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confronting Iran’s aggression to recog-
nizing Jerusalem as our capital and
moving the American Embassy there.
That is Jerusalem, our eternal capital,
never to be divided again.

My dear friends, Democrats and Re-
publicans, despite these times of up-
heaval, I am hopeful about the future.
I am hopeful about Israel because my
people, the Jewish people, emerged
from the depths of hell, from disposses-
sion and genocide, and against all odds,
we restored our sovereignty in our an-
cient homeland. We built a powerful
and vibrant democracy, a democracy
that pushes the boundaries of innova-
tion for the betterment of all human-
ity.

I am hopeful about America because
I am hopeful about Americans. I know
how much the people of this country
have sacrificed to defend freedom.

America will continue to be a force
for light and good in a dark and dan-
gerous world. For free peoples every-
where, America remains the beacon of
liberty its extraordinary Founders en-
visioned back in 1776.

Working together, I am confident
that our two Nations will vanquish the
tyrants and terrorists who threaten us
both.

As Israel’s Prime Minister, I promise
you this: No matter how long it takes,
no matter how difficult the road ahead,
Israel will not relent. Israel will not
bend. We will defend our land. We will
defend our people. We will fight until
we achieve victory, victory over lib-
erty—rather, victory of liberty over
tyranny, victory of life over death, vic-
tory of good over evil. That is our sol-
emn commitment.

We will continue to work with the
United States and our Arab partners to
transform our troubled region from a
backwater of oppression, poverty, and
war into a thriving oasis of dignity,
prosperity, and peace.

In this noble mission, as in many
others, Israel will always remain
America’s indispensable ally.

Through thick and thin and in good
times and in bad, Israel will always be
your loyal friend and your steadfast
partner.

On behalf of the people of Israel, I
came here today to say: Thank you,
America. Thank you for your support
and solidarity. Thank you for standing
with Israel in our hour of need. To-
gether, we shall defend our common
civilization. Together, we shall secure
a brilliant future for both our nations.

May God bless Israel, may God bless
America, and may God bless the great
alliance between Israel and America
forever.

(Applause, the Members rising.)

At 3 o’clock and 5 minutes p.m., His
Excellency Binyamin Netanyahu,
Prime Minister of Israel, accompanied
by the committee of escort, retired
from the Hall of the House of Rep-
resentatives.

The Assistant to the Sergeant at
Arms escorted the Dean of the Diplo-
matic Corps from the Chamber.
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JOINT MEETING DISSOLVED

The SPEAKER. The purpose of the
joint meeting having been completed,
the Chair declares the joint meeting of
the two Houses now dissolved.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 5 min-
utes p.m.), the joint meeting of the two
Houses was dissolved.

The Members of the Senate retired to
their Chamber.

The SPEAKER. The House will con-
tinue in recess subject to the call of
the Chair.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. JAMES) at 3 o’clock and 54
minutes p.m.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, July 24, 2024.
Hon. MIKE JOHNSON,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
July 24, 2024, at 11:53 a.m.

That the Senate passed S. 3696.

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 1076.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,
KEVIN F. MCCUMBER,
Acting Clerk.

———

PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS HAD
DURING RECESS

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the pro-
ceedings had during the recess be print-
ed in the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

———

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,

ENVIRONMENT, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2025

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1370 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. 8998.

Will the gentleman from South Caro-
lina (Mr. NORMAN) kindly take the
chair.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved
itself into the Committee of the Whole
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House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
8998) making appropriations for the De-
partment of the Interior, environment,
and related agencies for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2025, and for
other purposes, with Mr. NORMAN (Act-
ing Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today,
amendment No. 57 printed in part B of
House report 118-602 offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. MILLER)
had been disposed of.

AMENDMENT NO. 80 OFFERED BY MR. PALMER

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 80 printed
in part B of House Report 118-602.

Mr. PALMER. 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 implement, ad-
minister, or enforce the final rule entitled
‘“National Emission Standards for Hazardous
Air Pollutants: Lime Manufacturing Plants
Technology Review’’ published by the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency in the Federal
Register on July 16, 2024 (89 Fed. Reg. 57738).

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1370, the gentleman
from Alabama (Mr. PALMER) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Alabama.

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, the En-
vironmental Protection Agency re-
cently finalized a $2 billion regulation
on the lime industry that the EPA’s
own staff have found is completely un-
necessary to protect public health and
welfare.

Lime plants not only supply products
essential for the proper function of
critical activities concerning construc-
tion, but lime also keeps our roadways
from breaking down and helps keep our
water clean.

As recently as 2020, just 4 years ago,
the EPA conducted a full risk assess-
ment of hazardous air pollutants emit-
ted by the lime manufacturing indus-
try. The EPA found that risks from the
source category are acceptable, the
standards provide an ample margin of
safety to protect public health, and
more stringent standards are not nec-
essary to prevent an adverse environ-
mental effect. The EPA received no
new data or other information during
the public comment period that causes
us to change that proposed determina-
tion. I emphasize that is the EPA’s own
staff and scientists.

This was published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER in July of 2020. What is inter-
esting is that lime is used for pollution
control to absorb sulfur oxides, which
helps prevent acid rain and reduces
emissions of hazardous air pollutants,
including mercury.

The only reason the Biden adminis-
tration’s EPA is issuing this expensive



H4882

and unnecessary rule is because of a 2—
1 split decision where the District of
Columbia circuit court sided with an
environmental group suing to ignore
the EPA’s scientific findings in favor of
their radical climate agenda.

That case said that the EPA must set
standards for all unregulated haz-
ardous air pollutants when the agency
conducts a technology review under
the Clean Air Act. Congress intended
that new, additional regulations should
be added only if risk assessment dem-
onstrated that risks are not acceptable
with an ample margin of safety. Since
the EPA has already found that emis-
sions from the lime industry are al-
ready acceptable with an ample margin
of safety, there is no need for these
new, expensive regulations. I urge my
colleagues to trust the science and sup-
port my amendment.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, I claim the
time in opposition to the amendment.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, the Inte-
rior bill we are considering today in-
cludes 92 poison pill riders in the base
bill that cripple environmental protec-
tion, undermine climate change poli-
cies, add to the national debt, and in-
clude discriminatory riders targeting
millions of American citizens that
have already proven so divisive in ear-
lier markups. I object to the inclusion
of any more.

This amendment would block the
EPA from implementing air pollution
regulations for lime manufacturing
plants. The EPA rule will reduce emis-
sions of toxic air pollution by nearly
900 tons per year from hazardous air
pollutants such as dioxin and mercury.

EPA initiated this rulemaking as re-
quired by a court case to comply with
their 8-year technology review
timeline required under the Clean Air
Act.

As a result of the lawsuit and subse-
quent emissions data collection, EPA
found four pollutants that were un-
regulated in proposed reasonable stand-
ards to achieve better air quality and
public health.

EPA worked closely with the Small
Business Administration and included
regulatory flexibilities to address
small business concerns.

EPA balanced industry concerns
alongside their duty to protect public
health and the environment in this
rule, and they were statutorily re-
quired to update.
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The rule is important to the people
who live in communities next to these
facilities, to the workers at these fa-
cilities, and it is critical that this rule
go into effect and not be a political
pawn in the appropriations process.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
oppose this amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chair, this amend-
ment would be a step toward returning
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power back to Congress, where it be-
longs. Instead of complying with the
agenda of radical environmentalists,
Congress should reject their efforts to
ignore science. I remind my colleagues
that the EPA’s own scientists said this
rule is not necessary.

We have too many unelected, unac-
countable bureaucrats making way too
many laws in the form of regulations
that are doing great harm to Ameri-
cans struggling to pay their bills,
struggling to put food on the table, and
struggling to take care of their fami-
lies.

This lime rule is another example of
the fake science that is doing unneces-
sary harm to our economy and to
American households.

I emphasize again, lime plants supply
products essential to the proper func-
tioning of critical activities to the na-
tional interest, including steel produc-
tion, road construction, power genera-
tion, pollution abatement. As I pointed
out, one of the things that my col-
league mentioned was mercury. Lime
is used to abate mercury in air.

