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Lawson (FL) 

(Soto) 
Luetkemeyer 

(McHenry) 
McEachin 

(Wexton) 
Meuser 

(Smucker) 
Murphy (FL) 

(Deutch) 
Nehls (Fallon) 
Owens (Stewart) 
Payne (Pallone) 

Porter (Wexton) 
Reed (Kelly 

(PA)) 
Rice (NY) 

(Deutch) 
Rodgers (WA) 

(Moore (UT)) 
Roybal-Allard 

(Correa) 
Rush (Evans) 
Salazar (Miller- 

Meeks) 

Schrader 
(Correa) 

Scott, David 
(Correa) 

Sires (Pallone) 
Speier (Scanlon) 
Suozzi (Beyer) 
Trone (Connolly) 
Vargas (Correa) 
Vela (Gomez) 
Yarmuth (Beyer) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

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

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution 
8, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 218, nays 
204, not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 64] 

YEAS—218 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Auchincloss 
Axne 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bourdeaux 
Bowman 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brown (MD) 
Brown (OH) 
Brownley 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crist 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis, Danny K. 
Dean 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Escobar 

Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frankel, Lois 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Golden 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, 

Vicente 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jacobs (CA) 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (TX) 
Jones 
Kahele 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim (NJ) 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster 
Lamb 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Luria 
Lynch 
Malinowski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Manning 
Matsui 

McBath 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Mfume 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Newman 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Pressley 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Sires 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Speier 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 

Strickland 
Suozzi 
Swalwell 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 

Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wexton 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—204 

Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice (OK) 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NC) 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brady 
Brooks 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burchett 
Bush 
Calvert 
Carey 
Carl 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Comer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Fallon 
Ferguson 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franklin, C. 

Scott 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garbarino 
Garcia (CA) 
Gibbs 
Gimenez 

Gohmert 
Gonzales, Tony 
Gonzalez (OH) 
Good (VA) 
Gooden (TX) 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hern 
Herrell 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Hinson 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Issa 
Jackson 
Jacobs (NY) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Katko 
Keller 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kim (CA) 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 
LaTurner 
Letlow 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Malliotakis 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McClain 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
Meijer 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Moolenaar 
Mooney 
Moore (AL) 

Moore (UT) 
Mullin 
Murphy (NC) 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Obernolte 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Posey 
Reed 
Reschenthaler 
Rice (SC) 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rosendale 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Salazar 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sessions 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Steel 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Tlaib 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walorski 
Waltz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Young 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—10 

Burgess 
Cammack 
Cawthorn 
Feenstra 

Harshbarger 
Kinzinger 
Lesko 
Mace 

McCaul 
Wild 

b 1919 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE 
RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS 

Amodei 
(Balderson) 

Bacon 
(Fitzpatrick) 

Banks (Bucshon) 
Bass (Kelly (IL)) 
Bishop (NC) 

(Budd) 
Boebert (Budd) 
Bonamici (Beyer) 
Bourdeaux 

(Correa) 
Brooks 

(Fleischmann) 
Brown (MD) 

(Evans) 
Buchanan (Rice 

(SC)) 
Bustos (Meng) 
Butterfield 

(Beyer) 
Carl (Moore 

(UT)) 
Clarke (NY) 

(Meng) 
Cohen (Beyer) 
Curtis (Stewart) 
DelBene (Beyer) 
Doyle, Michael 

F. (Connolly) 
Dunn (Cammack) 
Fischbach 

(Stauber) 
Gaetz (Gosar) 

Gonzales, Tony 
(Bice (OK)) 

Gonzalez (OH) 
(Johnson (OH)) 

Gottheimer 
(Pallone) 

Green (TN) 
(Armstrong) 

Grijalva 
(Stanton) 

Harder (CA) 
(Beyer) 

Hartzler 
(Lamborn) 

Hudson (Rouzer) 
Jackson (Fallon) 
Johnson (TX) 

(Beyer) 
Joyce (PA) 

(Smucker) 
Kahele (Takano) 
Keating 

(Connolly) 
Kim (NJ) 

(Pallone) 
Kirkpatrick 

(Pallone) 
Kuster (Meng) 
LaHood 

(Wenstrup) 
LaMalfa 

(Palazzo) 
Lawson (FL) 

