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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 8774, DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2025; H.R. 8771, DEPARTMENT OF
STATE, FOREIGN OPERATIONS,
AND RELATED PROGRAMS AP-
PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2025, AND
H.R. 8752, DEPARTMENT OF
HOMELAND SECURITY APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2025

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on adoption
of the resolution (H. Res. 1316) pro-
viding for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 8774) making appropriations for
the Department of Defense for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2025, and
for other purposes; (H.R. 8771) making
appropriations for the Department of
State, foreign operations, and related
programs for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2025, and for other pur-
poses; and (H.R. 8752) making appro-
priations for the Department of Home-
land Security for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2025, and for other pur-
poses, on which the yeas and nays were

ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-

tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is

amended.

on the resolution,

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 207, nays

201, not voting 24, as follows:

[Roll No. 284]

YEAS—207
Aderholt De La Cruz Hinson
Alford DesJarlais Houchin
Allen Diaz-Balart Hudson
Amodei Duarte Huizenga
Armstrong Duncan Issa
Arrington Dunn (FL) Jackson (TX)
Babin Edwards James
Bacon Ellzey Johnson (LA)
Baird Emmer Johnson (SD)
Balderson Estes Jordan
Banks Ezell Joyce (OH)
Barr Fallon Joyce (PA)
Bean (FL) Feenstra Kean (NJ)
Bentz Ferguson Kelly (MS)
Bergman Finstad Kelly (PA)
Bice Fischbach Kiggans (VA)
Biggs Fitzgerald Kiley
Bilirakis Fitzpatrick Kim (CA)
Bishop (NC) Fleischmann Kustoff
Bost Flood LaHood
Brecheen Fong LaLota
Buchanan Foxx LaMalfa
Bucshon Franklin, Scott Lamborn
Burchett Fry Langworthy
Burgess Fulcher Latta
Burlison Garbarino LaTurner
Calvert Garcia, Mike Lawler
Cammack Gimenez Lee (FL)
Carey Gonzales, Tony Lesko
Carl Good (VA) Letlow
Carter (GA) Gooden (TX) Loudermilk
Carter (TX) Gosar Lucas
Chavez-DeRemer Graves (LA) Luetkemeyer
Ciscomani Graves (MO) Luna
Cline Greene (GA) Luttrell
Cloud Griffith Mace
Clyde Grothman Malliotakis
Cole Guest Maloy
Collins Guthrie Mann
Comer Hageman Massie
Crane Harris Mast
Crawford Harshbarger McCaul
Crenshaw Hern McClain
D’Esposito Higgins (LA) McCormick
Davidson Hill Meuser

The

Miller (IL)
Miller (OH)
Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Mills
Molinaro
Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Moran
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Nunn (IA)
Obernolte
Ogles
Owens
Palmer
Pence
Perry
Pfluger
Posey
Reschenthaler

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Amo
Auchincloss
Balint
Barragan
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle (PA)
Brown
Brownley
Budzinski
Caraveo
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Chu
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
Dean (PA)
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Frost
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcila (IL)
Garcia (TX)

Boebert
Bowman
Bush

Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rosendale
Rouzer

Roy

Rulli
Rutherford
Salazar
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spartz
Steel
Stefanik
Steil

NAYS—201

Garcia, Robert
Golden (ME)
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Ivey
Jackson (IL)
Jackson (NC)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Kamlager-Dove
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim (NJ)
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin
Lieu
Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McClellan
McCollum
McGarvey
McGovern
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Mfume
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moskowitz
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Nickel
Norcross
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Steube
Strong
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Timmons
Turner
Valadao

Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Wagner
Walberg
Waltz

Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams (NY)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym

Zinke

Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Pelosi
Peltola
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Quigley
Ramirez
Raskin
Ross
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan
Salinas
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Wild
Williams (GA)

NOT VOTING—24

Curtis
Donalds
Evans

Gaetz
Goldman (NY)
Granger
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Green (TN) McHenry Stauber
Grijalva Murphy Tiffany
Hunt Ocasio-Cortez Watson Coleman
Jackson Lee Phillips Wexton
McClintock Sorensen Wilson (FL)
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Mr. CARSON changed his vote from
“‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

So the resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. WEXTON. Mr. Speaker, | regret that |
was not able to be present to vote today. Had
| been present, | would have voted NAY on
Roll Call No. 283 and NAY on Roll Call No.
284.

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow.

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

There was no objection.

———
O 1115

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2025

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 8752,
and that I may include tabular mate-
rial on the same.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1316 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 8752.

The Chair appoints the gentlewoman
from Iowa (Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS) to pre-
side over the Committee of the Whole.

O 1115
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 8752)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2025, and
for other purposes, with Mrs. MILLER-
MEEKS in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

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

The gentleman from Nevada (Mr.
AMODEI) and the gentlewoman from Il-
linois (Ms. UNDERWOOD) each will con-
trol 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nevada.

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

I thank the chairman of the full com-
mittee, Mr. COLE, for his leadership
throughout the fiscal year 2025 process
and his support as we continue to take
conservative appropriations bills to the
floor.

I also thank the ranking member of
the full committee, Ms. DELAURO, and
the ranking member of the sub-
committee, Ms. TUNDERWOOD, who
worked with us in good faith on the bill
despite some disagreements on policy.
I thank them for the opportunity to
kick off this appropriations season, if
you will, and I am looking forward to
getting started here.

Lastly, I express my gratitude to the
staff on both sides for their tireless ef-
forts. As we all know, without them,
this would be a pretty tough thing and
a much different thing to do.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Madam Chair, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume, and I rise in opposition to the
majority’s Homeland Security appro-
priations bill for 2025.

First, I want to start by acknowl-
edging the hard work of those who are
serving on the front lines at the De-
partment of Homeland Security. They
are making sacrifices every day to pro-
tect this country, and I am committed
to recognizing that. Many of the poli-
cies I pushed to have included in the
bill acknowledge both the challenges
and obstacles these men and women
face.

For example, today’s bill includes
key priorities that focus on expanding
employee wellness and suicide preven-
tion programs, including funding addi-
tional wellness centers that build upon
the successes of the El Paso pilot, pro-
viding resources to increase account-
ability at the Coast Guard as we work
to protect cadets from sexual harass-
ment and assault, and improving ac-
cess to contraceptives for Coast Guard
servicemembers and their family mem-
bers.

However, despite these silver linings,
the fiscal year 2025 Homeland Security
appropriations bill put forward by Re-
publicans falls short of addressing our
country’s real and urgent needs.

The legislation not only increases
funding for inhumane, costly, and inef-
fective responses to the humanitarian
crisis at our border, but it also cuts $2.1
billion to border security operations,
including the complete elimination of
the shelter and services program and
the critical resources our U.S. Border
Patrol agents need to secure the bor-
der.

Let me be clear: Eliminating the
shelter and services program will not
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stop migration. It will only prevent
communities from managing surges hu-
manely and safely, ensuring chaos and
desperation across our country.

The bill also guts funding for refugee
and asylum programs and even in-
cludes a provision that would cut over
$300 million in fee funding for the asy-
lum program. The proposed cuts to the
asylum program would only further
overwhelm our broken immigration
system and ensure that more people
are released from DHS custody without
legal status. That outcome is not good
for anyone.

The funding choices made by the ma-
jority in this bill will result in more
people being released into the interior
while they likely wait years for their
case to be decided.

The disappointing truth is that this
bill doubles down on outdated, ineffec-
tive border strategies that ignore re-
ality and will waste billions in tax-
payer dollars. These ineffective policies
will leave our communities exposed to
humanitarian crises without the re-
sources necessary to respond.

With this bill, House Republicans are
turning their back on U.S. Border Pa-
trol agents and the critical funds they
need to maintain safe and humane fa-
cilities.

The failures of this bill continue.
This bill also underfunds critical cyber
defense programs, leaving Americans
vulnerable and unprepared to deal with
cyber threats at a time when our
schools, hospitals, and critical infra-
structure are under constant attack.

In the face of threats of terrorism
and violent extremism that have been
highlighted by both the prior and cur-
rent administrations, this bill elimi-
nates funding for the Center for Pre-
vention Programs and Partnerships,
eliminates funding for the targeted vi-
olence and terrorism prevention grant
program, cuts funding for the Coun-
tering Weapons of Mass Destruction Of-
fice, and includes statutory restric-
tions that would prevent the Depart-
ment from taking the important ac-
tions needed to reverse the alarming
trends we see in violent extremism and
terrorism.

If passed as written, this bill would
leave our communities with nothing to
address some of the most urgent
threats we are facing across the United
States. This legislation reflects a
missed opportunity to work in a bipar-
tisan manner to prioritize the needs of
our Nation, respond to existing and
emerging threats, and address the con-
cerns Americans have expressed about
our immigration system, national se-
curity, climate change, and more.

The challenges our country faces
cannot be overstated. We are living in
unprecedented times, and the Amer-
ican people are looking for Congress to
set aside partisan politics and do the
right thing. Unfortunately, this bill
misses the mark and ignores our coun-
try’s most pressing needs. That is why
I cannot support it in its current form.

Earlier this week, President Biden
issued a statement confirming that he
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would veto this bill if presented with
it.

We must do better and work collabo-
ratively on a bill that would meet the
real and urgent needs of our Nation. In
its current state, this bill does not do
that.

Madam Chair, I urge my majority
colleagues to abandon this partisan
theater and work with Democrats to
produce a bipartisan bill that puts peo-
ple over politics and funds the prior-
ities that will keep our country safe,
healthy, and prepared to face the chal-
lenges with resolve.

Madam Chair, I urge a ‘‘no’ vote on
this bill, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. AMODEI. Madam Chair, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Madam Chair, I
yield 6 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO), the
distinguished ranking member of the
Appropriations Committee.

Ms. DELAURO. Madam Chair, I rise
in opposition to the Republican major-
ity’s Homeland Security appropria-
tions bill.

First, I wish to thank the sub-
committee staff in the majority and
minority for their efforts, especially
Bob Joachim and Shannon McCully. I
also thank the ranking member for
yielding time.

This Homeland Security bill fails to
secure the border and instead stokes
chaos and disorder, wasting hundreds
of millions in taxpayer dollars along
the way.

The House majority has rejected
every serious legislative effort to ad-
dress and lessen the crisis at the bor-
der. They rejected one of the toughest
bipartisan border bills in history that
had a viable path to passage, pro-
nouncing it dead without any debate.

When the President asked for addi-
tional resources to secure the border,
my colleagues across the aisle ignored
that as well, even after they told us
that we had to ‘‘take care of our border
first” before we could provide any
funding to Ukraine and our other al-
lies.

Madam Chair, we provided the nec-
essary funding to our allies, for which
I am very grateful, but we failed our
responsibilities to give Border Patrol
agents and other law enforcement the
resources needed to manage the crisis
at the border and to stop our commu-
nities from being overwhelmed by a
disorderly and outdated immigration
system.

Democrats were ready to consider
the bipartisan solution that had been
reached by the United States Senate
negotiators, but at the eleventh hour,
it was the other side of the aisle that
insisted that it could no longer support
securing our border as part of the na-
tional security package. They would
not even let us debate the bill.

Let me point out what policies the
majority rejected and left on the table:
one, establishing a border emergency
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authority to shut down the border
when our system gets overwhelmed;
two, ending the widespread releases of
recent border crossers by establishing
and funding noncustodial government
supervision for those eligible to remain
and a rapid consequence system for
those who are not; three, closing loop-
holes in our asylum system that are
exploited by criminal cartels; four,
funding 50,000 detention beds; five,
funding additional agents and officers
for Customs and Border Protection;
and the list goes on.

That bipartisan legislation was sup-
ported by the National Border Patrol
Council, which is the Border Patrol
agents’ own union, the Chamber of
Commerce, and the South Texas Alli-
ance of Cities.

As far as being serious about solving
anything at all, the bill before us is
simply a facade. In the midst of a crisis
situation at our southern border, the
majority’s bill cuts border security op-
erations by $2.1 billion. It is a 25 per-
cent cut from fiscal year 2024. Are they
serious about border security when
they cut $2.1 billion?

The bill wastes taxpayer money on
impractical border measures and inef-
fective barriers. This bill withholds the
resources needed to manage the border,
to process and vet the increased num-
ber of people arriving in the United
States, and to support border commu-
nities and cities that are receiving mi-
grants across the country.

Why would we not want to help our
border communities and our cities, the
very places in our districts confronting
this crisis? This is a missed oppor-
tunity to support humane pathways
and processes for people who require
and are legally entitled to refuge in our
country, and it is a missed opportunity
to reinforce our security, our prepared-
ness, and our response capabilities.

The majority’s bill weakens our na-
tional security with inadequate cyber
and infrastructure security invest-
ments and by failing to counter extre-
mism. The bill specifically restrains
the government’s ability to counter
disinformation campaigns, which are
being used by global adversaries and
foreign actors seeking to undermine
our elections.

The majority’s Homeland Security
bill once again includes dozens of
pointless and cruel policy riders that
harm women, divide Americans, divide
the Congress, and create chaos.

We all know the final funding bills
will require bipartisan negotiations to
make sound investments, but the ma-
jority’s process is driving Congress to-
ward further chaos, dysfunction, and
shutdown threats.

Madam Chair, I ask that the major-
ity please reconsider the path they are
on. When they do, I look forward to im-
proving this bill so that we can manage
our border responsibly and invest in
programs that make our country more
secure. It is time for the majority to
govern.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues
to vote ‘“‘no’’ on this bill.
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Mr. AMODEI. Madam Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Madam Chair, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Florida (Ms. WASSERMAN
ScHULTZ), the distinguished ranking
member of the Military Construction,
Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies
Subcommittee.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.
Madam Chair, I thank the ranking
member for yielding and congratulate
her on presenting her first appropria-
tions bill on the House floor. We are all
behind her.

I rise in strong opposition to the Re-
publicans’ fiscal year 2025 Homeland
Security bill, which neglects the real
threats that we face from anti-Semi-
tism, extremism, and domestic terror,
and promises to throw our southern
border into chaos.

After walking away from a robust,
bipartisan border security deal all to
pander to Donald Trump, the GOP has
finally offered up its alternative.

Since this is nothing more than a
messaging exercise, I want to make
sure my constituents get the message.
Republicans are slashing resources for
border management and immigration
processing. They are hanging border
communities out to dry by defunding
shelters and services. They neglect the
founding mission of the Department of
Homeland Security by eliminating ter-
rorism prevention funds. You just can’t
make this stuff up.

This bill also rolls back successful
Biden administration policies like fam-
ily reunification and humanitarian pa-
role. Worse, it doubles down on ultra-
MAGA policies like separating children
from parents and racial profiling, and
it inflicts cruel bans on reproductive
healthcare.

As a senior member of the Appropria-
tions Committee, I led Democrats in
committee, demanding full funding for
critical programs like nonprofit secu-
rity grants, which defend our commu-
nities against surging anti-Semitism
and hate crimes. In the months fol-
lowing October 7, harassment, van-
dalism, and assaults against Jews in-
creased by over 360 percent, with near-
1y 9,000 documented examples across all
50 States. Federal hate crime inves-
tigations shot up by 60 percent since
then, and the majority of cases involve
threats against Jews, who comprise
just 2 percent of the U.S. population.

0O 1130

Every single Republican Member
voted to waste that money on a useless
border wall instead, which Mexico still
isn’t paying for, by the way, rather
than protecting their Jewish constitu-
ents.

This bill is more concerned with pro-
tecting the reputations of extremists
who spread anti-Semitic
disinformation than it is with pro-
tecting the lives of Jewish Americans.
That is shameful.

We know the result of failing to pro-
vide these spaces with the protection
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they need. Communities of all faiths
have been devastated by hateful ex-
tremists.

We must direct our limited Homeland
Security resources against real threats
we face, not toward some fictional in-
vasion or against women’s reproductive
healthcare or against rainbow flags or
providing political cover for your con-
victed felon ringleader.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues
to reject these political games and get
serious about funding our immigration
system and securing our communities
against extremist terror.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Madam Chair, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
Hawaii (Mr. CASE), a member of the
Appropriations Committee.

Mr. CASE. Madam Chair, I rise in op-
position to this measure as it is pre-
sented to us. I truly regret that as a
member of the subcommittee, I cannot
support this bill today, as it does in-
clude several bipartisan measures that
do deserve our support.

Perhaps the best example of this is
the $14.2 billion provided to the Coast
Guard, an increase of $1.3 billion over
the last fiscal year. This funding does
reflect the hard-earned recognition of
the Coast Guard’s unique role and ca-
pability in defending American prior-
ities and advancing our engagement in
the face of geopolitical competition,
especially in the Indo-Pacific.

The $60 million proposed by the bill
will allow the Coast Guard to base an-
other medium endurance cutter in the
Pacific. The $1.2 million provided for
the Coast Guard’s Indo-Pacific work-
force project, and other report lan-
guage and funding provisions for their
expanded presence in the Pacific Is-
lands region, are encouraging to see,
and they do demonstrate that we can
work in a bipartisan manner to get
things done.

Despite some sound decisions here
and there in other parts of the bill, it
remains riddled with misguided avoid-
ance and other priorities that I cannot
support. Nowhere is this more evident
than in its treatment of the overall
subject of immigration in general and
securing our border in particular.

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, which has been so vilified by
many of my colleagues over the last
months and years, needs and is entitled
to our support to administer existing
laws. Yet, this bill fails to address the
wide range of needs that it is mandated
to discharge, and to anticipate and set
up and advance a realistic discussion of
our immigration policy in general and
border security in particular.

Here are three examples. First of all,
the bill strips $300 million from the
asylum program, gutting the Depart-
ment’s ability to address acknowledged
and real case backlog and keep pace
with new arrivals at the border. We all
know that the reality of the border
today is largely related to, I believe,
required changes in our immigration
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and asylum policy. This bill does not
allow the Department of Homeland Se-
curity to do its job under current law.

It also threatens to severely
underfund the Operations and Support
account of the U.S. Citizenship and Im-
migration Service and eliminates fund-
ing for the Citizenship and Immigra-
tion grant program that prepares legal
immigrants for civic integration. I am
not sure what we are supposed to take
from that deletion. Are we supposed to
take that we don’t support legal immi-
gration and that we don’t support civic
integration?

It also eliminates the Shelter and
Services program, which will withhold
the resources needed for American
communities around the country work-
ing to humanely and safely deal with
the challenges of our broken immigra-
tion system, the realities of our broken
immigration system.

None of this is policy. This is not
constructive legislation. This is out-
right antipathy, in many cases, toward
a legal immigration system, it is mes-
saging, and it does nothing to solve
anything.

If we think there is a problem—and I
believe we all do believe there is a
problem with our immigration system
in general and border security in par-
ticular, then let’s talk about it. Let’s
try to resolve it on a bipartisan basis
and then let’s fund the policies that we
have set. Let’s not defund the institu-
tions that are responsible for admin-
istering policies that we believe are
broken but it is their responsibility to
do so right now.

This bill, despite these misguided
provisions, does show it is possible to
work together in a bipartisan manner,
including these very difficult issues on
immigration. We should go back to the
table and focus on that.

I do look forward to working with
our colleagues to amend the bill to re-
move these harmful partisan policy
riders and focus on providing the crit-
ical funding needed by the Department.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Madam Chair, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Illinois (Mrs. RAMIREZ).

Mrs. RAMIREZ. Madam Chair, I rise
in the most strong opposition to H.R.
8752.

As a member of the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee, my level of frustra-
tion with the Republicans’ Homeland
Security budget is really hard to actu-
ally overstate.

We can all agree that the Homeland
Security appropriations bill should
protect our communities. It should
also extend our national security, and
it should do so while fulfilling our com-
mitment to the international commu-
nity.

Yet the Republican majority’s bill
doubles down on bad policies and prov-
en failures.

There are too many destructive,
cruel, and draconian policies in this
bill to outline in a very limited time,
but let me highlight a few of them.
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There is $600 million for the con-
struction of a border wall to embolden
cartels and endanger our communities,
environment, and sacred lands; $4.1 bil-
lion for ICE to detain and traumatize
families seeking safety and stability;
defunding USCIS to increase immigra-
tion processing backlogs, making it
harder to identify possible threats to
our communities, which seems hypo-
critical considering we say this is
about the homeland and protecting our
communities; defunding the critical
Shelter and Services program to create
chaos in cities fulfilling our Nation’s
promise, like Chicago; and endangering
the lives of asylum seekers across our
Nation; defunding community-based al-
ternatives to detention that are actu-
ally creating more of a cost burden to
taxpayers.

If your goal is to sow chaos, if your
goal is to weaken intergovernmental
collaboration, to deconstruct effective
policies, to undermine collaboration,
to decrease efficiencies, and to destroy
families, well then this is, in fact, your
bill.

Madam Chair, don’t let overt anti-
asylum, anti-immigrant racism
masqueraded as fiscal responsibility
and protection of the homeland fool
you. The legislation does not fund the
core responsibilities of the Department
that protects the homeland, and it
doesn’t fulfill our commitment to our
neighbors, reflecting the best part of
who we say proudly we are as a Nation.

Madam Chair, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Madam Chair, I
am prepared to close, and I yield my-
self the balance of my time for closing.

This bill falls short of what Ameri-
cans deserve. It cuts necessary funding
to secure our border, it defunds critical
counterterrorism and cybersecurity
programs when we should be looking to
invest more, and it abandons our core
values as Americans.

I will be voting ‘‘no” on this bill. I
encourage my colleagues to do the
same.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. AMODEI. Madam Chair, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

It is the border. It is the border. It is
the border. We have heard about mes-
saging. We have heard about managing,
all of that sort of stuff, and still here
we are.

The bill under consideration this
morning provides $64.8 billion for the
Department of Homeland Security.
When we hear about turning our backs,
that is an increase of $2.9 billion above
the fiscal year 2024 level.

The bill prioritizes investments that
make the border—remember, it is
about the border—more secure and
makes appropriate cuts to policies and
programs that, quite frankly, we don’t
think work.

When we talk about value judgments
and stuff like that, if you think the
record on the southern border has been
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a successful thing for immigration, we
respectfully disagree.

We have heard from the professionals
in the field, our Border Patrol agents
and CBP officers who are being crushed
dealing with, dare I say, an unprece-
dented flow of migrants day after day.
This bill supports them through real
policy change, not just words.

Our colleagues across the aisle are
content to treat the border crisis as an
issue that can be managed. They throw
huge sums of money at a problem the
failed policies created. It does not
work.

What do I mean? You have the flow
across the border, and now it has be-
come a problem everywhere else in the
country.

What do school districts do? What do
housing people do? What do law en-
forcement people do? It is fair to focus
on the border, but the impacts are not
just this is just kind of that deal there.

Law enforcement professionals don’t
want to manage the border; they want
to enforce the law. They want to en-
force not the law that we are talking
about recently, but they want to en-
force the law that has been on the
books for a long time.

Dare I say there are some executive
orders that may put the interpretation
of the law at issue. They want to en-
force the law for us to change the
course, to end the chaos. If you think
what is happening there is a nice, calm
thing and it just needs more resources
for management, I respectfully dis-
agree.

My colleagues want to provide hun-
dreds of millions of dollars in grants to
nonprofit organizations for transpor-
tation and other services that only fur-
ther incentivizes the immigration rush
we have got. If you can get across, we
will take it from there, and what ‘“‘we
will take it”> means is giving additional
services for transportation.

Do nonprofits reduce encounters or
deter anyone from crossing illegally?
No, they don’t. This enables all that, so
we cut funding for that program.

You have heard about border man-
agement and shelter services. That is a
couple of billion dollars. The numbers
are right. Quite frankly, that is one of
the funding sources that has been used
to transport people all around the
country, sometimes on airlines, some-
times in the middle of the night, but
nonetheless to manage—we have got
all these people here, and we have got
to get them spread out as soon as pos-
sible.

Madam Chair, it is time for plain
talk. We zero that account out. Oh, my
God, you did what? Yep. Do any of us
think the Senate will leave it at zero?
No.

While we are talking about our col-
leagues in the Senate, this bill last
year got zip in the way of—how about
this policy or that policy. None. It is a
big win for you, I guess, if you are on
that side of the fence.

Guess what? We are going to create
some things where if you want some
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money back for that and you want it
restricted so it isn’t a slush fund to im-
plement policies that are not on the
books in terms of statute or regula-
tion, then guess what, that is zeroed
out, as are all of the funds for non-
profits. The criticism there is spot on.
It is all seen as a way to facilitate huge
amounts of people coming over and
processing them away from the border
as soon as possible.

It is not border cities. They are hard-
ened or whatever; not that they don’t
need help. It is cities and counties
across the country. The answer, ac-
cording to 3 years’ worth of record-high
illegal immigration, in our opinion, is
a resounding no, so we cut that fund-
ing.

Last year, CBP recorded 3.2 million
encounters. To put it in perspective,
that is about 11 times the population of
the largest city in my district. That is
just at the southern border in 1 year.

Last year, we funded $1.7 billion for
tents to process an unprecedented
number of aliens that continue to cross
between ports of entry under this ad-
ministration’s open-border policies.

Has spending billions of taxpayer dol-
lars for processing tents along the
southern border just to release aliens
into the interior at a rapid pace re-
duced illegal immigration at all? Quite
the contrary. In this bill, we elimi-
nated that funding.

In the middle of an election year, the
administration just announced a proc-
lamation to shut down the border if en-
counters between the ports of entry
reach a certain level. We have been be-
yond those levels for a while now. That
is quite an announcement.

I heard somebody earlier speak about
this is about messaging. I guess in
some areas, it is absolutely about mes-
saging.

O 1145

Oh, by the way, all of those previous
administration policies, such as shelter
in place and stuff like that kind of kept
things to a cooperative between two
countries and at some sort of manage-
able level. No, those are all out the
door at the beginning of this. That is
why this bill invests in tried-and-true
methods of securing the border that
men and women in the field are asking
for: more agents, more detention beds,
more technology, and—I know this is
bad—physical barriers.

This bill makes the following border
security investment: sustains funding
for 22,000 Border Patrol agents, $300
million for border security technology,
which is a record in that area if some-
body thinks anybody is turning their
back on anybody. That includes auton-
omous surveillance towers, mobile sur-
veillance platforms, counter-tunnel
equipment, and a significant invest-
ment in counter-drone capability.
There is $600 million for a border wall
because we know physical barriers
work. Finally, there is $305 million in
nonintrusive inspection equipment and
upgrades so that we can detect
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fentanyl at our ports of entry. That is
right. This bill does that.

In addition to our efforts at the bor-
der, the bill includes funding for crit-
ical immigration enforcement efforts
such as $3.1 billion to support 50,000 de-
tention beds for ICE. This is 8,500 more
beds than were funded last year and
16,000 more than this administration
asked for.

Yes, we have a disagreement on how
many is enough.

There is $822 million for flights and
ground transportation for ICE to exe-
cute its statutory authority to remove
more than 1.4 million migrants who are
still in this country despite having
final orders of removal. In case any-
body didn’t catch that, that is to trans-
port people south, not north, east, and
west.

There is $60 million to hire more
than 250 new law enforcement officers
to investigate transnational criminal
activity and keep our communities
safe from those who seek to do us
harm. Translation: fentanyl. Those
folks are here to work that issue
which, last I heard, was evasive, perva-
sive, and needs more help.

The bill also makes critical invest-
ments outside the southern border. For
TSA we provide $178 million to speed
up computed tomography screening de-
vice efforts at the Nation’s airports.
This is new technology that is avail-
able that has been rolled out at some
airports, but, frankly, the administra-
tion had it on a 15-year funding cycle.
By the time all of our airports get
that, I am sure there will be new and
better technology that will make this
obsolete.

What does the bill do, Madam Chair-
man?

It puts it on a 5-year cycle. It gets
that out to the airports and makes the
flying public safer. We doubled the re-
quested amount to pursue those things.

Then we get to China. As we continue
to grow in terms of having to meet the
challenge of China’s military, eco-
nomic, and political influence in the
Indo-Pacific, the U.S. must have a per-
sistent presence in the region.

This bill expands Coast Guard oper-
ations in the Indo-Pacific with addi-
tional capacity and capability to in-
clude $335 million for four fast response
cutters to increase deployments in the
region, $60 million for service life ex-
tension to enable the Coast Guard to
deploy another medium endurance cut-
ter, and $4.2 million for increased oper-
ations funds for the Coast Guard to
interact and conduct exercises with our
allies in the Indo-Pacific so that we are
ready to go if we need to because we
practiced with our friends.

The bill funds the core responsibil-
ities of the department and protects
the homeland. What it doesn’t do is
fund the failed policies that further
contribute to chaos at our southern
border.

Madam Chairman, that is how you
really support the hardworking men
and women of DHS protecting the Na-
tion.
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We need to change course on the bor-
der. We sincerely believe that. Inter-
estingly enough, so do many mayors of
large cities across the Nation regard-
less of their political affiliation.

We need to change that course not
through gimmicks but through real
policy and funding changes. This bill is
a step in the right direction.

Madam Chairman, I urge my col-
leagues to support the bill, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Madam Chair, today’s measure
covers the Department of Homeland Security
and is critical to defending the homeland and
protecting the American people.

From the crisis at the southern border, to
the scourge of fentanyl, to the threat of ter-
rorism, the United States continues to face an
evolving array of threats. It is more important
than ever that we place the Department of
Homeland Security in the best position to fulfill
its mission.

Today’s bill accomplishes that goal.

It invests the resources we need to secure
the nation. In fact, this bill provides $64.8 bil-
lion to meet our needs, which is an increase
of $2.9 billion over last year, and a full $4.25
billion over the President’s budget request.

This increase is sadly necessary. President
Biden’s policies at the southern border have
created a humanitarian and security crisis,
overwhelming not only the border itself, but
also communities across the country. Each
month hundreds of thousands of migrants
cross the border illegally, many of whom are
allowed to remain in the country without con-
sequence. The decision to allow an open
southern border has meant that countless
wrongdoers—human traffickers,  narcotraf-
fickers, and potential terrorists—can enter our
country freely.

Enough is enough. Today’s bill will take
steps to end this state of affairs. It will provide
$600 million for construction of the border
wall. It will force President Biden and Sec-
retary Mayorkas to adhere to the law. It in-
vests resources to halt fentanyl from entering
our country and our communities. It makes
critical investments in the Border Patrol and
the Coast Guard, and it forces the Department
of Homeland Security to focus on its core mis-
sion: to keep the American people safe.

| applaud Chairman AMODEI for his good
work in putting this measure together, and |
urge all of my colleagues to support its pas-
sage.

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired.

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

An amendment in the nature of a
substitute consisting of the text of
Rules Committee Print 118-38, modified
by the amendment specified in section
17 of House Resolution 1316, shall be
considered as adopted and the bill, as
amended, shall be considered as an
original bill for the purpose of further
amendment under the 5-minute rule
and shall be considered as read.

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

H.R. 8752

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the following sums
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are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury mot otherwise appropriated, for the
Department of Homeland Security for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2025, and for other
purposes, namely:

TITLE I

DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT, INTEL-
LIGENCE, SITUATIONAL AWARENESS,
AND OVERSIGHT
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY AND EXECUTIVE
MANAGEMENT

OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For mecessary expenses of the Office of the
Secretary and for executive management for op-
erations and support, $281,358,000, of which
$22,151,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2026: Provided, That $5,000,000 shall
be withheld from obligation until the Secretary
submits, to the Committees on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives and the Senate, re-
sponses to all questions for the record for each
hearing on the fiscal year 2026 budget submis-
sion for the Department of Homeland Security
held by such Committees prior to July 1: Pro-
vided further, That not to exceed $30,000 shall
be for official reception and representation ex-
penses.

MANAGEMENT DIRECTORATE
OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For necessary expenses of the Management
Directorate  for operations and Ssupport,
$1,637,290,000: Provided, That not to exceed
$2,000 shall be for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses.

PROCUREMENT, CONSTRUCTION, AND
IMPROVEMENTS

For necessary expenses of the Management
Directorate for procurement, construction, and
improvements, $54,337,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2027.

FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE

The revenues and collections of security fees
credited to this account shall be available until
expended for mecessary expenses related to the
protection of federally owned and leased build-
ings and for the operations of the Federal Pro-
tective Service.

INTELLIGENCE, ANALYSIS, AND SITUATIONAL
AWARENESS

OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For necessary expenses of the Office of Intel-
ligence and Analysis and the Office of Home-
land Security Situational Awareness for oper-
ations and support, $345,360,000, of which
$105,701,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2026: Provided, That not to exceed
$2,000,000 is available for facility meeds associ-
ated with secure space at fusion centers, includ-
ing improvements to buildings: Provided further,
That not to exceed $3,825 shall be for official re-
ception and representation exrpenses.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For mnecessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General for operations and Ssupport,
$225,294,000: Provided, That not to exceed
$300,000 may be used for certain confidential
operational expenses, including the payment of
informants, to be expended at the direction of
the Inspector General.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

SEC. 101. (a) The Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity shall submit a report not later than October
15, 2025, to the Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security listing all grants
and contracts awarded by any means other
than full and open competition during fiscal
years 2024 or 2025.

(b) The Inspector General shall review the re-
port required by subsection (a) to assess depart-
mental compliance with applicable laws and
regulations and report the results of that review
to the Committees on Appropriations of the
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House of Representatives and the Senate not
later than February 15, 2026.

SEC. 102. Not later than 30 days after the last
day of each month, the Chief Financial Officer
of the Department of Homeland Security shall
submit to the Committees on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives and the Senate a
monthly budget and staffing report that in-
cludes total obligations of the Department for
that month and for the fiscal year at the appro-
priation and program, project, and activity lev-
els, by the source year of the appropriation.

SEC. 103. (a) The Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity, in consultation with the Secretary of the
Treasury, shall notify the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives and
the Senate of any proposed transfers of funds
available under section 9705(9)(4)(B) of title 31,
United States Code, from the Department of the
Treasury Forfeiture Fund to any agency within
the Department of Homeland Security.

(b) None of the funds identified for such a
transfer may be obligated until the Committees
on Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate are notified of the proposed
transfer.