I worked for two international engi-
neering companies, and we built pollu-
tion control devices, including devices
that use lime to remove sulfur oxides
from gases being emitted from produc-
tion facilities. It is used in drinking
water treatment. Lime helps keep our
roadways, as I said, from breaking
down. Lime helps keep our water clean,
and lime improves soil quality.

Unnecessary regulations 1like the
lime rule add to the inflationary bur-
den Americans are currently suffering
under. The high price of building a new
home, for instance, has placed home
ownership out of reach of many Ameri-
cans, and this lime rule will add to
that cost. Funding this regulation
would only make the high cost of liv-
ing crisis worse.

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

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

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self the balance of my time to close.

As 1 said, having worked for two
international engineering companies
and in a think tank, I have found dur-
ing my time in Congress that there is
a serious lack of scientific under-
standing, and we just pass a lot of rules
out of Congress that we really have no
idea what the impact will be.

We also have, in many cases, a seri-
ous math problem. We don’t under-
stand how these things add up, pile up
the cost of living on American house-
holds and the damage that it is doing
to them. Right now, we are seeing gro-
cery prices at levels we haven’t seen in
years. Cumulative inflation the last 3%
years of the Biden administration has
been over 19 percent. Energy costs are
up 40 percent. We just keep adding
these things to the American people.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to re-
ject the burdensome regulations, reject
the radical environmental agenda, and
support my amendment. I yield back
the balance of my time.
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Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self the balance of my time to close. I
do want to assure my colleague on the
other side of the aisle that I thor-
oughly understand the importance of
lime in many manufacturing and agri-
cultural processes. I actually have a ce-
ment manufacturing facility in my dis-
trict, agricultural lime facility in my
district, and I personally have spent
many years as a farmer or gardener.

Just last week, I spread lime on my
soil to make it more alkaline because
we have very acidic soils in much of
Maine. I am not unaware of the impor-
tance of lime, but I am also aware of
our role in Congress of making sure
that we reduce pollution and that we
make sure we Kkeep our citizens safe.
This is a perfectly appropriate rule.

Mr. Chair, I encourage my colleagues
to oppose 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 Alabama (Mr. PALMER).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 81 OFFERED BY MR. PERRY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 81 printed
in part B of House Report 118-602.

Mr. PERRY. 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 give formal noti-
fication under, or prepare, propose, imple-
ment, administer, or enforce any rule or rec-
ommendation pursuant to, section 115 of the
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7415).

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1370, the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PERRY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment prohibits the EPA from
using funds for actions pursuant to sec-
tion 115 of the Clean Air Act.

To be clear, section 115 of the Clean
Air Act allows the EPA to mandate
State emissions levels to whatever
level the agency deems appropriate if
they find U.S. emissions endanger a
foreign nation and the endangered na-
tion has a reciprocal agreement to pre-
vent or control these emissions in their
own nation, such as the Paris climate
accord.

This backdoor provision allows the
EPA to vastly expand its regulatory
authority and encroach on the right of
the States to regulate their own energy
sectors based on the actions solely of a
foreign nation.

It is irresponsible to allow unelected
bureaucrats at the EPA to retain the
ability to seize such expansive author-
ity. If the U.S. Government wants to
pursue such a policy, one that in my
opinion is constitutionally suspect, it
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should be done through an explicit con-
gressional delegation of authority on a
case-by-case basis.

A similar amendment has passed the
House during previous Interior and En-
vironmental Appropriations packages.
I urge adoption, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, I rise in op-
position to this amendment.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, section 115
of the Clean Air Act is essential. It en-
ables the United States to work with
other nations to address transboundary
air pollution.

As we saw last year, while Canada
was experiencing historic wildfires,
that pollution knows no boundaries
and can travel anywhere, whether by
air or water. We cannot address these
environmental issues on our own, and
we must work with other nations.

Prohibiting the EPA from imple-
menting section 115 of the Clean Air
Act is shortsighted, and I oppose this
amendment. I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, I cer-
tainly agree that we need to work with
other nations and our neighbors, every-
body around the globe. We are living on
the same planet, breathing the same
air, drinking the same water, but the
United States is a sovereign nation,
and we don’t bow to any other sov-
ereign, let alone take their word for it
or have them impose regulations on us
as they deem fit, as they see fit.

That is what section 115 would allow.
It allows a backdoor access to doing so
through a reciprocal agreement, not
even a treaty, such as the Paris cli-
mate accord. That is the issue here, an
agreement that an administration may
take, that not this body, not the body
across the building, not the American
people are signatories to. That is the
purpose of this amendment.

As I said, Mr. Chairman, in the past,
this amendment has been accepted on
this very bill, this very same amend-
ment, and so I would urge adoption
once again this time.

Mr. Chairman, in closing, once again,
this is just common sense. I don’t know
that back a long time ago when section
115 was written it was written with the
idea that the Paris climate accord, not
a treaty, but with the force of a treaty
would occur, but in the case that it is
and that that has now happened, we
must make sure that we speak loudly
and that any regulations and any regu-
latory authority come through the
elected bodies of the United States of
America, not through bureaucracies
and certainly not through would-be
treaties or agreements from foreign
countries.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair,
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-

I yield
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tleman from
PERRY).

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

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

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

AMENDMENT NO. 82 OFFERED BY MR. PERRY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 82 printed
in part B of House Report 118-602.

Mr. PERRY. 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 spending
reduction account), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used by the Environ-
mental Protection Agency to take any of the
actions described as a ‘‘backstop’ in the De-
cember 29, 2009, letter from the Regional Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection
Agency to the States in the Watershed and
the District of Columbia in response to the
development or implementation of a State’s
watershed implementation and referred to in
enclosure B of such letter.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1370, the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PERRY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment prohibits the use of funds
to take retaliatory actions against
States that disagree with the EPA-
mandated pollutant reduction goals
that have been imposed upon them by
the EPA.

Importantly, this amendment would
not prevent the EPA from working
with States to restore things like the
Chesapeake Bay, which is what the
EPA is supposed to be doing.

In 1985, the States in the Chesapeake
Bay region recognized the need to ad-
dress pollutants in the Bay and
through their own initiative came to-
gether to conduct cleanup efforts.
These State-driven efforts were largely
successful. Water quality improved al-
most 50 percent from 1985 to 2010 with-
out the EPA’s involvement.

However, in 2010, the EPA seized the
States’ authority to determine their
own method of compliance and threat-
ened to take over the water quality
plants. This 2010 power grab, known as
the Chesapeake Bay TMDL, total max-
imum daily load, directly contradicts
the intent of the Clean Water Act.

The Clean Water Act clearly ac-
knowledges State authority in water
quality and requires cooperation,
which is happening through the Chesa-
peake Bay Commission rather than co-
ercion between the States and the Fed-
eral Government.

These coercive methods have been
tried and have failed. Water quality

Pennsylvania (Mr.
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improvement has slowed, and last year
the EPA acknowledged the 2025 goals
likely cannot be met. The failures we
have seen since Federalization of the
bay cleanup efforts necessitate the re-
evaluation of this model and a return
to the cooperative model that led to

the early improvements and actual
success.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chairman, I claim
the time in opposition.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, this
amendment would allow those that pol-
lute the Chesapeake Bay to ignore the
Environmental Protection Agency’s
water quality standards.

Restoring the Chesapeake Bay and
its watershed continues to be a pri-
ority. The EPA established mandatory
water quality standards, and Congress
has appropriated over $1 billion for the
Chesapeake Bay program to help
States, localities, and businesses meet
those standards. This amendment
would jeopardize that funding and have
devastating effects on the health of the
bay.

This amendment is not about the
well-being of Virginia, Maryland, and
the surrounding States. It is about the
fact that some industrial operators
don’t think they should be responsible
for controlling the pollution they dump
into our rivers and streams across the
country. The courts have sided with
the EPA on this matter.

For more than 35 years, the regional
partnership created through the Chesa-
peake Bay program has sought to re-
store and protect the Nation’s largest
and most productive estuary. This
amendment would undermine decades
of work and have lasting damaging ef-
fects to the health of the bay and the
economy that it supports.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
oppose this amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.
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Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chair, let me clar-
ify, prohibits the use of funds to take
retaliatory actions—retaliatory. We
are already working together. We are
working with the EPA. As was said,
this is a regional partnership and has
been a regional partnership.