(Soto) 

Luetkemeyer 
(McHenry) 

McEachin 
(Wexton) 

Meuser 
(Smucker) 

Murphy (FL) 
(Deutch) 

Nehls (Fallon) 
Owens (Stewart) 
Payne (Pallone) 
Porter (Wexton) 
Reed (Kelly 

(PA)) 
Rice (NY) 

(Deutch) 
Rodgers (WA) 

(Moore (UT)) 
Roybal-Allard 

(Correa) 
Rush (Evans) 
Salazar (Miller- 

Meeks) 
Schrader 

(Correa) 
Scott, David 

(Correa) 
Sires (Pallone) 
Speier (Scanlon) 
Suozzi (Beyer) 
Trone (Connolly) 
Vargas (Correa) 
Vela (Gomez) 
Yarmuth (Beyer) 

f 

SUSPENDING ENERGY IMPORTS 
FROM RUSSIA ACT 

Mr. NEAL. Madam Speaker, pursuant 
to House Resolution 973, I call up the 
bill (H.R. 6968) to prohibit the importa-
tion of energy products of the Russian 
Federation, and for other purposes, and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

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

ant to House Resolution 973, the bill is 
considered read. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 6968 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Suspending 
Energy Imports from Russia Act’’. 
SEC. 2. PROHIBITION ON IMPORTATION OF EN-

ERGY PRODUCTS OF THE RUSSIAN 
FEDERATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) PROHIBITION OF ENERGY PRODUCTS.—Not-

withstanding any other provision of law, all 
products of the Russian Federation classified 
under chapter 27 of the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States shall be 
banned from importation into the United 
States, other than products imported on or 
before 11:59 p.m. eastern daylight time on 
the date that is 45 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(2) AUTHORITY TO ALLOW IMPORTATION 
UNDER CONTRACT.—Notwithstanding the pro-
hibition under paragraph (1), the President 
may allow certain products described in such 
paragraph to be imported into the United 
States if the importation of such products is 
pursuant to a written contract or agreement 
that was entered into before the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(b) NATIONAL INTEREST WAIVER.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The President is author-

ized to waive the prohibition under sub-
section (a) with respect to one or more of the 
products of the Russian Federation described 
in the matter preceding paragraph (1) of sub-
section (a) if the President certifies that 
such waiver is in the national interest of the 
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United States and includes in such certifi-
cation a description of the product or prod-
ucts to which the waiver is proposed to 
apply. Such waiver shall take effect begin-
ning on the date that is 90 calendar days 
after the date of submission of such certifi-
cation, unless there is enacted into law dur-
ing such 90-day period a joint resolution of 
disapproval. 

(2) CONGRESSIONAL CONSULTATION.— 
(A) PRIOR JUSTIFICATION.—The President 

shall, not later than 15 calendar days before 
submitting a certification described in para-
graph (1), submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a justification for the 
waiver proposed under such paragraph. 

(B) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—For purposes of this paragraph, the 
term ‘‘appropriate congressional commit-
tees’’ means— 

(i) the Committee on Ways and Means, the 
Committee on Financial Services, and the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House 
of Representatives; and 

(ii) the Committee on Finance, the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs, and the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions of the Senate. 

(c) JOINT RESOLUTION OF DISAPPROVAL.— 
(1) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-

tion, the term ‘‘joint resolution of dis-
approval’’ means only a joint resolution— 

(A) which does not have a preamble; 
(B) the title of which is as follows: ‘‘Joint 

resolution disapproving the President’s pro-
posed waiver under section 2(b)(1) of the Sus-
pending Energy Imports from Russia Act.’’; 
and 

(C) the matter after the resolving clause of 
which is as follows: ‘‘That Congress dis-
approves the proposed waiver of the Presi-
dent under section 2(b)(1) of the Suspending 
Energy Imports from Russia Act, submitted 
to Congress on lll’’, the blank space being 
filled in with the appropriate date. 

(2) INTRODUCTION IN THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES.—During a period of 5 legisla-
tive days beginning on the date that a cer-
tification under subsection (b)(1) is sub-
mitted to Congress, a joint resolution of dis-
approval may be introduced in the House of 
Representatives by the majority leader or 
the minority leader. 

