning of February, Special Counsel Rob-
ert Hur released his report on Presi-
dent Biden’s mishandling of classified 
documents that were discovered in his 
home and office in 2022. 

On February 27, the Judiciary and 
Oversight Committees issued identical 
subpoenas compelling production of 
certain documents, including audio and 
video recordings of Special Counsel 
Hur’s interviews with President Biden 
and his ghostwriter. These subpoenas 
were not complied with, Madam Speak-
er. The audio recordings were never 
produced. On May 16, the morning of 
the markup of the contempt report in 
the Judiciary and Oversight Commit-
tees, President Biden exerted executive 
privilege over those recordings. 

Madam Speaker, the audiotapes are 
the best evidence that the transcripts 
provided to the committee accurately 
reflect the true content. Additionally, 
President Biden waived any potential 
assertions of executive privilege when 
he released the transcript, and he has 
not set forth any valid basis for invok-
ing executive privilege. 

Madam Speaker, the following things 
are true: The subpoenas were legally 
authorized. The subpoenas were not 
complied with. 

It is extremely clear: We wouldn’t be 
here on the floor today discussing the 
matter if that was not the case. 

The American people deserve to 
know the truth. Even news outlets in 
this country, nearly a dozen, in fact, 
have sued for access to the recordings. 

Madam Speaker, Attorney General 
Garland has chosen not to comply with 
the subpoenas, and because of his 
choice, he must be found in contempt 
of Congress. 

Madam Speaker, I look forward to 
consideration of these important pieces 
of legislation and urge passage of this 
rule. 

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

Ms. SCANLON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, today’s rule is a 
tale of two Congresses. 

On the one hand, we have the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act, the 
NDAA, which is a bipartisan bill, the 
result of good faith negotiations be-
tween Republicans and Democrats on 
the House Armed Services Committee 
to support our servicemembers and 
provide for our national defense. This 
NDAA accommodates the diverse inter-
ests of Members of the House in ways 
that, while inevitably not satisfying 
everyone on every point, represent 
compromises that ensure the bill can 
become law. 

Attached to this rule are two na-
kedly partisan and groundless con-
tempt resolutions based on manufac-
tured allegations, conspiracy theories, 
and bad faith arguments designed sole-
ly to smear President Biden in the 
lead-up to the 2024 election. 

In the first example, we see Congress 
at its best. In the second, we see Con-
gress at its worst. 

First, the NDAA: The fiscal year 2025 
NDAA is a solid bipartisan package de-
signed to support our servicemembers 
and provide for our national defense. 

I applaud the work of my colleagues 
on the Armed Services Committee for 
their evenhanded, bipartisan work to 
produce a bill that addresses priorities 
and concerns from all across the coun-
try. Like all negotiated bills, there are 
policies I agree with and disagree with, 
but that is how negotiation and com-
promise work. 

Of particular note is that this year’s 
NDAA would implement long-overdue 
reforms to improve military recruit-
ment and retention, a growing concern 
as our armed services have struggled to 
meet recruiting targets over the past 
decade. 

The reforms in this bill are the result 
of an in-depth, bipartisan study led by 
Representatives DON BACON and 
CHRISSY HOULAHAN into the factors im-
pacting recruitment and retention. It 
should be no surprise that the main 
concerns facing our servicemembers 
are the same as those of many Amer-
ican families: wanting to earn enough 
to support a family and to afford good 
housing, childcare, and medical care. 

This NDAA increases pay and bene-
fits for junior servicemembers. It fixes 
dilapidated military housing. It in-
creases military housing benefits. It 
fully funds childcare assistance pro-
grams so that all eligible military fam-
ilies can receive the benefits. It 
strengthens programs to support mili-
tary spouses. 

It is a disgrace that we have service-
members living in poverty, service-
members and member families who go 
hungry, and servicemembers who 
aren’t able to take care of their chil-
dren and families. 

b 0930 
I am glad that the Armed Services 

Committee came together on these re-
forms. They will go a long way in fight-
ing poverty and hunger and will en-
courage more people to enlist in mili-
tary service. 

This NDAA also makes significant 
investments in our national defense. 
The bill funds a range of programs to 
support our domestic defense industrial 
base. These programs will help main-
tain and create jobs throughout the 
country and ensure that we can meet 
the demand for munitions and weapons 
systems to support our own military 
needs and those of our allies. 