This isn’t about industry getting a
free pass to pollute anywhere. This is
about the heavy-handed, coercive tac-
tics of the EPA on States that want to
do this, that got into this because this
is what they wanted to do. We don’t
need the EPA.

By the way, go to some of these
treatment plants, and do you know
what the EPA’s requirements are, Mr.
Chairman? Beyond the limits of tech-
nology. They have to treat the water
to beyond the limits of technology.
Think about what that statement says.
It says they can’t get there from here,
but the EPA is still going to fine them
if they can’t get there from here while
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acknowledging they can’t get there
from here.

All we are saying is, don’t spend
money on the extortionary, retalia-
tory, coercive tactics. Spend the
money, if you are going to spend it, on
actually working together to clean up
the bay.

Mr. Chair, I don’t know what else you
need to hear. We are not against the
EPA. We are not against cleaning up
the bay. We are not against spending
the money to clean up the bay. What
we are against is the retaliatory ac-
tions that don’t help clean up the bay
and waste our money.

By the way, since we are talking
about it, while Pennsylvania continues
to try to get beyond the limits of tech-
nology, that the EPA acknowledges,
some of the other States in the com-
pact aren’t interested but aren’t fined
under these retaliatory practices. This
is punishment to some States but not
to others, which we see as unfair, as
you might imagine.

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

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

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

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Maine has the right to close.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chair, I think I have
made my point, and the fact that the
gentlewoman is reserving means there
is no other point to make, so I am
happy to listen.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, any time I
hear one of my colleagues across the
aisle say we don’t need the EPA or that
the actions of the EPA are extortion or
retaliatory, I don’t know about the
specific actions that he is talking
about today, but I do know, as someone
who represents a State with as much
coastline as any State in the Nation
with estuaries, with bays, with an ex-
treme dependence on our shorelines, on
our watersheds, on the ocean itself, I
know that the Chesapeake Bay is an
incredible resource to this country.
The health of the bay has been a big
concern for over 35 years, and the work
that the EPA does to keep it clean is
extremely important.

This amendment that attempts to
undermine those efforts, to undermine
decades of work, is absolutely unneces-
sary and not anything that any of us
should support. This has the likely im-
pact of undermining the efforts of our
fishermen, our residents of coastal
communities, and the economy in the
Chesapeake Bay, and it is a misguided
amendment.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
oppose 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 Pennsylvania (Mr.
PERRY).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.
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Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, I demand a
recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 83 OFFERED BY MR. PERRY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 83 printed
in part B of House Report 118-602.

Mr. PERRY. 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 145, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)"’.

Page 226, line 4, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1370, the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PERRY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chair, this amend-
ment strikes the funding for the Coun-
cil on Environmental Quality.

Now, it sounds lofty and awesome.
The Council on Environmental Quality
was created by the National Environ-
mental Policy Act in 1969 to advance
environmental policies and to meet re-
quirements under NEPA. Of course, it
is duplicative because now we have the
EPA. We create a new agency, but we
never get rid of the other agency, and
they both do the same thing.

This one is supercharged now. This
administration has tasked the CEQ
with developing policies on climate
change, environmental justice, and
Federal sustainability, all while cre-
ating more paperwork under NEPA
that the previous administration actu-
ally worked to reverse.

Mr. Chairman, these policies are
what is holding America back. Onerous
NEPA requirements and State-level
laws like those in California are hold-
ing back countless programs and con-
struction projects around the country.
You can’t get anything permitted.
Things take years upon years. People
say, why does it take so long? This is
why.

They are also part of the left’s appa-
ratus that aims to shift America’s en-
tire way of life by meeting unscientific
emission goals. They are not scientific.
They are political goals. They are not
scientific goals.

As written, the Department of Ener-
gy’s own estimate for their gas stove
rule shows that only 4 percent of gas
stoves available on the market today
meet the new standard, essentially
forcing Americans to choose electric
stoves without any—it is not based on
science. They just want you to use
electricity, not gas, and so they come
up with the metrics.

This is part of this Council on Envi-
ronmental Quality. We don’t need
them. We have the EPA. We don’t need
the duplication.
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Mr. Chair, I urge support, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, I rise in op-
position to the amendment.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, this
amendment eliminates funding for the
Council on Environmental Quality.

The office is responsible for coordi-
nating the Federal Government’s ef-
forts to improve, preserve, and protect
Americans’ public health and environ-
ment. It also works to ensure that en-
vironmental reviews for infrastructure
projects and Federal actions are thor-
ough, efficient, and reflect the input of
the public and local communities.

This amendment would hobble the of-
fice and result in significant delays to
infrastructure projects around the
country.

Mr. Chair, I oppose this amendment,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chair, I don’t know
about significant delays. We are al-
ready experiencing significant delays.
All these construction projects take
decades to complete.

If we are going to just keep doing the
same thing, which apparently that is
what the gentlewoman on the other
side of aisle wants to do, we are going
to continue to experience significant
delays.

Maybe this isn’t the answer. I would
be happy to hear what the answer is if
it is not this, but doing the same thing
isn’t going to change anything. That is
what we are looking to do, to make it
more efficient.

The EPA can do this work. The EPA
should do this work. We don’t need
both these agencies at the same time
duplicating each other’s efforts and
wasting American tax dollars.

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

Ms. PINGREE. 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 Pennsylvania (Mr.
PERRY).

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

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

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

AMENDMENT NO. 84 OFFERED BY MR. PERRY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 84 printed
in part B of House Report 118-602.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chair, I rise as the
designee of the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. PFLUGER).

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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NO DESIGNATION OF PERMIAN BASIN AS
NONATTAINMENT FOR OZONE

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to designate or re-
designate the Permian Basin (or any portion
thereof) as nonattainment for ozone under
section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C.
7407(d)).

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1370, the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PERRY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chair, two summers
ago, the EPA released a regulatory
agenda which included the consider-
ation of redesignation of ozone attain-
ment in the Permian Basin.

This wholly discretionary action
would impose new regulatory burdens,
new regulations on the U.S. oil and gas
industry, which will only worsen the
cost-of-living problems that we already
have and the high energy problems
that we are already experiencing.

A nonattainment redesignation will
have considerable, almost an unbeliev-
able, negative local impacts that can-
not be overstated. In rural America,
the energy industry generates high-
paying jobs for working families and is
the driver of the Texas and New Mexico
economies.

Additionally, the industry annually
contributes over $20 billion to State of
Texas local coffers to fund public edu-
cation, emergency responders, hos-
pitals, conservation projects, and more.
If the EPA finalizes this redesignation,
most rural communities in this area
will face substantial economic hard-
ship. Somebody is going to have to
make up that money.

By the way, it is not just Texas and
the Permian Basin. If you ever travel
there, if you are in the airport, you
will see people traveling to and from
the Permian Basin because of the jobs
there. They are going to the basin for
the jobs. They are flying back to the
East Coast. They will work a couple of
weeks on and take a week off and go
back to the East Coast, so it is not just
the Permian Basin that is going to be
affected. It is States like Pennsyl-
vania, Virginia, and Georgia, where the
men and women that I talked to when
I was there in the airport were trav-
eling to and from.

In May of this year, Representative
PFLUGER hosted the Region 6 Adminis-
trator to see the impacts of a potential
redesignation and the actions pro-
ducers are already taking to reduce
emissions to record levels.

During her visit, it was made clear
that the EPA does not have monitors
on the Texas side of the Permian
Basin. They don’t even have monitors
there. All the data that is being used to
build the case for the nonattainment
redesignation is based on either mod-
eling or monitors in some other State,
not even in Texas.

We have seen this before. That is why
Representative PFLUGER recently in-
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troduced the Show the Data Act, which
mandates that any nonattainment re-
designation by the EPA cannot be
based on air quality monitor data from
some other State, area, or counties
being designated. They have to be in
the county, in the State. That would be
nice.

The Permian Basin is proud of its en-
vironmental record. Their producers
have led the world in emissions reduc-
tion, innovation, and sustainable prac-
tices. Permian Basin producers con-
tinue to reduce emissions of ozone pre-
cursors while increasing energy pro-
duction.