(3) INTRODUCTION IN THE SENATE.—During a 
period of 5 days on which the Senate is in 
session beginning on the date that a certifi-
cation under subsection (b)(1) is submitted to 
Congress, a joint resolution of disapproval 
may be introduced in the Senate by the ma-
jority leader (or the majority leader’s des-
ignee) or the minority leader (or the minor-
ity leader’s designee). 

(4) FLOOR CONSIDERATION IN THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES.— 

(A) REPORTING AND DISCHARGE.—If a com-
mittee of the House to which a joint resolu-
tion of disapproval has been referred has not 
reported such joint resolution within 10 leg-
islative days after the date of referral, that 
committee shall be discharged from further 
consideration thereof. 

(B) PROCEEDING TO CONSIDERATION.—Begin-
ning on the third legislative day after each 
committee to which a joint resolution of dis-
approval has been referred reports it to the 
House or has been discharged from further 
consideration thereof, it shall be in order to 
move to proceed to consider the joint resolu-
tion in the House. All points of order against 
the motion are waived. Such a motion shall 
not be in order after the House has disposed 
of a motion to proceed on a joint resolution 
with regard to the same certification. The 
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the motion to its adoption without 
intervening motion. The motion shall not be 
debatable. A motion to reconsider the vote 

by which the motion is disposed of shall not 
be in order. 

(C) CONSIDERATION.—The joint resolution 
shall be considered as read. All points of 
order against the joint resolution and 
against its consideration are waived. The 
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the joint resolution to final passage 
without intervening motion except two 
hours of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the sponsor of the joint resolution 
(or a designee) and an opponent. A motion to 
reconsider the vote on passage of the joint 
resolution shall not be in order. 

(5) CONSIDERATION IN THE SENATE.— 
(A) COMMITTEE REFERRAL.—A joint resolu-

tion of disapproval introduced in the Senate 
shall be referred to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

(B) REPORTING AND DISCHARGE.—If the 
Committee on Finance has not reported such 
joint resolution of disapproval within 10 days 
on which the Senate is in session after the 
date of referral of such joint resolution, that 
committee shall be discharged from further 
consideration of such joint resolution and 
the joint resolution shall be placed on the 
appropriate calendar. 

(C) MOTION TO PROCEED.—Notwithstanding 
Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, it is in order at any time after the Com-
mittee on Finance reports the joint resolu-
tion of disapproval to the Senate or has been 
discharged from its consideration (even 
though a previous motion to the same effect 
has been disagreed to) to move to proceed to 
the consideration of the joint resolution, and 
all points of order against the joint resolu-
tion (and against consideration of the joint 
resolution) shall be waived. The motion to 
proceed is not debatable. The motion is not 
subject to a motion to postpone. A motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the motion is 
agreed to or disagreed to shall not be in 
order. If a motion to proceed to the consider-
ation of the joint resolution of disapproval is 
agreed to, the joint resolution shall remain 
the unfinished business until disposed of. 

(D) DEBATE.—Debate on the joint resolu-
tion of disapproval, and on all debatable mo-
tions and appeals in connection therewith, 
shall be limited to not more than 10 hours, 
which shall be divided equally between the 
majority and minority leaders or their des-
ignees. A motion to further limit debate is in 
order and not debatable. An amendment to, 
or a motion to postpone, or a motion to pro-
ceed to the consideration of other business, 
or a motion to recommit the joint resolution 
of disapproval is not in order. 

(E) VOTE ON PASSAGE.—The vote on passage 
shall occur immediately following the con-
clusion of the debate on the joint resolution 
of disapproval and a single quorum call at 
the conclusion of the debate, if requested in 
accordance with the rules of the Senate. 

(F) RULES OF THE CHAIR ON PROCEDURE.— 
Appeals from the decisions of the Chair re-
lating to the application of the rules of the 
Senate, as the case may be, to the procedure 
relating to the joint resolution of dis-
approval shall be decided without debate. 

(G) CONSIDERATION OF VETO MESSAGES.—De-
bate in the Senate of any veto message with 
respect to the joint resolution of dis-
approval, including all debatable motions 
and appeals in connection with such joint 
resolution, shall be limited to 10 hours, to be 
equally divided between, and controlled by, 
the majority leader and the minority leader 
or their designees. 