Finally, this NDAA makes needed 
cuts to wasteful defense programs to 
keep the top-line spending in the bill 
at a flat 1 percent increase over last 
year’s amount. 

All in all, while there are plenty of 
policies that I disagree with, the over-
all bill is solid and should garner the 
support of a large majority of House 
Members. 

However, despite the best efforts of 
our Armed Services colleagues, it looks 
like House Republican leadership has 
decided to politicize the NDAA, just as 
they did last year. 

Last night in the Rules Committee, 
Republicans made in order dozens of 
rightwing MAGA amendments that 
will poison the NDAA’s bipartisan sup-
port. These amendments, many of 
which are likely to be adopted by the 
House’s extremist Republican major-
ity, would restrict access to abortion 
care for female servicemembers and 
block efforts to promote diversity and 
address discrimination in our armed 
services. 

In doing so, House leadership is, once 
again, politicizing one of the few re-
maining areas of bipartisan agreement 
in the House, while ignoring the real 
needs of those who serve our country. 

Last year, when House Republicans 
pulled this exact same stunt, it killed 
bipartisan support for the NDAA for 
the first time in decades. This week 
Republicans have decided to repeat 
that mistake. 

Additionally, last night in the Rules 
Committee, Republicans rejected mul-
tiple bipartisan amendments to the 
bill. Republicans rejected an amend-
ment from a Member of their own 
party to add 4,000 special immigrant 
visas to resettle our Afghan allies who 
supported our troops throughout that 
conflict and who we promised to pro-
tect. 

Republicans rejected another Repub-
lican amendment to adopt the Major 
Richard Star Act, which would fix a 
longstanding prohibition that prevents 
medically retired veterans from receiv-
ing their full earned benefits. That is a 
provision that has the support of over 
300 Members of this House. 

Republicans rejected a bipartisan 
amendment to provide cancer 
screenings for civilian DOD fire-
fighters, who have been disproportion-
ately exposed to cancer-causing PFAS 
forever chemicals. These screenings 
would help detect cancers early and 
save lives. 

Lastly, Republicans rejected an 
amendment that would ensure that fe-
male servicemembers, who place their 
lives on the line for their country, 
would have the freedom to access re-
productive healthcare when they need 
it. 

Republicans rejected these sensible 
amendments, prioritizing over two 
dozen partisan culture war amend-
ments, including amendments to relo-
cate a Confederate monument back to 
Arlington National Cemetery and to 
defund DOD efforts to remove white 
nationalists from our military. 

In rejecting other amendments, our 
Afghan allies, our veterans, our fire-
fighters, and women servicemembers 
have to take a back seat to the MAGA 
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extremists’ culture wars. That is 
shameful. It is bad leadership, and it is 
clear that House Republicans have the 
wrong priorities for our servicemem-
bers, our veterans, our national secu-
rity, and our country. 

Madam Speaker, whereas the NDAA, 
absent the toxic amendments, rep-
resents the possibilities of a functional 
legislative process and bipartisan nego-
tiation, the rest of this rule represents 
the worst parts of this Chamber. 

Since the first day of the 118th Con-
gress, Republicans have spent the past 
year and a half spreading lies and con-
spiracy theories about President Biden 
and denying or making excuses for the 
misdeeds of their presumptive Presi-
dential candidate, Mr. Trump. 

A year and a half of investigations, 
depositions, written testimony, hun-
dreds of thousands of pages of docu-
ments, and they haven’t turned up any 
credible evidence of wrongdoing by 
President Biden or his administration. 

In fact, they have conclusively prov-
en what the world knows: that Presi-
dent Biden has not committed im-
peachable acts. 

While House Republicans have been 
confronted repeatedly with this re-
ality, they have doubled down, wasting 
the time and money of three separate 
congressional committees on a wild 
goose chase that has turned up exactly 
zero evidence of wrongdoing. 

I will make sure we understand just 
how backward the House Republicans’ 
priorities are. At a time when the Na-
tion has been dealing with high costs, 
devastating national disasters, and 
wars in Europe and the Middle East, 
Republicans have wasted tens of mil-
lions of taxpayer dollars, thousands of 
hours of staff time, and weeks of valu-
able committee and floor time to pur-
sue completely fabricated allegations 
against this President, and all of their 
wasted time and money has turned up 
nothing. 