As a matter of fact, methane emis-
sions intensity in the Permian Basin
dropped by nearly 70 percent between
2011 and 2020 even as oil and gas pro-
duction in the region rose by over 320
percent. They didn’t need the Federal
Government coming down there with
monitors outside the area telling them
how to do that.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, I rise in op-
position to the amendment.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, I rise in op-
position to this amendment. It is a leg-
islative earmark to benefit oil and gas
producers. It would tell the EPA to ig-
nore potentially unhealthy air in the
counties that make up the Permian
Basin.

For the past few years, air monitors
located in the Permian Basin area have
shown violations well above EPA’s 2015
ozone standard. So it is more than rea-
sonable for the EPA to evaluate condi-
tions in the area, consistent with the
requirements of the Clean Air Act, but
this amendment would prevent the
EPA from redesignating the Permian
Basin as being in nonattainment of the
2015 ozone standard.

Under the Clean Air Act, the EPA is
required to set a national ambient air
quality standard for contaminants,
like ground-level ozone, that are ade-
quate to protect public health, includ-
ing the health of sensitive groups such
as children and the elderly.

These health-based standards, the
NAAQS, must reflect recent scientific
and medical data. Once the EPA sets or
revises the NAAQS, EPA uses air moni-
toring data and recommendations from
States to determine which areas meet
the standards and those that do not,
known as being in nonattainment.
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States then go to work to develop
plans using the most cost-effective
strategies to bring mnonattainment
areas in compliance with the standard.

Allowing a region that exceeds the
standard to be considered in attain-
ment doesn’t do anything for the fami-
lies and the workers living in those
counties breathing the toxic air. It
tells Americans that there is nothing
to see here while they bear the brunt of
the environmental hazards.
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Contrary to what polluters would
have you believe, being designated as
nonattainment does not shut down the
economies. Businesses have and do con-
tinue to operate and expand in non-
attainment areas. However, the des-
ignation ensures that States and busi-
nesses are taking measures to control
air pollution and help communities to
achieve cleaner, healthier air.

The Interior bill we are considering
today includes 92 poison pill riders in
the base bill, and I object to the inclu-
sion of any more.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
oppose the amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chair, I suspect that
Representative PFLUGER would be
aghast at the claim that this is a legis-
lative earmark. There is no money in-
volved in this.

By the way, the air quality has con-
tinued to improve. Since 1990, ozone
concentration has decreased by 25 per-
cent and emissions of ozone precursors
like VOCs and nitrogen oxides have
dropped by 47 percent and 65 percent.

Let me just tell you, Mr. Chairman:
This is how this goes. The EPA sets a
level through the Clean Air Act, they
attain it, and then the EPA just keeps
lowering it and lowering it and low-
ering it. It is used by the left by people
who hate the oil and gas industry, hate
civilization, and hate energy to say
that you can no longer produce because
you can’t attain it. That’s what they
do.

To say it is not going to have any ef-
fect if we put them in the nonattain-
ment zone, it is not going to have any
effect on the producers, on local busi-
nesses—if it is not going to have any
effect, then why would you do it? It is
going to have an effect.

They are going to be out of jobs.
That is the effect. It is a thinly veiled
attempt to curb oil and gas production,
and it will destroy local jobs, State
revenues, and, more importantly, our
national security.

Do you think China or Russia, which
country that is competing with us in
the oil and gas industry, which country
do you think is telling their producers
that they are not meeting attainment?
None of them. Do you think Iran is
doing that?

We are buying Venezuelan oil. We are
buying Russian gas in the northeast. It
is absurd. Congress must not allow this
to move forward.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, my col-
league on the other side of the aisle
said that I hate oil and gas, I hate civ-
ilization, and I hate energy. Honestly, 1
don’t hate oil and gas. I certainly don’t
hate civilization. In fact, I hope we can
continue our civilization.

I am deeply concerned that if we con-
tinue our dependence on oil and gas
that we won’t have a civilization, that
our children and grandchildren won’t
have the opportunities that we had,
that our small businesses and our com-
munities won’t be able to function.
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The whole reason we are talking
about any of this is because we have
the impending challenge of climate
change that is already upon us today.
In order to reduce the effects of cli-
mate change, we have to reduce our use
of oil and gas, and we have to make
sure that the pollution, as we are talk-
ing about in this bill, isn’t impacting
our communities.

It is interesting, my colleague men-
tioned that in the airport he sees peo-
ple traveling to and from work in this
area. Is it possible that crowd of people
don’t want to live in this area because
the pollution and the effects are too
strong and they would prefer just to go
to work and get home to breathe some
clean air somewhere else?

My colleague assumes that if we
don’t continue at the level we are oper-
ating on that we will be buying oil
from Iran or China or Russia. He seems
to forget that we have a booming in-
dustry going on in green energy.
Whether it is renewable solar or wind
or many of the other innovations that
are taking place right now, they are far
outpacing our use of oil and gas. In
many States, the green energy jobs and
the innovation are where all of the eco-
nomic development and activity is.

For him to say this is our only oppor-
tunity or this is all because some of us
hate oil and gas or want to penalize
people for this, it is absolutely wrong.
We are merely trying to bring our
country into this modern era and make
sure that we are investing in energy. 1
don’t hate energy. I believe in renew-
able energy, and I believe there are tre-
mendous opportunities out there.

I also want to make sure that com-
munities that are impacted by the pol-
lution, as we are talking about here,
are protected, that those communities
have the right to breathe clean air as
we all hope we can do.

I would ask my colleagues to oppose
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 Pennsylvania (Mr.
PERRY).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 85 OFFERED BY MR. PERRY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 85 printed
in part B of House Report 118-602.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chair, as the des-
ignee of the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
RoY), 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:

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE ACTIVITIES

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used for environmental
justice activities.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1370, the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PERRY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chair, this amend-
ment prohibits any of the funding from
being used to carry out environmental
justice activities.

Let me explain this to you. Environ-
mental justice is nothing more than
the synthesis of divisive racial ide-
ology and radical environmentalism in
the same package. This entire ideology
is based on the notion that Federal en-
vironmental funding should be allo-
cated based on immutable characteris-
tics.

Biden’s Justice40 Initiative directs 40
percent of Federal clean energy and en-
ergy efficiency spending based on eth-
nicity, migrant status, and income sta-
tus.

How is that fair in America? I don’t
hear anything about the fact that poor
communities are hurt the hardest by
this administration’s inflationary en-
ergy policy.

Just last year, the Census Bureau
found that 36 percent of consumers say
it has been somewhat to very difficult
for them to pay their usual bills in the
last 7 days. That is a 25 percent in-
crease from the prior year. I hear it in
my own district.

Environmental justice is just another
way for this administration to funnel
dollars, your tax dollars, to radical
leftwing groups, including anti-Israel
groups. I think that is important to
note today.

In December of 2023, the Biden ad-
ministration announced it would award
$600 million in environmental justice
funding. Fifty million dollars went to
the Climate Justice Alliance, which or-
ganized anti-Israel protests in the Cap-
itol rotunda last year.

What does any of that have to do
with the environment?

Climate Justice Alliance’s website
has a ‘‘Free Palestine’” web page that
states: “The path to climate justice
travels through a free Palestine. . . . ”

I am sorry. I don’t see the nexus.

Will my Democrat colleagues vote to
send money to these groups, Iran’s use-
ful idiots, by opposing this amendment
on the day that the Prime Minister of
Israel came and addressed a joint ses-
sion? I sure hope not.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, I rise in op-
position to this amendment.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, in recent
years, Democrats have made historic
investments in environmental justice,
and the EPA has already put those dol-
lars to good use.

It is unfortunate that my colleagues
across the aisle continue to attack
good government programs. Environ-
mental justice ensures that all Ameri-
cans receive the same degree of protec-
tion from environmental and health
hazards, which is particularly impor-
tant in rural communities, many of
which are in the very districts of my
colleagues across the aisle and myself.
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Rural communities and low-income
communities have long been targeted
by corporations, regulatory agencies,
and local planning and zoning boards
when siting polluting facilities. This
includes things like landfills, waste
transfer stations, incinerators, garbage
dumps, diesel bus and truck garages,
auto body shops, smokestack indus-
tries, industrial hog and chicken proc-
essors, oil refineries, chemical manu-
facturers, and radioactive waste stor-
age areas.