SEC. 104. All official costs associated with the
use of Government aircraft by Department of
Homeland Security personnel to support official
travel of the Secretary and the Deputy Sec-
retary shall be paid from amounts made avail-
able for the Office of the Secretary.

SEC. 105. (a) The Under Secretary for Man-
agement shall brief the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives and
the Senate not later than 45 days after the end
of each fiscal quarter on all Level 1 and Level
2 acquisition programs on the Master Acquisi-
tion Owversight list between Acquisition Decision
Event and Full Operational Capability, includ-
ing programs that have been removed from such
list during the preceding quarter.

(b) For each such program, the briefing de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall include—

(1) a description of the purpose of the pro-
gram, including the capabilities being acquired
and the component(s) sponsoring the acquisi-
tion;

(2) the total number of units, as appropriate,
to be acquired annually until procurement is
complete under the current acquisition program
baseline;

(3) the Acquisition Review Board status, in-
cluding—

(A) the current acquisition phase by incre-
ment, as applicable;

(B) the date of the most recent review,; and

(C) whether the program has been paused or
is in breach status;

(4) a comparison between the initial Depart-
ment-approved acquisition program baseline
cost, schedule, and performance thresholds and
objectives and the program’s current such
thresholds and objectives, if applicable;

(5) the lifecycle cost estimate, adjusted for
comparison to the Future Years Homeland Secu-
rity Program, including—

(A) the confidence level for the estimate;

(B) the fiscal years included in the estimate;

(C) a breakout of the estimate for the prior
five years, the current year, and the budget
year;

(D) a breakout of the estimate by appropria-
tion account or other funding source; and

(E) a description of and rationale for any
changes to the estimate as compared to the pre-
viously approved baseline, as applicable, and
during the prior fiscal year;

(6) a summary of the findings of any inde-
pendent verification and validation of the items
to be acquired or an explanation for why no
such verification and validation has been per-
formed;

(7) a table displaying the obligation of all pro-
gram funds by prior fiscal year, the estimated
obligation of funds for the current fiscal year,
and an estimate for the planned carryover of
funds into the subsequent fiscal year;
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(8) a listing of prime contractors and major
subcontractors; and

(9) narrative descriptions of risks to cost,
schedule, or performance that could result in a
program breach if not successfully mitigated.

(c) The Under Secretary for Management
shall submit each approved Acquisition Decision
Memorandum for programs described in this sec-
tion to the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate not
later than five business days after the date of
approval of such memorandum by the Under
Secretary for Management or the designee of the
Under Secretary for Management.

SEC. 106. (a) None of the funds made available
to the Department of Homeland Security in this
Act or prior appropriations Acts may be obli-
gated for any new pilot or demonstration unless
the component or office carrying out such pilot
or demonstration has documented the informa-
tion described in subsection (c).

(b) Prior to the obligation of any such funds
made available for ‘“‘Operations and Support’
for a new pilot or demonstration, the Under Sec-
retary for Management shall provide a report to
the Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate on the infor-
mation described in subsection (c).

(c) The information required wunder Ssub-
sections (a) and (b) for a pilot or demonstration
shall include the following—

(1) documented objectives that are well-de-
fined and measurable;

(2) an assessment methodology that details—

(A) the type and source of assessment data;

(B) the methods for, and frequency of, col-
lecting such data; and

(C) how such data will be analyzed; and

(3) an implementation plan, including mile-
stones, cost estimates, and implementation
schedules, including a projected end date.

(d) Not later than 90 days after the date of
completion of a pilot or demonstration described
in subsection (e), the Under Secretary for Man-
agement shall provide a report to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate detailing lessons
learned, actual costs, any planned expansion or
continuation of the pilot or demonstration, and
any planned transition of such pilot or dem-
onstration into an enduring program or oper-
ation.

(e) For the purposes of this section, a pilot or
demonstration program is a study, demonstra-
tion, experimental program, or trial that—

(1) is a small-scale, short-term experiment con-
ducted in order to evaluate feasibility, duration,
costs, or adverse events, and improve upon the
design of an effort prior to implementation of a
larger scale effort; and

(2) uses more than 10 full-time equivalents or
obligates, or proposes to obligate, $5,000,000 or
more, but does not include congressionally di-
rected programs or enhancements and does not
include programs that were in operation as of
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(f) For the purposes of this section, a pilot or
demonstration does mnot include any testing,
evaluation, or initial deployment phase executed
under a procurement contract for the acquisi-
tion of information technology services or sys-
tems, or any pilot or demonstration carried out
by a non-Federal recipient under any financial
assistance agreement funded by the Department.

TITLE 11

SECURITY, ENFORCEMENT, AND
INVESTIGATIONS
U.S. CUSTOMS AND BORDER PROTECTION
OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of U.S. Customs and
Border Protection for operations and support,
including the transportation of unaccompanied
alien minors; the provision of air and marine
support to Federal, State, local, and inter-
national agencies in the enforcement or admin-
istration of laws enforced by the Department of
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Homeland Security; at the discretion of the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, the provision of
such support to Federal, State, and local agen-
cies in other law enforcement and emergency
humanitarian efforts; the purchase and lease of
up to 7,500 (6,500 for replacement only) police-
type vehicles; the purchase, maintenance, or op-
eration of marine vessels, aircraft, and un-
manned aerial systems; and contracting with in-
dividuals  for  personal  services abroad;
$316,566,247,000; of which $3,274,000 shall be de-
rived from the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund
for administrative expenses related to the collec-
tion of the Harbor Maintenance Fee pursuant to
section 9505(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 9505(c)(3)) and notwith-
standing section 1511(e)(1) of the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 551(e)(1)); of which
$550,000,000 shall be available until September
30, 2026; and of which such sums as become
available in the Customs User Fee Account, ex-
cept sums subject to section 13031(f)(3) of the
Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation
Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58¢c(f)(3)), shall be derived
from that account: Provided, That not to exceed
$34,425 shall be for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses: Provided further, That not
to exceed $150,000 shall be available for payment
for rental space in connection with preclearance
operations: Provided further, That not to exceed
$2,000,000 shall be for awards of compensation
to informants, to be accounted for solely under
the certificate of the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity: Provided further, That not to exceed
$2,500,000 may be transferred to the Bureau of
Indian Affairs for the maintenance and repair
of roads on Native American reservations used
by the U.S. Border Patrol.

PROCUREMENT, CONSTRUCTION, AND
IMPROVEMENTS

For necessary expenses of U.S. Customs and
Border Protection for procurement, construc-
tion, and improvements, including procurement
of marine vessels, aircraft, and unmanned aerial
systems, $1,390,338,000, of which $766,684,000
shall remain available until September 30, 2027,
and of which $623,654,000 shall remain available
until September 30, 2029.

U.S. IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT
OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For mnecessary expenses of U.S. Immigration
and Customs Enforcement for operations and
support, including the purchase and lease of up
to 3,790 (2,350 for replacement only) police-type
vehicles; overseas wvetted wunits; and mainte-
nance, minor construction, and minor leasehold
improvements at owned and leased facilities;
$310,497,243,000; of which not less than $6,000,000
shall remain available until expended for efforts
to enforce laws against forced child labor; of
which $46,696,000 shall remain available until
September 30, 2026; of which mnot less than
$2,000,000 is for paid apprenticeships for partici-
pants in the Human Ezxploitation Rescue Opera-
tive Child-Rescue Corps; of which not less than
$15,000,000 shall be available for investigation of
intellectual property rights violations, including
operation of the National Intellectual Property
Rights Coordination Center; and of which not
less than $5,900,389,000 shall be for enforcement,
detention, and removal operations, including
transportation of unaccompanied alien minors,
of which not less than $3,081,725,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2026: Pro-
vided, That not to exceed $11,475 shall be for of-
ficial reception and representation expenses:
Provided further, That not to exceed $10,000,000
shall be available until expended for conducting
special operations under section 3131 of the Cus-
toms Enforcement Act of 1986 (19 U.S.C. 2081):
Provided further, That not to exceed $2,000,000
shall be for awards of compensation to inform-
ants, to be accounted for solely under the cer-
tificate of the Secretary of Homeland Security:
Provided further, That not to exceed $11,216,000
shall be available to fund or reimburse other
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Federal agencies for the costs associated with
the care, maintenance, and repatriation of
smuggled aliens unlawfully present in the
United States: Provided further, That not less
than $2,000,000 shall be for entering into new
agreements for the delegation of law enforce-
ment authority provided by section 287(g) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act: Provided fur-
ther, That funding made available under this
heading shall maintain a level of not less than
50,000 detention beds.
PROCUREMENT, CONSTRUCTION, AND
IMPROVEMENTS

For necessary expenses of U.S. Immigration
and Customs Enforcement for procurement, con-
struction, and improvements, $19,548,000, of
which $6,548,000 shall remain available until
September 30, 2027, and of which $13,000,000
shall remain available until September 30, 2029.

TRANSPORTATION SECURITY ADMINISTRATION
OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For necessary expenses of the Transportation
Security Administration for operations and sup-
port, $10,817,225,000, of which $300,000,000 shall
remain available until September 30, 2026: Pro-
vided, That not to exceed $7,650 shall be for offi-
cial reception and representation expenses: Pro-
vided further, That security service fees author-
ized under section 44940 of title 49, United States
Code, shall be credited to this appropriation as
offsetting collections and shall be available only
for aviation security: Provided further, That the
sum appropriated under this heading from the
general fund shall be reduced on a dollar-for-
dollar basis as such offsetting collections are re-
ceived during fiscal year 2025 so as to result in
a final fiscal year appropriation from the gen-
eral fund estimated at not more than
$7,957,225,000.

PROCUREMENT, CONSTRUCTION, AND
IMPROVEMENTS

For necessary expenses of the Transportation
Security Administration for procurement, con-
struction, and improvements, $198,428,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2027.

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
For necessary expenses of the Transportation
Security Administration for research and devel-
opment, $17,990,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2026.
COAST GUARD
OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For necessary expenses of the Coast Guard for
operations and support including the Coast
Guard Reserve; purchase or lease of not to ex-
ceed 25 passenger motor vehicles, which shall be
for replacement only; purchase or lease of small
boats for contingent and emergent requirements
(at a unit cost of not more than $700,000) and
repairs and service-life replacements, not to ex-
ceed a total of $31,000,000; purchase, lease, or
improvements of boats necessary for overseas de-
ployments and activities; payments pursuant to
section 156 of Public Law 97-377 (42 U.S.C. 402
note; 96 Stat. 1920); and recreation and welfare;
$10,554,261,000, of which $530,000,000 shall be for
defense-related activities; of which $24,500,000
shall be derived from the Oil Spill Liability
Trust Fund to carry out the purposes of section
1012(a)(5) of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33
U.S.C. 2712(a)(5)); of which $20,000,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2027, of
which $24,359,000 shall remain available until
September 30, 2029, for environmental compli-
ance and restoration; and of which $100,000,000
shall remain available until September 30, 2026,
which shall only be available for vessel depot
level maintenance: Provided, That not to exceed
323,000 shall be for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses.

PROCUREMENT, CONSTRUCTION, AND
IMPROVEMENTS

For necessary expenses of the Coast Guard for
procurement, construction, and improvements,
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including aids to navigation, shore facilities (in-
cluding facilities at Department of Defense in-
stallations used by the Coast Guard), and ves-
sels and aircraft, including equipment related
thereto, $2,128,500,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2029; of which $20,000,000 shall be
derived from the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund
to carry out the purposes of section 1012(a)(5) of
the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C.
2712(a)(5)).
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

For necessary expenses of the Coast Guard for
research and development; and for mainte-
nance, rehabilitation, lease, and operation of
facilities and equipment; $6,763,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2027, of which
$500,000 shall be derived from the Oil Spill Li-
ability Trust Fund to carry out the purposes of
section 1012(a)(5) of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990
(33 U.S.C. 2712(a)(5)): Provided, That there may
be credited to and used for the purposes of this
appropriation funds received from State and
local governments, other public authorities, pri-
vate sources, and foreign countries for expenses
incurred for research, development, testing, and
evaluation.

RETIRED PAY

For retired pay, including the payment of ob-
ligations otherwise chargeable to lapsed appro-
priations for this purpose, payments under the
Retired Serviceman’s Family Protection and
Survivor Benefits Plans, payment for career sta-
tus bonuses, payment of continuation pay under
section 356 of title 37, United States Code, con-
current receipts, combat-related special com-
pensation, and payments for medical care of re-
tired personnel and their dependents under
chapter 55 of title 10, United States Code,
$1,210,840,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.

UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE
OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For nmecessary expenses of the United States
Secret Service for operations and support, in-
cluding purchase of not to exceed 652 vehicles
for police-type use; hire of passenger motor vehi-
cles; purchase of motorcycles made in the United
States; hire of aircraft; rental of buildings in the
District of Columbia; fencing, lighting, guard
booths, and other facilities on private or other
property mot in Government ownership or con-
trol, as may be necessary to perform protective
functions; conduct of and participation in fire-
arms matches; presentation of awards; conduct
of behavioral research in support of protective
intelligence and operations; payment in advance
for commercial accommodations as may be nec-
essary to perform protective functions; and pay-
ment, without regard to section 5702 of title 5,
United States Code, of subsistence expenses of
employees who are on protective missions,
whether at or away from their duty stations;
33,017,524,000; of which $80,041,000 shall remain
available until September 30, 2026, and of which
$6,000,000 shall be for a grant for activities re-
lated to investigations of missing and exploited
children; and of which up to $24,000,000 may be
for calendar year 2024 premium pay in excess of
the annual equivalent of the limitation on the
rate of pay contained in section 5547(a) of title
5, United States Code, pursuant to section 2 of
the Overtime Pay for Protective Services Act of
2016 (5 U.S.C. 5547 note), as last amended by
Public Law 118-38: Provided, That not to exceed
$19,125 shall be for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses: Provided further, That not
to exceed $100,000 shall be to provide technical
assistance and equipment to foreign law en-
forcement organizations in criminal investiga-
tions within the jurisdiction of the United States
Secret Service.

PROCUREMENT, CONSTRUCTION, AND
IMPROVEMENTS
For nmecessary expenses of the United States
Secret Service for procurement, construction,
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and improvements, $138,336,000, of which
$53,436,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2027, and of which $84,900,000 shall
remain available until September 30, 2029.
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

For necessary expenses of the United States
Secret Service for research and development,
$2,250,000, to remain available until September
30, 2026.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

SEC. 201. Section 201 of the Department of
Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2018 (di-
vision F of Public Law 115-141), related to over-
time compensation limitations, shall apply with
respect to funds made available in this Act in
the same manner as such section applied to
funds made available in that Act, except that
“fiscal year 2025’ shall be substituted for ‘‘fis-
cal year 2018”°.

SEC. 202. Funding made available under the
headings “‘U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion—Operations and Support’” and “‘U.S. Cus-
toms and Border Protection—Procurement, Con-
struction, and Improvements’ shall be available
for customs expenses when necessary to main-
tain operations and prevent adverse personnel
actions in Puerto Rico and the U.S. Virgin Is-
lands, in addition to funding provided by sec-
tions 740 and 14061 of title 48, United States
Code.

SEC. 203. As authorized by section 601(b) of
the United States-Colombia Trade Promotion
Agreement Implementation Act (Public Law 112—-
42), fees collected from passengers arriving from
Canada, Mexico, or an adjacent island pursu-
ant to section 13031(a)(5) of the Consolidated
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 (19
U.S.C. 58c(a)(5)) shall be available until ex-
pended.

SEC. 204. (a) For an additional amount for
“U.S. Customs and Border Protection—Oper-
ations and Support”’, 331,000,000, to remain
available wuntil expended, to be reduced by
amounts collected and credited to this appro-
priation in fiscal year 2025 from amounts au-
thorized to be collected by section 286(i) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1356(i)), section 10412 of the Farm Security and
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8311),
and section 817 of the Trade Facilitation and
Trade Enforcement Act of 2015 (Public Law 114-
125), or other such authorizing language.

(b) To the extent that amounts realized from
such collections exceed $31,000,000, those
amounts in excess of $31,000,000 shall be credited
to this appropriation, to remain available until
expended.

SEC. 205. None of the funds made available in
this Act for U.S. Customs and Border Protection
may be used to prevent an individual not in the
business of importing a prescription drug (with-
in the meaning of section 801(g) of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act) from importing a
prescription drug from Canada that complies
with the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act:
Provided, That this section shall apply only to
individuals transporting on their person a per-
sonal-use quantity of the prescription drug, not
to exceed a 90-day supply: Provided further,
That the prescription drug may not be—

(1) a controlled substance, as defined in sec-
tion 102 of the Controlled Substances Act (21
U.S.C. 802); or

(2) a biological product, as defined in section
351 of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C.
262).

SEC. 206. (a) Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, none of the funds provided in this
or any other Act shall be used to approve a
waiver of the navigation and vessel-inspection
laws pursuant to section 501(b) of title 46,
United States Code, for the transportation of
crude oil distributed from and to the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve until the Secretary of Home-
land Security, after consultation with the Secre-
taries of the Departments of Energy and Trans-
portation and representatives from the United
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States flag maritime industry, takes adequate
measures to ensure the use of United States flag
vessels.

(b) The Secretary shall notify the Committees
on Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate, the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure of the House of
Representatives, and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the Sen-
ate within 2 business days of any request for
waivers of navigation and vessel-inspection laws
pursuant to section 501(b) of title 46, United
States Code, with respect to such transpor-
tation, and the disposition of such requests.

SEC. 207. (a) Beginning on the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity shall not—

(1) establish, collect, or otherwise impose any
new border crossing fee on individuals crossing
the Southern border or the Northern border at a
land port of entry; or

(2) conduct any study relating to the imposi-
tion of a border crossing fee.

(b) In this section, the term ‘‘border crossing
fee’” means a fee that every pedestrian, cyclist,
and driver and passenger of a private motor ve-
hicle is required to pay for the privilege of cross-
ing the Southern border or the Northern border
at a land port of entry.

SEC. 208. (a) Not later than 90 days after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Commissioner
of U.S. Customs and Border Protection shall
submit an expenditure plan for any amounts
made available for “U.S. Customs and Border
Protection—Procurement, Construction, and Im-
provements’ in this Act and prior Acts to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives and the Senate.

(b) No such amounts provided in this Act may
be obligated prior to the submission of such
plan.

SEC. 209. Section 211 of the Department of
Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2021 (di-
vision F of Public Law 116-260), prohibiting the
use of funds for the construction of fencing in
certain areas, shall apply with respect to funds
made available in this Act in the same manner
as such section applied to funds made available
in that Act.

SEC. 210. (a) Funds made available in this Act
may be used to alter operations within the Na-
tional Targeting Center of U.S. Customs and
Border Protection.

(b) None of the funds provided by this Act,
provided by previous appropriations Acts that
remain available for obligation or expenditure in
fiscal year 2025, or provided from any accounts
in the Treasury of the United States derived by
the collection of fees available to the compo-
nents funded by this Act, may be used to reduce
anticipated or planned vetting operations at ex-
isting locations unless specifically authorized by
a statute enacted after the date of enactment of
this Act.

SEC. 211. (a) Of the total amount made avail-
able under ““U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion—Procurement, Construction, and Improve-
ments’’, $1,390,338,000 shall be available only as
follows:

(1) $600,000,000 for the acquisition and deploy-
ment of physical barriers;

(2) $300,000,000 for the acquisition and deploy-
ment of border security technologies;

(3) $305,000,000 for trade and travel assets and
infrastructure;

(4) $23,654,000 for facility construction and im-
provements;

(5) 3131,419,000 for integrated operations as-
sets and infrastructure; and

(6) $30,265,000 for mission support and infra-
structure.

(b) None of the funds allocated for pedestrian
physical barriers may be made available for any
purpose other than the construction of steel
bollard pedestrian barrier built at least 18 to 30
feet in effective height and augmented with
anti-climb and anti-dig features.

(c) None of the funds allocated for pedestrian
physical barriers may be made available for any
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purpose other than construction of pedestrian
barriers consistent with the description in sub-
section (b) at locations identified in the Border
Security Improvement Plan submitted to Con-
gress on August 1, 2020.

(d) The Commissioner of U.S. Customs and
Border Protection may reprioritice the construc-
tion of physical barriers outlined in the Border
Security Improvement Plan and, with prior ap-
proval of the Committees on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives and the Senate,
add additional miles of pedestrian physical bar-
riers where no such barriers exist, prioritized by
operational requirements developed in coordina-
tion with U.S. Border Patrol leadership.

(e) The Secretary of Homeland Security shall
begin to obligate amounts for physical barrier
construction no later than 120 days after the
date of enactment of this Act.

(f) For purposes of this section, the term ‘‘ef-
fective height’ refers to the height above the
level of the adjacent terrain features.

SEC. 212. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be ob-
ligated, expended, or transferred to another
Federal agency, board, or commission to be used
to dismantle, demolish, remove, or damage exist-
ing United States-Mexico physical barriers at
any location where such barriers have been con-
structed as of the date of enactment of this Act
unless such barrier is simultaneously being re-
paired or replaced.

SEC. 213. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to utilize the U.S. Customs and
Border Protection CBP One Application, or any
successor application, to facilitate the parole of
any alien into the United States.

SEC. 214. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to implement, administer, or oth-
erwise carry out the policies described in the di-
rective issued by the Acting Commissioner of
U.S. Customs and Border Protection on January
10, 2023, entitled ‘‘Emergency Driving and Ve-
hicular Pursuits’’.

SEC. 215. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to admit an alien into the United
States at a port of entry on an F or M visa if
the college, university, or other institution of
higher learning that the student will attend is
not accredited by a nationally recognized ac-
crediting agency or association recognized by
the Secretary of Education pursuant to part H
of title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965
(20 U.S.C. 1099a et seq.).

SEC. 216. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to parole into the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, for the
purpose of temporary visit for business or pleas-
ure without a visa, an alien who is a national
of the People’s Republic of China.

SEC. 217. (a) None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may be
used by U.S. Customs and Border Protection to
admit into the United States any aerosol-dis-
pensing unmanned aircraft system produced or
manufactured in a foreign adversary country.

(b) The term “‘foreign adversary country”
means a country specified in section 4872(d)(2)
of title 10, United States Code.

SEC. 218. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to reduce participation in or
substantively diminish the delegation of law en-
forcement authority authorized under section
287(g) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1357(g)), except as provided in section 219
of this Act.

SEC. 219. None of the funds provided under
the heading ‘“‘U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement—Operations and Support’” may be
used to continue a delegation of law enforce-
ment authority authorized under section 287(g)
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1357(g)) if the Department of Homeland
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Security Inspector General determines that the
terms of the agreement governing the delegation
of authority have been materially violated.

SEC. 220. (a) None of the funds provided under
the heading “U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement—Operations and Support’” may be
used to continue any contract for the provision
of detention services if the two most recent over-
all performance evaluations received by the con-
tracted facility are less than ‘‘adequate’ or the
equivalent median score in any subsequent per-
formance evaluation system.

(b) The performance evaluations referenced in
subsection (a) shall be conducted by the U.S.
Immigration and Customs Enforcement Office of
Professional Responsibility.

SEcC. 221. Without regard to the limitation as
to time and condition of section 503(d) of this
Act, the Secretary may reprogram within and
transfer funds to ‘“‘U.S. Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement—Operations and Support’ as
necessary to ensure the detention of aliens
prioritized for removal.

SEC. 222. The reports required to be submitted
under section 216 of the Department of Home-
land Security Appropriations Act, 2021 (division
F of Public Law 116-260) shall continue to be
submitted semimonthly and each matter re-
quired to be included in such reports by such
section 216 shall apply in the same manner and
to the same extent during the period described
in such section 216.

SEC. 223. The terms and conditions of section
217 of the Department of Homeland Security Ap-
propriations Act, 2020 (division D of Public Law
116-93) shall apply to this Act.

SEC. 224. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to implement, administer, or oth-
erwise carry out the activities and policies de-
scribed in the memorandum issued by the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security on September 30,
2021, entitled ‘“‘Guidelines for the Enforcement
of Civil Immigration Law’’, or described in the
memorandum issued by Kerry Doyle, Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement Principal Legal
Advisor on April 3, 2022, entitled ‘‘Guidance to
OPLA Attorneys Regarding the Enforcement of
Civil Immigration Laws and the Exercise of
Prosecutorial Discretion’, or any successor or
similar memorandum or policy.

SEC. 225. (a) None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to transport aliens unlawfully
present in, paroled into, or inadmissible to the
United States into the interior of the United
States for purposes other than enforcement of
the immigration laws (as such term is defined in
section 101 of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1101)).

(b) The limitation under subsection (a) shall
not apply with respect to amounts made avail-
able to transport unaccompanied alien children
(as such term is defined in section 462 of the
Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 279)).

SEC. 226. (a) None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act for
“U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement’’
may be used to pay for or facilitate an abortion,
except where the life of the mother would be en-
dangered if the fetus would be carried to term,
or in the case of rape or incest.

(b) None of the funds appropriated or other-
wise made available by this Act for ““U.S. Immi-
gration and Customs Enforcement’” may be used
to require any person to perform, or facilitate in
any way the performance of, any abortion.

SEC. 227. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to administer hormone therapy
medication or perform or facilitate any surgery
for any person in custody of U.S. Immigration
and Customs Enforcement for the purpose of
gender-affirming care.

SEC. 228. The Secretary of Homeland Security
shall allocate amounts appropriated or other-
wise made available under the heading ‘‘U.S.
Immigration and Customs Enforcement—Oper-
ations and Support’ by this Act in order to—
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(1) prioritize detention by using such amounts
to ensure that the average daily population of
detainees is maintained at the full capacity at
all detention facilities funded by this Act
throughout the fiscal year; and

(2) ensure that every alien on the non-de-
tained docket is enrolled into the Alternatives to
Detention Program with mandatory GPS moni-
toring throughout the duration of all applicable
immigration proceedings (including any ap-
peals) and until removal, if ordered removed.

SEC. 229. Not later than 45 days after the date
of enactment of this Act, the Chief Financial
Officer of U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement shall submit to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate an obligation plan for amounts
made available in this Act for “‘U.S. Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement’’, delineated by
level II program, project, and activity.

SEC. 230. None of the funds provided under
the heading ‘“‘U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement—Operations and Support’” may be
made available to develop or administer a phys-
ical identification card for purposes of alien
identification, verification of immigration sta-
tus, or immigration portal access.

SEC. 231. None of the funds provided under
the heading ‘“‘U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement—Operations and Support’” may be
made available to develop, pilot, administer, or
otherwise implement standards for management
of the non-detained alien population or for the
Alternatives to Detention Program beyond those
incorporated in the Alternatives to Detention
Handbook, issued on August 16, 2017.

SEC. 232. None of the funds provided under
the heading “U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement—Operations and Support’” may be
made available to implement, administer, or oth-
erwise carry out the activities, policies, and
guidelines described in the memorandum issued
by the Secretary of Homeland Security on Octo-
ber 27, 2021, entitled ‘‘Guidelines for Emnforce-
ment Actions in or Near Protected Areas’ .

SEC. 233. No law of any State or political sub-
division thereof pertaining to a minimum rate of
compensation or any other condition of employ-
ment shall apply in the case of any person held
in Federal custody pursuant to the immigration
laws (as such term is defined in section 101 of
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C.1101)).

SEC. 234. (a) Members of the United States
House of Representatives and the United States
Senate, including the leadership; the heads of
Federal agencies and commissions, including the
Secretary, Deputy Secretary, Under Secretaries,
and Assistant Secretaries of the Department of
Homeland Security,; the United States Attorney
General, Deputy Attorney General, Assistant
Attorneys General, and the United States Attor-
neys, and senior members of the Executive Of-
fice of the President, including the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget, shall not
be exempt from Federal passenger and baggage
screening.

(b) None of the funds made available in this
or any other Act, including prior Acts, or pro-
vided from any accounts in the Treasury of the
United States derived by the collection of fees
available to the components funded by this Act
may be used to carry out legislation altering the
applicability of the screening requirements out-
lined in subsection (a).

SEC. 235. Notwithstanding section 44923 of
title 49, United States Code, for fiscal year 2025,
any funds in the Aviation Security Capital
Fund established by section 44923(h) of title 49,
United States Code, may be used for the pro-
curement and installation of explosives detec-
tion systems or for the issuance of other trans-
action agreements for the purpose of funding
projects described in section 44923(a) of such
title.

SEC. 236. Not later than 45 days after the sub-
mission of the President’s budget proposal, the
Administrator of the Transportation Security
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Administration shall submit to the Committees
on Appropriations and Homeland Security of
the House of Representatives and the Commit-
tees on Appropriations and Commerce, Science,
and Transportation of the Senate a single report
that fulfills the following requirements:

(1) a Capital Investment Plan, both con-
strained and unconstrained, that includes a
plan for continuous and sustained capital in-
vestment in new, and the replacement of aged,
transportation security equipment;

(2) the 5-year technology investment plan as
required by section 1611 of title XVI of the
Homeland Security Act of 2002, as amended by
section 3 of the Transportation Security Acquisi-
tion Reform Act (Public Law 113-245); and

(3) the Advanced Integrated Passenger
Screening Technologies report as required by the
Senate Report accompanying the Department of
Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2019
(Senate Report 115-283).

SEC. 237. (a) None of the funds made available
by this Act under the heading ‘‘Coast Guard—
Operations and Support’ shall be for erpenses
incurred for recreational vessels under section
12114 of title 46, United States Code, except to
the extent fees are collected from owners of
yachts and credited to the appropriation made
available by this Act under the heading ‘‘Coast
Guard—Operations and Support’.

(b) To the extent such fees are insufficient to
pay expenses of recreational vessel documenta-
tion under such section 12114, and there is a
backlog of recreational vessel applications, per-
sonnel performing non-recreational vessel docu-
mentation functions under subchapter II of
chapter 121 of title 46, United States Code, may
perform documentation under section 12114.

SEC. 238. Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, the Commandant of the Coast Guard
shall submit to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and the
Senate a future-years capital investment plan as
described in the second proviso under the head-
ing ‘“‘Coast Guard—Acquisition, Construction,
and Improvements’ in the Department of Home-
land Security Appropriations Act, 2015 (Public
Law 114-4), which shall be subject to the re-
quirements in the third and fourth provisos
under such heading.

SEC. 239. None of the funds in this Act shall
be used to reduce the Coast Guard’s legacy Op-
erations Systems Center mission or its govern-
ment-employed or contract staff levels.

SEC. 240. None of the funds appropriated by
this Act may be used to conduct, or to implement
the results of, a competition under Office of
Management and Budget Circular A-76 for ac-
tivities performed with respect to the Coast
Guard National Vessel Documentation Center.

SEC. 241. Funds made available in this Act
may be used to alter operations within the Civil
Engineering Program of the Coast Guard na-
tionwide, including civil engineering units, fa-
cilities design and construction centers, mainte-
nance and logistics commands, and the Coast
Guard Academy, except that none of the funds
provided in this Act may be used to reduce oper-
ations within any civil engineering unit unless
specifically authorized by a Sstatute enacted
after the date of enactment of this Act.

SEC. 242. Amounts deposited into the Coast
Guard Housing Fund in fiscal year 2025 shall be
available until expended to carry out the pur-
poses of section 2946 of title 14, United States
Code, and shall be in addition to funds other-
wise available for such purposes.

SEC. 243. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to implement, administer, or en-
force a Final Rule on ‘‘Shipping Safety Fair-
ways Along the Atlantic Coast’” (89 Fed. Reg.
3587) until the Coast Guard submits a report to
the Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate on the effect
of offshore wind turbines on marine navigation
radar, especially with regard to search and res-
cue interference.
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SEC. 244. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to implement, administer, or en-
force a Final Rule on ‘‘Amendments to the
North Atlantic Right Whale Vessel Strike Re-
duction Rule’ (87 Fed. Reg. 46920) or any re-
strictions on wvessel speed for the Rice’s whale
that were not in place prior to January 20, 2021.

SEC. 245. The United States Secret Service is
authoriced to obligate funds in anticipation of
reimbursements from executive agencies, as de-
fined in section 105 of title 5, United States
Code, for personnel receiving training sponsored
by the James J. Rowley Training Center, except
that total obligations at the end of the fiscal
year shall not exceed total budgetary resources
available under the heading ‘‘United States Se-
cret Service—Operations and Support’ at the
end of the fiscal year.

SEC. 246. (a) None of the funds made available
to the United States Secret Service by this Act or
by previous appropriations Acts may be made
available for the protection of the head of a
Federal agency other than the Secretary of
Homeland Security.

(b) The Director of the United States Secret
Service may enter into agreements to provide
such protection on a fully reimbursable basis.

SEC. 247. For purposes of section 503(a)(3) of
this Act, up to $15,000,000 may be reprogrammed
within “United States Secret Service—Oper-
ations and Support’.

SEC. 248. Funding made available in this Act
for “United States Secret Service—Operations
and Support’ is available for travel of United
States Secret Service employees on protective
missions without regard to the limitations on
such expenditures in this or any other Act if the
Director of the United States Secret Service or a
designee notifies the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and the
Senate 10 or more days in advance, or as early
as practicable, prior to such expenditures.

SEC. 249. None of the funds provided under
the heading ‘“‘U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement—Operations and Support’” may be
made available to terminate or substantively re-
duce the terms or conditions of a contract for
the provision of detention services with any fa-
cility that was previously or is currently des-
ignated as a Family Residential Center.

SEC. 250. (a) The Secretary of the department
in which the Coast Guard is operating shall en-
sure that, during the fiscal year funded by this
Act, the imposition or collection of cost-sharing
for certain services is prohibited as follows—

(1) Notwithstanding subparagraphs (4), (B),
and (C) of section 1074g(a)(6) of title 10, United
States Code, cost-sharing may not be imposed or
collected with respect to any eligible covered
beneficiary for any prescription contraceptive
on the uniform formulary provided through a
retail pharmacy described in section
10749(a)(2)(E)(ii) of such title or through the na-
tional mail-order pharmacy program of the
TRICARE Program.