Rather than concede defeat, Repub-
licans have manufactured this baseless 
contempt resolution against the Attor-
ney General. Everything our Repub-
lican colleagues are saying about these 
contempt resolutions is smoke and 
mirrors, designed to distract attention 
from the criminal conviction of former 
President Trump by a jury of his peers 
and a desperate attempt by Repub-
licans to save face after their failed in-
vestigations, their failed legislative 
agenda, and their failure to represent 
the American people. 

There is no wrongdoing, no crime, no 
impeachable offense. The President and 
the Attorney General have done noth-
ing wrong. 

Madam Speaker, I honestly don’t 
know who is tuning into C–SPAN at 9 
a.m. on a workday to watch a rules de-
bate, but I guarantee that most Ameri-
cans could care less about the nonsense 
we are hearing from the other side of 
the aisle about this contempt resolu-
tion. 

Americans care about real issues. 
They care about the prices at the gro-

cery store, access to quality healthcare 
and childcare, and whether their kids 
will be safe on the way to and from 
school. It is clear that the Republican 
majority has not done anything to ad-
dress those issues. Many Republican 
Members have acknowledged as much 
right here on this floor. 

House Republicans have wasted a 
year and a half fighting with each 
other and falsely smearing President 
Biden in order to provide cover for the 
twice-impeached felon who leads their 
party. 

They can’t even pass their priority 
bills, and thank God they can’t, be-
cause their agenda would be disastrous 
for our civil liberties, our economy, 
and our national security. 

Day after day, all we get from House 
Republicans is messaging, talking 
points, and a whole lot of hot air. De-
spite everything, Democrats remain 
ready to work for the American people. 
We have stepped into the breach mul-
tiple times in the past 18 months to ne-
gotiate and cut deals with Republicans 
to save our economy from default, fund 
the government, protect our allies, and 
provide humanitarian aid where it is 
needed most. 

We stand ready to advance real solu-
tions for the American people. That 
offer is always on the table for Repub-
licans who want to take it up. As these 
contempt resolutions make clear, 
House Republicans have shown us time 
and again that they would rather fight 
partisan culture wars and stir up chaos 
and fear than work for the American 
people. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will remind Members to refrain 
from engaging in personalities toward 
presumptive nominees for the Office of 
President. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 
Madam Speaker, the following things 
remain true: The subpoenas were le-
gally authorized. The subpoenas were 
not complied with. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BUR-
GESS), my friend and the chairman of 
the Rules Committee. 

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my friend for yielding, and I cer-
tainly want to congratulate the gen-
tleman from Georgia on leading his 
first rule as a member of the Rules 
Committee. 

While he is the newest member of the 
Rules Committee, he is a seasoned vet-
eran when it comes to the work of the 
Armed Services Committee. There is 
no one better to lead on our side for 
the NDAA reauthorization rule than 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. AUS-
TIN SCOTT). 

Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
speak in support of the rule and the un-
derlying measures. This was a major 
piece of work that came through the 
House Armed Services Committee, and 
it came through with input from Mem-
bers on both sides of the dais. It was 

truly a significant product that passed 
nearly unanimously in the House 
Armed Services Committee. 

Every day, thousands of men and 
women don the uniform, sacrificing 
time, risking their lives, and inconven-
iencing their families to defend us and 
our Nation. The debt of gratitude we 
owe them and their families can never 
be repaid. Advancing this legislation is 
the least we can do to support them 
and give back to them. 

Simultaneously, this legislation con-
tinues to counteract threats from the 
Chinese Communist Party and our 
other adversaries by ensuring our 
weapons, our equipment, and our cyber 
capabilities are, indeed, unmatched. 
Through the development of indispen-
sable weapons technology and through 
increasing the lethality of our 
warfighters, the NDAA intercepts the 
Biden administration’s soft inter-
national strategy and puts inter-
national security at greater risk. 

It is imperative for the House of Rep-
resentatives to support this bill as it 
maintains our commitment to our 
servicemembers and their families. 

Acknowledging that the contempt 
resolutions are, indeed, included in this 
rule, I sat through the lengthy debate 
in the Rules Committee yesterday 
hearing from the ranking members of 
the Judiciary Committee and the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Account-
ability. The arguments sometimes be-
came almost Shakespearean in their 
efforts. 