Because of this, these communities
typically have lower property values,
higher health disparities, and shorter
lifespans.

Why would my colleagues try to
defund any effort to improve the lives
of people in rural and low-income com-
munities? It is yet another attempt to
implement an extreme agenda, to at-
tack minority groups at all costs, and
to return the United States to a time
when environmental discrimination
was the norm.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support our rural and our low-income
communities by rejecting this amend-
ment, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chair, I don’t know
about all Americans. As a matter of
fact, many of the communities that I
represent are lower income. They are
struggling to pay their electricity bills,
and I doubt that they have gotten $50
million or part of what the Climate
Justice Alliance got.

Most of my constituents don’t have
time to run around protesting with
“Free Palestine” signs the day that
the Prime Minister of Israel was ad-
dressing Congress.

I will tell you this. Justice should
not be based on ethnicity, migrant sta-
tus, or income status. Justice should
be blind in America. Unfortunately, we
have gotten away from that, and this is
funding it.

I suggest that we all vote in favor of
this and have justice be blind and have
all Americans and all citizens treated

equally.

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

Ms. PINGREE. 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 Pennsylvania (Mr.
PERRY).

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

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

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

AMENDMENT NO. 88 OFFERED BY MR. STAUBER

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 88 printed
in part B of House Report 118-602.

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 120, line 11, strike ‘‘wildfire”’ and in-
sert ‘‘wildfire, search and rescue,”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1370, the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. STAUBER) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Chair, amend-
ment No. 88 to H.R. 8998 will ensure
States and other cooperating entities
that provide search-and-rescue services
on Federal lands can receive reim-
bursement.

In northern Minnesota, the St. Louis
County Rescue Squad assists people
lost or injured in the Boundary Waters
Canoe Area, which is Federal land in
my district.

According to a Duluth News Tribune
article, the squad’s reported budget is
about $450,000 per year. However, with
the roughly 30,000 hours volunteer
members dedicate to the cause each
year, it is estimated that the squad
provides about $3.5 million in free labor
annually.

Recently, tragedy struck the BWCA.
Two canoeists, Jesse Haugen of Cam-
bridge and Reis Grams of Lino Lakes,
fell over Curtain Falls. The St. Louis
County Rescue Squad spent over 2
weeks on a search-and-rescue mission
looking for these two individuals be-
fore they located their bodies. May
these two souls rest in peace.

Of the 95 members of the St. Louis
County Rescue Squad, 61 took part in
the Curtain Falls mission. Combined,
they worked almost 6,000 hours.

During a recent meeting I had with
Squad Captain Rick Slatten, he esti-
mated that the cost of the mission was
around $150,000, over a quarter of their
annual budget on one call.

As a former law enforcement officer,
I know that rescue squads are critical
to ensuring the safety of the constitu-
encies and the many tourists that visit
each year.

During a search-and-rescue mission,
every second counts, and we need these
crews to have the resources necessary
to stay on top of their game or at a
minimum know that they have the
backing of the Federal Government to
do what they can to save lives.

As the bill currently reads: The
wildland fire management account can
be used to reimburse States and other
cooperating agencies for services pro-
vided in response to wildfire and other
emergencies or disasters.

This amendment simply clarifies
that search and rescue is a part of that
reimbursement category. This will en-
sure that our search-and-rescue squads
can continue to conduct these vital
services in our communities.

Search-and-rescue volunteer rescue
squads from small townships and small
cities across America enter our Federal
lands to rescue people that are in our
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Federal lands for enjoyment. It costs a
lot of money to keep up equipment. It
costs a lot of time and training, and
these dollars will recognize them by
saying that their rescue efforts are im-
portant to all of us.

Mr. Chair, I ask that this amendment
be made in order, and I ask Members to
be in support on the floor. 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 Minnesota (Mr. STAUBER).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 89 OFFERED BY MR. STAUBER

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 89 printed
in part B of House Report 118-602.

Mr. STAUBER. 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 spending
reduction account), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used to designate
the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness,
or any portion thereof, as a national monu-
ment under chapter 3203 of title 54, United
States Code (commonly referred to as the
“Antiquities Act of 1906°’).

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1370, the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. STAUBER) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Chair, I rise to
offer my amendment that prohibits
any funds from being used to designate
the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wil-
derness located within the Superior
National Forest in northern Minnesota
as a national monument under the An-
tiquities Act.

The Superior National Forest is a
working industrial forest, and it should
always remain one. Responsible mining
and responsible timber harvesting are
desired traits of the forest. Mining and
timber harvesting are part of our way
of life in northern Minnesota, and they
exist hand in hand with recreation and
conservation.

This amendment protects our way of
life and protects against an activist ad-
ministration here in Washington tak-
ing steps to change it. In December
2016, while they were on their way out
of office, the Obama-Biden administra-
tion made a last-minute Antiquities
Act designation for Bears Ears in
southeastern Utah. The amendment be-
fore you today is an insurance policy
to ensure that the Biden-Harris admin-
istration doesn’t make a last-ditch ef-
fort to do the same and designate a
new monument in northern Minnesota
which would jeopardize desired respon-
sible use of the Superior National For-
est, again, a working industrial forest.

Contrary to what my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle will likely
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argue, this amendment will not jeop-
ardize any existing protections that
the wilderness area already enjoys.
This amendment does not expand min-
ing or timber harvesting into the
Boundary Waters. This amendment en-
sures we can continue to mine and har-
vest timber outside of the Boundary
Waters.

Let me be clear. Mining will never
take place in the Boundary Waters
Canoe Area Wilderness. That has been
settled since 1978 when Congress passed
the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wil-
derness Act. Back in 1978, my prede-
cessor, then-Representative of the
Eighth Congressional District, Demo-
crat Jim Oberstar, stood here on the
House floor and argued that our ability
to responsibly mine and harvest timber
in the Superior National Forest shall
never be infringed.

This amendment is quite simple. It
simply reaffirms Congress’ intent when
the 1978 wilderness act was passed. It
simply protects against overreach from
the executive branch, and, most impor-
tantly, it protects our way of life in
northern Minnesota.

Mr. Chair, I urge all my colleagues to
support this amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr.
rise in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. SMITH of Ne-
braska). The gentlewoman from Min-
nesota is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, unfortu-
nately, my colleague from Minnesota
has offered an amendment which
doesn’t make sense. I will explain why,
Mr. Chairman. The amendment is di-
rected at the Boundary Waters Canoe
Area Wilderness, but there is a funda-
mental misunderstanding of what is
wilderness and how it is designated,
what happens in the Superior National
Forest, and the way this amendment is
drafted.

First, the amendment would prohibit
the administration from designating
the BWCA as a national monument.
When the Antiquities Act was passed
by Congress to give the President the
ability to protect vulnerable lands that
contain valuable scientific, cultural,
and historic resources, the BWCA was
already protected.

Wilderness, Mr. Chair, is the most
protected and restricted designation we
have for public lands. The level of wil-
derness that it affords far exceeds what
the national monument designation
offer is. What I think the Member is at-
tempting to do, and I might disagree
with him but he has the right to do it,
would be to leave out the Boundary
Waters Canoe Wilderness Area and just
talk about the Superior National For-
est which is not part of that wilderness
area, and then his amendment would
make sense. I wouldn’t support it, but
his amendment would make sense.

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

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate my good friend and colleague
from Minnesota’s comments. I will tell

Chairman, I
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you that in 2016 on their way out the
Obama-Biden administration, for pure-
ly political reasons, pulled mining
leases for a company that wanted to
mine critical minerals in northeastern
Minnesota. The Biden-Harris adminis-
tration went against the Supreme
Court when the Supreme Court ruled
that it is unconstitutional to pay off
student loans, and they still did it.

What this says, Mr. Chair, is as the
Biden-Harris administration is in their
waning days here, they can’t diminish
our opportunities in northeastern Min-
nesota, period.