(2) Notwithstanding any provision under sec-
tion 1075 of title 10, United States Code, cost-
sharing may not be imposed or collected for a
covered service that is provided by a network
provider under the TRICARE program to an eli-
gible covered beneficiary under such section.

(3) Notwithstanding subsections (a), (b), and
(c) of section 1075a of title 10, United States
Code, cost-sharing may not be imposed or col-
lected for a covered service that is provided
under TRICARE Prime to an eligible covered
beneficiary under such section.

(b) In this section—

(1) The term ‘‘covered service’’ means any
method of contraception approved, granted, or
cleared by the Food and Drug Administration,
any contraceptive care (including with respect
to insertion, removal, and follow up), any steri-
lization procedure, or any patient education or
counseling service provided in connection with
any such method, care, or procedure.

(2) The term ‘‘eligible covered beneficiary’
means an eligible covered beneficiary (as such
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term is used in section 1074g of title 10, United
States Code) on the basis of being—

(4) a member of the Coast Guard; or

(B) a dependent of such a member.

(3) The terms “TRICARE Program’ and
“TRICARE Prime” have the meaning given
such terms in section 1072 of title 10, United
States Code.

(c) This section shall become effective 30 days
after the date of enactment of this Act.

SEC. 251. (a) Contraceptive supplies of up to
365 days shall be covered for any eligible cov-
ered beneficiary to obtain, including in a single
fill or refill, at the option of such beneficiary,
the total days of supply (not to exceed a 365-day
supply) for a contraceptive on the uniform for-
mulary provided through a military treatment
facility pharmacy, retail pharmacy described in
section 1074g9(a)(2)(E)(ii) of such title, or
through the national mail-order pharmacy pro-
gram of the TRICARE Program.

(b) Beginning not later than 90 days after the
implementation of coverage under subsection
(a), the Secretary of the department in which
the Coast Guard is operating shall conduct such
outreach activities as are mnecessary to inform
health care providers and individuals who are
enrolled in the TRICARE program of such cov-
erage and the requirements to receive such cov-
erage.

(c) In this section—

(1) The term ‘‘covered Armed Force’’ means
the Coast Guard.

(2) The term ‘‘eligible covered beneficiary’
means an eligible covered beneficiary as such
term is used in section 1074g of title 10, United
States Code who is—

(A) a member of a covered Armed Force serv-
ing on active duty; or

(B) a dependent of a member described in sub-
paragraph (A).

(3) The terms “‘TRICARE Program’ and
“TRICARE Prime” have the meaning given
such terms in section 1072 of title 10, United
States Code.

(d) This section shall become effective 180
days after the date of enactment of this Act.

TITLE 111

PROTECTION, PREPAREDNESS, RESPONSE,
AND RECOVERY
CYBERSECURITY AND INFRASTRUCTURE SECURITY
AGENCY

OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For mnecessary expenses of the Cybersecurity
and Infrastructure Security Agency for oper-
ations and support, $2,437,285,000, of which
323,698,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2026: Provided, That not to exceed
33,825 shall be for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses.

PROCUREMENT, CONSTRUCTION, AND
IMPROVEMENTS

For mnecessary expenses of the Cybersecurity
and Infrastructure Security Agency for procure-
ment, construction, and improvements,
$493,572,000, to remain available until September
30, 2027.

FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For mecessary expenses of the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency for operations and
support, $1,551,093,000: Provided, That not to
exceed $2,250 shall be for official reception and
representation exrpenses.

PROCUREMENT, CONSTRUCTION, AND
IMPROVEMENTS

For necessary expenses of the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency for procurement,
construction, and improvements, $94,827,000, of
which $38,590,000 shall remain available until
September 30, 2027, and of which $56,237,000
shall remain available until September 30, 2029.

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE

For activities of the Federal Emergency Man-

agement Agency for Federal assistance through
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grants, contracts, cooperative agreements, and
other activities, $3,758,992,810, which shall be al-
located as follows:

(1) $520,000,000 for the State Homeland Secu-
rity Grant Program under section 2004 of the
Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 605), of
which  $90,000,000 shall be for Operation
Stonegarden and 315,000,000 shall be for Tribal
Homeland Security Grants under section 2005 of
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C.
606): Provided, That notwithstanding subsection
(c)(4) of such section 2004, for fiscal year 2025,
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico shall make
available to local and tribal governments
amounts provided to the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico under this paragraph in accordance
with subsection (c)(1) of such section 2004.

(2) 3615,000,000 for the Urban Area Security
Initiative under section 2003 of the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 604).

(3) $305,000,000 for the Nonprofit Security
Grant Program under section 2009 of the Home-
land Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 609a), of
which $152,500,000 is for eligible recipients lo-
cated in high-risk urban areas that receive
funding under section 2003 of such Act and
$152,500,000 is for eligible recipients that are lo-
cated outside such areas: Provided, That eligible
recipients are those described in section 2009(b)
of such Act (6 U.S.C. 609a(b)) or are an other-
wise eligible recipient at risk of a terrorist or
other extremist attack.

(4) 3105,000,000 for Public Transportation Se-
curity Assistance, Railroad Security Assistance,
and Over-the-Road Bus Security Assistance
under sections 1406, 1513, and 1532 of the Imple-
menting Recommendations of the 9/11 Commis-
sion Act of 2007 (6 U.S.C. 1135, 1163, and 1182),
of which $10,000,000 shall be for Amtrak security
and $2,000,000 shall be for Over-the-Road Bus
Security: Provided, That such public transpor-
tation security assistance shall be provided di-
rectly to public transportation agencies.

(5) $100,000,000 for Port Security Grants in ac-
cordance with section 70107 of title 46, United
States Code.

(6) 3720,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2026, of which $360,000,000 shall be
for Assistance to Firefighter Grants and
$360,000,000 shall be for Staffing for Adequate
Fire and Emergency Response Grants under sec-
tions 33 and 34 respectively of the Federal Fire
Prevention and Control Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C.
2229 and 2229a).

(7) $355,000,000 for emergency management
performance grants under the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.),
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121), the
Earthquake Hazards Reduction Act of 1977 (42
U.S.C. 7701), section 762 of title 6, United States
Code, and Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978 (5
U.S.C. App.).

(8) $312,750,000 for mecessary expenses for
Flood Hazard Mapping and Risk Analysis, in
addition to and to supplement any other sums
appropriated under the National Flood Insur-
ance Fund, and such additional sums as may be
provided by States or other political subdivisions
for cost-shared mapping activities under section
1360(f)(2) of the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968 (42 U.S.C. 4101(f)(2)), to remain available
until expended.

(9) $12,000,000 for Regional Catastrophic Pre-
paredness Grants.

(10) $130,000,000 for the emergency food and
shelter program under title 111 of the McKinney-
Vento Homeless Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11331),
to remain available until September 30, 2026:
Provided, That not to exceed 3.5 percent shall be
for total administrative costs.

(11) $40,000,000 for the Next Generation Warn-
ing System.

(12) $221,343,810 for Community Project Fund-
ing grants, which shall be for the purposes, and
the amounts, specified in the table entitled
“Homeland Security—Community Project Fund-
ing’’ in the report accompanying this Act, of
which—
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(A) $81,771,896, in addition to amounts other-
wise made available for such purpose, is for
emergency operations center grants under sec-
tion 614 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief
and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5196¢);
and

(B) $139,571,914, in addition to amounts other-
wise made available for such purpose, is for pre-
disaster mitigation grants under section 203 of
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5133(e), not-
withstanding subsections (f), (g), and (1) of that
section (42 U.S.C. 5133(f), (g), (1)).

(13) $322,899,000 to sustain current operations
for training, exercises, technical assistance, and
other programs.

DISASTER RELIEF FUND

For mnecessary expenses in carrying out the
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.),
$22,741,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That such amount shall be
for major disasters declared pursuant to the
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) and
is designated by the Congress as being for dis-
aster relief pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(D) of
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit
Control Act of 1985.

NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE FUND

For activities under the National Flood Insur-
ance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (42 U.S.C.
4001 et seq.), the Biggert-Waters Flood Insur-
ance Reform Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-141,
126 Stat. 916), and the Homeowner Flood Insur-
ance Affordability Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-
89; 128 Stat. 1020), $239,785,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2026, which shall be de-
rived from offsetting amounts collected under
section 1308(d) of the National Flood Insurance
Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4015(d)); of which
$14,578,000 shall be available for mission support
associated with flood management; and of
which $225,207,000 shall be available for flood
plain management and flood mapping: Pro-
vided, That any additional fees collected pursu-
ant to section 1308(d) of the National Flood In-
surance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4015(d)) shall be
credited as offsetting collections to this account,
to be available for flood plain management and
flood mapping: Provided further, That in fiscal
year 2025, no funds shall be available from the
National Flood Insurance Fund under section
1310 of the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968
(42 U.S.C. 4017) in excess of—

(1) $240,262,000 for operating expenses and sal-
aries and expenses associated with flood insur-
ance operations;

(2) $1,382,000,000 for commissions and taxes of
agents;

(3) such sums as are necessary for interest on
Treasury borrowings; and

(4) 3175,000,000, which shall remain available
until expended, for flood mitigation actions and
for flood mitigation assistance under section
1366 of the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968
(42 U.S.C. 4104c), mnotwithstanding sections
1366(e) and 1310(a)(7) of such Act (42 U.S.C.
4104c(e), 4017):

Provided further, That the amounts collected
under section 102 of the Flood Disaster Protec-
tion Act of 1973 (42 U.S.C. 4012a) and section
1366(e) of the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968 (42 U.S.C. 4104c(e)), shall be deposited in
the National Flood Insurance Fund to supple-
ment other amounts specified as available for
section 1366 of the National Flood Insurance Act
of 1968, notwithstanding section 102(f)(8), sec-
tion 1366(e) of the National Flood Insurance Act
of 1968, and paragraphs (1) through (3) of sec-
tion 1367(b) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 4012a(f)(8),
4104c(e), 4104d(b)(1)-(3)): Provided further, That
total administrative costs shall not exceed 4 per-
cent of the total appropriation: Provided fur-
ther, That up to $6,102,000 is available to carry
out section 24 of the Homeowner Flood Insur-
ance Affordability Act of 2014 (42 U.S.C. 4033).
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ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

SEC. 301. Funds made available under the
heading ‘‘Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Se-
curity Agency—Operations and Support’” may
be made available for the necessary expenses of
procuring or providing access to cybersecurity
threat feeds for branches, agencies, independent
agencies, corporations, establishments, and in-
strumentalities of the Federal Government of the
United States, state, local, tribal, and territorial
entities, fusion centers as described in section
210A of the Homeland Security Act (6 U.S.C.
124h), and Information Sharing and Analysis
Organizations.

SEC. 302. (a) Notwithstanding section
2008(a)(12) of the Homeland Security Act of 2002
(6 U.S.C. 609(a)(12)) or any other provision of
law, not more than 5 percent of the amount of
a grant made available in paragraphs (1)
through (5) under ‘‘Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency—Federal Assistance’’, may be used
by the recipient for expenses directly related to
administration of the grant.

(b) The authority provided in subsection (a)
shall also apply to a state recipient for the ad-
ministration of a grant under such paragraph
(3).
SEC. 303. Applications for grants under the
heading ‘‘Federal Emergency Management
Agency—Federal Assistance’’, for paragraphs
(1) through (5), shall be made available to eligi-
ble applicants not later than 60 days after the
date of enactment of this Act, eligible applicants
shall submit applications not later than 80 days
after the grant announcement, and the Admin-
istrator of the Federal Emergency Management
Agency shall act within 65 days after the receipt
of an application.

SEC. 304. (a) Under the heading ‘‘Federal
Emergency Management Agency—Federal As-
sistance’, for grants under paragraphs (1)
through (5) and (9), the Administrator of the
Federal Emergency Management Agency shall
brief the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate 5 full
business days in advance of announcing pub-
licly the intention of making an award.

(b) If any such public announcement is made
before 5 full business days have elapsed fol-
lowing such briefing, $1,000,000 of amounts ap-
propriated by this Act for ‘‘Federal Emergency
Management Agency—Operations and Support’
shall be rescinded.

SEC. 305. Under the heading ‘‘Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency—Federal Assist-
ance’’, for grants under paragraphs (1) and (2),
the installation of communications towers is not
considered construction of a building or other
physical facility.

SEC. 306. The reporting requirements in para-
graphs (1) and (2) under the heading ‘‘Federal
Emergency Management Agency—Disaster Re-
lief Fund’’ in the Department of Homeland Se-
curity Appropriations Act, 2015 (Public Law
114-4), related to reporting on the Disaster Re-
lief Fund, shall be applied in fiscal year 2025
with respect to budget year 2026 and current fis-
cal year 2025, respectively—

(1) in paragraph (1) by substituting ‘‘fiscal
year 2026 for ‘“‘fiscal year 2016°°; and

(2) in paragraph (2) by inserting ‘‘business’
after “fifth’>’.

SEC. 307. In making grants under the heading
“Federal Emergency Management Agency—Fed-
eral Assistance’’, for Staffing for Adequate Fire
and Emergency Response grants, the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Emergency Management
Agency may grant waivers from the require-
ments in  subsections (a)(1)(4), (a)(1)(B),
(a)(1)(E), (c)(1), (c)(2), and (c)(4) of section 34 of
the Federal Fire Prevention and Control Act of
1974 (15 U.S.C. 2229q).

SEC. 308. (a) The aggregate charges assessed
during fiscal year 2025, as authorized in title 111
of the Departments of Veterans Affairs and
Housing and Urban Development, and Inde-

H4177

pendent Agencies Appropriations Act, 1999 (42
U.S.C. 5196¢e), shall not be less than 100 percent
of the amounts anticipated by the Department
of Homeland Security to be necessary for its Ra-
diological Emergency Preparedness Program for
the next fiscal year.

(b) The methodology for assessment and col-
lection of fees shall be fair and equitable and
shall reflect costs of providing such services, in-
cluding administrative costs of collecting such
fees.

(c) Such fees shall be deposited in a Radio-
logical Emergency Preparedness Program ac-
count as offsetting collections and will become
available for authorized purposes on October 1,
2025, and remain available until expended.

SEC. 309. In making grants under the heading
‘““Federal Emergency Management Agency—Fed-
eral Assistance’’, for Assistance to Firefighter
Grants, the Administrator of the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency may waive Sub-
section (k) of section 33 of the Federal Fire Pre-
vention and Control Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C. 2229).

SEC. 310. Any unobligated balances of funds
appropriated in any prior Act for activities
funded by the National Predisaster Mitigation
Fund under section 203 of the Robert T. Stafford
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act
(42 U.S.C. 5133), as in effect on the day before
the date of enactment of section 1234 of division
D of Public Law 115-254, may be transferred to
and merged with funds set aside pursuant to
subsection (i)(1) of section 203 of the Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist-
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5133), as in effect on the
date of the enactment of this section.

SEC. 311. Any unobligated balances of funds
appropriated under the heading ‘‘Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency—Flood Hazard
Mapping and Risk Analysis Program’ in any
prior Act may be transferred to and merged with
funds appropriated under the heading ‘‘Federal
Emergency Management Agency—Federal As-
sistance’ for necessary expenses for Flood Haz-
ard Mapping and Risk Analysis: Provided, That
funds transferred pursuant to this section shall
be in addition to and supplement any other
sums appropriated for such purposes under the
National Flood Insurance Fund and such addi-
tional sums as may be provided by States or
other political subdivisions for cost-shared map-
ping activities under section 1360(f)(2) of the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C.
4101(f)(2)), to remain available until expended.

TITLE IV

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TRAINING,
AND SERVICES

U.S. CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION SERVICES
OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For mnecessary expenses of U.S. Citicenship
and Immigration Services for operations and
support of the E-Verify Program, $112,431,000:
Provided, That such amounts shall be in addi-
tion to any other amounts made available for
such purposes, and shall not be construed to re-
quire any reduction of any fee described in sec-
tion 286(m) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1356(m)).

FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING CENTERS
OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For mnecessary expenses of the Federal Law
Enforcement Training Centers for operations
and support, including the purchase of not to
exceed 117 vehicles for police-type use and hire
of passenger motor vehicles, and services as au-
thorized by section 3109 of title 5, United States
Code, $360,752,000, of which $66,665,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2026: Pro-
vided, That not to exceed $7,180 shall be for offi-
cial reception and representation expenses.

PROCUREMENT, CONSTRUCTION, AND
IMPROVEMENTS

For mnecessary expenses of the Federal Law
Enforcement Training Centers for procurement,
construction, and improvements, $6,000,000, to
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remain available until September 30, 2029, for
acquisition of necessary additional real property
and facilities, construction and ongoing mainte-
nance, facility improvements and related ex-
penses of the Federal Law Enforcement Train-
ing Centers.

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY DIRECTORATE
OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For mecessary expenses of the Science and
Technology Directorate for operations and sup-
port, including the purchase or lease of not to
exceed 5 wvehicles, $375,238,000, of which
$206,442,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2026: Provided, That mot to exceed
$10,000 shall be for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses.

PROCUREMENT, CONSTRUCTION, AND
IMPROVEMENTS

For mecessary expenses of the Science and
Technology Directorate for procurement, con-
struction, and improvements, $30,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2029.

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

For mecessary expenses of the Science and
Technology Directorate for research and devel-
opment, $339,353,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2027.

COUNTERING WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION
OFFICE

OPERATIONS AND SUPPORT

For mnecessary expenses of the Countering
Weapons of Mass Destruction Office for oper-
ations and support, $159,252,000, of which
$50,446,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2026: Provided, That mot to exceed
$2,250 shall be for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses.

PROCUREMENT, CONSTRUCTION, AND
IMPROVEMENTS

For mnecessary expenses of the Countering
Weapons of Mass Destruction Office for pro-
curement, construction, and improvements,
$33,397,000, to remain available until September
30, 2027.

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

For mnecessary expenses of the Countering
Weapons of Mass Destruction Office for re-
search and development, $110,938,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2027.

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE

For mnecessary expenses of the Countering
Weapons of Mass Destruction Office for Federal
assistance through grants, contracts, coopera-
tive agreements, and other activities, 357,726,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2027.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

SEC. 401. (a) Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds otherwise made available to
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services may
be used to acquire, operate, equip, and dispose
of up to 5 vehicles, for replacement only, for
areas where the Administrator of General Serv-
ices does not provide vehicles for lease.

(b) The Director of U.S. Citizenship and Immi-
gration Services may authorize employees who
are assigned to those areas to use such vehicles
to travel between the employees’ residences and
places of employment.

SEC. 402. None of the funds appropriated by
this Act may be used to process or approve a
competition under Office of Management and
Budget Circular A-76 for services provided by
employees (including employees serving on a
temporary or term basis) of U.S. Citizenship and
Immigration Services of the Department of
Homeland Security who are known as Immigra-
tion Information Officers, Immigration Service
Analysts, Contact Representatives, Investigative
Assistants, or Immigration Services Officers.

SEC. 403. Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, any Federal funds made available to
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services may
be used for the collection and use of biometrics
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taken at a U.S. Citizenship and Immigration
Services Application Support Center that is
overseen virtually by U.S. Citicenship and Im-
migration Services personnel using appropriate
technology.

SEC. 404. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to implement, administer, or en-
force the rule entitled ‘‘Procedures or Credible
Fear Screening and Consideration of Asylum,
Withholding of Removal, and CAT Protection
Claims by Asylum Officers’ (87 Fed. Reg. 18078).

SEC. 405. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to issue any employment author-
ization document or similar document to any
alien whose application for asylum in the
United States has been denied, or who is con-
victed of a Federal or State crime while his or
her application for asylum in the United States
is pending.

SEC. 406. Notwithstanding the numerical limi-
tation set forth in section 214(g9)(1)(B) of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1184(g)(1)(B)), the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity, after consultation with the Secretary of
Labor, and upon determining that the needs of
American businesses cannot be satisfied during
fiscal year 2025 with United States workers who
are willing, qualified, and able to perform tem-
porary nonagricultural labor, may increase the
total number of aliens who may receive a visa
under setion 101(a)(15)(H)(ii)(b) of such Act (8
U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(H)(ii)(b)) in such fiscal year
above such limitation by mnot more than the
highest number of H-2B monimmigrants who
participated in the H-2B returning worker pro-
gram in any fiscal year in which returning
workers were exempt from such numerical limi-
tation.

SEC. 407. Notwithstanding section 286(n) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1356(n)), the Director of U.S. Citicenship and
Immigration Services may use mot more than
32,500 of the amounts deposited in the Immigra-
tion Examinations Fee Account for official re-
ception and representation expenses in fiscal
year 2025.

SEC. 408. No Federal funds made available to
the Department of Homeland Security may be
used for the consideration of a petition for a
nonimmigrant visa under section
101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act, if the petitioner is any entity
identified under section 1260H of the William M.
(Mac) Thornberry National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2021 (Public Law 116—
283) or any subsidiary of such entity.

SEC. 409. The Director of the Federal Law En-
forcement Training Centers is authorized to dis-
tribute funds to Federal law enforcement agen-
cies for expenses incurred participating in train-
ing accreditation.

SEC. 410. The Federal Law Enforcement
Training Accreditation Board, including rep-
resentatives from the Federal law enforcement
community and mnon-Federal accreditation ex-
perts involved in law enforcement training,
shall lead the Federal law enforcement training
accreditation process to continue the implemen-
tation of measuring and assessing the quality
and effectiveness of Federal law enforcement
training programs, facilities, and instructors.

SEC. 411. (a) The Director of the Federal Law
Enforcement Training Centers may accept
transfers to its “‘Procurement, Construction, and
Improvements’ account from Government agen-
cies requesting the construction of special use
facilities, as authorized by the Economy Act (31
U.S.C. 1535(D)).

(b) The Federal Law Enforcement Training
Centers shall maintain administrative control
and ownership upon completion of such facili-
ties.

SEC. 412. The functions of the Federal Law
Enforcement Training Centers instructor staff
shall be classified as inherently governmental
for purposes of the Federal Activities Inventory
Reform Act of 1998 (31 U.S.C. 501 note).
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SEC. 414. None of the funds made available in
this Act may be made available to implement,
administer, or enforce the ‘‘Asylum Program
Fee’ from the Final Rule entitled ““U.S. Citizen-
ship and Immigration Services Fee Schedule and
Changes to Certain Other Immigration Benefit
Request Requirements’ (88 Fed. Reg. 6194).

TITLEV
GENERAL PROVISIONS

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS AND RESCISSIONS OF
FUNDS)

SEC. 501. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall remain available for ob-
ligation beyond the current fiscal year unless
expressly so provided herein.

SEC. 502. Subject to the requirements of section
503 of this Act, the unexpended balances of
prior appropriations provided for activities in
this Act may be transferred to appropriation ac-
counts for such activities established pursuant
to this Act, may be merged with funds in the ap-
plicable established accounts, and thereafter
may be accounted for as one fund for the same
time period as originally enacted.

SEC. 503. (a) None of the funds provided by
this Act, provided by previous appropriations
Acts to the components in or transferred to the
Department of Homeland Security that remain
available for obligation or expenditure in fiscal
year 2025, or provided from any accounts in the
Treasury of the United States derived by the
collection of fees available to the components
funded by this Act, shall be available for obliga-
tion or expenditure through a reprogramming of
funds that—

(1) creates or eliminates a program, project, or
activity, or increases funds for any program,
project, or activity for which funds have been
denied or restricted by the Congress;

(2) contracts out any function or activity pres-
ently performed by Federal employees or any
new function or activity proposed to be per-
formed by Federal employees in the President’s
budget proposal for fiscal year 2025 for the De-
partment of Homeland Security;

(3) augments funding for existing programs,
projects, or activities in excess of $5,000,000 or 10
percent, whichever is less;

(4) reduces funding for any program, project,
or activity, or numbers of personnel, by 10 per-
cent or more; or

(5) results from any general savings from a re-
duction in personnel that would result in a
change in funding levels for programs, projects,
or activities as approved by the Congress.

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply if the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate are notified at least
30 days in advance of such reprogramming.

(c) Up to 5 percent of any appropriation made
available for the current fiscal year for the De-
partment of Homeland Security by this Act or
provided by previous appropriations Acts may
be transferred between such appropriations if
the Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate are notified
at least 30 days in advance of such transfer, but
no such appropriation, except as otherwise spe-
cifically provided, shall be increased by more
than 10 percent by such transfer.

(d) Notwithstanding subsections (a), (b), and
(c), no funds shall be reprogrammed within or
transferred between appropriations—

(1) based upon an initial notification provided
after June 15, except in extraordinary cir-
cumstances that imminently threaten the safety
of human life or the protection of property;

(2) to increase or decrease funding for grant
programs; or

(3) to create a program, project, or activity
pursuant to subsection (a)(1), including any
new function or requirement within any pro-
gram, project, or activity, not approved by Con-
gress in the consideration of the enactment of
this Act.

(e) The notification thresholds and procedures
set forth in subsections (a), (b), (c¢), and (d)
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shall apply to any use of deobligated balances
of funds provided in previous Department of
Homeland Security Appropriations Acts that re-
main available for obligation in the current
year.

(f) Notwithstanding subsection (c), the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security may transfer to the
fund established by 8 U.S.C. 1101 note, up to
$20,000,000 from appropriations available to the
Department of Homeland Security: Provided,
That the Secretary shall notify the Committees
on Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate at least 5 days in advance
of such transfer.

SEC. 504. (a) Section 504 of the Department of
Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2017 (di-
vision F of Public Law 115-31), related to the
operations of a working capital fund, shall
apply with respect to funds made available in
this Act in the same manner as such section ap-
plied to funds made available in that Act.

(b) Funds from such working capital fund
may be obligated and expended in anticipation
of reimbursements from components of the De-
partment of Homeland Security.

SEC. 505. (a) Except as otherwise specifically
provided by law, not to exceed 50 percent of un-
obligated balances remaining available at the
end of fiscal year 2025, as recorded in the finan-
cial records at the time of a reprogramming noti-
fication, but not later than June 15, 2026, from
appropriations for ‘“‘Operations and Support’”
for fiscal year 2025 in this Act shall remain
available through September 30, 2026, in the ac-
count and for the purposes for which the appro-
priations were provided.

(b) Prior to the obligation of such funds, a no-
tification shall be submitted to the Committees
on Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate in accordance with section
503 of this Act.

SEC. 506. (a) Funds made available by this Act
for intelligence activities are deemed to be spe-
cifically authorized by the Congress for pur-
poses of section 504 of the National Security Act
of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 414) during fiscal year 2025
until the enactment of an Act authorizing intel-
ligence activities for fiscal year 2025.

(b) Amounts described in subsection (a) made
available for ‘‘Intelligence, Analysis, and Situa-
tional Awareness—Operations and Support’”
that exceed the amounts in such authorization
for such account shall be transferred to and
merged with amounts made available under the
heading ‘‘Management Directorate—Operations
and Support’’.

(c) Prior to the obligation of any funds trans-
ferred under subsection (b), the Management
Directorate shall brief the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives and
the Senate on a plan for the use of such funds.

SEC. 507. (a) The Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity, or the designee of the Secretary, shall no-
tify the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate at
least 3 full business days in advance of—

(1) making or awarding a grant allocation or
grant in excess of $1,000,000;

(2) making or awarding a contract, other
transaction agreement, or task or delivery order
on a multiple award contract, or to issue a letter
of intent totaling in excess of $4,000,000;

(3) awarding a task or delivery order requiring
an obligation of funds in an amount greater
than $10,000,000 from multi-year Department of
Homeland Security funds;

(4) making a sole-source grant award; or

(5) announcing publicly the intention to make
or award items under paragraph (1), (2), (3), or
(4), including a contract covered by the Federal
Acquisition Regulation.

(b) If the Secretary of Homeland Security de-
termines that compliance with this section
would pose a substantial risk to human life,
health, or safety, an award may be made with-
out notification, and the Secretary shall notify
the Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate not later than
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5 full business days after such an award is made
or letter issued.

(c) A notification under this section—

(1) may not involve funds that are not avail-
able for obligation; and

(2) shall include the amount of the award; the
fiscal year for which the funds for the award
were appropriated; the type of contract; and the
account from which the funds are being drawn.

SEC. 508. Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, no agency shall purchase, construct, or
lease any additional facilities, except within or
contiguous to existing locations, to be used for
the purpose of conducting Federal law enforce-
ment training without advance notification to
the Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate, except that
the Federal Law Enforcement Training Centers
is authorized to obtain the temporary use of ad-
ditional facilities by lease, contract, or other
agreement for training that cannot be accommo-
dated in existing Centers’ facilities.

SEC. 509. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
used for expenses for any construction, repair,
alteration, or acquisition project for which a
prospectus otherwise required under chapter 33
of title 40, United States Code, has not been ap-
proved, except that necessary funds may be ex-
pended for each project for required expenses for
the development of a proposed prospectus.

SEC. 510. Sections 522 and 530 of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security Appropriations Act,
2008 (division E of Public Law 110-161; 121 Stat.
2073 and 2074) shall apply with respect to funds
made available in this Act in the same manner
as such sections applied to funds made available
in that Act.

SEC. 511. (a) None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used in contravention of the
applicable provisions of the Buy American Act.

(b) For purposes of subsection (a), the term
“Buy American Act’’ means chapter 83 of title
41, United States Code.

SEC. 512. None of the funds made available in
this Act may be used to amend the oath of alle-
giance required by section 337 of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1448).

SEC. 513. None of the funds provided or other-
wise made available in this Act shall be avail-
able to carry out section 872 of the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 452) unless explic-
itly authorized by the Congress.

SEC. 514. None of the funds made available in
this Act may be used for planning, testing, pilot-
ing, or developing a national identification
card.

SEC. 515. Any official that is required by this
Act to report or to certify to the Committees on
Appropriations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate may not delegate such authority
to perform that act unless specifically author-
iced herein.

SEC. 516. None of the funds made available in
this Act may be used for first-class travel by the
employees of agencies funded by this Act in con-
travention of sections 301-10.122 through 301-
10.124 of title 41, Code of Federal Regulations.

SEC. 517. None of the funds made available in
this Act may be used to employ workers de-
scribed in section 274A(h)(3) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1324a(h)(3)).

SEC. 518. Notwithstanding any other provision
of this Act, none of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
used to pay award or incentive fees for con-
tractor performance that has been judged to be
below satisfactory performance or performance
that does mot meet the basic requirements of a
contract.

SEC. 519. (a) None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to maintain or establish
a computer network unless such network blocks
the viewing, downloading, and exchanging of
pornography.

(b) Nothing in subsection (a) shall limit the
use of funds necessary for any Federal, State,
tribal, territorial, or local law enforcement agen-
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cy or any other entity carrying out criminal in-
vestigations, prosecution, or adjudication activi-
ties.

SEC. 520. None of the funds made available in
this Act may be used by a Federal law enforce-
ment officer to facilitate the transfer of an oper-
able firearm to an individual if the Federal law
enforcement officer knows or suspects that the
individual is an agent of a drug cartel unless
law enforcement personnel of the United States
continuously monitor or control the firearm at
all times.

SEC. 521. (a) None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to pay for the travel to
or attendance of more than 50 employees of a
single component of the Department of Home-
land Security, who are stationed in the United
States, at a single international conference un-
less the Secretary of Homeland Security, or a
designee, determines that such attendance is in
the national interest and notifies the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate within at least 10
days of that determination and the basis for
that determination.

(b) For purposes of this section the term
“international conference’ shall mean a con-
ference occurring outside of the United States
attended by representatives of the United States
Government and of foreign governments, inter-
national organizations, or nongovernmental or-
ganizations.

(c) The total cost to the Department of Home-
land Security of any such conference shall not
exceed $500,000.

(d) Employees who attend a conference vir-
tually without travel away from their perma-
nent duty station within the United States shall
not be counted for purposes of this section, and
the prohibition contained in this section shall
not apply to payments for the costs of attend-
ance for such employees.

SEC. 522. None of the funds made available in
this Act may be used to reimburse any Federal
department or agency for its participation in a
National Special Security Event.

SEC. 523. (a) None of the funds made available
to the Department of Homeland Security by this
or any other Act may be obligated for the imple-
mentation of any structural pay reform or the
introduction of any mew position classification
that will affect more than 100 full-time positions
or costs more than $5,000,000 in a single year be-
fore the end of the 30-day period beginning on
the date on which the Secretary of Homeland
Security submits to Congress a notification that
includes—

(1) the number of full-time positions affected
by such change;

(2) funding required for such change for the
current fiscal year and through the Future
Years Homeland Security Program;

(3) justification for such change; and

(4) for a structural pay reform, an analysis of
compensation alternatives to such change that
were considered by the Department.

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply to such
change if—

(1) it was proposed in the President’s budget
proposal for the fiscal year funded by this Act;
and

(2) funds for such change have not been ex-
plicitly denied or restricted in this Act.

SEC. 524. (a) Any agency receiving funds made
available in this Act shall, subject to subsections
(b) and (c), post on the public website of that
agency any report required to be submitted by
the Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate in this Act,
upon the determination by the head of the agen-
cy that it shall serve the national interest.

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply to a report
if—

(1) the public posting of the report com-
promises homeland or national security; or

(2) the report contains proprietary informa-
tion.

(c) The head of the agency posting such re-
port shall do so only after such report has been
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made available to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and the
Senate for not less than 45 days except as other-
wise specified in law.

SEC. 525. (a) Funding provided in this Act for
“Operations and Support” may be used for
minor procurement, construction, and improve-
ments.

(b) For purposes of subsection (a), ‘“‘minor’’ re-
fers to end items with a unit cost of $250,000 or
less for personal property, and $2,000,000 or less
for real property.

SEC. 526. The authority provided by section
532 of the Department of Homeland Security Ap-
propriations Act, 2018 (Public Law 115-141) re-
garding primary and secondary schooling of de-
pendents shall continue in effect during fiscal
year 2025.

SEC. 527. (a) None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available to the Department
of Homeland Security by this Act may be used to
prevent any of the following persons from enter-
ing, for the purpose of conducting oversight,
any facility operated by or for the Department
of Homeland Security used to detain or other-
wise house aliens, or to make any temporary
modification at any such facility that in any
way alters what is observed by a visiting Mem-
ber of Congress or such designated employee,
compared to what would be observed in the ab-
sence of such modification:

(1) A Member of Congress; and

(2) An employee of the United States House of
Representatives or the United States Senate des-
ignated by such a Member for the purposes of
this section.