(6) PROCEDURES IN THE SENATE.—Except as 
otherwise provided in this subsection, the 
following procedures shall apply in the Sen-
ate to a joint resolution of disapproval to 
which this subsection applies: 

(A) Except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
a joint resolution of disapproval that has 

passed the House of Representatives shall, 
when received in the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on Finance for consideration 
in accordance with this subsection. 

(B) If a joint resolution of disapproval to 
which this section applies was introduced in 
the Senate before receipt of a joint resolu-
tion of disapproval that has passed the House 
of Representatives, the joint resolution from 
the House of Representatives shall, when re-
ceived in the Senate, be placed on the cal-
endar. If this subparagraph applies, the pro-
cedures in the Senate with respect to a joint 
resolution of disapproval introduced in the 
Senate that contains the identical matter as 
the joint resolution of disapproval that 
passed the House of Representatives shall be 
the same as if no joint resolution of dis-
approval had been received from the House of 
Representatives, except that the vote on pas-
sage in the Senate shall be on the joint reso-
lution of disapproval that passed the House 
of Representatives. 

(7) RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES AND SENATE.—This subsection is en-
acted by Congress— 

(A) as an exercise of the rulemaking power 
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives, respectively, and as such are deemed a 
part of the rules of each House, respectively, 
but applicable only with respect to the pro-
cedure to be followed in that House in the 
case of legislation described in those sec-
tions, and supersede other rules only to the 
extent that they are inconsistent with such 
rules; and 

(B) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of either House to change the 
rules (so far as relating to the procedure of 
that House) at any time, in the same man-
ner, and to the same extent as in the case of 
any other rule of that House. 

SEC. 3. COOPERATION AND ACCOUNTABILITY AT 
THE WORLD TRADE ORGANIZATION. 

The United States Trade Representative 
shall use the voice and influence of the 
United States at the WTO to— 

(1) condemn the recent aggression in 
Ukraine; 

(2) encourage other WTO members to sus-
pend trade concessions to the Russian Fed-
eration; and 

(3) consider further steps with the view to 
suspend the Russian Federation’s participa-
tion in the WTO. 

SEC. 4. MODIFICATIONS TO AND REAUTHORIZA-
TION OF SANCTIONS UNDER THE 
GLOBAL MAGNITSKY HUMAN 
RIGHTS ACCOUNTABILITY ACT WITH 
RESPECT TO HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLA-
TIONS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 1262 of the Global 
Magnitsky Human Rights Accountability 
Act (subtitle F of title XII of Public Law 114– 
328; 22 U.S.C. 2656 note) is amended by strik-
ing paragraph (2). 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Global Magnitsky 

Human Rights Accountability Act (subtitle 
F of title XII of Public Law 114–328; 22 U.S.C. 
2656 note) is amended by inserting after sec-
tion 1262 (as amended by subsection (a)) the 
following new section: 

‘‘SEC. 1262A. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

‘‘It is the sense of Congress that the Presi-
dent should establish and regularize informa-
tion sharing and sanctions-related decision-
making with like-minded governments pos-
sessing human rights and anti-corruption 
sanctions programs similar in nature to 
those authorized under this subtitle.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents in section 2(b) and in title XII of di-
vision A of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2017 (Public Law 
114–328) are each amended by inserting after 
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the items relating to section 1262 the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘Sec. 1262A. Sense of Congress.’’. 
(c) IMPOSITION OF SANCTIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section 

1263 of the Global Magnitsky Human Rights 
Accountability Act (Subtitle F of title XII of 
Public Law 114–328; 22 U.S.C. 2656 note) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The President may im-
pose the sanctions described in subsection (b) 
with respect to any foreign person that the 
President determines, based on credible in-
formation— 

‘‘(1) is responsible for or complicit in, or 
has directly or indirectly engaged in, serious 
human rights abuse; 

‘‘(2) is a current or former government offi-
cial, or a person acting for or on behalf of 
such an official, who is responsible for or 
complicit in, or has directly or indirectly en-
gaged in— 