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

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, as I said,
the gentleman from Minnesota from
the Eighth Congressional District and I
might disagree on some of those
things. I can’t, in good conscience, sup-
port this amendment because it is not
drafted in a way that would even do
what the gentleman would like to do.
It is just written wrong.

The Boundary Waters Wilderness
Canoe Area is protected. It is wilder-
ness. Any portion thereafter that is in
the amendment would be parts that are
not part of the Boundary Waters Wil-
derness Canoe Area. So by having that
in the amendment, the amendment is
not drafted properly.

For that and other reasons, I just
close with this: I would urge my col-
leagues to vote against this amend-
ment. We look forward to, in the fu-
ture, having this discussion maybe
next year with an amendment which
the gentleman and I could disagree on
the principle and not the way it is
drafted.

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

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Chairman, again,
I do not trust the Biden-Harris admin-
istration on their way out. I do not
trust them on their way out. This will
ensure that the Superior National For-
est and the Boundary Waters Canoe
Area Wilderness remains as it is and
there are no antiquities put forth. I do
not trust the Biden-Harris administra-
tion when it comes to mining. They are
the most anti-mining administration
in the history of the United States of

America. They haven’t opened one
mine.

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 Minnesota (Mr. STAUBER).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 90 OFFERED BY MR. STAUBER

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 90 printed
in part B of House Report 118-602.

Mr. STAUBER. 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 used to expand the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

area designated as the Boundary Waters
Canoe Area Wilderness by section 3 of Public
Law 95-495.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1370, the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. STAUBER) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to offer my amendment that prohibits
any funds from being used to expand
the Boundary Waters Canoe Wilderness
Area within the Superior National For-
est in northern Minnesota.

Mining and timber harvesting have
played a significant role in the culture
and the economy of northern Min-
nesota for well over a century. Mining
and timber harvesting are our past, our
present, and our future in northern
Minnesota. We have proven we can
mine and harvest timber responsibly
all while still protecting and enjoying
the beautiful area that we call home.

Antimining and antiforestry activ-
ists in this administration have taken
step after step to attack our way of life
in Minnesota. As my colleagues in this
Chamber have heard me discuss time
and time again, the Biden-Harris ad-
ministration have used every tool to
ban mining in northern Minnesota.
They pulled the long-held leases for the
Twin Metals project where copper was
to be mined responsibly. Then they
went even further and put into place a
20-year mineral withdrawal banning
mining on 225,504 acres in the working
industrial Superior National Forest.

What is next, Mr. Chairman?

What will they do next to attack our
way of life and further stop mining in
northern Minnesota?

My amendment will prevent the
Biden-Harris administration from ex-
panding the wilderness area while they
are on their way out of the door later
this year.

Just like my last amendment, this
amendment does nothing to jeopardize
existing protections for the Boundary
Waters. This amendment does not ex-
pand mining or timber harvesting into
the Boundary Waters. It simply en-
sures our ability to responsibly mine
and harvest timber outside of the
Boundary Waters. This amendment
simply ensures this administration or
any future administration cannot fur-
ther attack our way of life in north-
eastern Minnesota.

Mr. Chair, I urge all my colleagues to
support my amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I rise in
opposition to this amendment.

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

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chairman,
again, this amendment, unfortunately,
like the last one, is flawed. In fact, in
my opinion, it is not even relevant. It
prohibits the administration from
using funds to expand the Boundary
Waters wilderness.
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I want to be clear. The executive
branch cannot expand wilderness, pe-
riod. They can’t. Only an act of Con-
gress, only we can expand wilderness.
Unless Republican House leadership is
planning on bringing a bill to the floor
to expand the BWCA wilderness bound-
aries or a bill allowing the administra-
tion to unilaterally designate public
lands as wilderness area, this amend-
ment makes no sense.

Like the past amendment, this
amendment is directed at the Bound-
ary Waters Wilderness Canoe Area. Un-
fortunately, they betray a fundamental
understanding of what wilderness is
and how it is designated.

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

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Chair, we have to
remember that as we speak, the U.S.
Forest Service is looking to purchase
70,000 acres of the wilderness from the
school trust fund. They are looking to
expand the wilderness as we speak.

Again, what this does is it ensures
that the Biden-Harris administration
on their way out doesn’t do anything
to expand the wilderness area.

My good friend and colleague from
Minnesota says that the executive
branch can’t. They will try, and what
this does, Mr. Chairman, is it ensures
them not even considering it because it
is part of legislation now.

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

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, the
school public trust lands that are being
purchased are not being purchased to
be put into wilderness. They can’t be.
The Forest Service can purchase them,
and the county can purchase them if
they are up for sale. The State of Min-
nesota has a say in it. I served in the
State house. However, the Biden-Harris
administration cannot—cannot—even
if purchased designate them as wilder-
ness unless we, as the Congress, the
House and Senate, vote affirmatively
to do so and then send a bill to the
President’s desk.

I understand the passion. It is clear
that my colleague, the gentleman from
the Eighth Congressional District, and
I have different points of view on the
BWCA and its protection of this pris-
tine water up there, but these two
amendments just bring the Boundary
Waters Canoe Wilderness Area into a
political fight that it doesn’t belong in
because the amendments are not draft-
ed properly.

Mr. Chair, I am probably ready to
close, but I am going to reserve the
balance of my time for now.
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Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Chairman, in
closing, I offered three amendments. In
the last two, I think I have said maybe
three or four times now that as the
Biden-Harris administration exits at
the end of this year, I don’t trust what
they are going to do to our wilderness
area, our mining, and our timber har-
vesting. They have proven it. The
Obama-Biden administration took a
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run at northeastern Minnesota when
they pulled the leases on their way out.

What this does, Mr. Chair, is ensures
that this blocks them from the at-
tempt. This blocks them from the at-
tempt to devastate northeastern Min-
nesota more so than they have already
done.

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

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chairman, once
again, I understand what the gen-
tleman is attempting to do, but the
way this is drafted doesn’t do it.

I want my colleagues to think hard
about amendments that fundamentally
represent the laws that govern wilder-
ness areas, including the Boundary
Waters.

I hear you loud and clear that you
don’t agree with decisions made by this
current administration, but the deci-
sions that you are talking about into
the future are not part of the Boundary
Waters Wilderness Canoe Area.

Mr. Chair, for that reason, I reject
this amendment because it is tech-
nically flawed, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

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

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

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 91 OFFERED BY MS. TENNEY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 91 printed
in part B of House Report 118-602.

Ms. TENNEY. 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 Brenda Mallory,
Chair of the Council on Environmental Qual-
ity, shall be reduced to $1.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1370, the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. TENNEY)
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Chair, I rise today
to offer my amendment No. 91 to re-
duce the salary of Council on Environ-
mental Quality, CEQ, Chair Brenda
Mallory to $1.

Mr. Chair, I have spoken numerous
times on this floor about the dangerous
rule proposed by the Federal Acquisi-
tion Regulation Council, the FAR
Council, titled: ‘‘Federal Acquisition
Regulation: Disclosure of Greenhouse
Gas Emissions and Climate-Related Fi-
nancial Risk.”

This disastrous rule proposed by the
FAR Council has numerous constitu-
tional, national security, and practical
concerns, none of which have been ade-
quately addressed by the FAR Council.
However, as part of the Science, Space,
and Technology Committee’s ongoing
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investigation into the basis for this
rule, it was uncovered that the CEQ,
which does not possess rulemaking
abilities, pushed the FAR Council to
implement its radical agenda and pub-
lish this rule.

First and foremost, this rule requires
that all Federal contractors that do
business worth more than $50 million
with the Federal Government must dis-
close scope 1, 2, and 3 emissions.

This rule also seeks to require major
Federal contractors to comply with the
Paris climate accords, which have
never even been ratified by the Senate.

The most objectionable part of this
rule is the requirement that companies
set climate targets and then have them
validated by one specifically named
company called Science Based Targets
initiative, or SBTi. SBTi is a non-
American, foreign, London-based com-
pany, which inherently carries na-
tional security concerns.

Under this rule, every major Federal
contractor, including companies crit-
ical to our national security and our
defense industrial base, would have to
provide this foreign-owned company
with information about all of their
scope 1, 2, and 3 emissions and then
strategize on how to reduce them.