(b) Nothing in this section may be construed
to require a Member of Congress to provide prior
notice of the intent to enter a facility described
in subsection (a) for the purpose of conducting
oversight.

(c) With respect to individuals described in
subsection (a)(2), the Department of Homeland
Security may require that a request be made at
least 24 hours in advance of an intent to enter
a facility described in subsection (a).

SEC. 528. (a) Except as provided in subsection
(b), none of the funds made available in this Act
may be used to place restraints on a woman in
the custody of the Department of Homeland Se-
curity (including during transport, in a deten-
tion facility, or at an outside medical facility)
who is pregnant or in post-delivery recuper-
ation.

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply with respect
to a pregnant woman if—

(1) an appropriate official of the Department
of Homeland Security makes an individualized
determination that the woman—

(A) is a serious flight risk, and such risk can-
not be prevented by other means; or

(B) poses an immediate and serious threat to
harm herself or others that cannot be prevented
by other means; or

(2) a medical professional responsible for the
care of the pregnant woman determines that the
use of therapeutic restraints is appropriate for
the medical safety of the woman.

(c) If a pregnant woman is restrained pursu-
ant to subsection (b), only the safest and least
restrictive restraints, as determined by the ap-
propriate medical professional treating the
woman, may be used. In no case may restraints
be used on a woman who is in active labor or
delivery, and in no case may a pregnant woman
be restrained in a face-down position with four-
point restraints, on her back, or in a restraint
belt that constricts the area of the pregnancy. A
pregnant woman who is immobilized by re-
straints shall be positioned, to the maximum ex-
tent feasible, on her left side.

SEC. 529. (a) None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to destroy any docu-
ment, recording, or other record pertaining to
any—

(1) death of;

(2) potential sexual assault or abuse per-
petrated against; or
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(3) allegation of abuse, criminal activity, or
disruption committed by an individual held in
the custody of the Department of Homeland Se-
curity.

(b) The records referred to in subsection (a)
shall be made available, in accordance with ap-
plicable laws and regulations, and Federal rules
governing disclosure in litigation, to an indi-
vidual who has been charged with a crime, been
placed into segregation, or otherwise punished
as a result of an allegation described in para-
graph (3), upon the request of such individual.

SEC. 530. Section 519 of division F of Public
Law 114-113, regarding a prohibition on funding
for any position designated as a Principal Fed-
eral Official, shall apply with respect to any
Federal funds in the same manner as such sec-
tion applied to funds made available in that
Act.

SEC. 531. (a) Not later than 10 days after the
date on which the budget of the President for a
fiscal year is submitted to Congress pursuant to
section 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code,
the Under Secretary for Management of Home-
land Security shall submit to the Committees on
Appropriations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate a report on the unfunded prior-
ities, for the Department of Homeland Security
and separately for each departmental compo-
nent, for which discretionary funding would be
classified as budget function 050.

(b) Each report under this section shall speci-
fy, for each such unfunded priority—

(1) a summary description, including the ob-
jectives to be achieved if such priority is funded
(whether in whole or in part);

(2) the description, including the objectives to
be achieved if such priority is funded (whether
in whole or in part);

(3) account information, including the fol-
lowing (as applicable):

(A) appropriation account; and

(B) program, project, or activity name; and

(4) the additional number of full-time or part-
time positions to be funded as part of such pri-
ority.

(c) In this section, the term ‘“‘unfunded pri-
ority”’, in the case of a fiscal year, means a re-
quirement that—

(1) is not funded in the budget referred to in
subsection (a);

(2) is nmecessary to fulfill a requirement associ-
ated with an operational or contingency plan
for the Department; and

(3) would have been recommended for funding
through the budget referred to in subsection (a)
if—

(4) additional resources had been available
for the budget to fund the requirement;

(B) the requirement has emerged since the
budget was formulated; or

(C) the requirement is mecessary to sustain
prior-year investments.

SEC. 532. (a) Not later than 10 days after a de-
termination is made by the President to evaluate
and initiate protection under any authority for
a former or retired Govermment official or em-
ployee, or for an individual who, during the du-
ration of the directed protection, will become a
former or retired Government official or em-
ployee (referred to in this section as a ‘‘covered
individual’’), the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity shall submit a notification to congressional
leadership and the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and the
Senate, the Committees on the Judiciary of the
House of Representatives and the Senate, the
Committee on Homeland Security of the House
of Representatives, the Committee on Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs of the Sen-
ate, and the Committee on QOversight and Re-
form of the House of Representatives (referred to
in this section as the ‘“‘appropriate congressional
committees’).

(b) Such mnotification may be submitted in
classified form, if necessary, and in consultation
with the Director of National Intelligence or the
Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
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as appropriate, and shall include the threat as-
sessment, scope of the protection, and the an-
ticipated cost and duration of such protection.

(c) Not later than 15 days before extending, or
30 days before terminating, protection for a cov-
ered individual, the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity shall submit a notification regarding the
extension or termination and any change to the
threat assessment to the congressional leader-
ship and the appropriate congressional commit-
tees.

(d) Not later than 45 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, and quarterly thereafter,
the Secretary shall submit a report to the con-
gressional leadership and the appropriate con-
gressional committees, which may be submitted
in classified form, if necessary, detailing each
covered individual, and the scope and associ-
ated cost of protection.

SEC. 533. (a) None of the funds provided to the
Department of Homeland Security in this or any
prior Act may be used by an agency to submit
an initial project proposal to the Technology
Modernization Fund (as authorized by section
1078 of subtitle G of title X of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2018
(Public Law 115-91)) unless, concurrent with the
submission of an initial project proposal to the
Technology Modernization Board, the head of
the agency—

(1) notifies the Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and the Senate
of the proposed submission of the project pro-
posal;

(2) submits to the Committees on Appropria-
tions a copy of the project proposal; and

(3) provides a detailed analysis of how the
proposed project funding would supplement or
supplant funding requested as part of the De-
partment’s most recent budget submission.

(b) None of the funds provided to the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security by the Technology
Modernization Fund shall be available for obli-
gation until 15 days after a report on such
funds has been transmitted to the Committees on
Appropriations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate.

(c) The report described in subsection (b) shall
include—

(1) the full project proposal submitted to and
approved by the Fund’s Technology Moderniza-
tion Board;

(2) the finalized interagency agreement be-
tween the Department and the Fund including
the project’s deliverables and repayment terms,
as applicable;

(3) a detailed analysis of how the project will
supplement or supplant existing funding avail-
able to the Department for similar activities;

(4) a plan for how the Department will repay
the Fund, including specific planned funding
sources, as applicable; and

(5) other information as determined by the
Secretary.

SEC. 534. Within 60 days of any budget sub-
mission for the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity for fiscal year 2026 that assumes revenues or
proposes a reduction from the previous year
based on user fees proposals that have not been
enacted into law prior to the submission of the
budget, the Secretary of Homeland Security
shall provide the Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and the Senate
specific reductions in proposed discretionary
budget authority commensurate with the reve-
nues assumed in such proposals in the event
that they are mot enacted prior to October 1,
2025.

SEC. 535. None of the funds made available by
this Act may be obligated or expended to imple-
ment the Arms Trade Treaty until the Senate
approves a resolution of ratification for the
Treaty.

SEC. 536. No Federal funds made available to
the Department of Homeland Security may be
used to enter into a procurement contract,
memorandum of understanding, or cooperative
agreement with, or make a grant to, or provide
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a loan or guarantee to, any entity identified
under section 1260H of the William M. (Mac)
Thornberry National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2021 (Public Law 116-283) or any
subsidiary of such entity.

SEC. 537. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available in this or any other
Act may be used to transfer, release, or assist in
the transfer or release to or within the United
States, its territories, or possessions Khalid
Sheikh Mohammed or any other detainee who—

(1) is not a United States citicen or a member
of the Armed Forces of the United States; and

(2) is or was held on or after June 24, 2009, at
the United States Naval Station, Guantanamo
Bay, Cuba, by the Department of Defense.

SEC. 538. (a) The Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity (in this section referred to as the ‘‘Sec-
retary’’) shall, on a bimonthly basis beginning
immediately after the date of enactment of this
Act, develop estimates of the number of aliens
anticipated to arrive at the southwest border of
the United States.

(b) The Secretary shall ensure that, at a min-
imum, the estimates developed pursuant to sub-
section (a)—

(1) cover the current fiscal year and the fol-
lowing fiscal year;

(2) include a breakout by demographics, to in-
clude single adults, family units, and unaccom-
panied children;

(3) undergo an independent validation and
verification review;

(4) are used to inform policy planning and
budgeting processes within the Department of
Homeland Security; and

(5) are included in the budget materials sub-
mitted to Congress for each fiscal year begin-
ning after the date of enactment of this Act and
in support of—

(A) the President’s annual budget request
pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, United
States Code;

(B) any supplemental funding request sub-
mitted to Congress;

(C) any reprogramming and transfer notifica-
tion pursuant to section 503 of this Act; and

(D) such budget materials shall include—

(i) the most recent bimonthly estimates devel-
oped pursuant to subsection (a);

(ii) a description and quantification of the es-
timates used to justify funding requests for De-
partment programs related to border security,
immigration enforcement, and immigration serv-
ices;

(iii) a description and quantification of the
anticipated workload and requirements result-
ing from such estimates; and

(iv) a confirmation as to whether the budget
requests for impacted agencies were developed
using the same estimates.

(c) The Secretary shall share the bimonthly
estimates developed pursuant to subsection (a)
with the Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices, the Attorney General, the Secretary of
State, and the Committees on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives and the Senate.

(d) If the bimonthly estimates described in
subsection (b) are not provided for the purposes
described, the reprogramming and transfer au-
thority provided in section 503 of this Act shall
be suspended until such time as the required es-
timates are provided to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate.

SEC. 539. (a) Prior to the Secretary of Home-
land Security requesting assistance from the De-
partment of Defense for border security oper-
ations, the Secretary shall ensure that an alter-
natives analysis and cost-benefit analysis is
conducted before such request is made, which
shall include an examination of obtaining such
support through other means.

(b) Not later than 30 days after the date on
which a request for assistance is made, the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security shall submit to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives and the Senate a report detail-
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ing the types of support requested, the alter-
natives analysis and cost-benefit analysis de-
scribed in subsection (a), and the operational
impact to Department of Homeland Security op-
erations of any Department of Defense border
security support requested by the Secretary.

(c) Not later than 30 days after the date on
which a request made for assistance is granted
and quarterly thereafter through the duration
of such assistance, the Secretary of Homeland
Security shall submit to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate, a report detailing the assistance
provided and the operational impacts to border
security operations.

SEC. 540. Funds made available in this Act or
any other Act for Operations and Support may
be used for the mecessary expenses of providing
an employee emergency back-up care program.

SEC. 541. (a) Not less than $5,000,000 made
available in this Act shall be transferred to
“U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement—
Operations and Support’ to support and con-
duct necessary operations of the Blue Campaign
for fiscal year 2025.

(b) Prior to the obligation of funds made
available by subsection (a), notification shall be
submitted to the Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and the Senate.

SEC. 542. (a) None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act or any
other Act shall be used to execute an inspection
of a detention facility that is in a contractual
agreement with U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement for the provision of detention serv-
ices and that is subject to the terms, conditions,
and standards found within the National De-
tention Standards for Non-Dedicated Facilities,
as revised in 2019 for U.S. Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement, except solely for compliance
with the terms, conditions, and standards found
within the National Detention Standards for
Non-Dedicated Facilities, as revised in 2019.

(b) Executions of inspections described in sub-
section (a) shall not occur within six months of
a previous inspection of such facility, except
with respect to inspections executed by the Of-
fice of Inspector General.

SEC. 543. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to implement, administer, or en-
force the rule entitled ‘‘Circumvention of Law-
ful Pathways’’ (88 Fed. Reg. 11704).

SEC. 544. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to establish or support the ac-
tivities of a Disinformation Governance Board
at the Department of Homeland Security, or any
other similar entity carrying out activities relat-
ing to disinformation in a similar manner or to
a similar extent to such a Board.

SEC. 545. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to:

(a) classify or facilitate the classification of
any communications by a United States person
as mis-, dis-, or mal-information; or

(b) partner with or fund nonprofit or other or-
ganizations that pressure or recommend private
companies to censor lawful and constitutionally
protected speech of United States persons, in-
cluding recommending the censoring or removal
of content on social media platforms.

(c) Any officer or employee of the Federal
Government whose salary is funded by this Act
and who conducts any activity described in (a)
or (b) shall be removed from the Federal service.

SEC. 546. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act may be
made available to implement, administer, apply,
enforce, or carry out the Equity Action Plan of
the Department of Homeland Security, or Exec-
utive Order No. 13985 of January 20, 2021 (86
Fed. Reg. 7009, relating to advancing racial eq-
uity and support for underserved communities
through the federal government), Ezxecutive
Order No. 14035 of June 25, 2021 (86 Fed. Reg.
34593, relating to diversity, equity, inclusion,

H4181

and accessibility in the federal wovrkforce), Ex-
ecutive Order No. 14091 of February 16, 2023 (88
Fed. Reg. 10825 relating to further advancing
racial equity and support for underserved com-
munities through the federal government) or
any program, project, or activity that promotes
or advances Critical Race Theory or any con-
cept associated with Critical Race Theory.

SEC. 547. (a) In general.—Notwithstanding
section 7 of title 1, United States Code, section
1738C of title 28, United States Code, or any
other provision of law, none of the funds pro-
vided by this Act, or previous appropriations
Acts, shall be used in whole or in part to take
any discriminatory action against a person,
wholly or partially, on the basis that such per-
son speaks, or acts, in accordance with a sin-
cerely held religious belief, or moral conviction,
that marriage is, or should be recognized as, a
union of one man and one woman.

(b) Discriminatory action defined.—As used in
subsection (a), a discriminatory action means
any action taken by the Federal Government
to—

(1) alter in any way the Federal tax treatment
of, or cause any taxr, penalty, or payment to be
assessed against, or deny, delay, or revoke an
exemption from taxation under section 501(a) of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 of, any per-
son referred to in subsection (a);

(2) disallow a deduction for Federal taxr pur-
poses of any charitable contribution made to or
by such person;

(3) withhold, reduce the amount or funding
for, exclude, terminate, or otherwise make un-
available or deny, any Federal grant, contract,
subcontract, cooperative agreement, guarantee,
loan, scholarship, license, certification, accredi-
tation, employment, or other similar position or
status from or to such person;

(4) withhold, reduce, exclude, terminate, or
otherwise make unavailable or deny, any enti-
tlement or benefit under a Federal benefit pro-
gram, including admission to, equal treatment
in, or eligibility for a degree from an edu-
cational program, from or to such person; or

(5) withhold, reduce, exclude, terminate, or
otherwise make unavailable or deny access or
an entitlement to Federal property, facilities,
educational institutions, speech fora (including
traditional, limited, and nonpublic fora), or
charitable fundraising campaigns from or to
such person.

(c) Accreditation; Licensure; Certification.—
The Federal Government shall consider accred-
ited, licensed, or certified for purposes of Fed-
eral law any person that would be accredited, li-
censed, or certified, respectively, for such pur-
poses but for a determination against such per-
son wholly or partially on the basis that the
person speaks, or acts, in accordance with a sin-
cerely held religious belief or moral conviction
described in subsection (a).

SEC. 548. (a) None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available in this or any other
Act may be used to license, facilitate, coordi-
nate, or otherwise allow officials of a country
designated as a state sponsor of terrorism within
the past three fiscal years, to, in their capacity
as an official, observe, tour, visit, or confer with
the employees of the Department of Homeland
Security.

(b) The term ‘‘state sponsor of terrorism”
means a country the govermment of which the
Secretary of State determines has repeatedly
provided support for international terrorism
pursuant to section 1754(c)(1)(A) of the Export
Control Reform Act of 2018 (50 U.S.C.
4813(c)(1)(A)); section 620A of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2371); section 40
of the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2780);
or any other provision of law.

SEC. 549. None of the funds made available by
this Act may be used to obligate or award funds
to a political subdivision of a State that—

(a) has in effect any law, policy, or procedure,
whether written or communicated orally, in con-
travention of, or which substantially limits com-
pliance with, subsection (a) or (b) of section 642
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of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigra-
tion Responsibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1373); or

(b) has in effect any law, policy, or procedure,
whether written or communicated orally, the re-
sult of which hinders the federal government
from enforcing the immigration laws as defined
by 8 U.S.C. 101(a)(17).

(RESCISSIONS OF FUNDS)

SEC. 550. Of the funds appropriated to the De-
partment of Homeland Security, the following
funds are hereby rescinded from the following
accounts and programs in the specified
amounts: Provided, That no amounts may be re-
scinded from amounts that were designated by
the Congress as an emergency requirement pur-
suant to a concurrent resolution on the budget
or the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit
Control Act of 1985:

(1) $600,000,000 from the unobligated balances
available under the heading ‘‘U.S. Customs and
Border Protection—Procurement, Construction,
and Improvements’ of the amounts provided by
Public Law 116-260 for the construction of bar-
rier system along the southwest border.

SEC. 551. Of the unobligated balances in the
“Department of Homeland Security Non-
recurring Expenses Fund’’ established in section
538 of division F of Public Law 117-103,
$154,000,000 are hereby rescinded.

SPENDING REDUCTION ACCOUNT

SEC. 552. $0.
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Department of
Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2025.”

The CHAIR. All points of order
against provisions in the bill, as
amended, are waived.

No further amendment to the bill, as
amended, shall be in order except those
printed in part C of House Report 118-
559, amendments en bloc described in
section 13 of House Resolution 1316, and
pro forma amendments described in
section 14 of that resolution.

BEach further amendment printed in
part C of the report shall be considered
only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be consid-
ered as read, shall be debatable for the
time specified in the report equally di-
vided and controlled by the proponent
and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment except as provided in
section 14 of House Resolution 1316, and
shall not be subject to a demand for di-
vision of the question.

It shall be in order at any time for
the chair of the Committee on Appro-
priations or his designee to offer
amendments en bloc consisting of
amendments printed in part C of the
report not earlier disposed of. Amend-
ments en bloc shall be considered as
read, shall be debatable for 20 minutes
equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Appropriations or
their designees, shall not be subject to
amendment, except as provided in sec-
tion 14 of House Resolution 1316, and
shall not be subject to a demand for di-
vision of the question.

During consideration of the bill for
amendment, the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on
Appropriations or their respective des-
ignees may offer up to 10 pro forma
amendments each at any point for the
purpose of debate.
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AMENDMENTS EN BLOC NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR.
AMODEI OF NEVADA

Mr. AMODEI. Madam Chair, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1316, I offer
amendments en bloc.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendments en bloc.

Amendments en bloc No. 1 consisting
of amendment Nos. 3, 6, 7, 8, 10, 13, 16,
17, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 31, 33, 34,
35, 36, 40, 41, 47, 49, 51, 60, and 61 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559, of-
fered by Mr. AMODEI of Nevada:

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. BACON OF

NEBRASKA
Page 58, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000) (reduced by
$2,000,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. BUCHANAN

OF FLORIDA

Page 2, line 10, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)".

Page 18, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)".

Page 18, line 20, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $2,000,000)"’.

Page 18, line 21, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. BUCHANAN
OF FLORIDA

Page 2, line 10, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $4,000,000)’.
Page 12, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $4,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. BUCHANAN
OF FLORIDA

Page 2, line 10, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)".
Page 58, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MS. CASTOR OF
FLORIDA

Page 45, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $305,000,000) (increased by
($305,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 13 OFFERED BY MR. GARBARINO
OF NEW YORK

Page 45, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $80,000,000) (reduced by
$80,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 16 OFFERED BY MR.
GOTTHEIMER OF NEW JERSEY

Page 43, line 24, after the first dollar
amount insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (in-
creased by $1,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MR.
GOTTHEIMER OF NEW JERSEY

Page 11, line 4, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by
$1,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 21 OFFERED BY MR. JAMES OF
MICHIGAN

Page 1, line 14, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $20,000,000)"".
Page 16, line 20, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $20,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 22 OFFERED BY MRS. KIM OF
CALIFORNIA
Page 24, line 17, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000) (increased by
$5,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 23 OFFERED BY MR. LALOTA OF
NEW YORK
Page 16, line 1, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000) (in-
creased by $10,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 24 OFFERED BY MR. LALOTA OF
NEW YORK
Page 16, line 20, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000) (increased by
$10,000,000)"’.
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AMENDMENT NO. 25 OFFERED BY MR. LALOTA OF
NEW YORK
Page 15, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $35,000,000) (increased by
$35,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 26 OFFERED BY MR. LEVIN OF
CALIFORNIA
Page 11, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000) (reduced by
$10,000,000)"’.
AMENDMENT NO. 27 OFFERED BY MR. LEVIN OF
CALIFORNIA
Page 12, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000) (reduced by
$10,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 28 OFFERED BY MR. MCCAUL OF
TEXAS
Page 43, line 24, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $8,000,000) (in-
creased by $8,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 31 OFFERED BY MR. MOLINARO
OF NEW YORK
Page 1, line 14, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)".
Page 43, line 24, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 33 OFFERED BY MR. MOYLAN OF
GUAM
Page 16, line 20, after dollar amount, insert

“(reduced by $5,000,000) (increased by

$5,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 34 OFFERED BY MR. MOYLAN OF
GUAM

Page 43, line 24, after first dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by
$1,000,000)°.

AMENDMENT NO. 35 OFFERED BY MR. MOYLAN OF
GUAM
Page 15, line 6, after dollar amount, insert

“(reduced by $5,000,000) (increased by

$5,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 36 OFFERED BY MR. MOYLAN OF
GUAM

Page 12, line 8, after dollar amount, insert
“(reduced by $1,000,000)0 (increased by
$1,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 40 OFFERED BY MR. NORMAN OF
SOUTH CAROLINA

Page 11, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by
$1,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 41 OFFERED BY MR. NORMAN OF
SOUTH CAROLINA

Page 11, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by
$1,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 47 OFFERED BY MR. PASCRELL
OF NEW JERSEY

Page 2, line 10, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $15,000,000)"’.

Page 44, line 12, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $15,000,000)"’.

Page 46, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $15,000,000)’.

Page 46, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘“‘(increased by $7,500,000)"".

Page 46, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $7,500,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 49 OFFERED BY MR. PETERS OF
CALIFORNIA

Page 1, line 14, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)
(decreased by $10,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 51 OFFERED BY MRS.
RADEWAGEN OF AMERICAN SAMOA

Page 1, line 14, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced by $1,650,000)".

Page 16, line 1, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $1,650,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 60 OFFERED BY MRS. WAGNER

OF MISSOURI

Page 2, line 10, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"".
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Page 12, line 20, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $4,000,000)".

Page 12, line 20, after the second dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $4,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 61 OFFERED BY MRS. WAGNER
OF MISSOURI

Page 2, line 10, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced by $3,000,000)".

Page 12, line 20, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)".

Page 12, line 24, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)".

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 1316, the gentleman from Nevada
(Mr. AMODEI) and the gentlewoman
from Illinois (Ms. UNDERWOOD) each
will control 10 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nevada.

Mr. AMODEI. Madam Chair, the bi-
partisan en bloc amendment before you
is comprised of 28 amendments offered
by my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle.

This en bloc amendment contains
proposals that will strengthen the un-
derlying bill. I want to highlight just a
few.

It would provide additional funding
to bolster investigations for exploited
children within Secret Service and
Homeland Security Investigations.

It highlights the Coast Guard’s ongo-
ing need for assets, infrastructure, and
maintenance funding. It emphasizes
the importance of nonintrusive inspec-
tion equipment for CBP ports of entry
to improve detection of fentanyl and
other opioids that plague communities
across our country.

It increases funds for FEMA grant
programs for firefighters and other
first responders and highlights the im-
portance of grants that fund physical
security improvements for nonprofit
organizations at risk of terrorist at-
tack.

Again, I thank my colleagues for
their participation in this process, I
urge Members to support this bipar-
tisan en bloc, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Madam Chair, I
rise in support of this amendment.

I thank Chairman AMODEI for work-
ing with us to include these bipartisan
priorities in this amendment.

While I do have some concerns about
the extent to which some of these ac-
counts would be cut by these amend-
ments, I trust that we will be able to
address those problems before this bill
becomes law.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. AMODEI. Madam Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Mis-
souri (Mrs. WAGNER).

Mrs. WAGNER. Madam Chair, I
thank the chairman for yielding me
time.

I have an amendment, Madam Chair,
in this en bloc.

I rise today in support of my amend-
ment which would provide a fully offset
and fully paid for 67 percent funding in-
crease for investigations of forced child
labor.
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Madam Chairman, as a direct result
of the Biden administration’s refusal to
properly enforce the law, there is a hu-
manitarian catastrophe underway at
our southern border. Since President
Biden took office, 10 million illegal mi-
grants have flooded our borders, in-
cluding 8 million encountered by Bor-
der Patrol, 1.7 million got-aways, and
some 500,000 unaccompanied children.

By law, the Biden administration is
required to ensure these unaccom-
panied minors are protected from
human trafficking. Instead, the admin-
istration has been essentially giving
these children away with zero regard
for their safety.

It has been exposed that the Biden
administration completely lost track
of some 85,000 children, ignored count-
less warnings that these children were
being trafficked, and fired employees
for speaking out.

There are even instances where the
administration gave these children to
adults without simply checking or vet-
ting if the adult had even abused chil-
dren or had a relationship with them in
the past.

Madam Chairman, this level of ne-
glect and callousness is unspeakable,
and we must ensure the Department of
Homeland Security has the resources
necessary to investigate each and
every case.

Madam Chairman, I urge my col-
leagues to support my amendment and
the entire en bloc.

Mr. AMODEI. Madam Chairman, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendments en bloc offered by the
gentleman from Nevada (Mr. AMODEI).

The en bloc amendments were agreed
to.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. ARMSTRONG

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 1 printed in part
C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Madam Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . (a) None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used—

(1) to reduce the hours of operation at—

(A) the Port of Carbury, North Dakota,
port of entry from the operational hours of
9:00 AM to 10:00 PM CT daily;

(B) the Port of Fortuna, North Dakota,
port of entry from the operational hours of
9:00 AM to 10:00 PM CT daily;

(C) the Port of Madia, North Dakota, port
of entry from the operational hours of 9:00
AM to 10:00 PM CT daily;

(D) the Port of Neche, North Dakota, port
of entry from the operational hours of 8:00
AM to 10:00 PM CT daily;

(E) the Port of Noonan, North Dakota, port
of entry from the operational hours of 9:00
AM to 10:00 PM CT daily;

(F) the Port of Northgate, North Dakota,
port of entry from the operational hours of
9:00 AM to 10:00 PM CT daily;

(G) the Port of Saint John, North Dakota,
port of entry from the operational hours of
8:00 AM to 9:00 PM CT daily;
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(H) the Port of Sherwood, North Dakota,
port of entry from the operational hours of
9:00 AM to 10:00 PM CT daily;

(I) the Port of Walhalla, North Dakota,
port of entry from the operational hours of
8:00 AM to 10:00 PM CT daily;

(J) the Port of Westhope, North Dakota,
port of entry from the operational hours of
8:00 AM to 9:00 PM CT daily;

(K) the Port of Antler, North Dakota, port
of entry from the operational hours of 9:00
AM to 10:00 PM CT daily;

(L) the Port of Sarles, North Dakota, port
of entry from the operational hours of 11:00
AM to 7:00 PM CT daily;

(M) the Port of Lancaster, Minnesota, port
of entry from the operational hours of 8:00
AM to 10:00 PM CT daily;

(N) the Port of Roseau, Minnesota, port of
entry from the operational hours of 8:00 AM
to 12:00 AM CT daily;

(O) the Porthill, Idaho, land Port of entry,
from the operational hours of 7:00 AM to
11:00 PM PT daily; or

(P) the Port of Buffalo, New York, port of
entry from the operational hours of 7:00 AM
to 12:00AM ET daily;

(2) to implement, administer, enforce,
carry out, or execute any rules, guidance, de-
cisions, announcements, or promulgations
that reduce or change the hours of operation
at the ports of entry specified in paragraph
(1); or

(3) to publish, promulgate, or otherwise
issue rules, guidance, decisions, announce-
ments, or promulgations that reduce or
change the hours of operation at the ports of
entry specified in paragraph (1).

(b) The limitation described in paragraph
(1) may not be construed to apply in the case
of the administration of a tax or tariff.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 1316, the gentleman from North
Dakota (Mr. ARMSTRONG) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Dakota.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Madam Chair, it
is pretty hard to get farther away from
the southern border than Grand Forks,
North Dakota, but in Grand Forks, just
like many communities across North
Dakota, somebody is dying from
fentanyl poisoning, and 100 percent of
those pills are made by cartels in Mex-
ico.

I rise today in support of my amend-
ment No. 1 to the fiscal year 2025 De-
partment of Homeland Security Appro-
priations.

If passed, this amendment will
defund the implementation of COVID-
19-era guidance that reduces the hours
of operation for Customs and Border
Protection at certain northern border
points of entry. Bringing these ports of
entry hours back to their pre-pandemic
schedule will help our Border Patrol
agents respond to a massive increase in
border encounters and non-marijuana-
related drug seizures in places like
North Dakota, Idaho, Minnesota, and
western New York.

According to CBP data, both land en-
counters and drug smuggling have sky-
rocketed in the past few years.

Specifically, in January of 2021, there
were only 997 northern land border en-
counters. Contrast that with January
of 2024 when there were 15,800 encoun-
ters. That is a 1,484 percent increase.
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Excluding marijuana, drug smuggling
has also increased by 1,163 percent
along the borders between fiscal year
2021 and 2023.

Due to the Biden administration’s
failure to secure our southwest border,
our Border Patrol agents at the north-
ern border have had to revert resources
and personnel to the southwest border.
Because of that, the northern border is
now suffering.

While we wholly support CBP and its
efforts, we must ensure that full staff-
ing and scheduling are enforced so we
can be fully prepared to secure our
northern border.

Since the onset of the COVID-19 pan-
demic, CBP reduced the hours of many
of the ports of entry to mitigate the
spread of the virus.

Though the pandemic has long been
over, those shortened hours have
stayed in place.

O 1200

This amendment would return those
ports of entry to schedules they oper-
ated under before the pandemic. While
CBP has extended hours for some of the
ports, others have been forgotten.

Along with several Northern Border
Security Caucus members here in Con-
gress, I have had lots of back and forth
with the CBP regarding these hours.
Expanding these hours will not only
allow more staffing to apprehend and
seize any illegal activity attempting to
cross the border, but it will also great-
ly help the needs of Americans at the
northern border.

These ports of entry serve a vital role
in connecting our States’ economies
with our neighbor, Canada. Our con-
stituents heavily rely on them for

tourism, church, trade, travel,
healthcare, Tribal connections, and
more.

Since these hours remain shortened,
we have heard from countless constitu-
ents about how they no longer can do
many of the activities that I just men-
tioned, activities that they could do
before with expanded hours.

The ports of entry listed in this
amendment used to serve as robust and
active points of movement where our
constituents could freely travel back
and forth from the U.S. and Canada,
and that needs to happen again.

While we understand the CBP be-
lieves these ports of entry should sole-
ly be based on vehicular and pedestrian
traffic, we know, because we have
heard from our constituents, that the
travelers are much less likely to use
the ports given the shortened hours.

In my State specifically, the Antler
and Carbury stations were both open
from 9 a.m. until 10 p.m. However,
since the pandemic, their hours have
remained from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. That is
a 40 percent reduction.

Requiring these ports to close early
forces travelers to reroute to other
ports of entry with longer hours. Take
Ms. Rebecca Davis from Walhalla,
North Dakota. During our northern
border hearing that the House Judici-
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ary Committee hosted in Grand Forks,
she mentioned that what should be a
quick trip takes several hours. She
highlighted that our small towns—and
when I say small towns, I mean really
small towns—often get wrapped in the
red tape of legal commerce on the bor-
der at the same time when we allow
the open flow of illegal commerce on
the southern border.

This truly affects everyone in the ag
community, the small towns, and every
small sheriff’s department on the
northern border that has to divert re-
sources to do a job that the Federal
Government is supposed to do. Detours
are particularly costly to commercial
vehicles and ag vehicle operators due
to rising inflation and high fuel costs.

It is long past time that we change
those hours back to pre-pandemic lev-
els for good. We need all the hours and
resources we can to ensure our borders
are fully secure. This will also bring
back our high traveler activity along
the northern border that results in
more travel, tourism, and more. I
strongly support this amendment.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. NORMAN).
The gentlewoman from Illinois is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman,
CBP conducts significant analysis
when it comes to setting port of entry
hours, which includes traffic trends,
staffing availability, and the presence
of other ports of entry within a reason-
able distance. CBP also considers the
economic ramifications of what a clo-
sure might have on local communities.
Altering port of entry hours is not a
decision made lightly.

Removing CBP’s discretion to limit
hours for these ports of entry sets a
bad precedent that fails to allow for
the consideration of other compelling
national and local threats that CBP
must consider.

Unfortunately, this is just another
example of an overly restrictive policy
that unnecessarily ties the administra-
tion’s hands when working to protect
the American people. I must respect-
fully oppose this amendment.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from North Dakota (Mr. ARM-
STRONG).

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair under-
stands that amendment No. 2 will not
be offered.

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. BIGGS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in
part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:
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At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to pay the salary
and expenses of the position of the Secretary
of the Department of Homeland Security, oc-
cupied by Alejandro Mayorkas.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. BIGGS) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chair, many people
may not know this, but NBC News re-
cently reported that more than 400 ille-
gal aliens who are affiliates of ISIS
were released into the United States
under this administration’s watch.
They have caught some of them, but
they still have a significant number of
them out.

Do you know what they said? Gee, if
we could have enforced the law, we
wouldn’t have released them into the
country, and we could have rounded
them up and prevented them from ever
getting into the country.