The old line, I think the lady doth 
protest too much, when that degree of 
protestation occurs, you have to ask 
yourself what in the heck are they hid-
ing. It is almost as if the American 
public needs to see this information 
and make their own decision. 

The American public, unfortunately, 
has lost a lot of confidence in the Fed-
eral Government and its agencies be-
cause of that very lack of trans-
parency. It is not just on this issue, but 
it is on a number of issues. 

I think it is incumbent upon us to 
make the information available to the 
American people, trust them to use 
their good judgment and make the 
right call on that. 

Republican Members will always sup-
port our national defense personnel 
with the tools they need to do their 
jobs, to do them well, and to come 
home and come home to a secure Na-
tion. 

Madam Speaker, I urge Members to 
support the rule and support the men 
and women in uniform. 

Ms. SCANLON. Madam Speaker, we 
are all very grateful to the House 
Armed Services Committee for the bi-
partisan product that they have put 
forward here, but as we said before, it 
is the inclusion of multiple poison pill 
amendments all put forward by ex-
tremists from the House Republican 
majority and the failure to include 
both bipartisan and Democratic 
amendments that are really empow-
ering both this rule and this bill. 
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Madam Speaker, if we defeat the pre-

vious question, I will offer an amend-
ment to the rule to bring up H.R. 12, a 
bill that would ensure every American 
has full access to essential reproduc-
tive healthcare, including abortion 
care. 

Following the abhorrent Dobbs deci-
sion, which ended the protections for 
reproductive rights provided by Roe v. 
Wade, many States have enacted laws 
to either ban some or all abortions, 
which Republicans have declared nu-
merous times is their goal. 

Reproductive healthcare is vital, and 
denying these rights to millions of 
women around the country and our 
servicemembers and their spouses is 
shameful and dangerous. That is why 
House Democrats are fighting to pro-
tect women, protect doctors, and pro-
tect patients who simply want to ac-
cess and provide needed care. 

H.R. 12, the Women’s Health Protec-
tion Act will prevent States from 
trampling on women’s constitutional 
rights and keep fundamental 
healthcare services available across 
the country. 

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to insert the text of my 
amendment into the RECORD, along 
with any extraneous material, imme-
diately prior to the vote on the pre-
vious question. 

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

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

yield 31⁄2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Mrs. FLETCHER) to discuss 
this proposal. 

Mrs. FLETCHER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank Congresswoman SCANLON for her 
work on the Rules Committee, for her 
focus on this issue this morning, and in 
response as to what we would do with 
the previous question. 

Madam Speaker, I have just returned 
to Washington from my home State of 
Texas where I am sorry to report that 
the healthcare crisis we have been ex-
periencing has only gotten worse. Preg-
nant women in crisis, having mis-
carriages, having complications that 
put their health and their lives at risk, 
are being turned away from hospital 
emergency rooms because the extreme 
laws that our State legislators have 
passed, banning abortion of just about 
any kind. 

Doctors and hospitals have asked for 
clear guidance about when and how 
they can take care of these patients, 
these American citizens who are suf-
fering in Texas and States like it that 
have passed similar, vague, extreme 
laws criminalizing doctors, women, and 
pregnancy itself. 

Pregnant women have limited to no 
access to care and even to information. 
This puts their lives and health at risk, 
including their ability to have children 
in the future. 

Pregnant women have shown up at 
emergency rooms only to be told to 
come back later when they are closer 

to death. Closer to death is the stand-
ard in Texas. Let’s think about that. 
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We have cities and towns passing or-
dinances saying that women cannot 
drive through those cities if they are 
headed to New Mexico or to other 
places where they can get abortion 
care, if perhaps that is their purpose in 
traveling through. 

Despite requests for clear guidance 
about what the Texas law means, nei-
ther the State of Texas nor the Texas 
Supreme Court will provide it, leaving 
women and doctors to risk jail time 
and more to get the healthcare that 
they need. 

More than 50 years ago, a similar 
patchwork of restrictions in different 
States led women and doctors’ groups 
to petition the courts to guarantee the 
right of Americans to make their own 
fully informed decisions about wheth-
er, when, and how to be pregnant. 