‘‘(A) corruption, including— 
‘‘(i) the misappropriation of state assets; 
‘‘(ii) the expropriation of private assets for 

personal gain; 
‘‘(iii) corruption related to government 

contracts or the extraction of natural re-
sources; or 

‘‘(iv) bribery; or 
‘‘(B) the transfer or facilitation of the 

transfer of the proceeds of corruption; 
‘‘(3) is or has been a leader or official of— 
‘‘(A) an entity, including a government en-

tity, that has engaged in, or whose members 
have engaged in, any of the activities de-
scribed in paragraph (1) or (2) during the ten-
ure of the leader or official; or 

‘‘(B) an entity whose property and inter-
ests in property are blocked pursuant to this 
section as a result of activities during the 
tenure of the leader or official; 

‘‘(4) has materially assisted, sponsored, or 
provided financial, material, or techno-
logical support for, or goods or services to or 
in support of— 

‘‘(A) an activity described in paragraph (1) 
or (2) that is conducted by a foreign person; 

‘‘(B) a person whose property and interests 
in property are blocked pursuant to this sec-
tion; or 

‘‘(C) an entity, including a government en-
tity, that has engaged in, or whose members 
have engaged in, an activity described in 
paragraph (1) or (2) conducted by a foreign 
person; or 

‘‘(5) is owned or controlled by, or has acted 
or been purported to act for or on behalf of, 
directly or indirectly, a person whose prop-
erty and interests in property are blocked 
pursuant to this section.’’. 

(2) CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN INFORMA-
TION.—Subsection (c)(2) of such section is 
amended by striking ‘‘violations of human 
rights’’ and inserting ‘‘corruption and 
human rights abuses’’. 

(3) REQUESTS BY CONGRESS.—Subsection 
(d)(2) of such section is amended— 

(A) in subparagraph (A)— 
(i) in the subparagraph heading, by strik-

ing ‘‘HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATIONS’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘SERIOUS HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSE’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘described in paragraph (1) 
or (2) of subsection (a)’’ and inserting ‘‘de-
scribed in subsection (a) relating to serious 
human rights abuse’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B)— 
(i) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 

striking ‘‘described in paragraph (3) or (4) of 
subsection (a)’’ and inserting ‘‘described in 
subsection (a) relating to corruption or the 
transfer or facilitation of the transfer of the 
proceeds of corruption’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘ranking member of—’’ and 
all that follows through the period at the 
end and inserting ‘‘ranking member of one of 
the appropriate congressional committees.’’. 

(d) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Section 1264(a) 
of the Global Magnitsky Human Rights Ac-
countability Act (subtitle F of title XII of 
Public Law 114–328; 22 U.S.C. 2656 note) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘; and’’ and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (6), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(7) a description of additional steps taken 

by the President through diplomacy, inter-
national engagement, and assistance to for-
eign or security sectors to address persistent 
underlying causes of serious human rights 
abuse and corruption in each country in 
which foreign persons with respect to which 
sanctions have been imposed under section 
1263 are located; and 

‘‘(8) a description of additional steps taken 
by the President to ensure the pursuit of ju-
dicial accountability in appropriate jurisdic-
tions with respect to those foreign persons 
subject to sanctions under section 1263 for 
serious human rights abuse and corrup-
tion.’’. 

(e) REPEAL OF SUNSET.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1265 of the Global 

Magnitsky Human Rights Accountability 
Act (subtitle F of title XII of Public Law 114– 
328; 22 U.S.C. 2656 note) is repealed. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents in section 2(b) and in title XII of di-
vision A of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2017 (Public Law 
114–328) are each amended by striking the 
items relating to section 1265. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill 
shall be debatable for 1 hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means or their re-
spective designees. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. NEAL) and the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BRADY) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. NEAL. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the bill under con-
sideration before us. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. NEAL. Madam Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Madam Speaker, I stand here today 

in a moment of great sorrow as the 
Ukrainian people continue to endure 
the brutal and unprovoked assault by 
Russia upon their independence. 

We have all witnessed the heart-
breaking footage of this war’s innocent 
victims. We heard the harrowing sto-
ries of families who have been torn 
apart and forced to leave their country. 
We have watched with admiration as 
the Ukrainian people have coura-
geously defended their homeland. 