The reason I bring that up is because
I am speaking in support of my amend-
ment, which prohibits the use of funds
to pay the salary and the expenses of
the position of the DHS Secretary.

Who is the DHS Secretary? Who is
this individual? It is the person who
has been the architect of the open-bor-
der policy.

I think one of my colleagues from
Florida, who was on the floor here just
a moment ago, said it is a fictional in-
vasion. Really? It is 10 million people
in 2%, 3 years. They started setting
records when? February 2021. They
have set records every month since.
Who is in charge of that? Alejandro
Mayorkas, the Secretary.

In fact, this body was so dis-
enchanted with his policies that we im-
peached Secretary Mayorkas. When he
was confronted with: Do you have oper-
ational control of the border? He said,
in a Judiciary hearing, you know what,
hey, we don’t like that. First, he said,
yes, we have operational control. We
gave him the statute. Are you at oper-
ational control? Well, you know, we ba-
sically devised our own definition.

That is the person who is occupying
the Homeland Security chair right
now, and they have incentivized lit-
erally millions of people to come into
this country. That is the lawlessness
that has brought people to their knees
in many communities around this
country.

We are still trying to get information
from the DHS and the Department of
Defense about the terrorists who at-
tempted to infiltrate Quantico just
about 6 weeks ago.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.
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Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in strong opposition to this amend-
ment.

The Secretary of Homeland Security
plays a critical role in our national se-
curity. Secretary Mayorkas has served
in his role admirably and has been an
honorable public servant for decades,
including service as a U.S. attorney,
the Director of USCIS, and the Deputy
Secretary of Homeland Security.

If my majority colleagues were sin-
cere about addressing and ending the
humanitarian crisis at the border, they
would not have rejected the oppor-
tunity to even debate one of the tough-
est bipartisan border bills in history
simply to appease the desires of those
who wish to keep chaos at the border
for political gain.

When the President and Secretary
Mayorkas requested additional re-
sources to secure the border, my col-
leagues across the aisle ignored that,
too. They even demanded that we
‘“‘take care of our own border first” be-
fore we consider providing any funding
to Ukraine and our other allies.

My colleagues and I remain ready to
address the challenges facing the De-
partment of Homeland Security and to
work toward building a modern immi-
gration system that reflects the reali-
ties of the world we live in today and
advances the best interests of Amer-
ican families, businesses, and commu-
nities.

In addition, I would be remiss if I
didn’t point out that this amendment
raises serious constitutional issues.
Punishing the Secretary is not the way
to handle policy disputes. Unfortu-
nately, this amendment prioritizes leg-
islative theater over the American peo-
ple.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“no,” and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chair, I get a kick
when I hear Democrats say that the so-
called bipartisan bill out of the Senate
would have solved this problem. Do you
know what that bill did? It granted
amnesty. Do you know what it did? It
set a floor of 2,600 illegal aliens every
day who get to come in.

Guess what else it did? They provided
loophole after loophole. There is no
limit on unaccompanied children, and
hundreds of thousands have come in.
They have misplaced over 100,000 now.
They are just so irresponsible.

We heard people talk about an inef-
fective and outdated policy. Do you
know what worked? That ineffective
and outdated policy. Do you know
why? Because it secured the border.

We had the most secure border in
about, I don’t know, our Nation’s his-
tory under President Trump. When
they came in, President Biden issued 93
EOs. Guess what? You have a mass in-
vasion on the border.

What is it called? They called it a
useless border wall. Do you know who
voted for that border wall originally?
That is right, people like Hillary Clin-
ton. They voted for that border wall.
They don’t want a border wall.
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I have on my phone images from the
Tucson sector of people dressed in
camo bringing drugs across interdicted
just the other day. Do you know why
they were going near the San Miguel
gate, which I have taken colleagues to
before? Because there is no fence. In
Arizona, we largely have no fences.

Here is the deal: This Homeland Se-
curity Secretary is the one who gave us
this policy.

I can say what I heard from these
people. I can say what they said: inef-
fective, outdated policies. They said
these people are legally entitled to ref-
ugee status.

Under what law? Under international
law. How about the first safe nation
law? They are required to obey that.
Guess what? That is what the U.S. law
is, as well—the first safe harbor, the
first safe state. That is where someone
who wants refugee status comes in, but
they are not seeking refugee status.
They are seeking asylum.

Do you know who sought asylum?
The two outrageous murderers who
just murdered that 12-year-old girl in
Houston. They were released under
asylum requests. They went and had
the cartel cut off their ankle bracelets.

That is what is happening. That is
why this Secretary, this position,
which we are defunding correctly under
the Holman rule, should not be funded,
Mr. Chairman.

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

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

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. BIGGS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 5 printed in
part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be made available to
implement, administer, or otherwise carry
out the activities and policies described in
the rule entitled, ‘“‘Public Charge Ground of
Inadmissibility’’, published by the Secretary
of Homeland Security on September 9, 2022.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. BIGGS) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chair, I rise in sup-
port of my amendment, which pro-
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hibits funding from being used to im-
plement the DHS 2022 rule that allows
illegal aliens to receive more govern-
ment subsidies.

Under our immigration law, one
ground of inadmissibility for aliens is
if they are likely to become a public
charge. That is in the statute. That is
to say, if they are going to be a finan-
cial burden to the American people due
to the likelihood that they will rely on
public assistance programs, they are
inadmissible.

However, in 2022, the DHS weakened
this rule by excluding a whole host of
government benefit programs, includ-
ing Medicaid.

What does this mean?

First, it gives the Biden administra-
tion more excuses to allow millions of
illegal aliens into the country by doing
away with one standard that would le-
gally disqualify many people.

Second, it allows the Biden adminis-
tration to explicitly pay illegal aliens
to be in the country with taxpayer dol-
lars, which has always been their plan.

Third, it creates a major pull factor
or incentive for people who are think-
ing of crossing the border to actually
cross the border illegally.

There is evidence of this. Just talk to
the people crossing the border. I have.
I have gone down to the border many
times. I take people with me, Members
of Congress, all the time. When you ask
people, they will say they heard the
U.S. Government was going to pay
them to be here—I have actually had
people say this—and that they will
take me where I want to go.

Why wouldn’t they say that? It is
true.

Can someone tell me any policy by
this administration that discourages il-
legal aliens from entering the country?
There is not one serious policy that ac-
tually deters immigration.

This is why we must vote to end this
open border DHS rule and stop giving
Federal dollars to illegal aliens.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, this is
yet another cruel and inhumane at-
tempt by the majority to penalize legal
immigrants for accessing health bene-
fits and other government services
available to them.

The amendment attempts to revert
to a Trump-era public charge rule in
2019 that temporarily disrupted a dec-
ades-long policy. The Trump-era rule
faced several legal challenges, leading
to injunctions and halts in its imple-
mentation and costing the taxpayers
every time the administration at-
tempted to defend it in court.

The Biden administration’s rule
merely restores the historical under-
standing of a public charge back to
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what had been in place for decades.
Under the Biden administration rule,
we align with decades-long policy that
simply requires immigration officials
to consider whether a noncitizen will
become dependent on cash benefits.
This is something I would imagine
American taxpayers would like to
know.

Nonetheless, I think it is also impor-
tant to point out that the idea that im-
migrants somehow harm our economy
or are a net cost to taxpayers is false.
For example, earlier this year, the As-
sistant Secretary for Planning and
Evaluation within the Department of
Health and Human Services published a
report on the fiscal impact of refugees
and asylees at the Federal, State, and
local levels from 2005 to 2019.

One of the key points of the study
was this: The net fiscal impact of refu-
gees and asylees was positive over the
15-year period at $123.8 billion, billion
with a b, meaning that refugees and
asylees contributed more revenue than
they cost in expenditures to the Amer-
ican taxpayers. Their net fiscal benefit
to the Federal Government was esti-
mated at $31.5 billion, and the net fis-
cal benefit to State and local govern-
ments was estimated at $92.3 billion.

While I can’t speak to the intentions
behind the gentleman’s amendment, I
will note that this amendment won’t
even accomplish what my colleagues
think it will. Since the Trump-era rule
was rescinded, the effect of this amend-
ment, if enacted, would be to simply
revert back to the 1999 guidance, which
is essentially the same as the current
rule that is being implemented.

This amendment is just another base-
less waste of time that does nothing to
advance the best interests of Ameri-
cans. I will vote ‘‘no,” and I encourage
my colleagues to do the same.

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

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chairman, the Sen-
ate bill that my colleagues love so
much didn’t ever make it over here. It
didn’t make cloture twice in the Sen-
ate. My colleagues can continue to yell
and scream, but we passed H.R. 2,
which is laying over there in CHUCK
SCHUMER’S lap, who is refusing to move
it.

Let’s talk a little bit about this cruel
and inhumane business. Do my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
know what is cruel? How about for
those who live in Yuma, Arizona,
where the community has one hospital.
There is one hospital. When there is an
emergency, they don’t have enough
beds for you if you are a citizen be-
cause they are dealing with illegal
aliens who have flooded that hospital.

That is cruel and inhumane. Do my
colleagues know what happens? They
air evac citizens to Phoenix or San
Diego. That is cruel and inhumane.

Does the minority know what hap-
pens? Let’s say a citizen is pregnant.
That maternity ward has 10 beds in it
at Yuma. Most of the time, it is filled
with illegal aliens who have come in.
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We just heard a lot about money,
about this benefit. There are others
who assert the exact opposite. The one
thing that we do know for sure that ev-
erybody agrees on, right and left, if my
colleagues actually talk to people who
know something: There are remit-
tances well in excess of $100 billion a
year that go out from illegal aliens in
this country. It is a cash flow.

If my colleagues talk to leaders from
the Central American States or even
representatives from Mexico, they are
going to tell Members what the cash
flow is that those remittances provide
for them. In Mexico, it is the number
two leading cash flow for them.

They come here because these indi-
viduals are incentivized to come here,
in part, because of the public charge
that we allow them to be on. That is
why this amendment is crucial. If
someone who is in this country ille-
gally should not be here and is receiv-
ing benefits, should they receive the
more than 90 social welfare benefits
that this country, the Federal Govern-
ment, provides?

This administration has loosened the
number of those benefits that are
available to illegal aliens. That should
not happen. We have a public charge
rule. If you come in legally, you can’t
get in, but my colleagues are wanting
to say: Well, if you are here illegally,
that is okay.

Good grief. This is the statute. We
are reverting to the statute that
worked. That is why this amendment is
critical.

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

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

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MRS. CAMMACK

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 9 printed in
part C of House Report 118-559.

Mrs. CAMMACK. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to implement, administer, or enforce
any major rule under subparagraph (A) of
section 804(2) of title 5, United States Code.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Mrs. CAMMACK)
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Florida.

Mrs. CAMMACK. Mr. Chairman, I
rise today in support of my amend-
ment, which would restrict funds at
the Department of Homeland Security
from being used to finalize any rule or
regulation that has an annual effect on
the economy of $100 million or more.
Some might know this language com-
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monly as REINS, Regulations from the
Executive in Need of Scrutiny.

It is no secret that the regulatory
agencies today are out of control.
Under the Biden administration, we
have seen hundreds of billions, with a
b, of dollars in regulatory costs fall on
the shoulders of average Americans
without any input from their elected
Representatives in Congress.

My amendment seeks to restore con-
gressional oversight and the people’s
voice over these regulations by requir-
ing that any major rule proposed by
these agencies must be approved by
Congress, a/k/a the people’s House, be-
fore they go into effect.

By including my amendment in this
bill, we restore Congress’ Article I au-
thorities by bringing significant regu-
latory decisions back to the body that
is closest to the will of the people. We
will no longer allow unelected, name-
less, faceless bureaucrats to impose
regulatory costs behind closed doors,
but, rather, commit ourselves to open,
transparent governance.

We have already seen the Biden ad-
ministration’s outrageous border crisis
having allowed more illegal immi-
grants into the country than the popu-
lation of 43 U.S. States. Nearly 1,400
pounds of deadly fentanyl has been
seized at the border in just a single
month, and 367 known suspected terror-
ists on the international terrorist
watch list have crossed the border
under the Biden administration.

This administration has waged war
against the immigration system of the
United States, and the results speak
for themselves. It is a total failure.
This commonsense amendment is a
core part of our mission to reintroduce
government accountability and to re-
store the elected Representatives’
voice in the process.

By requiring congressional approval
for major regulations, this amendment
forces a thorough examination of the
potential costs and benefits of proposed
rules. This scrutiny is to prevent regu-
latory overreach, ensuring that regula-
tions are grounded in sound science,
economic reasoning, and the overall
well-being of the American people, re-
gardless of political affiliation.

Oftentimes, these regulations serve
as a mechanism for agencies to side-
step congressional authority in crucial
policy decisions. As the core legislative
body, it is crucial for us to reaffirm our
constitutional role and prevent any un-
warranted expansion of regulatory
powers.

All in all, my amendment restores
the people’s voice in these significant
Federal agency decisions that impact
our everyday lives. Our Nation needs
major regulatory reform, and incor-
porating our amendment is a crucial
step forward to a more transparent and
accountable government for all Ameri-
cans.

I encourage and urge my colleagues
to join me in supporting this measure
and standing up for our strongly held
belief in a democratic government by
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the people, for the people, in our con-
stitutional Republic.

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

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

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, the De-
partment of Homeland Security does
not engage in rulemaking behind
closed doors. There is a rulemaking
process that involves the public. In
fact, it was established by Congress,
and it has existed for decades.

The amendment would prohibit DHS
and its agencies from issuing major
rules that are needed in order to imple-
ment and carry out laws enacted by
Congress. Unfortunately, this is just
another example of a bad policy rider
aimed at unnecessarily tying the ad-
ministration’s hands.

Mr. Chair, I oppose this amendment,
and I urge my colleagues to do the
same.

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

Mrs. CAMMACK. Mr. Chair, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Florida has 2 minutes remaining.

Mrs. CAMMACK. Mr. Chairman, in
response to the notion that there is ac-
tually someone over there in the base-
ment of these Federal agencies listen-
ing to the American people who weigh
in via comment on these proposed rules
and regulations, that is laughable.

In some cases, we have seen agencies
take in more than 250,000 comments,
different letters, and petitions from
concerned citizens, associations, and
organizations. They have fallen on deaf
ears.

In the case of DHS, they have worked
tirelessly to put things up for a pro-
posed rule, things like asylum eligi-
bility and public health. One would
think that Members of the people’s
House would be the ones in charge of
dictating asylum process. One would
think that it would be Members of Con-
gress who would actually be looking to
develop legislation that would cover
the modernization of H-2A programs or
refugee appearances and interviews or
the modernization regulations of non-
immigrant workers.

I could provide hundreds of examples
of different proposed rules and regula-
tions that have bypassed Congress, by-
passed the people’s House, and effec-
tively silenced the American people’s
voice because we now have unelected,
nameless, faceless bureaucrats and a
hyperpoliticized administration shov-
ing their political agenda down our
throat.

If we are going to restore our Article
I authority, it starts here, and it starts
now. I encourage all of my colleagues
to adopt this amendment. It is common
sense. It is good for all parties in-
volved. I don’t care what side of the
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aisle you are on. The facts are exactly
the same.

We are elected Representatives for
the people and by the people. We need
their voice here now more than ever.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Mrs.
CAMMACK).

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chair, as the designee of Chairman
COLE, I move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chair, the gentleman from North Da-
kota was here talking about what was
happening in his State. I suggest for
our colleagues to please take a look at
the aftermath of what having open bor-
ders is doing to our country.

When we look at the significance of
not watching our borders, not guarding
our borders, not paying attention to
our borders, and totally ignoring the
fact that these things really exist as
opposed to, No, move on, there is noth-
ing to see here, this legislation pro-
vides an increase in funding for the
Customs and Border Protection, which
will allow them to more effectively do
their job. This bill addresses the con-
cerns of the often overlooked northern
border.

A lot of people say: I don’t know why
you are concerned about the northern
border.

I say: Well, here is a little insight. It
is 5,625 miles. It is the longest border
between two countries in the world. It
is virtually unwatched. That is not the
fault of the Customs and Border Pro-
tection people. They are overworked,
underpaid, and very much underappre-
ciated.

In fiscal year 2022, U.S. Border Patrol
agents had 2,238 encounters at the
northern border. In fiscal year 2023,
that number more than quadrupled to
10,021 encounters. Through the first 7
months of fiscal year 2024, they have
already encountered 9,460 individuals.
As the summer months continue, that
number will continue to skyrocket.

If Members can understand that
statement, coming in the northern bor-
der during winter is not a good idea.
The weather itself is the biggest inhib-
itor of that. However, it is very porous,
it is very open, it is very unwatched,
and it is very concerning, and should
be, to the American people.
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The amazement I have, and this is
not about Republicans versus Demo-
crats, this is people coming to rep-
resent their district in their part of
this incredible country.

This is not a Republican issue. This
is not a Democrat issue. This is an
issue about who is it that enforces
these laws that are already on the
books.
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When we go home, I hear all the
time, you guys better do something
about what is happening at the bor-
ders. My question always back to them
is: Do you know how many laws we
have already passed? They say: No, I
have no idea. I say: Well, it is the en-
forcement of the laws that have been
passed through the legislature that are
going unwatched right now.

We can continue down this road and
say: Move on, there is nothing to see
here. There is nothing going on. There
is really not a problem at the southern
border. There is really not a problem at
the northern border.

In the meantime, the recipients of
these illegals are the States that they
end up in. When you hear about what
our citizens are being denied because of
taxpayer dollars being spent on a
group—while we welcome the world to
come to America, if your first act upon
entering America is to break one of our
laws, that is not a good way to start.

When we look at what appropriations
is doing, all we are asking for and all
we are looking for is funding to protect
our own borders.

It is incredible to me that we have to
have debate over what is actually tak-
ing place.

One side says: We have a lot of con-
cerns about this. The other side says: I
don’t know what you are concerned
about. The problem doesn’t exist.

It does exist. It is real. The effect on
America is long-lasting, and I don’t
know what the number is. I have heard
it is 10,000, 11,000, 12,000. Most people
say: I don’t know how many there are,
but there are quite a few. The after-
math is the key.

When we were in North Dakota, we
listened to two sheriffs who were ex-
hausted because they don’t have
enough people to watch what is going
on in their State. It is 24 hours a day,
7 days a week that they are concerned
about what is happening.

Now, who is the problem? Where is
the problem? How do we fix the prob-
lem?

We use taxpayer money virtually ev-
erywhere to protect our country. That
is the first obligation of the Federal
Government to protect the homeland.
However, if you don’t admit, or if you
don’t acknowledge that it is taking
place, then you can’t fix it.

The idea is, if you are going to invest
taxpayer dollars, give them a return on
that investment. Make sure that we
are protecting our very own people
first. I welcome people coming to this
country because that is how my family
got here. They came in the right way,
and they participated.

We have an incredible dilemma going
on right now, and I want people to
think about this: 5,525 miles of border
that is virtually unprotected. People
talked about the balloon from China
that came in. I love the way the admin-
istration addressed it. They let it come
down through Canada, come down
through our country, and when it
exited out into the Atlantic Ocean, we
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shot it down there. That is marvelous,
but that is too late.

Mr. Chair, I thank the gentleman
from Nevada for allowing me to speak
on this. I would hope that my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle ac-
knowledge what is happening and un-
derstand that our first oath of office is
to protect the homeland.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. CLYDE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 11 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 43, line 11, strike the first dollar
amount and insert ‘‘$2,379,485,000’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. CLYDE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Chair, today, I am
offering an amendment to flat fund the
Department of Homeland Security’s
Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Secu-
rity Agency, also known as CISA, to
keep it at the FY24 enacted level sav-
ing $57.8 million.

On CISA’s website, the mission reads:
“We lead the national effort to under-
stand, manage, and reduce risk to our
cyber and physical infrastructure.” Un-
fortunately, CISA has strayed far from
this mission.

Two years ago, CISA was part of the
infamous Disinformation Governance
Board, which was established at the
Department of Homeland Security to
censor Americans’ free speech.

While the so-called Disinformation
Governance Board was rightfully dis-
banded a few months later after enor-
mous public outcry, many will be
shocked to learn that CISA has not
stopped monitoring and censoring
Americans’ free speech.

According to a 2022 news report: CISA
drafted plans to target ‘‘inaccurate in-
formation’” on a wide range of topics,
including the origins of COVID-19, the
efficacy of the COVID-19 vaccine, ra-
cial justice, the U.S. withdrawal from
Afghanistan, and the nature of U.S.
support to Ukraine.

Also, business records released by
Twitter suggest that CISA distorted its
mission from protecting the Nation’s
critical cyber and physical infrastruc-
ture into controlling what Americans
can say and what speech is acceptable
online.

This is terrible. Americans’ First
Amendment should not be regulated or
controlled through government by
proxy censorship.

CISA was first created before my ar-
rival in Congress with bipartisan sup-
port. Under the Trump administration,
CISA focused on foreign disinformation
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and countering foreign influence. Un-
fortunately, since the current adminis-
tration took office, CISA has aggres-
sively shifted beyond the original man-
date of countering foreign threats.

In January 2021, CISA officials re-
named the Countering Foreign Influ-
ence Task Force, one of the key bodies
of countering disinformation founded
during the Trump administration, to
the ‘‘mis-, dis-, and malinformation
team,” meaning they took the word
“foreign’’ out of the title.

Last summer, the Select Sub-
committee on the Weaponization of the
Federal Government released a report,
titled: ‘““The Weaponization of CISA:
How a ‘Cybersecurity’ Agency Colluded
With Big Tech and ‘Disinformation’
Partners to Censor Americans.”

Several disturbing details about
CISA were released in this report, in-
cluding that CISA is ‘‘working with
Federal partners to mature a whole-of-
government approach’ to curb alleged
misinformation and disinformation and
that CISA wanted to use the same tax-
payer-funded nonprofits as its mouth-
piece to ‘‘avoid the appearance of gov-
ernment propaganda.’”’ This is simply
censorship by proxy.

Last week, I had a conversation with
the Director of CISA, and she told me
that this report by the Select Sub-
committee on Weaponization of the
Federal Government is full of inaccura-
cies. Basically, it is not worth the
paper it is written on. I strongly dis-
agree. I think our Weaponization Sub-
committee has done a phenomenal job.

CISA needs to return to its original
mission of strengthening and pro-
tecting our national cybersecurity and
infrastructure, not censoring Ameri-
cans’ free speech. CISA’s bloated budg-
et and the agency’s increased
weaponization mission to police free
speech has gone on simultaneously.

There is a clear connection: Given ex-
traordinary increases in funding, CISA
has used taxpayer dollars to censor
Americans and target speech that they
find disagreeable. Therefore, I offer an
amendment to flat fund CISA to main-
tain the FY24 enacted level. This agen-
cy must be refocused on their true mis-
sion, not given more funding to con-
tinue undermining our constitutional
rights.

The only thing that gets agency at-
tention in Washington, D.C., is fund-
ing. By flat funding CISA for FY25 it is
simply putting them on notice, a shot
across the bow would be the Navy way
of saying it, to get their attention and
cease the weaponization of this agency.

Mr. Chair, I hope that all Members of
this committee will support this
amendment to correct this weaponized
agency and thereby defend our First
Amendment rights for all Americans.

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

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Chair, I claim the
time in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Nevada is recognized for 5 min-
utes.
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Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Chair, I yield to
the gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms.
UNDERWOOD), my colleague.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I join
my friend, the chairman of the Home-
land Security Subcommittee in shared
opposition to this amendment.

Instead of discussing cuts to our cy-
bersecurity agency, also known as
CISA, we should actually be discussing
investing more. We cannot continue to
play these political games. We don’t
have the luxury of doing that if we
want to be serious about staying ahead
of our foreign adversaries. Given what
we know, we should be serious.

We have all been warned about the
clear intentions of the People’s Repub-
lic of China, that it considers every
sector that makes our society run fair
game in its bid to dominate on the
world stage.

The FBI Director told us that PRC’s
plan is to land low blows against civil-
ian infrastructure to try and induce
panic and break America’s will to re-
sist.

They are not alone in their plans to
use cyber and other capabilities to
threaten our national security, our
economy, and, frankly, our way of life.

Now, I assure you, our adversaries
are not holding back on their invest-
ments and they are not playing by the
same rules. We have, unfortunately, al-
ready seen their capabilities and the
kind of disruptions and destruction
they intend to cause to the United
States and our allies.

It is really unspeakable that we are
having a debate right now about cut-
ting our premier cyber defense capa-
bilities. Now is not the time to reduce
our ability to defend our Nation’s cy-
bersecurity posture. We should be in-
vesting in it.

Mr. Chair, I oppose this amendment
and urge my colleagues to do the same.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Chair, may I inquire
as to the time remaining.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Georgia has 1 minute remaining.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Chair, first, I com-
mend the chairman here of our Appro-
priations Subcommittee.

On sections 544 and 545 of this bill, I
think it is critically important to pro-
hibit the funding to classify or facili-
tate the classification of any commu-
nications by a United States person as
mis-, dis-, or malinformation. I think,
though we put the policy in the bill, it
is the funding that gets agency atten-
tion, as I have mentioned before.

I think it is critically important to
ensure that the funding that we have
sends that signal to CISA that they
cannot abridge Americans’ First
Amendment rights through modifying
what people can see by classifying in-
formation.

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

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Chair, may I in-
quire as to the time remaining.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Nevada has 3% minutes remain-
ing.
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Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Chair, here is a lit-
tle history, and you can use it however
you like.

In the 2024 appropriations bill, we cut
CISA $15 million, and it was because of
this switchboarding issue. I agree that
sometimes you want to get somebody’s
attention. Appropriations is money.
That was done this last time.

As we look at what this agency has
been doing since then—and I appreciate
the history. The history is strong and
warrants attention, and I think we
dealt with that the last time. Over-
sight is an ongoing and continuing
thing. When I sit here and look at this
and say: We are going to flat fund
them. That is the proposal. I say: Well,
how are you going to do that? Where is
that funding going to come from?

Just the standard, there you go, you
are flat funded, at a time when their
mission domestically in terms of infra-
structure, whether that is utilities,
communications or any number of
things—I mean, in the media, it is like
if you are going to buy a car, somebody
hacked the outfit that does all that
cyber stuff to make it easier to do. If
you are going to go to a casino, those
folks have been hacked.

The mission is growing. You say:
Well, who is the mission? What is that
about? That is not about our friends,
Mr. Chair. That is about folks who do
not wish us well, so Russians, Chinese,
all that other sort of stuff.

I would be more comfortable with
this if there was a trigger saying, if we
fund that and you do this, we are going
to come and get some money. I would
be more comfortable with this if it
were like: Here is where you are going
to take it from. It is a funny time to be
telling the folks who are in charge of
cybersecurity in the non-DOD sectors:
We are going to flat fund you. I do not
believe that money is the answer to
every problem that we come across.
This mission has never been more chal-
lenging.

I think the oversight has been good
under this Director, and quite frankly,
from recent history they are headed
the right way. It doesn’t mean you
take your eyes off of them. To go back
and say you are flat funded, quite
frankly, I think it is a curious time.

Mr. Chair, reluctantly, I don’t sup-
port the amendment, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

0 1245

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

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. FEENSTRA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 12 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.
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Mr. FEENSTRA. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 2, line 16, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000) (reduced by
$1,000,000)".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. FEENSTRA) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Iowa.

Mr. FEENSTRA. Mr. Chair, I rise
today in support of my amendment to
the Homeland Security appropriations
bill.

President Biden has overseen the
worst border crisis in our Nation’s his-
tory. Since the beginning of his admin-
istration, nearly 8 million illegal im-
migrants have crossed over our south-
ern border with 2 million evading cap-
ture from Border Patrol.

Even known terrorists and drugs
have come through this wide-open bor-
der, but this didn’t happen by accident.

The administration’s policies have
created this crisis by failing to enforce
our laws, not holding drug traffickers
accountable for their crimes, and not
finishing the wall.

This amendment exposes this admin-
istration’s refusal to build the wall and
secure our border. It directs the De-
partment of Homeland Security to use
the money confiscated from the drug
cartels to build the border wall and
protect our communities.

The cartels do not deserve to keep a
single penny of the money they have
made smuggling deadly drugs that are
coming into our communities. They de-
serve jail time for their crimes.

I urge my colleagues to support my
amendment because the American peo-
ple deserve secure borders and safe
communities, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, we
don’t even need to discuss the reasons
why wasting funds on additional miles
of wall is a bad idea.

The amendment does nothing but
make an ill attempt to invest in an in-
effective and costly response to the
challenges we are facing at the border.

Furthermore, it also calls on the
DHS Secretary to take action regard-
ing the use of funds that Congress has
already determined he does not con-
trol.

While CBP is the primary agency re-
sponsible for the seizure of these assets
at the border, the proceeds typically go
into the Treasury forfeiture fund,
which is managed by the Treasury De-
partment.

The allowable uses of these funds are
defined in law, and there is an estab-
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lished process for which the Secretary
of Homeland Security can make re-
quests of the Treasury Secretary for a
portion of these funds.

A significant portion of the proceeds
are necessary for the agencies respon-
sible for storing and maintaining seized
and forfeited assets and a series of
other mandatory requirements.

Requiring that all of the funds seized
at the southern border be used for an
ineffective, outdated border wall would
create a problem with the execution of
the fund, causing it to quickly become
insolvent.

I oppose this amendment, I urge my
colleagues to do the same, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. FEENSTRA. Mr. Chair, this
amendment is not controversial. It is
actually a very commonsense amend-
ment. We are seizing drugs from the
cartels, and we are using money that is
also seized from the cartels to build the
wall.

We need to build the wall to secure
our border. We should have the crimi-
nals that are endangering our commu-
nities help pay for this project. It is
very simple.

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

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

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 14 OFFERED BY MR. ROBERT
GARCIA OF CALIFORNIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 14 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. ROBERT GARCIA of California.
Mr. Chair, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 12, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $600,000,000)’.

Page 12, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $600,000,000)"".

Page 12, line 20 after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $100,000,000)"’.

Page 13, line 5, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $100,000,000)’.

Page 24, line 17, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $600,000,000)"".

Page 24, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $600,000,000).

Page 44, line 12, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $700,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from California (Mr. ROBERT GARCIA)
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. ROBERT GARCIA of California.
Mr. Chairman, I rise today to defund
Donald Trump’s ineffective and harm-
ful border wall and to restore the crit-
ical funding, which actually helps im-
migrants in our country.

This is also very personal to me. I
immigrated to this country as a small
child, and I love our country for all it
has provided me and my family. The
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day I raised my right hand and swore
an oath to become a citizen was the
proudest day of my life.

We know that immigrants love this
country. In fact, some of the most pa-
triotic people in this country are im-
migrants. We know that immigrants
make our communities stronger and
safer.

We should all be able to agree that
we need an orderly process at the bor-
der. Democrats and Republicans can
agree. We need a process where people
with real asylum needs are protected
and funded.

We also need legal pathways to pro-
vide an orderly system for people who
want to come here and build better
lives.

I thank President Biden on his recent
executive order to keep 500,000 families
together by allowing members that are
undocumented to marry their Amer-
ican citizen husbands and wives. That
is real leadership and real progress on
this issue.

Democrats can agree that we need
border security, but that actually
comes from technology, smart strate-
gies, and giving Border Patrol agents
what they need, not from a pointless
wall that we know does not work.

Here are some facts: If you come here
to the U.S. and make a legitimate asy-
lum claim, you have a right to stay
here while your claim is being heard.
My colleagues in the majority may not
like this, but it is actually the law of
the United States.

While you wait for your claim to be
heard, you may also need some help,
and we know people that come here are
oftentimes vulnerable. They are sick.
They are hungry. They are fleeing per-
secution. What happened to being a
good human being and helping people
and doing the most that we can?

Communities and nonprofits that
provide shelter and aid are key part-
ners to border security, and they let
our border agencies focus on actually
keeping us safe. Republicans want to
defund local governments and non-
profits.

This bill ignores even what the Gos-
pel teaches us. It ignores that our
brothers and sisters who are tired,
poor, hungry, and sick should not be
left behind but helped and given some
type of love and support.

If this Republican bill were to be-
come law, it would cause chaos and suf-
fering in border communities and inte-
rior cities across our Nation.

Before coming to Congress, I was the
mayor of Long Beach for 8 years. We
actually sheltered over 1,500 migrant
children in our convention center, and
I know firsthand how important it is
for local organizations and local cities
to get support.

I am offering this amendment to re-
store $700 million in funding to local
governments and nonprofit organiza-
tions by eliminating the unnecessary
border wall and deportation funding in-
creases.

Wasn’t Mexico supposed to pay for
the wall? Isn’t that what the former
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President kept claiming? Yet, it keeps
being repeated by the majority that
they want to continue to fund some-
thing that doesn’t work and was sup-
posed to be paid for by Mexico.

Instead, we should be investing in or-
ganizations like Catholic Charities,
The Salvation Army, and the United
Way.

Please don’t defund Catholic Char-
ities, don’t defund our cities, and vote
for our amendment. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Chair, I claim the
time in opposition.

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

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Chair, the Shelter
and Services Program is a failed pro-
gram. It does nothing but facilitate the
administration’s self-created policy
crisis on our border.

It is interesting to hear the discus-
sions in terms of now that they are
here, we should do something and skip
over the whole issue of what has hap-
pened in the last 36 months?

It is undeniable that the numbers are
significantly larger. Once you are here,
we have to focus on what we do.

When you look at shelter services, we
are renting tents. By the way, it is a
single vendor. It is not even put out for
bid. We spend over a billion something
a year just for tents.

While it is nice to talk about how we
should be good stewards of whoever
happens to show up, to ignore how they
came to be here in such massive num-
bers in the last 36 months, to me, it is
a bit—and you can fill in the blank.

What began as a $30 million effort
has ballooned to a $650 million grab bag
for nongovernmental organizations to
swiftly resettle migrants across the
border illegally into our country.

Even large city Democrat mayors are
screaming: We can’t sustain this. We
should not be spending money on pro-
grams that incentivize illegal immigra-
tion.

This amendment would directly un-
dercut border security by reducing
funds for border wall construction by
$600 million.