They challenged the Texas law in a 
case brought by two young Texas 
women that went all the way up to the 
Supreme Court, a case we know as Roe 
v. Wade, which set out a framework to 
protect the health, privacy, and dig-
nity of women in America. 

Madam Speaker, 2 years ago this 
month, the Supreme Court reversed 
that 50-year precedent. The chaos that 
has followed will continue until this 
Congress acts, and we must. We must 
pass the Women’s Health Protection 
Act, a bill to restore the framework 
that Americans have relied on for the 
last 50 years, providing a Federal stat-
utory right to reproductive healthcare, 
including abortion care, free from 
medically unnecessary restrictions. 

That is why I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous question so 
that we can bring up the Women’s 
Health Protection Act today. We 
passed it in the last Congress twice. We 
have to pass it again and get it to 
President Biden’s desk so that we can 
protect the health, privacy, dignity, 
and freedom of American women. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 
Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
LANGWORTHY), my friend. 

Mr. LANGWORTHY. Madam Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman from Georgia 
for yielding the time. 

Madam Speaker, I strongly support 
the rule before us today and the under-
lying legislation that will ensure that 
our Department of Defense stays laser 
focused on military readiness, sup-
porting our servicemembers and their 
families, and keeping our greatest ad-
versaries in check. 

For years, this administration was 
allowed to waste hundreds of millions 
of dollars of taxpayer money to force a 
woke agenda on the men and women of 
our military; hobbling their training, 
their morale, and their long-term suc-
cess, all while our greatest adversary, 
China, relentlessly developed its own 
military, including even pulling ahead 
of us in the development of hypersonic 

missile technology. Today, China pos-
sesses hypersonic missiles that can hit 
our shores, but we do not yet have the 
capabilities to completely deter this 
particular threat. 

The legislation under the rule before 
us today focuses key resources on this 
technology, part of which is developed 
right in my own district in New York’s 
southern tier. 

We cannot delay this any longer, and 
we cannot effectively secure our Na-
tion and deter our adversaries, includ-
ing China, without ridding our Nation’s 
military of the radical left Green New 
Deal agenda that they seem to embed 
in our defense policy moving forward. 

This policy of battery-powered vehi-
cles harnessed by resources sourced 
from a supply chain dependent on Com-
munist China leaves our Nation less se-
cure and more vulnerable than ever be-
fore. 

My colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle point to the Biden adminis-
tration’s transition to electric noncom-
bat vehicles in our Armed Forces as a 
win for the environment, but I ask 
them: Is it really a win for the environ-
ment if we source these critical min-
erals from strip mines in Congo and 
transport them across the globe to be 
refined in countries that ignore many 
of the environmental regulations that 
we take for granted here in the United 
States? 

Are we really protecting the environ-
ment when we foist inefficient, unreli-
able vehicles on our Nation’s military 
while China and India build hundreds 
of new coal power plants every single 
year? 

My colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle know the answer, but they 
would rather push their false, fairytale 
narrative that these policies are going 
to reduce global emissions to score po-
litical points. 

They ignore the dangerous situations 
that these policies ultimately put our 
military servicemembers in. We need 
commonsense policies that focus on 
merit, lethality, and readiness to shape 
our military in the coming years, not 
the woke dreams of a radical left that 
would prefer a country to not have a 
military at all. We certainly know that 
they don’t believe that we should have 
a border, as the policies of the Biden 
administration have so thoroughly il-
lustrated to the American people. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
rule before us today and help pass an-
other bold, focused, and crucial NDAA 
that will support our servicemembers 
and ensure that the U.S. military re-
mains the strongest fighting force on 
the face of the Earth. 

Ms. SCANLON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. GOLDMAN). 

Mr. GOLDMAN of New York. Madam 
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tlewoman from Pennsylvania for yield-
ing the time. 

I rise today with a warning for my 
colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle. You are setting a very dangerous 
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precedent by trying to hold an Attor-
ney General who has provided all of the 
substance requested in a subpoena in 
contempt. 

Let’s be very clear: This precedent 
that you are setting is one that your 
own former President and Cabinet Sec-
retaries repeatedly violated in the last 
administration. 

In 2019, the former President fa-
mously said that he would defy all con-
gressional subpoenas, and then he did 
just that during the impeachment in-
quiry. The State Department refused 
to turn over a single document. 