Despite the existence of numerous
American-based companies that could
fill the same role, the FAR Council and
CEQ chose a foreign company as the
sole source provider because SBTi is
nothing but a front for Democratic do-
nors and advocacy groups.

SBTi is owned by the We Mean Busi-
ness Coalition, which is a project of the
New Venture Fund, which is managed
by the dark-money super-PAC known
as Arabella Advisors. Arabella Advi-
sors, for those who don’t know, is the
George Soros-funded leftwing advocacy
group that funnels dark money into
leftwing causes and candidates.

To summarize, the Biden administra-
tion has named a subsidiary of one of
their top donors, a leftwing, dark-
money organization, as the sole source
provider for all climate target vali-
dating for all major Federal Govern-
ment contractors.

During a hearing in the Science,
Space, and Technology Committee on
this rule, even the Democratic witness
said that SBTi was a poor choice for
this role, yet CEQ and the FAR Council
forged ahead anyway.

No Federal bureaucrat should be
mandating that companies funnel
money into the Democrats’ dark-
money operations. This is the very def-
inition of corruption.

As the head of CEQ, Brenda Mallory
played an integral role in pushing for
this rule. Her salary must be defunded.

I look forward to working with
Chairman LUCAS, Chairman
OBERNOLTE, and all of my colleagues on
the Science, Space, and Technology
Committee to expose the corruption
behind this proposed rule and halt its
finalization and implementation.

Mr. Chair, I urge all of my colleagues
to support this amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.
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Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, I oppose
this amendment, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Chair, I urge my
colleagues to support this 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 New York (Ms.
TENNEY).

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

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

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

AMENDMENT NO. 92 OFFERED BY MS. TENNEY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 92 printed
in part B of House Report 118-602.

Ms. TENNEY. 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 (863 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 1370, the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. TENNEY)
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Chair, I rise to
offer my amendment No. 92 to the Inte-
rior appropriations bill to prohibit
funding for President Biden’s Execu-
tive Order No. 14019, titled: ‘‘Executive
Order on Promoting Access to Voting.”

This order requires Federal agencies
to use their power, influence, re-
sources, and Federal funding to enter
into agreements with nongovernmental
organizations to conduct voter reg-
istration and other mobilization activi-
ties.

Mr. Chair, this executive order is
nothing but a blatant attempt to
transform the Federal Government
into a partisan get-out-the-vote ma-
chine for Democrats. The Department
of the Interior and the Environmental
Protection Agency should be com-
pletely nonpartisan and should not be
using taxpayer funds and resources to
actively engage in get-out-the-vote op-
erations that have nothing to do with
the departments’ core missions, not to
mention the obvious mission creep and
Hatch Act violations that this activity
triggers.

Mr. Chair, President Biden should
not be weaponizing Federal agencies
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and the Federal Government, using
American taxpayer dollars to manipu-
late and steer our elections in a par-
tisan manner.

Let me be clear. The Department of
the Interior is actively carrying out
Executive Order No. 14019. The Herit-
age Foundation has subpoenaed numer-
ous documents and emails related to
the Department of the Interior’s imple-
mentation of this radical executive
order, including this interim plan,
which, for the record, is fully redacted.
Mr. Chair, I wonder why the Depart-
ment would fully redact this plan if it
had nothing to hide.

As the cofounder and chair of the
Election Integrity Caucus, it is my
privilege to introduce this amendment
to restore transparency and confidence
in our democratic process while keep-
ing partisan Federal bureaucrats and
the swamp, literally, from deliberately
tipping the balance at the ballot box.

I stand firmly behind the concept of
one citizen, one vote, as enshrined in
our Constitution. However, I do not
support this blatantly partisan mobili-
zation of the Federal Government for
political purposes.

The funds appropriated in this bill
should be used as intended, such as to
protect public lands for hunting and
fishing, not implementing a partisan
get-out-the-vote initiative using Fed-
eral dollars and Federal employees.

Mr. Chair, I urge all of my colleagues
to support this amendment, which will
preserve election integrity and stop the
Biden administration from trans-
forming the Department of the Interior
into a get-out-the-vote, partisan ma-
chine for the Democrats.

Let’s make voting great again.

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

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

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, I rise in op-
position to this amendment.

Mr. Chair, the right to vote is a foun-
dation of American democracy. Free
and fair elections are a hallmark of our
country, and all Americans should
have the opportunity to exercise their
right to vote without confronting ob-
stacles.

The laws of the United States pro-
hibit racial discrimination, but we are
aware of instances where Americans in
certain communities are confronted
with long lines at the polls or barriers
to their participation. I am dis-
appointed that my colleague would
want to restrict funding for this execu-
tive order that strives to make voter
registration easier, expand access to
information, and make voting more ac-
cessible.

My colleagues across the aisle talk
about protecting First Amendment and
Second Amendment rights, yet Repub-
licans would prohibit funding for ef-
forts to ensure the basic democratic
right for every American to vote.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to re-
ject this amendment, and I yield back
the balance of my time.
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Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Chair, I respect-
fully disagree with my colleague’s in-
terpretation of this bill.

I can’t think of anything worse than
having people who are on an important
mission working in the Department of
the Interior or other agencies engage
in partisan get-out-the-vote efforts,
being at the polls, and helping people
vote.

That is not their job. That is the job
of the States. Each one of the States is
required under law to make sure to ad-
minister our elections, to be sure that
we have one citizen, one vote, and that
we have free and fair elections and ac-
cess to voting. That is not the job of
the Federal Government. In fact, Fed-
eral employees are prohibited from this
kind of illegal activity under the Hatch
Act.

For that reason, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment and pro-
hibit our dollars and our employees
from being forced to engage in par-
tisanship at the ballot box instead of
working on Kkeeping our communities
safe and keeping our environment free
from some of the interference that we
are seeing from the Biden administra-
tion.

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 New York (Ms.
TENNEY).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 93 OFFERED BY MR. TIFFANY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 93 printed
in part B of House Report 118-602.

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:

On page 117, beginning on line 14, strike
‘“‘roads that are no longer needed, including’’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1370, 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, my amend-
ment strikes funding in the bill to
close existing Forest Service roads.
Maintaining and expanding access to
our public lands has been a priority for
me and many of my colleagues on the
Natural Resources Committee this
Congress.

Another lesser-known but equally
important threat to access is the clo-
sure and decommissioning of roads and
trails. Since 1991, the Forest Service
has decommissioned an average of 2,000
miles of roads per year. Public lands
across the Nation are under threat
from big-city environmental groups
that are hellbent on restricting public
access to our shared public lands.

Shutting down these avenues for ac-
cess doesn’t just limit opportunities for
recreational opportunities, like hunt-
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ing, fishing, and ATVing, but it also
makes responsible management efforts
more difficult and expensive. That is
exactly their goal.

My subcommittee saw these road clo-
sures firsthand in the Chequamegon-
Nicolet National Forest in my district
during a field hearing in May. It is not
a coincidence that many of these local
road closures correlate with the decline
in the local forest products industry,
the same industry that helps keep our
forests and the communities that de-
pend on them healthy and vibrant.

Forest Service roads can also act as
an important firebreak for wildfires
and allow quicker access for fighting
them.

The language of decommissioning
roads that are no longer needed is quite
vague. In my experience, the Forest
Service has not been very good about
coordinating with local communities
before closing roads that many people
use.
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Mr. Chair, why are we spending tax
dollars to close roads we spent tax
money to build?

It makes no sense.

Let’s make a U-turn on the harmful
policy and stop throwing up roadblocks
that make it more difficult for Ameri-
cans to visit these special places. I ask
for a ‘‘yes” vote on the amendment.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, I claim the
time in opposition to the amendment.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair, this
amendment would be detrimental to
the Forest Service’s ability to main-
tain quality fisheries and safe public
drinking water.

Decommissioning of roads is a crit-
ical tool in the management of the Na-
tional Forest System that allows the
service to remove roads that are no
longer necessary and are likely to
cause resource damages to the local
watershed affecting fish habitat and
water quality.