The men and women in the field have
told us walls work, and it is time for
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle to accept that fact.

This amendment would also cut im-
migration enforcement efforts by $100
million. Somebody earlier said: Hey,
we are turning our backs on Border Pa-
trol. Really? A hundred million bucks
is a pretty good look at somebody’s
back.

That significantly reduces our ability
to remove these migrants that no
longer have a legal basis to remain in
the country.

Remember the backlog that requires
over a million dollars to get folks who
have failed the test for claiming asy-
lum.

By the way, there are those who pose
a risk. I won’t repeat what other people
have and will talk about. Instead of al-
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lowing this administration to continue
to positively manage the unmitigated
flow of migrants entering our country
without consequence, this bill proposes
funding and policies that address the
crisis by empowering Federal agents
and officers to do their jobs and not
spend money on folks that enable a po-
litical agenda of this administration. I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ROBERT GARCIA of California.
Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Ms. UNDERWOOD).

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I rise
in support of the amendment. The
Shelter and Services Program is in-
credibly important to communities
across the country, including mine, I1-
linois’ 14th District.

We all must realize that the flow of
migration doesn’t just impact commu-
nities at the border. It can be felt
across the country, including in my
home State of Illinois.

Eliminating the Shelter and Services
Program will not stop migration. This
funding provides States, cities, and
nonprofits with the resources they
need to provide temporary aid to new
migrant arrivals.

As people come to our country le-
gally seeking a better life, we cannot
ignore their humanitarian needs. Last
year, we were successful in providing
$650 million for the Shelter and Serv-
ices Program, but we know the needs of
our communities go far beyond what
we provided last year and even what
this amendment provides.

However, I am grateful for the gen-
tleman’s amendment because it is an
important starting point, and it pro-
vides a strong foundation for future
discussions.

It is no secret that we need to over-
haul our immigration system and that
there appears to be bipartisan agree-
ment on that. Until then, we must pro-
vide our communities with the re-
sources they need to manage the surge
now.

Reducing funding for a ridiculous
border wall and ICE transportation
funding to pay for this program makes
sense.

We need to move away from expen-
sive, ineffective, and outdated solu-
tions that do not address the migration
challenges we are experiencing today.

I urge support for this amendment,
and I look forward to increasing this
funding for the Shelter and Services
Program in our final enacted bill.

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Chairman, clearly,
this is one of the differences between
the two sides of the aisle.

This amendment is a double wham-
my. It weakens the border through
lack of physical investment, physical
improvement, and capital improve-
ment.

I agree with what my colleague from
Illinois said. They can’t handle it with
the present levels of funding with what
is coming across the border. The last
thing we need to do is try to put more
money into dealing with self-imposed
impacts that are avoidable.
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I urge opposition to the amendment,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROBERT
GARCIA).

The amendment was rejected.

O 1300

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair under-
stands that amendment No. 15 will not
be offered.

AMENDMENT NO. 18 OFFERED BY MS. GREENE OF
GEORGIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 18 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. The salary of Alejandro
Mayorkas, Secretary of Homeland Security,
shall be reduced to $1.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentle-
woman from Georgia (Ms. GREENE) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Georgia.

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Mr. Chair,
my amendment would effectively fire
Secretary Alejandro Mayorkas as Sec-
retary of Homeland Security for the
atrocious job that he is doing with our
southern border and the overall secu-
rity of our Nation.

Earlier this year, the House of Rep-
resentatives passed my Articles of Im-
peachment against Secretary
Mayorkas, making him the first Cabi-
net Secretary to be impeached since
1876. If the House impeached Secretary
Mayorkas, we should certainly not pay
him.

Here are some real-life consequences
of Alejandro Mayorkas’s failures.

Rachel Morin, a mother of five from
Maryland, was brutally raped and mur-
dered by an illegal alien from El Sal-
vador, who Mayorkas allowed to enter
our country as a got-away.

A 13-year-old girl in New York City
was violently raped at knifepoint and
kidnapped in broad daylight by a vi-
cious illegal from Ecuador. He is a
monster who was previously caught
crossing the border with a 3-year-old
child on his back in 2021, and then he
was released into the United States of
America under Secretary Mayorkas.

Jocelyn Nungaray, 12 years old, was
strangled to death and dumped in a
creek in Houston, Texas, by two
illegals from Venezuela, who were re-
leased under Secretary Mayorkas ear-
lier this year.

I can’t understand and comprehend
why my colleagues across the aisle
want to keep this going. This child was
12 years old.

Kayla Marie Hamilton, 20 years old,
was raped and strangled to death by an
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illegal MS-13 gang member who was
apprehended but subsequently released
under Mayorkas. By the way, he was
covered in gang tattoos. They knew ex-
actly what he was, but under the lead-
ership of Secretary Mayorkas, these
monsters get released into our country.

Laken Riley, 22, was brutally kid-
napped and murdered by an animal
from Venezuela, who was released into
our communities under Secretary
Mayorkas and not prosecuted in the
justice system in the State of New
York.

No more Americans should have to
die because Secretary Mayorkas re-
fuses to enforce the laws of our coun-
try. Secretary Mayorkas’ policies are
escorting murderers, rapists, criminal
trespassers, gang members, and terror-
ists into American communities.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I rise
in strong opposition to this amend-
ment.

The Secretary of Homeland Security
plays a critical role in our national se-
curity. Secretary Mayorkas has served
in his role admirably and has been an
honorable public servant for decades,
including service as a U.S. attorney,
the Director of USCIS, and the Deputy
Secretary of Homeland Security.

If my majority colleagues were sin-
cere about addressing and ending the
humanitarian crisis at the border, they
would not have rejected the oppor-
tunity to even debate one of the tough-
est bipartisan border bills in history
simply to appease the desires of those
who wish to keep chaos on the border
for political gain.

When the President and Secretary
Mayorkas requested additional re-
sources to secure the border, my col-
leagues across the aisle ignored that,
too—even after they demanded that we
take care of our own border first before
we consider providing any funding to
Ukraine and our other allies.

My colleagues and I remain ready to
address the challenges facing the De-
partment of Homeland Security and to
work toward building a modern immi-
gration system that reflects the reali-
ties of the world we live in today and
advances the best interests of Amer-
ican families, businesses, and commu-
nities.

In addition, I would be remiss if I
didn’t point out that this amendment
raises serious constitutional issues.
Punishing the Secretary is not the way
to handle policy disputes. Unfortu-
nately, this amendment prioritizes leg-
islative theater over the American peo-
ple.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“no,” and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Mr. Chair,
may I inquire how much time I have
remaining.
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
has 2 minutes remaining.

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Mr. Chair,
my colleague across the aisle talks
about Secretary Mayorkas and his so-
called critical role in our Nation’s se-
curity, yet Secretary Mayorkas has al-
lowed over 360 individuals on the ter-
rorist watch list to be caught while il-
legally crossing the southern border
between ports of entry. We have no
idea how many terrorists are in the in-
terior of our country. Two million that
we know of have gotten away. How
many of the 2 million are terrorists?

He has enabled a 7,000 percent in-
crease in illegal crossings of Chinese
nationals ever since 2021 when he took
the job.

His open border is allowing fentanyl
to pour into our communities, which is
killing 300 Americans every single day.

I would argue the Ukraine war is not
murdering any Americans, yet this
House of Representatives and the peo-
ple in Washington are obsessed with
using American taxpayer dollars to
fund that war while fully ignoring the
war on our southern border.

According to the Georgia Narcotics
Association, approximately 7 out of 10
pills on the street are laced with
fentanyl coming across the southern
border, yet my colleague across the
aisle says that we are ignoring the hu-
manitarian crisis at the southern bor-
der.

What this government, this adminis-
tration, and Secretary Mayorkas are
doing is ignoring the humanitarian cri-
sis all across our country. Fentanyl is
a weapon of mass destruction that is
murdering Americans. That should be
the issue this House cares about.

Secretary Mayorkas’ policies have
killed Americans, bankrupted commu-
nities, overrun schools, besieged towns,
drowned hospitals, and incapacitated
law enforcement while empowering
cartels and foreign entities.

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

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

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 19 OFFERED BY MS. GREENE OF
GEORGIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 19 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:
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SEC. . None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used by the Department
of Homeland Security to partner with the
Department of State to establish Safe Mobil-
ity Offices.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentle-
woman from Georgia (Ms. GREENE) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Georgia.

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Mr. Chair,
my amendment prohibits the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security from work-
ing with the State Department to es-
tablish something they call Safe Mobil-
ity Offices. As if legalizing and ena-
bling the invasion of America is not
enough, the Biden administration
wants to create offices down in foreign
countries to bring more people in in
their foreign country and help them in-
vade the United States, and they want
the American taxpayer to pay for it. It
is unbelievable.

Secretary Mayorkas is not only al-
lowing illegals to invade our country,
but he is also actively importing these
terrorists and rapists into our country
through the establishment—taxpayer-
funded, by the way—of Safe Mobility
Offices.

In a recent ABC interview, Mayorkas
bragged about this fact, stating: ‘“We
have built Safe Mobility Offices in Co-
lombia, Ecuador, Guatemala, Costa
Rica to reach people where they are so
they don’t have to take the perilous
journey.”

I can’t even believe this is a real
thing. He is not discouraging or pre-
venting these illegals from invading
our borders. He is showing them how to
do it, and he is making it easier for
them to come by establishing offices in
those foreign countries, bringing them
in, and telling them how to come to
the United States.

According to the State Department,
the Safe Mobility initiative is one of
the many ways the United States is fa-
cilitating access to safe and lawful
pathways from partner countries in the
region, at no cost to them, so refugees
and vulnerable migrants don’t have to
undertake dangerous journeys in
search of safety and better opportuni-
ties.

I bet Americans would love to feel
safe. I bet Americans who have lost
children and family members to illegal
alien crime, rape, and murder would
love for their family members to be
safe and their dead family members to
have better opportunities. No, the
Biden administration won’t allow it.
They have to open up offices to bring
in more people.

Once aliens apply, experts from inter-
national organizations help individuals
assess which legal pathways might
work for them. If the individual quali-
fies for resettlement into the United
States, which, according to the Biden
administration, everybody gets reset-
tlement into the United States, they
get a bus ticket, a plane ticket, or a
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train ticket to any of the 50 States
that they want. Then, the individual
will undergo expedited refugee proc-
essing under the Safe Mobility initia-
tive.

So our taxpayers are paying for of-
fices in these foreign countries to re-
cruit people to come to our country
and be expedited in at the cost of the
American people. This is outrageous,

infuriating, embarrassing, and Dpa-
thetic.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Illinois for
5 minutes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman,
Safe Mobility Offices are strategically
situated in Central and South America
and intended to be an alternative way
for individuals to seek lawful pathways
to the United States other than the
dangerous journey that many migrants
resort to in an effort to flee from perse-
cution or dangerous conditions.

They are good, commonsense poli-
cies. My colleague across the aisle may
be interested to know that these offices
are also a useful tool in combating ille-
gal border crossings.

Globally, we are facing the greatest
displacement of people since World War
II. That is why these offices are also in
partnership with Canada and Spain.

Let’s talk about the effect this
amendment would actually have on the
Department of Homeland Security.
Taking away options for lawful path-
ways only further burdens Border Pa-
trol and Customs and Border Protec-
tion with more encounters.

These Safe Mobility Offices enhance
our security posture because they
allow the vetting of individuals before
they ever set foot on U.S. soil.

It also takes money out of the car-
tels’ pockets because it prevents indi-
viduals from paying smugglers and
coyotes thousands of dollars to get
them through our borders.

Finally, it takes the burden off of our
already jammed immigration courts
that are managing over 3 million cases
and counting.

I hear so often my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle complain about
the chaos at the border, yet when the
administration comes up with innova-
tive solutions that aim to establish a
more orderly, efficient, and less cha-
otic border environment, it is met with
resistance, as demonstrated by amend-
ments like this one that we are debat-
ing today.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“no,” and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Mr. Chair,
talk about burdening Border Patrol, we
can talk about the over 12 million ille-
gal aliens that have flooded into our
country ever since Joe Biden took of-
fice, all under the direction of Sec-
retary Mayorkas. Yes, that has defi-
nitely burdened Border Patrol.
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Talk about innovative solutions, I
think we could call it innovative if you
are talking about completely invading
the United States of America by the
Biden administration and Secretary
Mayorkas. His creative idea of an inno-
vative solution is to open offices in for-
eign countries to recruit people to
come to the United States and be expe-
dited wherever they want to go.

This is a slap in the face of every sin-
gle American. It is a complete embar-
rassment. It is outrageous. Our Nation
is over $34.5 trillion in debt right now,
and Democrats want to open up and
spend money to open up more offices to
bring more people in? My colleague
talks about overwhelming Border Pa-
trol. This is overwhelming the Amer-
ican people.

Mr. Chair, I urge all of my colleagues
in the House to pass my amendment,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

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

The amendment was agreed to.
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AMENDMENT NO. 20 OFFERED BY MR. GROTHMAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 20 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used for the parole pro-
gram entitled ‘‘Processes for Cubans, Hai-
tians, Nicaraguans, and Venezuelans”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. GROTHMAN) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

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

Amendment No. 20 seeks to address
an often underdiscussed part of the on-
going border crisis: the surge in illegal
immigration from Cuba, Haiti, Nica-
ragua, and Venezuela. Recent years
have witnessed an unprecedented in-
crease in the number of migrants from
these four countries attempting to
cross our southwest border.

In fiscal year 2020, Border Patrol
agents apprehended about 17,500 illegal
entrants from these nations. That was
the final year before President Biden.
This number surged more than tenfold
in fiscal year 2021 to 181,000 and sky-
rocketed to over 600,000 in fiscal year
2022. From 17,000 to 600,000, these num-
bers are common in the increase during
this administration. Understanding the
factors behind this dramatic rise is
crucial to understanding the challenges
it poses.

The Biden administration’s approach
to border security has played a signifi-
cant role in this surge. Look no further
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than the introduction of the CHNV pa-
role process targeting nationals of
Cuba, Haiti, Nicaragua and Venezuela.

Initially created as a limited parole
program for Venezuelans, this program
expanded significantly in January of
2023. Now it offers parole for up to
30,000 nationals per month from these
countries. Remember, we used to have
17,000 in a whole year. Now it is 30,000
per month. This policy has led to a sys-
tem of all carrots and no sticks,
incentivizing illegal entries without
adequate deterrents.

Through the end of May, over 462,000
CHNV parolees have entered the U.S.
This figure surpasses the current popu-
lation of New Orleans just from these
four countries and far exceeds the an-
nual immigration limits set by Con-
gress.

Despite these parolees lacking visas
or legal rights to enter, they have been
granted work authorizations, poten-
tially impacting the wages and work-
ing conditions of American workers.

The administration claims that each
CHNYV applicant undergoes robust secu-
rity vetting and requires a U.S.-based
supporter. However, this system is ripe
for exploitation, human trafficking,
and fraud. Moreover, the security vet-
ting process is insufficient, particu-
larly given the limited cooperation
from hostile governments and the lack
of a stable government in Haiti.

When I have been on the border, the
only country they get criminal back-
ground checks from is Canada.

My amendment is straightforward.
None of the funds appropriated by this
act can be used to run the CHNV parole
program.

Congress must act to correct these
misguided policies, prioritize the en-
forcement of existing immigration
laws, and ensure that our border secu-
rity measures are both effective and
humane.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, as a
threshold matter, the underlying bill
already includes a provision that would
effectively end the current operation of
the program referenced in this amend-
ment.

That is because applicants must use
the CBP One mobile app from abroad to
submit information that is then used
to conduct background checks. The
majority’s bill already includes a
harmful provision that prevents the
use of the CBP One app to facilitate
the parole of migrants into the United
States.

Setting aside the redundancy of this
provision, it is worth spending a mo-
ment discussing the harmful impact of
preventing this program to continue.

The parole process in place for Cu-
bans, Haitians, Nicaraguans, and Ven-
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ezuelans provides the Department an
opportunity to provide an alternative
to the dangerous journeys that many
migrants resort to taking to flee from
persecution and dangerous conditions.
It also enhances our security posture
because it allows the Department to
vet people before they arrive. It has re-
sulted in a significant reduction in the
number of these individuals being en-
countered between ports of entry at
our southern border, which helps with
having a more orderly and less chaotic
border environment.

I really do wish my colleagues across
the aisle, who talk all the time about
wanting to secure the border, would
start working with Democrats to pro-
vide DHS the resources it needs and
stop trying to prevent it from exe-
cuting programs that are actually
working.

Instead of ending programs that are
reducing chaos at the border, we should
be discussing how to build upon the
successes of these efforts.

Once again, this amendment has no
chance of being enacted. I urge a ‘‘no”
vote on this amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. TURNER).

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Chair, I thank
Congressman GROTHMAN, my friend and
colleague, for his leadership on this
issue.

I ask for strong support for this
amendment which prohibits funding to
be used for the parole program titled:
“Processes for Cubans, Haitians, Nica-
raguans, and Venezuelans.”’

More than 10,000 Haitian migrants
have settled in my congressional dis-
trict in Springfield, Ohio, sent there by
the Biden administration’s unlawful
use of the immigration parole program.
I am going to say that again. More
than 10,000 Haitians have settled in my
congressional district in Springfield,
Ohio.

America is a Nation of immigrants,
and Ohio has undoubtedly been en-
riched by those seeking the tremen-
dous opportunities that our country
has to offer. However, Biden’s adminis-
tration policies incentivize migrants to
locate in the United States rapidly and
in large numbers, moving to small and
rural communities like in my district.

You cannot find a city in this coun-
try that would be able to sufficiently
handle this kind of surge. The city of
Springfield is strained with infrastruc-
ture, housing, and schools all pushed to
the limit.

Last year, the community of Spring-
field formed an immigration account-
ability response team to address this
unprecedented population explosion.
These Biden policies are wrong and put
these people and the city of Springfield
in impossible circumstances.

Mr. Chair, I urge strong support of
this amendment.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, I urge
all Members to support this amend-
ment, and I reserve the balance of my
time.
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
has the only time remaining.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, the
CHNV program is another example of
this administration clearly violating
the limits on parole established by
Congress. None of the migrants being
paroled into this Nation under this pro-
gram have a legal basis to enter.

Mr. Chair, I urge all Members to sup-
port this amendment, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

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

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 29 OFFERED BY MR. MCCORMICK

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 29 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. McCCORMICK. Mr. Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 26, line 14, insert ‘¢, including any
barrier constructed by a State government,”
after ‘‘barriers’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. MCCORMICK) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Chair, I rise to
offer my amendment No. 29 to H.R.
8752, the fiscal year 2025 Homeland Se-
curity appropriations bill.

My amendment would add language
to section 212 of the bill to make sure
that no Federal funds can be used to
dismantle, demolish, remove, or dam-
age barriers on the U.S.-Mexico border
that are placed there by State govern-
ments.

The crisis at our southern border has
never been worse. Since President
Biden took office, there have been eas-
ily over 9 million encounters nation-
wide and over 7.5 million at the south-
west border specifically. There have
been around 2 million known got-aways
and over 350 encounters with those on
terrorist watch lists, massive numbers
of aliens who are considered inadmis-
sible by law entering our country, with
about 400,000 from Cuba, Haiti, Nica-
ragua, and Venezuela mass paroled into
our country.

We are willfully and knowingly al-
lowing murderers, rapists, and spies
into our country as a byproduct of the
Biden administration’s attempt to
skew future elections. They do not care
about the carnage and would literally
be happy to be king of the ashes.
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The border crisis has also created a
public health crisis. This fiscal year,
there has been over 13,000 pounds of
fentanyl seized. That is enough to kill
billions of people. We have seen 110,000
people who have died from opioid
overdoses. That is just what we stop,
though, 13,000 pounds.

In the meantime, the President and
his allies in Congress have said time
and time again that nothing can be
fixed without congressional action. I
am all for congressional action. This
body passed H.R. 2 over a year ago, a
bill that would fix issues in the code by
doing things like raising the standard
for credible fear determinations and re-
quiring most migrants to arrive at offi-
cial ports of entry to have their asylum
cases processed. Sadly, it is not sur-
prising that this bill hasn’t seen the
light of day in the do-nothing Senate.

Here is the other reality. Immigra-
tion law hasn’t changed significantly
in years. The border crisis was never
this bad before. Under President
Trump, and even under Presidents
Clinton and Obama—as a matter of
fact, Obama ran on border security, let
that sink in—we didn’t see the same
absolute humanitarian crisis that is
going on today. This is the fault of the
current administration.

In response to the negligence of this
administration, Texas, under the lead-
ership of Governor Abbott, started Op-
eration Lone Star to secure the border.
His plan included the placement of
more than 100 miles of razor wire along
the border. What was the administra-
tion’s response? To oppose Texas every
step of the way and even go so far as to
cut razor wire installed by Texans.
This is completely unacceptable. It is
an example of the administration
starting a problem and then preventing
anyone else from fixing it as Biden has
done nothing to secure our sovereign
border.

My amendment would prevent this
and guard the ability of Texas, Ari-
zona, New Mexico, and other border
States to protect their citizens and
their border.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, the
U.S. Constitution grants the Federal
Government the sole authority to con-
trol immigration and secure the Na-
tion’s border. That includes deter-
mining who is allowed to enter the
country and how the borders are to be
secured. This is for a good reason. It is
critical that we have uniformity and
consistency in our immigration and
border security policies across all
States.

The Federal Government protects
our national interests while maintain-
ing positive relationships with neigh-
boring countries. With this amend-
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ment, we are placing Border Patrol in
the unfortunate position of being un-
able to properly secure the border
where a State independently con-
structs or allows the construction of
border barriers, such as a wall or fenc-
ing.

Furthermore, this amendment would
impede CBP’s ability to carry out its
mission. CBP has indicated it would
have challenges if this language were
enacted.

For example, this provision would
present an extreme life and safety risk
to asylum seekers and other migrants
who may need to be rescued. Border
Patrol agents and CBP air and marine
officers regularly save migrants from
drowning. Preventing the removal of
concertina wire or other structures on
the border will cause an increase in
drowning deaths, which would further
place our law enforcement officers and
agents at risk.

Mr. Chair, I will vote ‘‘no,” and I en-
courage my colleagues to do the same.
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. MCCORMICK. Mr. Chair, I will
quote the ‘‘protects our national inter-
ests.” That is the justification of re-
moving barriers to illegal invaders; it
protects Americans’ interests. These
are the same people who would do
harm to our American citizens through
fentanyl overdoses, rapes, murders,
crime, and then consuming American
resources at a time when we cannot af-
ford it.
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President Biden’s executive order is
too little too late. It won’t fix the bor-
der crisis and would still give tacit
legal permission to about 1 million ille-
gal immigrants to enter every year.
That is if he didn’t tell agents to ig-
nore his own guidance. Further Biden’s
latest legal action, amnesty for 500,000
illegal immigrants based on their mar-
ital status will encourage more immi-
grants to break the law and cross the
border to do something else.

This policy of the administration has
shown that they aren’t seriously at-
tempting to secure the border and to
solve this problem.

In closing, Mr. Chair, my amendment
would simply protect the State govern-
ments and allow them to secure their
borders while the President refuses to
do that.

This is an 80 percent issue among the
American public. This is an issue of We
the People protecting our house.

With the policies of this current ad-
ministration, we, at the very least,
must make sure we allow State govern-
ments to protect their citizens and pro-
tect their borders.

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

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

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 30 OFFERED BY MR. MOLINARO

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 30 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.
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Mr. MOLINARO. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 1, line 14, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)".

Page 11, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from New York (Mr. MOLINARO) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. MOLINARO. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment is very simple. It is a mod-
est increase to funding for the U.S.
Customs and Border Protection Agency
which will assist in ensuring our south-
ern border is secure.

There is little question that this ad-
ministration has created a crisis at our
border. Every State across America is
facing the significant challenge of mil-
lions of wundocumented individuals
crossing into the country, in some
cases even being transported to cities
and States across America by this very
administration.

With that comes significant increases
in human trafficking and the drug
trade increases of fentanyl and syn-
thetic opioids crossing the border, tak-
ing American lives, and devastating
communities all across the country.

My own State of New York, admit-
tedly, through bad policy decisions of
the mayor of New York City and the
Governor of New York, Kathy Hochul,
has become a border State. Hundreds of
thousands of individuals are being relo-
cated to the State of New York all at
the same time making an enormous
crisis even worse.

In our own State we have seen indi-
viduals transported from downstate to
upstate all with the sanction and the
incentivizing from this President and
the administration.

Every tool, every resource, and every
additional dollar we can provide Cus-
toms and Border Patrol is critically
necessary to not only securing our bor-
der but saving lives, as well.

Congress needs to put forth greater
focus and greater dollars, but at the
same time this crisis was created by
the President, and it is time that this
crisis comes to an end.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, while I
can support additional funding for DHS
components in fiscal year 2025, I must
respectfully oppose this amendment.
We are debating increasing a multibil-
lion dollar agency by a miniscule
amount at the detriment of the Office
of the Secretary which is consistently
under attack by this majority.
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The Office of the Secretary and Exec-
utive Management has already been
cut by 23 percent.

Mr. Chair, I support the men and
women of CBP, but let’s not continue
with these amendments to message the
majority’s opposition to the Biden ad-
ministration on the backs of the other
career public servants this amendment
will undoubtedly impact.

Mr. Chair, I oppose this amendment,
I urge my colleagues to do the same,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. MOLINARO. Mr. Chairman, I cer-
tainly wasn’t going to take the dollars
from Border Patrol to rededicate to
Border Patrol, so it seemed quite clear
to me that we ought to take it from
the Office of the Secretary.

If it were up to me, having served as
an executive for 12 years, not only
would I not have hired Secretary
Mayorkas, I would have called for his
resignation immediately. If it were up
to me, I would eliminate him from the
office as it is, but that is not a mes-
sage.

It is critically important we give the
tools necessary to CBP to do its job. It
is critically important that, in fact, we
hold the administration accountable. It
is critically important that Americans
understand there is one side of the
aisle that is actually fighting to secure
the border, and we will continue to do
S0.

Mr. Chair, I ask support for the
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

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

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 32 OFFERED BY MR. MOORE OF
ALABAMA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 32 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. MOORE of Alabama. Mr. Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 14, line 14, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $50,000,000)
(decreased by $50,000,000).

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Alabama (Mr. MOORE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Alabama.

Mr. MOORE of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support
of amendment No. 32 that would ex-
press congressional opposition to
TSA’s use of facial recognition tech-
nology at American airports.

Facial recognition technology en-
croaches on the privacy of American
citizens. This gives the government un-
precedented surveillance capabilities
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that can track a person’s movements
in real time.

At a time when the government al-
ready conducts warrantless searches of
our data through the FISA programs,
we should not give our weaponized gov-
ernment another inch when it comes to
mass surveillance, especially without a
sophisticated system of checks and bal-
ances.

TSA has expanded its facial recogni-
tion technology at American airports.
While TSA states that the program is
optional, it is the stated intent of the
TSA to expand this technology beyond
the security checkpoint and require
that passengers undergo facial recogni-
tion scans every time they travel. Fur-
ther, there are several airports that I
have traveled to that do not have suffi-
cient signage to alert passengers that
they have the option to opt out of this
intrusive technology.

In April of 2023, TSA Administrator
Pekoske admitted at the South by
Southwest Conference that we will get
to a point where we will require bio-
metrics across the board.

The potential for misuse of this tech-
nology extends far beyond airport secu-
rity checkpoints. Once Americans be-
come accustomed to government facial
recognition scans, it will be that much
easier for the government to scan citi-
zens’ faces everywhere, from entry into
government buildings, to passive sur-
veillance on public property like parks,
schools, and sidewalks.

This powerful surveillance tech-
nology as deployed by TSA does not
make air travel safer. As a matter of
fact, the 3 percent error rate cited by
TSA represents more than 68,000
mismatches per day if used on all 2.2
million daily travelers.

Recent news reports that hundreds of
passengers have bypassed TSA security
checkpoints entirely in recent years
suggest that TSA should focus on the
fundamentals, not expanding its facial
recognition program.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman,
the use of facial recognition tech-
nology, which is still a fairly new capa-
bility, requires robust oversight and in-
ternal controls, including a privacy im-
pact assessment by DHS’s privacy of-
fice.

I know that the Department of
Homeland Security and TSA have been
taking important steps in that direc-
tion, including departmentwide gov-
ernance policies and allowing travelers
going through TSA checkpoints to opt
out of the use of this technology.

More work needs to be done to ad-
dress the potential for biases and inac-
curacies in the facial recognition algo-
rithms, particularly regarding their
ability to accurately recognize individ-
uals from  different demographic
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groups, as well as ensuring that trav-
elers are aware of their rights to opt
out of the facial recognition screening
process.

However, I believe we should con-
tinue to lean in to address these chal-
lenges to ensure the appropriate pro-
tections and safeguards are in place
while also embracing and investing in
modern solutions that not only
strengthen our security and expedite
the traveler experience with DHS, but
also improve the lives of everyday
Americans.

Mr. Chair, I oppose this amendment,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. MOORE of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank my colleague from Mas-
sachusetts (Ms. PRESSLEY) for cospon-
soring this amendment. I encourage
my colleagues to support this effort, as
well.

In closing, Mr. Chairman, I encour-
age all Members and friends to support
this important amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

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

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 37 OFFERED BY MR. MULLIN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 37 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. MULLIN. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 2, line 10, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $18,168,000)"’.

Page 43, line 24, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(increased by $18,168,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from California (Mr. MULLIN) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

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

Mr. Chairman, America’s Urban
Search and Rescue teams are vital task
forces that deserve adequate funding so
they can continue to bring hope during
our country’s darkest hours.

Deployed across the country when-
ever a major disaster strikes, these
task forces have pulled victims out of
the rubble after the World Trade Cen-
ter collapsed, searched for those
stranded in flooded homes during Hur-
ricane Katrina, responded to raging
wildfires in Maui, and answered the
call to help with many other disasters
across America and the world.

These heroes have been there for our
Nation when we have needed them the
most. While we cannot forecast the
next mnational emergency, Congress
must proactively support the needs of
these task forces so they may ade-
quately prepare for the next moment
they are called into action.

That is why I am leading a bipartisan
group of lawmakers with Representa-
tives YOUNG KiM from California and
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JILL TOKUDA from Hawaii to advocate
for an $18 million increase in Federal
funding for America’s 28 Urban Search
and Rescue task forces. This would pre-
vent cuts to funding the task forces re-
ceived in fiscal year 2024, and it would
meet the actual expenses that local
fire departments and other first re-
sponders have on the ground.

Our proposal is also extremely mod-
est. It represents just $2 million per
task force. It is the least we can do to
ensure emergency responders have the
training and equipment they need
when a disaster strikes.

I am grateful to have their support
and the support of task force leaders
from across the country for this effort.

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

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Chair, I

claim the time in opposition, even
though I am not opposed to it.
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. OGLES).

Without objection, the gentlewoman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Chair, I
rise in support of this bipartisan
amendment to provide much-needed re-
sources to the FEMA Operations and
Support account for the National
Urban Search and Rescue Response
System, or US&R.

This increase is offset by the man-
agement directorate for operations and
support account.

US&R has been critical in disaster
response efforts in the aftermath of the
major wildfires, hurricanes, and trop-
ical storms across the country, includ-
ing in California.

We are reminded of the importance of
this program as communities in our
area face a scorching heat wave and a
threat of devastating wildfires, and I
am grateful to Orange County Fire Au-
thority Chief Brian Fennessy’s leader-
ship as the Western representative for
nine US&R task forces in our region.

Unfortunately, costs associated with
operating the task forces have in-
creased with higher labor and equip-
ment costs and more deployments. My
amendment ensures US&R’s task
forces are equipped with the tools need-
ed to protect our communities.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support this amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

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

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

The amendment was agreed to.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I rise
as the designee of the gentlewoman
from Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO), and I
move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I yield
to the gentleman from Rhode Island
(Mr. MAGAZINER).

Mr. MAGAZINER. Mr. Chair, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

The most solemn duty that we have
as Members of Congress is to keep
Americans safe. Unfortunately, instead
of focusing on the very real threats fac-
ing our homeland, too many House Re-
publicans are playing politics trying to
defund the FBI and the Department of
Justice, refusing to take action on gun
violence and cheerleading for violent
extremists like those who attacked
this Capitol and the people in it on
January 6.

They are putting their political agen-
das ahead of keeping everyday Amer-
ican people safe.
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Let’s not forget that it was House
Republicans who killed the bipartisan
plan to secure the border because Don-
ald Trump told them he would rather
have an issue to campaign on than fix
the problem. Shameful.

When asked to explain his opposition
to the bipartisan border security bill,
one House Republican even said, ‘‘Let
me tell you, I am not willing to do too
damn much right now to help a Demo-
crat and to help Joe Biden’s approval
rating,” putting politics ahead of se-
curing the border.

This appropriations bill proposed by
House Republicans cuts funding for re-
gional counterterrorism efforts that
keep Americans safe from both domes-
tic and foreign terrorism and cuts all
funding to help States and cities man-
age the impact of migration.

I sit on the Homeland Security Com-
mittee, and I saw as House Republicans
brought in officials from States and
cities to talk about how difficult it is
to deal with the challenges of migra-
tion in their communities. Guess what?
If those State or city officials are
watching now, this budget that the
House Republicans are proposing zeros
you out, cuts you off. They are saying
to you that you are on your own at the
State and local level to deal with these
challenges.

The American people want House Re-
publicans to stop playing political
games and work together across the
aisle with Democrats to secure our
homeland.

For this reason, at the appropriate
time, I will offer a motion to recommit
this bill back to committee for further
work. My amendment would secure our
homeland by providing an additional
$561 million to Customs and Border Pro-
tection to improve information sharing
and prevent people who are on the
watch list from entering our country
and to enhance security at ports of
entry and combat fentanyl trafficking
by purchasing equipment, including li-
cense plate readers and substance de-
tection devices.

It would also provide over $150 mil-
lion to detect radiological and nuclear
materials and biohazard threats, and
prevent terror attacks, and it would re-
store funding and authorities to com-
bat domestic terrorism, domestic ex-
tremists like those who violently at-
tacked police officers and tried to stop
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the people’s votes from being counted
on January 6.