Under your precedent here with At-
torney General Merrick Garland, who 
has provided everything that you have 
asked for except for the audio record-
ing of an interview with President 
Biden and the special counsel, you are 
moving into dangerous territory. 

There is no legitimate legislative 
purpose to require the Attorney Gen-
eral and the Department of Justice to 
turn over the audio recording of an 
interview of which they have already 
turned over the transcript. 

Now, I hear my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle use explanations 
such as demeanor evidence and char-
acter evidence. That is all well and 
good if you are considering whether or 
not to prosecute President Biden, but 
that is not the job of Congress. 

There is no legitimate legislative 
purpose in figuring out ‘‘demeanor evi-
dence’’ as to how President Biden 
sounded when you have the informa-
tion. 

It is particularly galling that my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
are going to try to hold the Attorney 
General in contempt for this narrow, 
narrow issue when he has substantially 
complied with the subpoena, when five 
of my Republican colleagues com-
pletely defied lawful congressional sub-
poenas last time, including the chair-
man of the Judiciary Committee. 

You are setting a dangerous prece-
dent, and, you, my friends on the other 
side of the aisle, ought to think twice 
because what goes around comes 
around. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 
Madam Speaker, the following things 
are true: The subpoenas were legally 
authorized. The subpoenas were not 
complied with. 

I would remind you, Madam Speaker, 
that the words ‘‘except for’’ are even 
being used by my Democratic col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle. 
People don’t have the option to comply 
partially with a subpoena. Nobody in 
this country does. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. VAN ORDEN), my 
friend. 

Mr. VAN ORDEN. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Georgia for 
yielding time. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 8070, the Servicemember 

Quality of Life Improvement and Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2025. 

As the longest-serving enlisted mem-
ber of the military in the history of 
Congress, I bring a very unique per-
spective to this problem set, and I get 
the chance here to stand and speak 
about the differences that we may 
share when it comes to sending billions 
of dollars to other countries for them 
to fight their wars. 

We can have that discussion, and I 
respect both sides of that argument, 
but nobody in this body can reasonably 
argue that any member of the United 
States military should be living below 
the poverty line as they defend our 
freedom and the very House that we 
stand in today debating this bill. 

To frame the problem that our serv-
icemembers face, a civilian can apply 
for an entry-level position job at a con-
venience store in my district and re-
ceive higher compensation than if they 
were to join the United States mili-
tary. As I was serving as an Active- 
Duty Navy SEAL being shot at in com-
bat, my wife was standing in line to 
buy food products using WIC coupons. I 
simply view this as unacceptable. 

In addition to my experience as a 
servicemember, I serve on the Agri-
culture Committee. As we were debat-
ing the farm bill, we were talking 
about additional SNAP benefits for 
members of the military. 

That is just the symptom. The root 
cause is that the DOD brass and pre-
vious Congresses have been relying on 
welfare to subsidize American service-
members’ salaries so that they could 
expend these moneys on different parts 
of the defense industry. 

This has caused the enlisted pay gap 
to become a chasm and is the antith-
esis of military leadership. Our junior 
enlisted have been taken for granted 
for too long, and it is only exacerbated 
by Bidenomics, which is creating an in-
flationary environment that is crush-
ing the entire Nation. 

The first truth of the Special Oper-
ations Forces is that humans are more 
important than hardware, and this bill 
embodies this truth by including a his-
toric 19.5 percent pay raise for junior 
enlisted, marking the most significant 
raise in history. 

Unfortunately, President Biden has 
not included this pay raise in his budg-
et, and I find it wholly contemptible 
that someone, the President specifi-
cally, who has managed to become a 
multimillionaire on a public servant’s 
salary, would snatch the food out of 
our junior enlisteds’ mouths as they 
stand in the breach, protecting his very 
life. 

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

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 
Madam Speaker, I yield an additional 1 
minute to the gentleman from Wis-
consin. 

Mr. VAN ORDEN. Madam Speaker, I 
am proud to have many of my provi-
sions included in this NDAA that will 

ease the servicemembers’ transition 
from Active Duty to becoming a vet-
eran, and I thank Chairman ROGERS for 
his work and support on this. I will 
continue to champion these initiatives 
and will continue to fight to support 
our servicemembers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

Ms. SCANLON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I do agree with 
some of the gentleman’s comments 
about the need to increase pay and ben-
efits for our junior servicemembers and 
service families, but I have to strongly 
disagree with his attempts to turn this 
into an attack on the President. 