Madam Speaker, tonight, we are all 
Ukrainians. This unprovoked, unjusti-
fied invasion is a horrific stain on hu-
manity. This evening, we here in this 
Congress will firmly condemn Putin’s 
aggression with the legislation that is 
before us. Inaction is not an option. 

I am very pleased, once again, that 
the Committee on Ways and Means, in 
a bipartisan manner, has led the devel-
opment of this package that will take 
decisive action to exact economic pain 
on Putin and his regime. 

The Russian regime relies on energy 
sales to fund many of its offenses. This 
bill will cut off some of the revenue 
with a ban on the import of Russian oil 
and energy products into the United 
States. The more economic pain we in-
flict on Putin, the more pressure he 
will feel to finally end this brutal cam-
paign of terror on the Ukrainian peo-
ple. I don’t think tonight the people of 
Ukraine think that Vladimir Putin is a 
genius. 

Madam Speaker, this legislation also 
takes steps to review Russia’s partici-
pation in the World Trade Organiza-
tion. This is an international organiza-
tion comprised of 150 nations. Member-
ship is a privilege that comes with re-
sponsibilities, and bad actors who de-
stabilize global security should not 
enjoy the economic benefits of belong-
ing to that body. 

Madam Speaker, I am committed to 
providing and punishing Russia at the 
WTO as we proceed. Broad bipartisan 
support exists in this Congress for 
these meaningful actions to hold Putin 
accountable and full support for the 
Ukrainian people. With this legisla-
tion, we reaffirm our commitment to 
peace and to democracy. 

Madam Speaker, I urge our col-
leagues to support this consequential 
moment and act accordingly, and I 
look forward to its swift passage into 
law. 

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

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

Madam Speaker, while missiles and 
machine guns rain down death on inno-
cent Ukrainians, President Zelensky is 
pleading with America and all free na-
tions to stop buying Russian oil to fund 
this inhumane war. 

This weekend, America should know 
that both parties in Congress came to-
gether, worked together in agreement 
to immediately ban purchases of Rus-
sian energy. I was proud to have helped 
lead that bipartisan effort of the House 
Committee on Ways and Means and 
Senate Committee on Finance, and 
pleased that President Biden, who 
fought the Russian energy ban tooth 
and nail, finally relented and accepted 
the moral choice to stand with the peo-
ple of Ukraine. 

The bill before us is certainly not as 
strong an energy ban as what Congress 
crafted, nor does it include Congress’ 
crucial economic sanctions to revoke 
favorable trade relations with Russia 
and Belarus, which would have tar-
geted all the products America buys 
from Russia. But President Biden in-
sisted that these economic sanctions be 
dropped so that nearly half of all Rus-
sian imports to the U.S. will go un-
touched. For some reason, he is insist-
ing we treat Russia, the invader, the 
same as Ukraine, the invaded. 
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It’s puzzling why Russian diamonds 
and vodka deserve continued special 
treatment here in America. Those reve-
nues all help strengthen Russia’s econ-
omy to fund the war against Ukraine. 
President Biden insisted, regrettably, 
in this bill they remain protected. Our 
allies will certainly get a laugh. 

This bill directs our trade representa-
tive to urge other nations to revoke 
the special trading status for Russia, 
even though America refuses to do it at 
this time. That is not a profile in cour-
age. 

I wish our President was as com-
mitted to crippling economic sanctions 
as neighboring Canada, which banned 
both Russian oil and revoked the spe-
cial trading treatment for Russian 
products. To be clear, neither the 
President’s executive ban nor this bill 
takes any action to replace Russian oil 
with Made-in-America energy. 

Nothing in this bill includes Repub-
lican-led proposals to extend secondary 
sanctions on Russian energy purchases 
in financing around the world—as we 
already impose on Iran and North 
Korea. Nothing in this bill creates ac-
cess to more American-made energy on 
and offshore. Nor does it approve 
American pipelines that could easily 
replace Russian oil with U.S. and Cana-
dian energy, or accelerate approval for 
delayed permits for American export 
facilities to help the rest of the world 
wean themselves from the grip of dirty 
Russian energy. 

Answer this question: Why is our 
country begging Venezuela and Iran, 
terrorist nations and thug regimes, to 
produce more dirty oil to send to 
America when America is fully capable 
of producing all the cleanest oil and 
gas in the world that we need right 
here at home? 