I ask my colleagues, let’s put Ameri-
cans first by working together across
the aisle, the way people expect of us,
to secure our homeland and keep peo-
ple safe instead of advancing the ex-
treme agenda of the former President,
who, by the way, was just convicted of
34 criminal counts.

I hope my colleagues will join me in
voting for the motion to recommit.

Mr. Chair, I include in the RECORD
the text of my amendment.

Mr. Magaziner of Rhode Island moves to
recommit the bill H.R. 8752 to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations with the following
amendment:

Page 2, after line 6, insert the following:

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of the Office of the
Secretary and for executive management for
Federal assistance through grants, con-
tracts, cooperative agreements, and other
activities, $20,000,000, which shall be trans-
ferred to ‘‘Federal Emergency Management
Agency—Federal Assistance’, for targeted
violence and terrorism prevention grants to
remain available until September 30, 2026.

Page 2, line 16, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $15,000,000)".

Page 11, line 4, after the dollar amount in-
sert “‘(increased by $51,000,000)".

Page 12, line 8, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $30,000,000)".

Page 12, line 9, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $30,000,000)"’.

Page 25, line 1, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $30,000,000)"’.

Page 58, line 22, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $105,798,000)".

Page 12, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(decreased by $221,798,000)".

Page 12, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(decreased by $221,798,000).

Page 24, line 17, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(decreased by $221,798,000)’.

Page 24, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(decreased by $221,798,000)"’.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair would
remind Members to refrain from engag-
ing in personalities toward presump-
tive nominees for the Office of Presi-
dent.

AMENDMENT NO. 38 OFFERED BY MR. NORMAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 38 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to purchase electric
vehicles.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. NORMAN) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Carolina.

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Chair, my amend-
ment is pretty simple. It prohibits
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funding for the purchase of electric ve-
hicles.

We have a Member here in Congress
who owns a dealership who is burying
his electric vehicle, which doesn’t
work, as a testament to how useless
these vehicles are.

I rise in support of my amendment
that prohibits funds for the purchase of
electric vehicles. As part of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security’s Climate
Action Plan, whatever that is, the
agency responsible for the safety and
security of our Nation is wasting hard-
earned taxpayer dollars on EVs.

DHS has set a goal to transition 50
percent of its vehicle fleet to zero-
emissions vehicles by 2030 in an effort
to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
Where is DHS’ goal to reduce the num-
ber of illegal immigrants entering this
country?

DHS is proud to be the first Federal
agency to debut electric vehicles for
law enforcement. How does an electric
vehicle help a law enforcement officer
do his or her job better? How does an
electric vehicle protect our Nation?
The DHS’ website says it is imple-
menting a new approach to meet the
climate crisis, whatever that is, which
includes reducing greenhouse gas emis-
sions.

Mr. Chair, this is a joke. What about
the real crisis that is threatening our
Nation, the crisis at the border, the
crisis that has resulted in many deaths
that are reported daily?

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, first,
we should all support sensible steps to
reduce the government’s greenhouse
gas emissions. Electric vehicles have
the potential to significantly improve
Federal fleet efficiency and reduce ve-
hicle operation and maintenance costs.

Prohibiting the Department from
buying one type of cutting-edge tech-
nology just because some of my col-
leagues want to score political points
and continue to deny the existence of
climate change is shameful and im-
practical. Transitioning our Federal
fleet to electric vehicles where possible
is not part of some woke agenda. It is
a matter of practicality, risk mitiga-
tion, efficiency, and safety.

I support these efforts, and I believe
the American people support the cost
savings, cleaner air, new jobs, and
healthy environmental future that will
come with working to achieve our cli-
mate goals.

This amendment is just another par-
tisan policy rider that gets us no closer
to a final enacted bill for the Depart-
ment before the close of the fiscal year.

Mr. Chair, I oppose this amendment,
and I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no.”
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Chair, the real
crisis at the border is the invasion that
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is now taking place with over 9.6 mil-
lion illegal immigrant encounters since
the Biden administration took office
3% years ago, over 1.8 got-aways who
evaded Border Patrol since the Biden
administration took office 3% years
ago, over b0 illegal immigrants with
ties to ISIS infiltrating our Nation,
and over 27,000 Chinese Communist na-
tionals encountered in fiscal year 2024.

I don’t know how much longer we are
going to have to put up with the
killings that are taking place. In one 2
days ago, a 13-year-old girl was dragged
under a bridge, tortured for 2 hours,
raped, and then killed.

How long will my friends on the op-
posite side of the aisle put up with this
kind of insanity? Since the Biden ad-
ministration took office, it has opened
the borders to anybody from anywhere,
any country, without any vetting.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support my amendment to ensure DHS
is focused on their true mission to se-
cure the Nation from the many threats
that we face and to keep America safe.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. NOR-
MAN).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 39 OFFERED BY MR. NORMAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 39 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used for the Inclusion Ac-
tion Committee of the Transportation Secu-
rity Administration.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. NORMAN) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Carolina.

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Chair, I rise in
support of my amendment that pro-
hibits funds for TSA’s Inclusion Action
Committee.

In August 2020, TSA announced the
Inclusion Action Committee, which it
describes as a coalition of diverse lead-
ers focused on measuring the current
state of diversity and inclusion at the
TSA. The committee was instrumental
in creating a gender-neutral option for
the TSA PreCheck to serve nonbinary
and gender nonconforming passengers
and allow applicants to select their
gender based on self-attestation, re-
gardless of the sex assigned at birth.

This is flat-out insanity. Where else
does this work in our society? Can I go
to a bank and say I am Bill Gates and
need a $10 million loan? Can I go to any
NFL team and say I am a star football
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player and get automatically on the
team? It is insanity. How does letting a
confused man check a box calling him-
self a woman make our country any
safer? Is this really what we should be
focusing on?

The committee also came out with a
report on best practices to support an
inclusive, diverse environment. Where
is the report on the best practices to
secure our border, which has been open
for the last 3% years?

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity has utilized over 50 airports to
process over 400,000 inadmissible aliens
through this administration’s unlawful
Cuban, Haitian, Nicaraguan, and Ven-
ezuelan mass parole programs as well
as any other country.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, there
is probably no agency in the Depart-
ment that interacts with everyday
Americans, our constituents, more
than the Transportation Security Ad-
ministration.

TSA’s interaction with the traveling
public is one that should reinforce
TSA’s commitment to the safety and
security of the traveler and their expe-
rience with TSA. That is not just lim-
ited to screening baggage. It means re-
specting all travelers, including trav-
elers from diverse racial and ethnic
backgrounds and the LGBTQIA+ com-
munity. TSA’s recognition of
inclusivity should be celebrated, not
handicapped.

Whether this majority wants to ac-
cept it or not, we are a diverse nation.
That is what makes us great. This
amendment is simply another pointless
culture war and a waste of our time. I
oppose the amendment, and I urge my
colleagues to vote ‘‘no.”

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

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Chair, I would just
say this is insanity. For those listening
in the balcony, I am sure if they flew
here, they had to present a valid ID, a
valid verification, a valid ticket before
they got on the airplane. With illegals,
it is no photo ID, no verification or in-
formation, just a piece of paper pro-
vided by the illegal immigrant.

This is a blatant mockery of United
States law. Instead of securing our
transportation system, TSA is more
worried about diversity and feelings.

As a side note, can I go up to the TSA
agent and claim to be a pilot and get in
the pilot seat? No, I can’t. It is insan-
ity to even say that. It is amazing this
is even something we have to spend
time debating.

As I explained with my last amend-
ment, DHS’ mission is to secure the
Nation from the many threats we face
and to keep America safe. TSA’s mis-
sion is to protect the Nation’s trans-
portation system, to ensure freedom of
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movement for people and commerce.
How does an Inclusion Action Com-
mittee that advocates for a woke diver-
sity, equity, and inclusion agenda
make our Nation any safer? The an-
swer is it doesn’t.

Again, it is insanity to even have to
debate this on the floor of the House of
Representatives with all the other cri-
ses that we are facing.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. NOR-
MAN).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 42 OFFERED BY MR. OGLES

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. NORMAN). It
is now in order to consider amendment
No. 42 printed in part C of House Re-
port 118-559.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 1, line 14, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)’.

Page 95, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. OGLES) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.
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Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of my amendment to cut the
budget of the Office of the Secretary of
Homeland Security by $10 million.

If we want our government to func-
tion, there must be consequences for
poor performance. We have a record
number of illegal aliens flooding across
our borders. Under Secretary
Mayorkas’ so-called leadership, the
U.S. Border Patrol’s migrant encoun-
ters have reached five times the rate
they were even under the Obama ad-
ministration.

Nearly 371,000 illegal aliens were ap-
prehended in the United States in De-
cember alone, with over 5.4 million il-
legal alien apprehensions occurring be-
tween fiscal year 2023 and the present
day. We know this failure comes from
the top.

That is why this body voted to im-
peach Secretary Mayorkas for his will-
ful and systematic refusal to comply
with the law. It is a breach of the pub-
lic trust.

My amendment imposes a measured
cut to the Office of the Secretary to
make it clear that we find his work un-
acceptable.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.
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Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I rise
in strong opposition to this amend-
ment.

This amendment would further cut
funding from the Office of the Sec-
retary and Executive Management be-
yond the damaging cuts already in-
cluded in the majority’s base bill. The
bill already eliminates funding for the
Office of Immigration Detention Om-
budsman and for the Center for Preven-
tion Programs and Partnerships. It
slashes funding for family reunifica-
tion efforts and includes several unde-
fined cuts to contracts, travel, per-
sonnel, and other base activities.

It includes no additional funding for
much-needed investments in the De-
partment’s electronic health records
management system, nor does the bill
address the growth and workload for
the Office of Civil Rights and Civil Lib-
erties.

The bill also withholds important in-
vestments in the new Office of Home-
land Security Statistics, which should
serve as the foundation of evidence-
based decisionmaking across the De-
partment’s diverse set of mission re-
sponsibilities.

This amendment would require deep-
er cuts that will further harm impor-
tant priorities. For example, the Office
of Health Security is funded within
this account, and it provides employee
wellness and suicide prevention serv-
ices for the Department’s workforce.
This account also provides funding for
child well-being specialists to oversee
the care of kids in CBP custody, ensur-
ing they receive the proper level of
care and helping to ensure that Border
Patrol agents are able to prioritize
their primary law enforcement duties.

Mr. Chair, amendments like this are
unserious and unhelpful. I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no,” and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chairman, serious? I
think this is serious. Actions have con-
sequences. Inaction should also have
consequences.

A 12-year-old girl, intending to con-
nect with her 13-year-old boyfriend, in-
stead was intercepted by two drunk
illegals. They took her. They raped
her. They strangled her. Two hours
later, they tried to get money to leave
the country.

I pause because this is serious. We
have a Secretary who is not doing his
job.

Mr. Chairman, this is a modest cut.
It is not going to turn out the lights,
but it sends a clear message that the
Secretary’s job is to protect American
citizens. It is not diversity. It is not
political points. It is to protect Amer-
ica.

There were 400 individuals just des-
ignated as having potential ties to ter-
rorists, but they weren’t apprehended
because they weren’t on the terror
watch list.

Inaction has consequences. This is se-
rious. This cut is meant to send a mes-
sage: Enough is enough.

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

June 26, 2024

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. DESJARLAIS).
The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Tennessee
(Mr. OGLES).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 43 OFFERED BY MR. OGLES

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 43 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to carry out Execu-
tive Order 14019 (86 Fed. Reg. 13623; relating
to promoting access to voting), except for
sections 7, 8, and 10 of such Order.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. OGLES) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chairman, Execu-
tive Order No. 14019, allegedly pro-
moting access to voting, is an effort to
divert Federal resources to partisan
politics.

This dangerous executive order in-
structs a wide range of agencies, in-
cluding the Department of Health and
Human Services and the Small Busi-
ness Administration, to engage in
voter turnout operations. Worse, it in-
structs agencies to partner with ap-
proved third-party organizations to as-
sist them in their voter registration
and other election-focused efforts.

Who will approve these organiza-
tions? What criteria will be used? The
executive order doesn’t say.

Congress has never granted the ad-
ministration any authority to approve
such groups or specified any criteria
for doing so. This executive order is il-
legal.

We all know how this will play out.
The Biden administration will partner
with groups focused on mobilizing
Democratic voters. The executive order
instructs agencies to let these groups
use Federal property to conduct their
voter registration initiatives with the
assistance of Federal employees. The
use of Federal resources may free up
their other resources for more nakedly
political operations elsewhere.

Attorneys general in 13 States wrote
to President Biden in opposition to this
executive order.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I rise
in opposition to this amendment.

It is absolutely disheartening to
learn that any Member of Congress
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would actively work to undermine vot-
ing rights in this country. Yet, once
again, my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle are demonstrating that
House Republicans have no regard for
democracy and no desire to uphold
every American’s right to vote.

That is why the majority is so des-
perate to draw district lines to choke
out the voices of vulnerable and under-
represented Americans. Now, with this
amendment, we see another one of
their tactics, which is cruel and un-
American. It is an antidemocratic pro-
vision by the majority, this time seek-
ing to suppress access to voting and re-
moving steps the administration is
taking to ensure that our elections are
fair and free from outside influence.

Executive Order No. 14019 on voting
access will help ensure that all Ameri-
cans can exercise their right to vote,
such as voters in underserved commu-
nities, voters who are younger and
older, rural and urban, new citizens,
servicemembers and veterans, Native
Americans, voters with disabilities,
and voters with language access con-
cerns.

Every Member of this body should
support these ideals. While the amend-
ment would allow the administration
to continue these actions for service-
members, voters with disabilities, and
Native Americans, it would remove
such efforts for other populations. That
should tell my colleagues everything
they need to know about their real in-
tentions.

The Cybersecurity and Infrastructure
Security Agency, also known as CISA,
is funded through this Ilegislation.
CISA plays a critical role in election
security. For example, the Agency is
working with the Department of Jus-
tice to combat the increased threats to
election officials and election workers.
How is that a bad thing?

Honestly, I cannot comprehend how
anyone who holds public office in our
country could possibly support an
amendment that attacks the very foun-
dation of our democracy. This amend-
ment does nothing more than threaten
the integrity of our electoral process
by limiting CISA’s ability to ensure
safe and secure elections for all U.S.
citizens.

Mr. Chair, I will vote ‘‘no,” and I en-
courage my colleagues to do the same.
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chairman, we all un-
derstand the importance of maintain-
ing the American people’s faith in our
elections. We understand that voting
and access to the ballot box is impor-
tant.

My colleague spoke to the idea of
outside influence, and that is exactly
what this order does. It brings outside
influence onto Federal property. The 13
attorneys general raised objections be-
cause, with individuals and outside
groups being hosted on Federal prop-
erty, if there is a violation, those AGs
may have problems or troubles pros-
ecuting the State law because it is on
Federal property.
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This creates a conflict between the
Federal Government and the States, as
pointed out by attorneys general. It
seems impossible that this executive
order can be carried out without viola-
tions of the Antideficiency Act, which
prohibits the use of funds for purposes
not authorized by Congress; the Ad-
ministrative Procedures Act; and the
Hatch Act.

Congress must clear this up. This
amendment is clean. It is clear. It
blocks some of this undue outside in-
fluence.

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

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

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 44 OFFERED BY MR. OGLES

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 44 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to enforce any
COVID-19 mask mandates.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. OGLES) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment prohibits the Secretary
from requiring individuals to wear
masks to prevent the spread of COVID-
19.

Mr. Chair, this may seem like an old
argument, but when we see the testi-
mony of Fauci talking about how much
of the recommendations were made up
and fictitious, I think it is important
that we Kkeep this conversation in the
forefront.

I think we remind individuals that
our government overreached its au-
thority and infringed on liberty. I
think it is important we draw a line in
the sand and tell the Secretary that he
can’t offer a mandate that forces some-
one to wear a mask.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.
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Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman,
first, these policies should be debated
in a different context, on a different
bill. DHS’ role here is guided by the
Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention. DHS does not develop inde-
pendent policies on these issues, but,
rather, implements policies that origi-
nate with the CDC. Second, vaccines
and masks are for the safety of self and
others.

If enacted under this amendment, the
Department would struggle to ensure
the health of the traveling public in
the face of a pandemic. This amend-
ment undermines public health and the
Department’s authority to ensure the
safety of the traveling public. Instead,
it needlessly prevents risk control
measures at great risk to our commu-
nities.

Mr. Chair, I oppose this amendment,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate my colleague for her sentiment,
but I would argue that this bill need-
lessly allows for the Secretary to in-
fringe on the medical relationship be-
tween an individual and their doctor. It
needlessly forces someone to wear a
mask when there is no science to back
it up.

There was a New York Times article
by leading epidemiologist Tom Jeffer-
son, not to be confused with Thomas
Jefferson, that said even the N-95, the
gold standard in masks, wasn’t effec-
tive at blocking the COVID-19 virus.

It is important that anything that is
infringing on someone’s liberties be
based on fact and science and not on
conjecture and panic.

Mr. Chairman, I ask adoption of my
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

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

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 456 OFFERED BY MR. OGLES

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 45 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to administer, im-
plement, or enforce the Memorandum on the
Deferred Enforced Departure for Certain Pal-
estinians, issued by the President on Feb-
ruary 14, 2024.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. OGLES) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chairman, following
Hamas’ brutal attack on October 7,
this administration said all the right
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things. Joe Biden said he was ready to
offer all appropriate means to support
the government and the people of
Israel.

The Acting TU.S. Ambassador to
Israel said he was sickened by the im-
ages coming out of southern Israel of
dead and wounded civilians at the
hands of terrorists from Gaza. The
White House said it unequivocally con-
demned the unprovoked attacks by
Hamas terrorists against Israeli civil-
ians.

Of course, the Office of Palestinian
Affairs, defunded by this act, called on
Israel not to respond militarily to the
crimes of rape and murder. Aside from
that, the U.S. response couldn’t have
been stronger.
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Fast-forward to June 2024, the Biden
administration is withholding preci-
sion-guided munitions as Israel is fac-
ing down an existential threat from
Hezbollah. The administration and its
sycophants in the House and the Sen-
ate are attempting to undermine
Israel’s democracy by telling the
Israeli Government not to defend the
Israeli people and Israel’s security in-
terest.

Meanwhile, American citizens taken
hostage by Hamas on October 7 have
died in captivity, and this administra-
tion’s response continues to be insuffi-
cient, by proposing a cease-fire that is
essentially on Hamas’ terms. Most im-
portantly, it preserves Hamas.

We have done little to apply pressure
on the negotiations, particularly
Qatar, to use their extensive leverage
against Hamas on getting Americans
back. We have seen the Biden adminis-
tration cave to the demands of student
protesters who chant ‘‘kill the Jews”
in Arabic.

There is an old expression in the
‘“History of the Peloponnesian War’’ in
which it is said that: What men did
once in private, they now do in public.
He spoke of this in the context of the
dying Athenian morality. I do fear that
Hamas’® goal of promoting inter-
national terrorism has emboldened far
more public demonstrations of anti-
Semitism.

We have seen pro-terror activists
wielding bear spray while preventing
Jews from using the entrance to their
synagogues in L.A., seizing a building
and holding custodial staff hostage at
Columbia TUniversity, and other out-
rages. It is one sign among many of our
growing societal rot.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, last
November, I joined my Democratic col-
leagues in sending a letter to President
Biden to urge him to designate the Pal-
estinian territories for temporary pro-
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tected status and/or authorize Deferred
Enforcement Departure for Palestin-
ians in the United States.

I called on the President to take this
action because I knew it would save
lives, and I applaud the administration
for taking this action.

The administration’s policy includes
important exemptions, too, such as for
individuals convicted of felonies or who
otherwise pose a public safety threat.
We know that many civilians remain in
danger in Gaza after the horrific at-
tacks by Hamas on October 7. The hu-
manitarian conditions in Gaza con-
tinue to be appalling, and children
have been disproportionately harmed.

This amendment is cruel and unjusti-
fiable.

Furthermore, even if it were adopted,
it likely would not accomplish any-
thing except creating chaos related to
the implementation of a policy that in-
volves agencies that are not only in
DHS, but also in the Departments of
State, Justice, and Labor.

The funds made available by the De-
partment of Homeland Security Appro-
priations Act do not impact USCIS’s
fee-funded operations, which would cre-
ate confusion even within DHS about
how to implement this amendment if it
were enacted.

This amendment is nonsensical, and
it ignores the realities of how our agen-
cies actually work to solve pressing
issues. I do not understand why we
would want to be a Nation that sends
civilians into dangerous, war-torn con-
ditions to needlessly put their lives at
risk.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘no,” and I yield back the balance
of my time

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chair, if this admin-
istration supported Israel as much as it
has worked to preserve Hamas, this
war would be over.

Of course, it doesn’t. Rather than sig-
nal its support for Hamas’ extermi-
nation and Israel’s right to defend
itself, Joe Biden now wants to keep
thousands of Hamas sympathizers in
the United States.

On February 14, 2024, perhaps chosen
to demonstrate the administration’s
relative affinity for the so-called Pales-
tinian cause, Joe Biden announced he
was extending Deferred Enforced De-
parture for Palestinians, allowing up to
6,000 Palestinians to stay in our coun-
try through August 13, 2025.

Think about that: Hamas has just
been organized, and they attacked, and
they raped, and they killed, and what
does this administration do? It defends
Hamas. It allows Palestinian sympa-
thizers to stay in our country.

Again, Mr. Chairman, enough is
enough. This is the United States of
America. It is time to secure our bor-
der. We get to decide who comes in and,
by George, we get to decide who has to
leave.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. OGLES).
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The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 46 OFFERED BY MR. OGLES

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 46 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available under

this Act may be used to develop or im-
plement any Department of Homeland
Security Environmental Justice Strat-
egy.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. OGLES) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chair, environ-
mental justice is a concept closely
intertwined with DEI principles.

Rather than seeking to use Federal
resources to mitigate environmental
harms as effectively and efficiently as
possible, advocates of environmental
justice want resources allocated based
on their misguided notion of equity for
marginalized communities.

DHS owes all Americans fair treat-
ment regardless of race, ethnicity, or
any other factor. It also owes it to tax-
payers to dedicate its resources to
where they can provide the most ben-
efit.

Whatever some critical theory pro-
fessor might claim, we all know that
the weather is not racist. A tornado
will not check the race of a homeowner
before damaging a house. If the tem-
perature reaches 100 degrees in your
town, it will be 100 degrees for every-
one.

The existing environmental justice
strategy for 2021 through 2025 sets such
goals as: expand department-wide
awareness of environmental justice
considerations that might result from
its programs, policies, and activities;
further the integration of environ-
mental justice principles into DHS
lines of business, prominently includ-
ing mitigation, adaptation, and resil-
ience; strengthen outreach to commu-
nities and stakeholders. It goes on and
on and on. It doesn’t say anything
about providing resources in the case
of a catastrophic event.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment.
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, this
amendment seeks to defund environ-
mental justice efforts at the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security.

As we continue to face unprecedented
climate events, including extreme
heat, poor air quality, flooding, and
natural disasters of all types, vulner-
able Americans have been struggling to
adapt. It is no secret that minority
communities have been disproportion-
ately impacted.

I will remind my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle that many of the
communities that would benefit from
environmental justice efforts exist in
their districts, too. They exist all over
the country, and we need a whole-of-
government approach to environmental
justice to meet their needs.

For too long, minority and low-in-
come populations have endured dis-
proportionately high and adverse
human health or environmental effects
from various local, State, and Federal
governmental policies.

Environmental justice strategies are
a responsible step toward righting
those wrongs. DHS’ implementation of
environmental justice efforts does not
prevent it from securing the border, re-
sponding to disasters, or defending our
critical infrastructure.

On the contrary, these efforts
strengthen DHS’ outcomes by ensuring
that the Department considers the im-
pact on human health and the environ-
ment of historically marginalized and
low-income populations as it executes
its mission.

Why would we want to prevent the
fair treatment and meaningful involve-
ment of all people regardless of race,
color, national origin, disability sta-
tus, or income with respect to DHS’
execution of its responsibilities?

I will vote ‘‘no,” and I encourage my
colleagues to do the same.

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

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chair, I appreciate
my colleague’s perspective.

Prior to being in Congress, I was a
county executive. One of my depart-
ments was emergency services, emer-
gency management, county fire. We
also had a county hospital and a coun-
ty health department. What I can say
is, during my tenure, I witnessed trage-
dies, tornadoes, fires, and in each case,
those first responders, those in charge
of deploying resources did so without
concern for race, color, creed. They re-
sponded to a disaster.

The idea that resources would be di-
verted for justice, I can speak for the
men and women on the front lines,
they don’t see by way of color; they see
people, their friends, their neighbors in
need, and I trust they will do the right
thing.

There are procedures and mecha-
nisms in place if there is truly an in-
justice that can be resolved.

Mr. Chair, this is a good amendment.
At a time of burdening debt, we have
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got to start cutting. This is wasteful. I
urge adoption, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

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

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 48 OFFERED BY MR.
GOTTHEIMER

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 48 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. GOTTHEIMER. Mr. Chair, as the
designee of Mr. PASCRELL, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 44, line 12, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $30,000,000)"".

Page 45, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $30,000,000)"".

Page 45, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $15,000,000)"".

Page 45, line 11, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $15,000,000)"".

Page 58, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $30,000,00)".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. GOTTHEIMER) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

Mr. GOTTHEIMER. Mr. Chair, I rise
in support of the bipartisan amend-
ment to increase the budget of the
Nonprofit Security Grant Program by
$30 million.

I thank my dear friend and colleague
and great leader from New Jersey, the
great Congressman BILL PASCRELL, and
the gentleman from Texas, Chairman
McCAUL, for his leadership in spear-
heading this effort.

I also thank my great friend, Chair-
man AMODEI, for his phenomenal lead-
ership and all he does for his State to
support all those who benefit from this
important legislation.

Mr. Chair, the Nonprofit Security
Grant Program is all about protecting
religious freedom and our houses of
worship, schools, and community cen-
ters, including temples, churches, and
mosques, the very places everyone
should feel safe. We especially need to
protect religious freedom now more
than ever.

Nonprofit Security Grants fund phys-
ical barriers like ballasts and bullet-
proof glass, technology to help with
monitoring threats like cameras, and
the hiring of onsite security officers.
On top of that, these critical grants
equip our nonprofits with the training
and education they need to stay secure.

This program is vital and majorly
oversubscribed, especially given this
moment we are living in.

Applicants requested $679 million in
funding this year for a program that
only has about $300 million available.
As a result, just 42 percent of appli-
cants, fewer than half, receive funding
despite their need for these resources
to protect the families and our commu-
nities more than ever.
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Here in America, the greatest coun-
try in the world, we must ensure that
religious freedom endures. We must do
everything we can to protect our chil-
dren, our families, and communities
from hate and discrimination. Unfortu-
nately, New Jersey is a hub for anti-Se-
mitic hate.

Nearly 1 in 10 of the incidents re-
ported to the ADL occurred in our
State. Bergen County, where I live, led
the State in shameful anti-Semitic at-
tacks. There were almost quadruple
the number of insults, assaults, and
death threats reported right here in
our country in 2023 as compared to the
prior year.

According to the Anti-Defamation
League, which is a leading vital pro-
vider of facts and resources for this
kind of information, nonpartisan, 2023
was the worst year for anti-Semitism
since they began collecting data in
1979. There were more than 8,000 anti-
Semitic incidents reported in 2023, in-
cluding more than 5,000 anti-Semitic
incidents reported after October 7.

Anti-Semitism is just part of the
story. We must reject hate and bigotry
in all forms wherever it is. We are see-
ing disturbing incidents of
Islamophobia and anti-Asian racism in
northern New Jersey and in the tri-
state area.

In New Jersey, during Eid al-Fitr,
Rutgers’ Center for Islamic Life was
vandalized as the suspect smashed art-
work and plaques. It is shameful.

Our Asian-American, Pacific-Islander
community is also under attack. A
March survey from The Asian Amer-
ican Foundation found that one in five
Asian-American New Yorkers had been
physically assaulted. It is disgusting
and completely unacceptable.

We must ensure that all people are
safe on college campuses, in our neigh-
borhoods, at our schools, at our
churches, at our mosques, and at our
synagogues. That is what the Nonprofit
Security Grants are all about and why
this program is so important.
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As the only Jewish Member of New
Jersey’s congressional delegation, and
as the only Jewish Member of the
House Intelligence Committee, this is
very personal for me. I believe strongly
in our American values, one of which is
freedom: freedom from fear, freedom
from hate, and freedom to worship,
live, and learn however you choose.

To safeguard these freedoms that we
hold so dear, we must invest in our se-
curity to combat hate. Since I was
sworn in, I have been focused on
clawing millions of Federal dollars
from Washington back to north Jersey
through this very program to protect
our religious institutions, $4.8 million
in these vital grants for my district
this year alone to protect them. They
come to me every day and ask for help.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment. I yield back the balance of
my time.
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr.
GOTTHEIMER).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 50 OFFERED BY MR. ROY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 50 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, I rise as the des-
ignee of the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
PFLUGER), and I have an amendment at
the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be made available to administer, implement,
or enforce a ‘‘Remain-in-Texas’’ policy.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. RoYy) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chairman, I do have an
amendment at the desk, and I do want
to make clear that this is on behalf of
AUGUST PFLUGER, my colleague from
Texas, who has been a champion of this
issue since he has been in Congress.

The issue that is before us as we take
up the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity appropriations is the policy that
the administration has put forward
and, indeed, some Members of this
Chamber, even some on this side of the
aisle, have put forward. The policy
would limit the ability to transport
people who have come here illegally
and that have been released into the
United States by the administration
into Texas. It would limit the ability
to transport these individuals to other
places in the country.

We have referred to this as the re-
main in Texas policy, which we Texans
take significant issue with. The impact
on the State of Texas cannot be over-
stated.

Texas, more than any other State in
the Union, has been bearing the brunt
of the wide-open border policies that
have endangered the American people
now for 3% years, something that we
hope to end soon.

We, in Congress, have a duty under
Article I to do something about it.
That is why we put forward, I believe,
a good DHS appropriations bill.

We made clear that we need to secure
the border in the process, but what we
are not going to do is allow funds to be
used to limit the ability of Texans to
alleviate the damage being done to our
State.

We have spent now, I think, $13 bil-
lion, with a b, to carry out the duties
that the Federal Government are sup-
posed to carry out under the Constitu-
tion of the United States. That is what
Texas has had to do.

We have now been able to defray
some of the traffic. We have now been
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able to decrease and force some of that
traffic to other States, but we
shouldn’t be having to do that. We
shouldn’t be having to put up razor
wire. We shouldn’t be having to move
our DPS troopers down to the border
instead of allowing them to do their
job to patrol the rest of the State, par-
ticularly because in the rest of the
State, there are massive amounts of
fentanyl pouring into our communities
and our schools, killing our kids and
killing the people in our community.

Our position is that under no cir-
cumstances should any of the funds in
this bill be used to limit the ability of
the Governor of Texas or any of the
other leaders of the State of Texas, or,
frankly, leaders in other States from
transporting people out of Texas so
that other States have to bear the bur-
den equally or at least partially. It is
not even close to equally, by the way,
partially, as much as Texas.

In particular, take Kinney County,
Texas. We had testimony in the Judici-
ary Committee from the leadership,
the county attorney from Kinney
County, Texas.

Prior to the Biden administration’s
policies being implemented, in 2021,
they had about 150 arrests. Do you
know how many they have had in the
subsequent 3 years? Mr. Chair, there
have been 7,000 arrests in a county of
3,000 people.

We have documented evidence of in-
dividuals who have been unable to go
get 911 services in Kinney County be-
cause the sole ambulance in Kinney
County, population 3,000, was out deal-
ing with issues involving illegal aliens.

Meanwhile, the people who live there
and pay taxes, a person died because
they weren’t able to get a 911 response
because it is being consumed and those
activities are being used to deal with
the issue that the Federal Government
not only refuses to deal with but, in
fact, is purposely putting gas on the
fire.

I am here to advocate for the amend-
ment being offered by Mr. PFLUGER to
say that no funds shall be able to be
used to implement such a policy.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I
oppose this amendment not because I
support the remain in Texas concept
but because we are debating nonsense.
This policy never happened. Why are
we wasting time debating amendments
to prohibit the implementation of non-
existent policies?

We heard a rumor about this becom-
ing a policy over a year ago. Despite all
of the executive actions we have seen
since, the administration has done
nothing to suggest they are planning
to move forward with this one.

We can all invent amendments that
prevent rumored policies from going

June 26, 2024

into effect, and our bills would be load-
ed with nonsensical references to non-
existent policies.

Digging up old, rumored policies that
never went into effect and are no
longer being discussed is a waste of our
time.

If I didn’t know better, I would say
my majority colleagues are running
out of ideas on how to find failure with
what the Biden administration is doing
to secure our border.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, my simple ques-
tion, although the gentlewoman has
yielded her time back, would simply
be: What is the problem? What is the
harm of putting the language in the
bill if it is a policy that is not being
implemented? I would tell you that it
is a $13 billion rumor.

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

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

The amendment was agreed to.

The Chair understands that amend-
ment No. 52 will not be offered.
AMENDMENT NO. 53 OFFERED BY MR. ROSENDALE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 53 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. ROSENDALE. Mr. Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to carry out the Department of
Homeland Security memorandum titled
“Worksite Enforcement: The Strategy to
Protect the American Labor Market, the
Conditions of the American Worksite, and
the Dignity of the Individual’’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Montana (Mr. ROSENDALE) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Montana.

Mr. ROSENDALE. Mr. Chair, my
amendment No. 53 would prohibit funds
from being used to enforce Secretary
Mayorkas’ memo titled: “Worksite En-
forcement: The Strategy to Protect the
American Labor Market, the Condi-
tions of the American Worksite, and
the Dignity of the Individual.”

With the stroke of a pen, Secretary
Mayorkas eliminated an essential
method of interior enforcement by re-
quiring our Immigration and Customs
Enforcement agents to fight with one
hand tied behind their backs.