We have seen multiple reports from 
experts talking about the challenges 
that our servicemembers face, and the 
challenges we see to recruitment are 
because our economy is so strong that 
people have other better-paid and bet-
ter-resourced opportunities under the 
current economy than they have for 
years. That has been suppressing re-
cruitment and retention, so I think his 
economic analysis is a little off. 

I did think when he was getting up 
here, he might be here to speak about 
some of his amendments that were not 
being made in order. Last night, the 
majority of the Rules Committee, the 
Republican majority, voted unani-
mously to disallow amendments that 
would protect our Federal firefighters 
from cancer-causing PFAS chemicals. 

These were bipartisan amendments, 
and the gentleman from Wisconsin was 
a cosponsor of them, so I assumed that 
when he was here today, he was here to 
speak against the rule. I think perhaps 
that is the best choice until we have a 
more bipartisan approach to the 
amendments that should be made in 
order. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from New Mexico 
(Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ), a distin-
guished member of the Rules Com-
mittee. 

Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ. Madam 
Speaker, yesterday in Rules, we had a 
rare but wonderful moment of biparti-
sanship as we considered the NDAA. 

Republican Chair ROGERS and Demo-
cratic Ranking Member SMITH spoke in 
harmonious unison about the benefits 
of the bill, which increases pay for jun-
ior enlisted members of our Armed 
Services by 19.5 percent. 

It invests in childcare, healthcare, 
and job opportunities for their spouses, 
which are especially important for 
rural bases like the Cannon Air Force 
Base, which is in my district. 

Remember, these bases are often in 
rural districts because cows don’t com-
plain when those planes make a lot of 
noise flying overhead. 
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These benefits are essential as we 
battle low recruitment levels. We must 
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treat our servicemembers with the 
same dignity and respect that they 
offer our country and our flag. 

Last year, however, I might remind 
us that we had a similar bipartisan bill 
come to Rules, which was then weighed 
down by poison pills added as amend-
ments on the House floor. These 
amendments had to be taken out in the 
Senate. 

This year, we once again see many 
proposed amendments adopted in this 
rule which are seen as poison pills by 
so many. These amendments would 
block servicewomen’s access to repro-
ductive healthcare and abortion. 

As the planet faces more extreme 
storms, one of the amendments would 
prevent our military from combating 
the climate crisis and building resil-
ience for our bases as sea levels rise. 

Madam Speaker, I want to speak to 
an amendment that was left out of the 
rule. Our Republican colleagues 
blocked a vote on the bipartisan 
amendment to extend and expand the 
Radiation Exposure Compensation Act, 
an amendment offered by Republican 
Representatives MOYLAN and WAGNER, 
myself, and many others. 

For 30 years, the United States has 
provided a one-time payment to some 
of the Americans who were exposed to 
radiation from the U.S. Government’s 
nuclear testing program and developed 
cancers or other diseases. 

For reasons no one can explain, 
RECA left out many communities that 
were downwind from these nuclear ex-
plosions, like New Mexico, where the 
first atomic bomb was exploded, or the 
communities where the nuclear waste 
from the Manhattan Project leaked 
into the water and soil in Missouri, 
Tennessee, Kentucky, and Ohio. It left 
out the workers who cleaned up the ra-
dioactive sites from this nuclear test-
ing program, which was essential for 
our defense. Uranium miners, including 
those who worked after 1971 in Texas, 
Wyoming, and North Dakota, were left 
out. 

Republicans and Democrats represent 
these communities that share a com-
mon bond of grief and illness. Our 
RECA amendment would provide jus-
tice to these communities and make 
sure they are eligible. It would also ex-
tend the program for 5 years, since it 
has now expired. 

Some will say we can’t do this be-
cause of the cost, but the cost has al-
ready been paid in cancer diagnoses, 
medical bills, and death. The govern-
ment assumed this cost when it started 
our nuclear testing program, when it 
first poisoned those unwilling Ameri-
cans. The government recognized it 
should pay this cost when it first 
passed RECA. 