As expected, the President is blaming 
everyone and everything for high 
prices and inflation—including the war. 
Higher prices, as you know, have ham-
mered Americans for a solid year, all 
starting with the President’s $2 trillion 
unpaid-for COVID stimulus that ig-
nited inflation, paid people not to 
work, and fueled the worst inflation in 
40 years. 

Thanks to the White House, America 
is in a dangerous wage-price spiral, and 
as a result of the President’s failed eco-
nomic leadership more and more ex-
perts are predicting a recession this 
year. No wonder most Americans be-
lieve our economy is already in a reces-
sion or depression and have lost faith 
in the President’s ability to rebuild our 
economy. 

To close, I will tell you this. The ban 
on Russian oil alone is worth our sup-
port. Ukraine is waiting, as Chairman 
NEAL points out. After this bill, I urge 
Congress to do more: to revoke Rus-
sia’s special trade status and unleash 
America’s own ability to be energy 
independent, to replace Russian oil 
with American sources, and use our en-
ergy strength to wean the world from 
Russian energy. 

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

Mr. NEAL. Madam Speaker, I just 
want to reassure the gentleman that I 
remain committed to the position he 
has offered as it relates to the World 
Trade Organization and a suspension of 
Russia’s partnership in WTO. Making 
sure that we do that in the right proce-
dure I think is the challenge before us, 
but I agree with the point that the gen-
tleman has made. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. DOG-
GETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. Madam Speaker, in 
the face of death and destruction, 
President Zelensky and the Ukrainians 
are showing the world the true mean-
ing of courage. 

While the most immediate need is for 
additional military equipment, we 
could respond tonight by taking an-
other step to isolate Russia from the 
world economy and ensure that Ameri-
cans are no longer contributing the 
revenue to fund his war machine. To 
take the energy out of Putin’s brutal 
assault, we place energy on our sanc-
tions list. It may cost more to fill your 
tank, but we must work to stop Putin’s 
tanks from crushing families and free-
dom. 

Our legislation also calls for expel-
ling Russia from the World Trade Orga-
nization. Russia should not be per-
mitted to benefit from the world order 
and stability that it is destroying with 
each bomb dropped and each Ukrainian 
murdered. The financial pain we are 
imposing cannot ease the pain of 
Ukrainian families, but it is one way 
for us to demonstrate our solidarity 
with them. 

Putin and his apologists here in 
America and abroad must know that 
those who support democracy and com-
bat aggression are united like never be-
fore. As the flow of Ukrainian dead and 
wounded grows, so must the economy 
of Russia shrink. 

This bill is both more and less than 
the original version which Representa-
tive BLUMENAUER and I introduced the 
week before last in immediate response 
to Russian aggression. It now omits the 
most-favored nation treatment provi-
sion. 

Throughout Putin’s initial saber rat-
tling and subsequent bomb dropping, 
the administration has wisely rejected 
the go-it-alone approach that lead 
America to disaster under previous ad-
ministrations. The President has 
united our allies and is determined to 
keep them united. I believe as he con-
tinues to work with our allies we will 
be able to move forward, as Canada 
has, as our original bill proposed, and 
eliminate this most-favored nation sta-
tus for Russia. 

I am very pleased that the bill adds 
to what we had initially, the extension 
and revitalization of the Global 
Magnitsky Act. This has done a tre-
mendous job in reducing human rights 
abuses, and with its inclusion in this 
bill we reauthorize it remaining united 
against aggression. 

Mr. BRADY. Madam Speaker, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. SMITH), the Republican 
leader of the Trade Subcommittee. 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to speak on H.R. 
6968, the Suspending Energy Imports 
from Russia Act. 

This bill Democrats have brought to 
the floor, although important, is not 
what it actually could be. It is actually 
a missed opportunity to address our 
trade relationships with Russia and 
Belarus, and it is a missed opportunity 
to bolster domestic American-produced 
energy in a serious fashion so that we 
can address energy prices here at 
home. 

Every Member of this body knows 
that we could and should be voting on 
the stronger bipartisan product that 
leaders on the Ways and Means and 
Senate Finance Committees agreed to 
merely days ago. It was bipartisan and 
bicameral. It revoked permanent nor-
mal trade relations for Russia and nor-
mal trade relationships for Belarus. 