The memo prohibits ICE from con-
ducting worksite enforcement oper-
ations except in extremely limited cir-
cumstances.

There are currently at least 16.8 mil-
lion illegal aliens in our country, and
estimates suggest that upwards of 65
percent of the illegal aliens are em-
ployed.
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Businessowners and ranchers in Mon-
tana work hard to ensure they follow
Federal immigration law, and this
memo punishes law-abiding businesses
who refuse to hire illegal aliens.

This memo tells employers that they
no longer need to follow the law and
literally incentivizes the hiring of ille-
gal aliens.

Additionally, Americans should not
have to compete in the labor market
with illegal aliens who are depressing
wages and Kkeeping good-paying jobs
away from American citizens.

President Biden’s and Secretary
Mayorkas’ refusal to allow ICE to do
their job and enforce our Nation’s laws
is a clear dereliction of duty and pre-
sents a risk to our country’s national
security.

Simply put, my amendment would
allow ICE agents to do their job enforc-
ing immigration law with the most ef-
fective methods possible.

Under President Trump, worksite en-
forcement operations were a common
practice, making it clear to illegal
aliens and the employers that there
would be consequences for breaking the
law, putting all businesses on a level
playing field.

While impeaching Secretary
Mayorkas was a needed first step, we
must use the appropriations process to
fix the policies that he has enacted.

It is time we protect small businesses
and owners and workers and force Sec-
retary Mayorkas to let ICE do its job.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, this
amendment ignores the horrors for
those who are exploited into forced
labor trafficking and dangerous work-
ing conditions, many of whom are sub-
ject to strenuous work while making
substandard wages.

The DHS memo referenced in this
amendment was a reasonable and
much-needed step toward combating
worker exploitation and the problems
that follow. We still have so much
work to do.

Even the Department has noted that:
‘“. . . the most pernicious aspect of our
country’s unauthorized employment
challenge: exploitative employers.”’

Yet, I don’t see my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle bringing forward
amendments that would comprehen-
sively address that issue.

There is no denying that mass work-
site operations furthermore threaten
those who are most vulnerable to speak
out about labor violations which has
downstream impacts such as driving
down wages and working conditions.

Adoption of this amendment only
empowers bad employers and under-
mines the enforcement of our country’s
core labor standards to the detriment
of all workers.

I oppose this amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.
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Mr. ROSENDALE. Mr. Chairman, un-
fortunately, much like the complete
disregard for the time limit on the first
vote of the day that takes place in this
Chamber every single day, it is because
there are no consequences. There is no
downside. There is no hammer. That is
what we have to have.

In Secretary Mayorkas’ own memo,
he says on the first page: ‘“In addition,
unscrupulous employers harm each
worker competing for a job. By exploit-
ing undocumented workers and paying
them substandard wages, the unscrupu-
lous employers create an unfair labor
market. They also unfairly drive down
their costs and disadvantage their busi-
ness competitors who abide by the
law.”

Once again, they are not offering, my
colleagues on the other side of the
aisle, anything about fixing this prob-
lem.

If we not direct but allow ICE to do
their job, we can start identifying and
deporting these illegal aliens who are
hurting our labor market and Amer-
ican workers.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

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

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 54 OFFERED BY MR. ROY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 54 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be made available to carry out, enforce, or
implement the process entitled, ‘‘Process to
Promote the Unity and Stability of Fami-
lies”’, announced by the Department of
Homeland Security on June 18, 2024.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. RoY) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chairman, in the wake
of 3% years of abject failure, but worse
than that, purposeful action by the ex-
ecutive branch of the Federal Govern-
ment to undermine the security of the
American people, empower cartels, em-
power China, and allow little children,
little girls to get sold into the sex traf-

H4203

ficking trade for political expediency
for the radical progressive Democrat
left, in the wake of all of that with
dead Americans, with Laken Riley,
with Lizbeth Medina, with Kayla Ham-
ilton, with all of the horrific stories,
the stories of a 12-year-old little girl
getting raped, a 13-year-old little girl
getting raped, in the wake of all of
that, now the administration wants to
continue its lawlessness by the use and
abuse of executive power to grant am-
nesty.
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That is the goal. That is the aim. Our
colleagues on the other side of the
aisle, our radical, progressive Demo-
cratic colleagues, view this as political
opportunism—nothing more, nothing
less. This is not about the huddled
masses being invited into the United
States. This is not about anything of
the sort. This is about political power.
That is what this is about.

As a result, 53 human beings roasted
in the Texas heat in a tractor-trailer in
San Antonio, Texas, which I represent,
because my radical, progressive Demo-
cratic colleagues and the radical, pro-
gressive Democratic regime in the
White House at the other end of Penn-
sylvania Avenue care more about polit-
ical expediency than these human
beings. That is the truth.

They care more about political expe-
diency than the individual Americans
dying from fentanyl poisoning or any
of the individuals that I just described
who were murdered or raped or killed
because we are allowing criminals to
be released into the United States ille-
gally, unlawfully, using and abusing
parole authority.

Now, the administration wants to
grant amnesty. Why? Trust us, it is out
of the goodness of our hearts, we are
told. No, it is for the political expedi-
ency of setting up future voters.

Importantly, and more presciently,
this is all about creating more incen-
tive for more people to flood the zone,
to flood the border, to come into this
country. That is what it is about.

It doesn’t matter whether it empow-
ers cartels. It doesn’t matter whether
it empowers our enemies. It doesn’t
matter what it means for the security
of the people of Texas or anybody else
in this country. It is all about flooding
the zone with more numbers.

The legislation that we have before
us, the amendment that we are putting
forward, would prohibit the use of
funds from promoting such a foolish
amnesty plan by this radical adminis-
tration that refuses to follow the law.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman,
first, let me clarify what the policy
being attacked by this amendment ac-
tually does.
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This policy does not confer a new
path to permanent status, let alone a
new path to citizenship. The people
who will benefit from the policy are al-
ready eligible for a green card, but the
policy removes a barrier that would re-
quire almost all families to be sepa-
rated for 10 years before the undocu-
mented immigrant could be eligible for
a green card. On average, these immi-
grants have been in the United States
for 23 years, are married to U.S. citi-
zens, and still must go through a
lengthy green card process.

However, with this policy in place,
people get to go through the legal steps
of getting a green card without being
separated for a decade or longer from
their families.

Any advocate for family values and
unity should support this new process,
which only applies to a limited subset
of immigrants. Instead of being at-
tacked, we should all applaud the
Biden administration for advancing
this policy. It demonstrates that the
United States prioritizes family unity
over archaic and harmful bureaucratic
processes that serve no value and cer-
tainly provide no deterrence effect.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support this new policy and vote ‘‘no”’
on this amendment, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chairman, I yield to
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SELF),
my good friend.

Mr. SELF. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of Mr. ROY’s amend-
ment to prohibit any government fund-
ing for the Biden administration pa-
role-in-place mass amnesty scheme.

This parole-in-place executive order
clearly demonstrates that the Biden
administration is not and has never
been serious about securing the border.
His process would grant mass amnesty
to approximately 80,000 inadmissible
alien spouses of American citizens per
month.

Make no mistake, the timing of this
executive order was purposeful. On
June 21, the Supreme Court issued its
opinion in Department of State v.
Munoz and concluded that a U.S. cit-
izen spouse does not have a funda-
mental liberty interest in her alien
spouse’s admission into the TUnited
States. The Biden administration
rolled out his executive order directly
contradicting this opinion just 3 days
prior. The decision was obviously
leaked to the Biden administration.

This is another example of in-your-
face tyranny. This administration is
lawless.

We must not pass a DHS appropria-
tions bill that funds this mass parole
order that would grant amnesty to pos-
sibly thousands of criminals and fur-
ther endanger communities across the
Nation, particularly in light of the
cynical and lawless timing of this
order.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support the amendment.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, I appreciate my
colleague from Texas. I agree with him,
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and I associate myself with his re-
marks.

The unilateral action by this execu-
tive branch is nothing new. They have
been doing it with student loans. They
have been doing it with all sorts of
laws, where they ignore the law—pa-
role authority, abuse of law, endan-
gering the American people.

This would give permanent residence
and a path to citizenship to hundreds
of thousands of illegal alien spouses of
U.S. citizens and their noncitizen
minor children. That is being done
through unilateral action by the execu-
tive branch.

This is not how we are supposed to
make policy or law. It is important for
us to use the power of the purse to push
back.

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

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

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned.

AMENDMENT NO. 55 OFFERED BY MR. ROY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 55 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act be used implement any of the fol-
lowing Executive Orders:

(1) Executive Order 13990, relating to Pro-
tecting Public Health and the Environment
and Restoring Science To Tackle the Cli-
mate Crisis.

(2) Executive Order 14008, relating to Tack-
ling Climate Crisis at Home and Abroad.

(3) Section 6 of Executive Order 14013, re-
lating to Rebuilding and Enhancing Pro-
grams To Resettle Refugees and Planning for
the Impact of Climate Change on Migration.

(4) Executive Order 14030, relating to Cli-
mate-Related Financial Risk.

(5) Executive Order 14057, relating to Cata-
lyzing Clean Energy Industries and Jobs
Through Federal Sustainability.

(6) Executive Order 14082, relating to Im-
plement of the Energy and Infrastructure
Provisions of the Inflation Reduction Act of
2022.

(7) Executive Order 14096, relating to Revi-
talizing Our Nation’s Commitment to Envi-
ronmental Justice for All.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ROY) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chairman, this amend-
ment will prohibit Homeland Security
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appropriations from being used to
carry out President Biden’s climate ex-
ecutive orders.

People might wonder why this is im-
portant. President Biden and Secretary
Mayorkas have been doing a massive
amount of damage to this country with
wide-open borders. Not only do they
endanger the American people, but
they have literally lied and been
caught lying about their own Border
Patrol agents, who they accused of
whipping Haitian migrants when they
knew full well it wasn’t true.

They have been targeting, under-
mining, and attacking their own per-
sonnel, their own law enforcement
community, going after CBP and Bor-
der Patrol simply because Border Pa-
trol wants to do their job. That endan-
gers the American people.

That is not it. That is not all they
are doing. The President’s executive
orders are undermining our national
security and making us beholden to
China in other ways, making us be-
holden to the rest of the world by un-
dermining our ability to produce reli-
able energy—all in pursuit of radical,
progressive Democrats’ vision of uni-
corn energy policy, which is unreliable
and will not produce the energy needed
to be able to carry out and be competi-
tive in the world.

EVs are piling up on lots as we speak.
Dealers can’t unload them. They lit-
erally can’t. They can’t sell them.
Why? Because if I want to get in my
car in Austin, Texas, and drive to Mid-
land, I have to stop three times along
the way and can’t even find charging
stations. Put aside the fact that the
cars are more expensive, more unreli-
able, and more difficult to repair. That
is the reality.

Meanwhile, unreliable energy is dot-
ting our grids across the entire coun-
try, including Texas. Why? Because in-
stead of pursuing logical policies like
nuclear, if you care about CO, produc-
tion, or clean-burning natural gas,
which has been driving down CO, pro-
duction around the world, we instead
are choosing to litter the landscape
with windmills and solar panels, which,
by the way, are made out of what? Ma-
terials from China, which, by the way,
come from what? They come from
forced child labor, which is going out
and forcing children to have to go out
and be in work camps, to go mine the
cobalt necessary for batteries, mine
the minerals that are necessary for all
the solar panels, the solar panels and
the windmills that all have to be bur-
ied and filled in the ground, all of
which, by the way, produces unreliable
energy and puts us behind the rest of
the world in energy production when 3
billion people on this planet don’t even
have reliable energy.

We are literally shooting ourselves in
the economic foot. That is what we are
doing. We are doing it all because, I
don’t know, the feels. I don’t know, put
a sticker on your Tesla while you drive
around and feel good about yourself.
Pat yourself on the back when you are
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not denting CO, production. You could
actually get rid of every internal com-
bustion engine car in America and you
wouldn’t reduce CO, around the world
by less than about 1%z percent, if at all.

The radical climate change executive
orders by the President are under-
mining our national security, forcing
the DOD, DHS, all these executive
branch agencies to weaken their abil-
ity to be productive and get their job
done.

Can you imagine the Border Patrol
can’t even talk right now on radios?
They can’t even communicate when
they move along the border, if they are
even allowed to go man the border. In-
stead, they are changing diapers in
some room in one of the ports of entry
because we have been dumping people
in through parole policies.

Now they are going to be stuck down
there trying to charge their batteries,
hoping they can even go find the people
crossing the river. You can’t even
make this crap up.

If you set out to destroy a country, if
you set out to literally destroy a coun-
try, I don’t know how you could come
up with policies better than those of
the radical, progressive Democrats,
who want to remake this country in
their radical, leftist image.

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman,
this is yet another attempt by my col-
leagues across the aisle to attack any
effort by the Biden administration to
tackle the climate crisis and help our
communities become more climate re-
silient. It 1is obviously misguided,
antiscience, and will put all of us at
greater risk of harm as a result of cli-
mate disasters.

Only flawed and shortsighted think-
ing would presume that the climate
crisis does not intersect with so many
of the issues relevant to the Depart-
ment’s mission, including migration,
national security, and disaster relief.

Mr. Chair, I will vote ‘“‘no,”” and I en-
courage my colleagues to do the same.
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, I would just note
that it is critically important that we
adopt these amendments to restrict the
executive branch from carrying out
these executive orders. They are under-
mining our efficiency and effective-
ness.

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

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

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 56 OFFERED BY MR. AMODEI

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 56 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Chairman, I rise as
the designee of Congresswoman
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STEFANIK to offer and support amend-
ment No. 56.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. _ . The salary of Nejwa Ali, U.S.
Citizenship and Immigration Services Adju-
dication Officer, shall be reduced to $1.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Nevada (Mr. AMODEI) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nevada.

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the amendment and thank
the gentlewoman from New York for
offering it.

Our Conference has been quite clear
about standing with Israel in their
fight against a brutal and inhumane
terrorist organization that not only
committed the deadliest attack on the
Jewish people since the Holocaust but
continues to hold innocent men,
women, and children as hostages.

I also recognize the Jewish commu-
nity has been the target of increasing
anti-Semitism, which was one of the
reasons for the amendment that we did

earlier regarding supplementing
FEMA'’s program for protection against
bigotry.

Bigotry has no place in America. It
certainly has no place in the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security.

Nejwa Ali is a DHS immigration ad-
judication officer. She was exposed
celebrating the October 7 terrorist at-
tack online. It was later revealed that
she previously worked for the Palestine
Liberation Organization, also known as
the PLO, which some people would say
has a troublesome reputation, to put it
kindly. Their reputation is in the tank
when it comes to anti-Semitic policies
and things like that.

During the budget hearing this last
April, Secretary Mayorkas confirmed
for us that she was still employed and
on paid administrative leave in April,
and the Department confirmed to my
staff within the last 2 weeks that this
continues to be the case. This is unac-
ceptable. The Department has had
more than 8 months to investigate and
terminate this employee with cause
pursuant to the applicable civil service
regulations.

While the Secretary and Biden ad-
ministration refuse to do the right
thing, I invite the Members of the
House of Representatives to terminate
this employee. We must do the right
thing and act with urgency to force
their hand.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes,” and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.
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Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I
appreciate the temptation to take con-
gressional action against government
individuals when we hear they have
done something that we find offensive,
but as lawmakers, it is important that
we defend the core principles upon
which our country is founded, and that
includes a system of checks and bal-
ances.

We know from the Secretary’s testi-
mony earlier this year that there is an
active investigation related to Nejwa
Ali, a Trump-era hire, and that she has
been placed on leave and is not per-
forming the duties and responsibilities
for which she was hired. We must allow
this process to work.

Ironically, the bill we are considering
today would cut important depart-
mental resources that are meant to
strengthen its personnel security vet-
ting policies and procedures, such as a
cut of nearly $14 million to the Office
of the Chief Security Officer.

It is a shame that, throughout this
process, my majority colleagues con-
tinue to criticize the Department for
not doing its job while at the same
time they propose cutting the re-
sources the Department needs to ad-
dress the very concerns that they con-
tinue to raise.

In addition, I would be remiss if I
didn’t point out that this amendment
also raises constitutional issues.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘no,” and I yield back the balance
of my time.
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. AMODEI).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 57 OFFERED BY MR. STEUBE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 57 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. STEUBE. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. _ . None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to make payments to the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs for medical claims
of individuals detained by Immigration and
Customs Enforcement.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. STEUBE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

Mr. STEUBE. Mr. Chair, I rise today
in support of my amendment that
would prohibit Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement from sending funds
to the Department of Veterans Affairs
to process medical claims for illegal
immigrants in ICE custody.

This is a similar amendment to one
that I led earlier this month on the
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funding bill for the VA. I was pleased
that my amendment was included in
that bill, and I urge my colleagues to
support this amendment that would en-
sure that the VA focuses its resources
on veterans, not illegal immigrants.

Last December, I led a letter to the
VA with 23 other Republican Members
after seeing reports that ICE was using
VA personnel to process medical
claims for illegal immigrants in ICE
custody.

Thanks to the Biden administration’s
reckless policy on the border, we con-
tinue to see record numbers of illegal
crossings. This will inevitably increase
the burden on VA workers who should
be fulfilling their duties to serve vet-
erans instead.

The VA exists to serve American vet-
erans who risked their lives to protect
our country. For far too long, the VA
has fallen short on its mission: To ful-
fill President Lincoln’s promise ‘‘to
care for him who shall have borne the
battle, and for his widow, and his or-
phan’ by serving and honoring the men
and women who are America’s vet-
erans.

Veterans continue to experience un-
acceptable wait times in receiving
medical care and disability benefits.
Under the Biden administration, the
disability claims backlog has exploded.
As of last week, there are 273,307 out-
standing disability claims that have
been pending for more than 125 days.
This is unacceptable, and the VA per-
sonnel should not lift a finger for ille-
gal immigrants in ICE custody while
thousands of veterans are forced to
wait to receive the benefits they de-
serve.

Mr. Chair, I ask my colleagues to
support this amendment to ensure that
VA personnel work for veterans, not il-
legal immigrants held by ICE. I reserve
the balance of my time.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs’ Finan-
cial Services Center provides a purely
administrative function for Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement to proc-
ess third-party medical claims for
those in CBP’s and ICE’s custody.

Regardless of your stance on immi-
gration, those seeking medical atten-
tion should not be denied access to
care. The third-party medical providers
who provide any medical care that
can’t be provided within ICE and CBP
facilities deserve to be paid in a timely
and accurate manner.

The VA’s Financial Services Center
has that capability, and we are fortu-
nate that it does. This is not unlike
how the Department of Agriculture’s
National Finance Center is the finance
center that is used to process the pay-
ment of paychecks for thousands of
employees across the Federal Govern-
ment.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Further, this amendment does not
prevent ICE from providing medical
care to those in its custody. It will
simply make it more expensive and
more cumbersome not only for DHS
but also for the local medical service
providers seeking reimbursement for
the services that they provided.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
oppose the amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. STEUBE. Mr. Chair, the money
appropriated by this body and by Con-
gress for the VA, for veterans and for
veterans healthcare, should not be used
to provide medical claims for illegal
immigrants.

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

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

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 58 OFFERED BY MR. TIFFANY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 58 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. TIFFANY. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be made available to grant temporary pro-
tected status under section 244 of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1254a)
to any national of El Salvador.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. TIFFANY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

Mr. TIFFANY. Mr. Chair, this
amendment would prohibit the expend-
iture of funds to extend what is known
as temporary protected status, or TPS,
for nationals of El Salvador.

TPS is a tool provided by Congress
that allows for the President, acting
through the Department of Homeland
Security, to allow foreign nationals to
remain temporarily in the TUnited
States if conditions in their home
country are too dangerous to send
them back.

The intent was to authorize a short
reprieve from removal, with the idea
being that the beneficiaries would be
repatriated when conditions improved.
Unfortunately, however, like so many
immigration laws, this narrow author-
ity has been repeatedly abused.

Nationals of El Salvador, for exam-
ple, were granted TPS in the chaotic

June 26, 2024

aftermath of an earthquake. Here is
the problem: That earthquake was in
2001, more than two decades ago.

Mr. Chair, times have changed. Since
2001, America has had four presidents
and El1 Salvador has had five. El Sal-
vador now boasts the lowest homicide
rate of any country in our hemisphere,
other than Canada, not to mention a
robust tourism ministry that markets
whale watching, surfing, gourmet cof-
fee tours, scenic volcano hikes, and
posh all-inclusive resorts.

Mr. Chair, I am glad that El Salvador
has recovered from the 2001 earth-
quake, and I applaud the progress their
leader has made in combating crime
and promoting economic reform.

However, the “T”’ in TPS stands for
“temporary.” TPS was never intended
to operate as a permanent loophole to
provide rolling amnesty to hundreds of
thousands of foreign nationals, most of
whom were here illegally to begin with.

Mr. Chair, I ask for a ‘‘yes” vote on
the amendment, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair,
throughout the debate today, it is not
clear if our colleagues saw today’s an-
nouncement, so I just want to make
sure that we all know that the Presi-
dential proclamation issued by Presi-
dent Biden to temporarily suspend the
entry of certain noncitizens across the
southern border and the complemen-
tary joint interim final rule issued by
DHS and DOJ have now been in effect
for 3 weeks, resulting in a significant
reduction in the number of encounters
at our southwest border.

Under that interim final rule, asylum
eligibility is generally limited for
those who cross the southern border
unlawfully or without authorization
during times of high encounters. While
it is still early, the Border Patrol’s 7-
day encounter average has decreased
more than 40 percent to under 2,400 en-
counters per day.

The Immigration and Nationality
Act outlines the conditions under
which a country may be designated for
temporary protected status, and it re-
quires periodic reviews to determine
whether the conditions for this status
continue to be met.

Based on USCIS’ latest review, the
Secretary extended El1 Salvador’s TPS
designation through March 9, 2025.
Since the earthquakes of 2001, El1 Sal-
vador has continued to suffer from hur-
ricanes, floods, and other natural disas-
ters, making it difficult for the coun-
try to fully recover and allow for the
safe return of individuals currently re-
ceiving TPS benefits.

El Salvador also continues to strug-
gle with gang violence, crime, and gen-
eral insecurity and economic insta-
bility, which pose risks to the safety
and well-being of any potential re-
turnee.
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I encourage my colleagues to take
these concerns to the appropriate au-
thorizing committee if the gentleman
feels that the INA should be amended
in any way, but singling out a country
through this amendment process is an
inappropriate way to handle this mat-
ter.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘no” on the amendment, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TIFFANY. Mr. Chair, I yield 30
seconds to the gentleman from Nevada
(Mr. AMODEI).

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Chair, I will just
put on the RECORD that I associate my-
self with the remarks of Mr. TIFFANY,
and I support the amendment.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Wisconsin has the only time re-
maining.

Mr. TIFFANY. Mr. Chair, I would
just add, in response to the comments
that we just heard from the other side
of the aisle, they should tell the Amer-
ican people who have suffered through
the fentanyl deaths that are the num-
ber one killer of young people in Amer-
ica. Tell that to the American people
as they see terrorists come into this
country. Tell this to the people of
America as they see murders happen
all over the country, including people
dying in my district clear up in north-
ern Wisconsin.

We also heard about continuous nat-
ural disasters. There are always nat-
ural disasters in every country. Do we
let people from every country come in
just because they have natural disas-
ters?

This is TPS. It is temporary. Twenty
years is plenty of temporary. It is time
to stop the temporary protected status
for El Salvador.

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

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

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 59 OFFERED BY MR. TIFFANY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 59 printed
in part C of House Report 118-559.

Mr. TIFFANY. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be made available to grant temporary pro-
tected status under section 244 of the Immi-
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gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1254a)
to any national of Honduras.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1316, the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. TIFFANY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

Mr. TIFFANY. Mr. Chair, this
amendment is very similar to the prior
amendment. It prohibits the expendi-
ture of funds to extend temporary pro-
tected status, in this case to nationals
from Honduras.

That “T” in TPS is important be-
cause it stands for ‘‘temporary.” In the
case of Honduras, this temporary des-
ignation was issued in response to a
hurricane. When did that hurricane
make landfall, you might ask? It was
in October of 1998. Bill Clinton was in
the White House, gasoline was $1.05 per
gallon, Microsoft had just replaced
General Electric as America’s most
valuable company, and the first Black-
Berry wouldn’t hit store shelves for an-
other year. Yet this temporary am-
nesty continues.

Like El Salvador, conditions in Hon-
duras have improved. The country
elected a new President in 2022, com-
pleting a peaceful transfer of power.
Honduras also has an active tourism
industry, marketing ziplining, visits to
U.N. World Heritage sites, world-class
scuba diving, and some of the Carib-
bean’s best beaches and all-inclusive
resorts.

If Honduras is safe enough to wel-
come millions of tourists each year,
isn’t it safe enough to welcome
Hondurans back home?

Mr. Chair, it is time to put the “T”
back in TPS. TPS was never intended
to be the ‘““Hotel California’ that says
illegal aliens can check in anytime but
they can never leave.

Mr. Chair, I ask for a ‘“‘yes’ vote on
the amendment, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chair, the
Immigration and Nationality Act out-
lines the conditions under which a
country may be designated for tem-
porary protected status, and it requires
periodic reviews to determine whether
the conditions for the status continue
to be met.

Based on USCIS’ latest review, the
Secretary extended Honduras’ TPS des-
ignation through July 5, 2025.

Since the devastation caused by Hur-
ricane Mitch in 1998, Honduras has con-
tinued to suffer from hurricanes,
floods, tropical storms, and other nat-
ural disasters, making it difficult for
the country to fully recover and allow
for the safe return of individuals cur-
rently receiving TPS benefits.

Honduras also continues to struggle
with gang violence, drug trafficking,
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crime, and economic instability, which
pose risks to the safety and well-being
of any potential returnee.
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I encourage my colleagues to take
their concerns to the appropriate au-
thorizing committee if the gentleman
feels that the INA should be amended
in any way, but singling out a country
through this amendment process is an
inappropriate way to handle this mat-
ter.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘no,” and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. TIFFANY. Mr. Chairman, this is
the appropriate forum to bring this be-
fore. It is to deny funding for some-
thing that is no longer temporary. This
has become, we might as well rename
it PPS, permanent protective status
rather than TPS.

This is the appropriate venue to deny
the funding to allow the President to
continue to use this just like every
other means, whether it is parole and
all other type things, to be able to
allow people to illegally come into our
country.

By the way, what country around the
world hasn’t had a natural disaster?

Are we going to let people come in
from every country in the world when
there is a hurricane, a typhoon, or an
earthquake, whatever natural disaster
happens?

That is what we are being set up for
here.

When we hear gang violence being
talked about, why is there so much
gang violence in those countries?

It is, in part, because we have open
borders. I was in Panama 3 years ago. I
went to the Darien Gap. I saw what was
going on down there when hundreds of
thousands of people were coming in
through the Darien Gap. It is now tens
of thousands of people who are going
through the Darien Gap making their
way up through Central America, in-
cluding Honduras. That is, in part,
what is destabilizing these countries.

If we would pass H.R. 2 and we had a
President who chose to secure the bor-
der, then we would see safer countries,
and we would no longer need TPS in
countries like Honduras.

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

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

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

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Madam Chair, I
demand a recorded vote.

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

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. TIF-
FANY) having assumed the chair, Mr.
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DESJARLAIS, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 8752), making appropria-
tions for the Department of Homeland
Security for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2025, and for other purposes,
had come to no resolution thereon.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 17 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
0O 15631
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. HIGGINS of Liouisiana) at 3
o’clock and 31 minutes p.m.

———

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2025

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1316 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 8752.

Will the gentlewoman from Florida

(Mrs. CAMMACK) kindly resume the
chair.
O 1532
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
8752) making appropriations for the De-
partment of Homeland Security for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2025,
and for other purposes, with Mrs.
CAMMACK (Acting Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When
the Committee of the Whole rose ear-
lier today, a request for a recorded vote
on amendment No. 59 printed in part C
of House Report 118-559 offered by the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. TIF-
FANY) had been postponed.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will
now resume on those amendments
printed in part C of House Report 118-
5569 on which further proceedings were
postponed, in the following order:

Amendment No. 4 by Mr. BIGGS of Ar-
izona.

Amendment No. 11 by Mr. CLYDE of
Georgia.

Amendment No. 18 by Ms. GREENE of
Georgia.

Amendment No. 20 by Mr. GROTHMAN
of Wisconsin.

Amendment No. 43 by Mr. OGLES of
Tennessee.

Amendment No. 45 by OGLES of Ten-
nessee.

Amendment No. 53 by Mr. ROSENDALE
of Montana.

Amendment No. 54 by Mr. ROy of
Texas.

Amendment No.
Florida.

Amendment No. 58 by Mr. TIFFANY of
Wisconsin.

Amendment No. 59 by Mr. TIFFANY of
Wisconsin.

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the minimum time for any electronic
vote after the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. BIGGS

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on amendment No. 4, printed in
part C of House Report 118-559, offered
by the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
BI1GGS), on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the ayes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

57 by STEUBE of

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 193, noes 173,
not voting 72, as follows:

[Roll No. 285]

AYES—193
Aderholt Emmer Kiley
Alford Estes Kim (CA)
Amodei Ezell Kustoff
Armstrong Fallon LaHood
Arrington Feenstra LaLota
Babin Ferguson LaMalfa
Bacon Finstad Lamborn
Baird Fischbach Latta
Balderson Fitzgerald LaTurner
Banks Fitzpatrick Lawler
Barr Fleischmann Lee (FL)
Bean (FL) Flood Lesko
Bentz Fong Letlow
Bergman Foxx Loudermilk
Bice Franklin, Scott Lucas
Biggs Fry Luetkemeyer
Bishop (NC) Fulcher Luna
Boebert Garbarino Luttrell
Bost Garcia, Mike Mace
Brecheen Gimenez Malliotakis
Bucshon Gonzales, Tony Maloy
Burchett Good (VA) Mann
Burgess Gooden (TX) Mast
Burlison Gosar McCaul
Calvert Graves (LA) McClain
Cammack Graves (MO) McCormick
Carey Griffith Miller (IL)
Carl Grothman Miller (OH)
Carter (GA) Guest Miller (WV)
Carter (TX) Guthrie Miller-Meeks
Chavez-DeRemer Hageman Mills
Ciscomani Harris Molinaro
Cline Harshbarger Moolenaar
Cloud Hern Mooney
Clyde Higgins (LA) Moore (AL)
Cole Hill Moore (UT)
Collins Hinson Moran
Comer Houchin Nehls
Crane Hudson Newhouse
Crawford Huizenga Norman
Crenshaw James Obernolte
D’Esposito Johnson (LA) Ogles
Davidson Johnson (SD) Owens
De La Cruz Jordan Palmer
DesJarlais Joyce (OH) Pence
Duarte Joyce (PA) Pfluger
Duncan Kean (NJ) Posey
Dunn (FL) Kelly (MS) Radewagen
Edwards Kelly (PA) Reschenthaler

Ellzey

Kiggans (VA)

Rogers (AL)
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Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rosendale
Rouzer
Rulli
Rutherford
Salazar
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Self
Sessions
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smucker

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Balint
Beatty
Bera
Bishop (GA)
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle (PA)
Brownley
Budzinski
Caraveo
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson
Carter (LA)
Cartwright
Casar
Case
Casten
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu
Clark (MA)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Correa
Courtney
Craig
Crockett
Crow
Cuellar
Davids (KS)
Davis (IL)
Davis (NC)
DeGette
DeLauro
Deluzio
DeSaulnier
Dingell
Doggett
Escobar
Espaillat
Fletcher
Foster
Foushee
Frankel, Lois
Frost
Garcia (TX)
Garcia, Robert
Golden (ME)
Gomez
Gonzalez,
Vicente
Gonzalez-Colon
Gottheimer

Allen
Amo
Auchincloss
Barragan
Beyer
Bilirakis
Blumenauer
Bowman
Brown
Buchanan
Bush
Cherfilus-
McCormick
Clarke (NY)
Costa
Curtis
Dean (PA)
DelBene
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Eshoo

June 26, 2024

Spartz
Steel
Stefanik
Steil
Steube
Strong
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner
Valadao
Van Drew
Van Duyne
Van Orden
Wagner

NOES—173

Green, Al (TX)
Harder (CA)
Hayes
Himes
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyle (OR)
Huffman
Ivey
Jackson (IL)
Jackson (NC)
Jacobs
Jayapal
Jeffries
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer

Kim (NJ)
Krishnamoorthi
Landsman
Larsen (WA)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Lee (PA)
Leger Fernandez
Levin

Lieu
Lofgren
Lynch
Magaziner
Manning
Matsui
McBath
McClellan
McCollum
McGarvey
Meeks
Menendez
Meng
Mfume
Moore (WI)
Morelle
Moulton
Mrvan
Mullin
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Neguse
Nickel
Norcross
Norton
Pallone
Pappas
Pascrell

Walberg
Waltz

Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams (NY)
Williams (TX)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yakym

Zinke

Peltola
Perez
Peters
Pettersen
Pingree
Plaskett
Pocan
Porter
Quigley
Ramirez
Raskin
Ross
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan
Sablan
Sanchez
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Scholten
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherrill
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Spanberger
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Sykes
Takano
Thanedar
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tokuda
Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Vargas
Vasquez
Veasey
Wasserman
Schultz
Wexton
Wwild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)

NOT VOTING—T72

Evans

Gaetz
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcla (IL)
Goldman (NY)
Granger
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Grijalva
Hoyer

Hunt

Issa

Jackson (TX)
Jackson Lee
Johnson (GA)
Kamlager-Dove
Kuster
Langworthy
Larson (CT)
Massie

McClintock
McGovern
McHenry
Meuser
Moskowitz
Moylan
Murphy
Nunn (IA)
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Panetta
Pelosi
Perry
Phillips
Pressley
Rodgers (WA)
Roy
Salinas
Sarbanes
Scalise
Sherman



		Superintendent of Documents
	2024-06-27T22:48:11-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