Our ask is simple today: Please let 
every person harmed by this national 
defense program receive the same com-
pensation. Blocking a vote on our bi-
partisan RECA amendment is walking 
away from the opportunity to do right 
by these communities that we have 
hurt. 

RECA expired on Monday. Every mo-
ment that Congress fails to act is a mo-
ment when another downwinder or 
miner might get a cancer diagnosis, a 
moment where a son or daughter may 
start to plan a loved one’s funeral. We 
cannot wait to do what is right any 
longer. 

While the moment to vote on an 
amendment to this NDAA may have 
temporarily passed in the House, we 
are asking Speaker JOHNSON to let the 
House vote on the Radiation Exposure 
Compensation Reauthorization Act 
that the Senate already passed by a 2– 
1 margin. 

Madam Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote 
on the rule. 

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

Ms. SCANLON. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time to 
close. 

As you may have guessed, I strongly 
oppose this rule. The rule likely guar-
antees that there will not be bipartisan 
support for the NDAA, and like last 
year, this means that the House will 
get steamrolled by the Senate. 

As we have discussed this morning, 
the two contempt resolutions included 
in this rule are not a serious legislative 
effort but a manufactured dispute be-
tween House Republicans and the At-
torney General, which threatens to un-
dermine rather than promote the rule 
of law. 

We would be a lot better off with a 
clean rule for the NDAA, stripped of all 
the partisan nonsense, so we can focus 
on our core constitutional duty to pro-
vide for the common defense. 

Conducting oversight over our Armed 
Forces and funding our national secu-
rity are two of Congress’ most impor-
tant responsibilities, but the kind of 
politicization we see from the House 
Republicans is disrespectful to the 
American people, unbecoming to this 
Chamber, and signals to our service-
members that we don’t have their 
backs when they need it the most. 

As the NDAA goes to the floor this 
week, I call on my colleagues to reject 
the poison pill amendments that have 
been presented and maintain the bill’s 
bipartisan support. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to oppose the previous question 
and the rule, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 
Madam Speaker, I yield myself the bal-
ance of my time to close. 

This week, we have the ability to ad-
vance significant legislation in the 
House of Representatives. 

The fiscal year 2025 National Defense 
Authorization Act fully authorizes our 
national defense and improves effi-
ciency while eliminating wasteful 
spending and harmful programs. It 
strengthens our military and makes 
important steps to address the security 
threats America faces from our adver-
saries, including China, Iran, and for-
eign terrorist organizations. 

It improves our military readiness, 
provides robust support to our ally 
Israel, and supports law enforcement 
operations at our southern border. 

Critically, Madam Speaker, it fo-
cuses on improving the quality of life 
of our servicemembers and their fami-
lies, who sacrifice so much to defend 
us. Madam Speaker, it provides a 19.5 
percent pay raise for our junior en-
listed servicemembers and a 4.5 percent 
pay raise for all other servicemembers. 

Additionally, Madam Speaker, the 
House has the responsibility to protect 
its Article I authority to conduct over-
sight and investigations. This week, 
Attorney General Garland has a choice: 
either comply with the lawfully issued 
subpoenas completely and turn over 
the tapes or be held in contempt. 

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues 
to join me in voting ‘‘yes’’ on the pre-
vious question and ‘‘yes’’ on the rule. 

The material previously referred to 
by Ms. SCANLON is as follows: 
AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 1287 OFFERED BY 

MS. SCANLON OF PENNSYLVANIA 
At the end of the resolution, add the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. 7. Immediately upon adoption of this 

resolution, the House shall proceed to the 
consideration in the House of the bill (H.R. 
12) to protect a person’s ability to determine 
whether to continue or end a pregnancy, and 
to protect a health care provider’s ability to 
provide abortion services. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived. 
The bill shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill 
are waived. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and on any 
amendment thereto, to final passage without 
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of 
debate equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce or 
their respective designees; and (2) one mo-
tion to recommit. 

SEC. 8. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 12. 

Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 
Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time and move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
MILLER of Illinois). The question is on 
ordering the previous question. 

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

Ms. SCANLON. Madam Speaker, 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 

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 10 o’clock and 7 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1030 

AFTER RECESS 
The recess having expired, the House 

was called to order by the Speaker pro 
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