Decommissioning is used judiciously
within the National Forest System,
and it is necessary for the Forest Serv-
ice to ensure that the removal of the
road will have little to no impact to
public access or fire suppression. Often,
when one road is decommissioned, an-
other existing road is identified as the
alternative access to the local area
which allows access to be maintained.
This is an unnecessary amendment.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
oppose it, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. TIFFANY. Mr. Chair, I wish the
gentlewoman would have been with us
on our tour in May in northern Wis-
consin. She would have heard from
local people, local elected officials,
State elected officials, and others who
are harmed by these road closures that
are happening.

The waste of tax dollars is very sig-
nificant. We saw perfectly fine roads
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that had been constructed to do log-
ging projects and then they were re-
moved.

We heard from a couple of elderly la-
dies who are berry pickers, which is a
favorite pastime of many people up in
northern Wisconsin at this time of
year. They used to go out there and be
able to pick berries now and then. They
can no longer do that.

This is denying access to the very
people who want to use our public
lands that are taken care of with their
tax dollars. There is no reason to close
these roads. These roads have been ac-
tive, oftentimes for decades, with no
problems, and it is not rational to use
the argument that this is going to
harm the watershed.

If you come to some of the areas that
we toured on our trip in May, you will
see some of the finest waters that you
will find in northern Wisconsin, and
they were that way when these roads
were active. There is no reason that we
should be closing and decommissioning
these roads.

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Chair,
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 amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chair, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
KELLY of Pennsylvania) having as-
sumed the chair, Mr. SMITH of Ne-
braska, Acting Chair of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H.R. 8998) making appropriations for
the Department of the Interior, envi-
ronment, and related agencies for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2025,
and for other purposes, had come to no
resolution thereon.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or votes objected
to under clause 6 of rule XX.

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.

———

ESTABLISHING THE TASK FORCE
ON THE ATTEMPTED ASSASSINA-
TION OF DONALD J. TRUMP

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the reso-
lution (H. Res. 1367) establishing the
Task Force on the Attempted Assas-
sination of Donald J. Trump, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

I yield
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The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:
H. RES. 1367

Resolved,

SECTION 1. ESTABLISHMENT; COMPOSITION.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is hereby es-
tablished in the House of Representatives
the Task Force on the Attempted Assassina-
tion of Donald J. Trump (hereafter in this
resolution referred to as the ‘““Task Force”).

(b) COMPOSITION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Task Force shall be
composed of not more than 13 Members, Del-
egates, or the Resident Commissioner ap-
pointed by the Speaker, not more than 6 of
whom shall be appointed after consultation
with the minority leader. The Speaker shall
designate one member of the Task Force as
its chair. A vacancy in the membership of
the Task Force shall be filled in the same
manner as the original appointment.

(2) EX OFFICIO MEMBERS.—The Speaker and
the minority leader shall be ex officio mem-
bers of the Task Force but shall have no vote
in the Task Force and may not be counted
for purposes of determining a quorum.

(3) DESIGNATION OF LEADERSHIP STAFF MEM-
BER.—The Speaker and the minority leader
each may designate a leadership staff mem-
ber to assist in their capacity as ex officio
members, with the same access to Task
Force meetings, hearings, briefings, and ma-
terials as employees of the Task Force and
subject to the same security clearance and
confidentiality requirements as employees of
the Task Force, or as required to conduct
the functions of the Task Force.

SEC. 2. JURISDICTION; FUNCTIONS.

(a) FuNCTIONS.—The functions of the Task
Force shall be to—

(1) investigate and fully examine all ac-
tions by any agency, Department, officer, or
employee of the Federal Government, as well
as State and local law enforcement or any
other State or local government or private
entities or individuals, related to the at-
tempted assassination of Donald J. Trump
on July 13, 2024 in Butler, Pennsylvania; and

(2) issue a final report of its findings to the
House not later than December 13, 2024, in-
cluding any recommendations for legislative
reforms necessary to prevent future security
lapses.

(b) INTERIM REPORTS.—In addition to any
final report addressing the matters described
in subsection (a), the Task Force may issue
such interim reports as it deems necessary.

(c) UNCLASSIFIED FORM.—Any report issued
by the Task Force shall be issued in unclas-
sified form but may include a classified
annex, a law enforcement-sensitive annex, or
both.

SEC. 3. PROCEDURE.

(a) Notwithstanding clause 3(m) of rule X
of the Rules of the House of Representatives,
the Task Force is authorized to study the
sources and methods of entities described in
clause 11(b)(1)(A) of rule X insofar as such
study is related to the matters described in
section 2.

(b) Clause 11(b)(4), clause 11(e), and the
first sentence of clause 11(f) of rule X shall
apply to the Task Force.

(c) Except as specified in subsection (d),
the Task Force shall have the authorities
and responsibilities of, and shall be subject
to the same limitations and restrictions as,
a standing committee of the House, and shall
be deemed a committee of the House for all
purposes of law or rule.

(d)(1) Rules X and XI shall apply to the
Task Force where not inconsistent with this
subsection.

(2) Service on the Task Force shall not
count against the Ilimitations in clause
5(b)(2) of rule X.
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(3) Clause 2(a) of rule XI shall not apply to
the Task Force.

(4) Clause 2(g)(2)(D) of rule XI shall apply
to the Task Force in the same manner as it
applies to the Permanent Select Committee
on Intelligence.

(5) Pursuant to clause 2(h) of rule XI, two
members of the Task Force shall constitute
a quorum for taking testimony or receiving
evidence and one-third of the members of the
Task Force shall constitute a quorum for
taking any action other than one for which
the presence of a majority of the Task Force
is required.

(6) The chair of the Task Force, upon con-
sultation with the ranking minority mem-
ber, may authorize and issue subpoenas pur-
suant to clause 2(m) of rule XI in the inves-
tigation and study conducted pursuant to
section 2, including for the purpose of taking
depositions.

(7)(A) The chair of the Task Force, upon
consultation with the ranking minority
member, may order the taking of deposi-
tions, including pursuant to subpoena, by a
member or counsel of the Task Force, in the
same manner as a standing committee pur-
suant to section 3(k)(1) of House Resolution
5, One Hundred Eighteenth Congress.

(B) Depositions taken under the authority
prescribed in this paragraph shall be gov-
erned by the procedures submitted by the
chair of the Committee on Rules for printing
in the Congressional Record on January 10,
2023.

(8) Subpoenas authorized pursuant to this
resolution may be signed by the chair of the
Task Force or a designee.

(9) The chair of the Task Force may, after
consultation with the ranking minority
member, recognize—

(A) members of the Task Force to question
a witness for periods longer than five min-
utes as though pursuant to clause 2(j)(2)(B)
of rule XI; and

(B) staff of the Task Force to question a
witness as though pursuant to clause
2(j)(2)(C) of rule XI.

(10) The chair of the Task Force may post-
pone further proceedings when a record vote
is ordered on questions referenced in clause
2(h)(4) of rule XI, and may resume pro-
ceedings on such postponed questions at any
time after reasonable notice. Notwith-
standing any intervening order for the pre-
vious question, an underlying proposition
shall remain subject to further debate or
amendment to the same extent as when the
question was postponed.

(11) The provisions of paragraphs (f)(1)
through (f)(12) of clause 4 of rule XI shall
apply to the Task Force.

SEC. 4. RECORDS; STAFF; TRAVEL; FUNDING.

(a) Any committee of the House of Rep-
resentatives having custody of records in
any form relating to the matters described
in section 2 shall transfer such records to the
Task Force within 7 days of the adoption of
this resolution. Such records shall become
the records of the Task Force.

(b) The appointment and the compensation
of staff for the Task Force shall be subject to
regulations issued by the Committee on
House Administration.

(c)(1) Staff of employing entities of the
House or a joint committee may be detailed
to the Task Force to carry out this resolu-
tion and shall be deemed to be staff of the
Task Force.

(2) The Task Force may request the head of
any Federal agency to detail, on a nonreim-
bursable basis, any of the personnel of the
agency to the Task Force.

(d) Section 202(i) of the Legislative Reorga-
nization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C. 4301(i)) shall
apply with respect to the Task Force in the
same manner as such section applies with re-
spect to a standing committee, except that
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