It also included an energy import ban 
and instead of loopholes, provided an 
off-ramp should Russia reverse course 
in Ukraine and earn back our trust. 
The text we have before us today is ob-
viously not that bill. 

The President demanded a lesser 
path and the House Democrats have 
chosen to support him in that effort. 
However, I do know that doing nothing 
is not an option. 

I will support this bill, and I urge my 
Democratic colleagues to join Repub-
licans in our push to use the trade 
tools at our disposal to address Vladi-
mir Putin’s unacceptable tyrannical 
aggression against Ukraine. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. BLUMENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in support of the underlying bill, 
but I want to acknowledge the com-
ments from my colleagues about the 
bipartisan approach that we originally 
advanced. It is, I think, unfortunate 
that we are not stripping away the 
most–favored trade status from the 
Russians. I am convinced that we will 
be able to get there with the expression 
that we have had on both sides of the 
aisle. I think it is important that we 
can remain committed to advancing 
this in terms of tightening the eco-
nomic noose around Russia. 

Mr. Speaker, I am a little dis-
appointed with the rhetoric that we 
have heard attacking the administra-
tion for not coming forth with fanciful 
efforts to increase domestic produc-
tion. As has been documented on the 
floor repeatedly in the course of this 
debate, there are ample leases that are 
unused now, some 9,000 such leases. 

Everything that my friends on the 
other side of the aisle are talking 
about is not going to produce one addi-
tional gallon of oil next year or two 
years afterwards. These are longer– 
term issues that relate to the mechan-
ics of production, the economics of the 
industry. 
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Where our salvation is going to rise 

is taking advantage of the elements 
that the Democrats have advanced in 
terms of clean energy production. This 
is reliable, sustainable, and not subject 
to the whims of international global 
petrochemical arguments and disputes. 

In the meantime, I strongly urge sup-
port of the legislation and renew my 
commitment to work on a bipartisan 
basis to be able to strip away the most- 
favored nation status, working to-
gether to accomplish this in as expedi-
tious a fashion as possible. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the co-
operation of the chairman of the com-
mittee being able to move and take ad-
vantage of the expressions of my 
friends on the other side of the aisle. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. ARRINGTON). 

Mr. ARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, un-
fortunately President Biden continues 
to be inexcusably feckless in his re-
sponse to global threats from our ad-
versaries. 

Now, in the moment of truth, when 
America can send a clear and unequivo-
cal message to dictators and democ-
racies alike by banning Russian oil im-
ports to the United States, the Presi-
dent has failed once again to rise to the 
occasion. 

This anemic response would remove 
the commonsense conditions for lifting 
the ban like Russia’s full and imme-
diate withdrawal from Ukraine and 
their ceasing to threaten other NATO 
countries. 

The most egregious aspect of this 
proposal is that the President and the 
Democrat leadership refused to revoke 
Russia’s permanent normal trade rela-
tion status, which will continue to 
allow them low-tariff access to the 
United States market—a privilege only 
allies of freedom should receive. 

Consistent with Biden’s timid re-
sponse, I fear that these half-measures 
will not only fail to deter Vladimir 
Putin, but will invite other tyrants 
around the world to follow suit. 

Mr. Speaker, we must unload the full 
arsenal, the full force of America’s eco-
nomic arsenal on the Russian Federa-
tion and their rogue leader. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. CHU). 

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
strong support of this bill to isolate 
and stop sending our money to Russia. 

Russia’s unprovoked invasion of 
Ukraine has already caused countless 
deaths and injuries while forcing 1.5 
million innocent refugees to flee their 
homes. There must be consequences for 
this belligerence. 

That is why I support cutting off 
Russia’s oil and gas imports to the 
U.S., seeking to suspend their partici-
pation in the World Trade Organiza-
tion, and extending our ability to im-
plement further sanctions. Global 
trade, the wealth it helps generate and 
the needs it helps to meet, is a benefit 
of the very international order that 
Russia is trying to undermine. 

If Putin is declaring war on global 
peace and stability, then he should also 
not be able to benefit from global peace 
and stability. 

I believe that the promise of being 
able to once again profit from global 
trade is a powerful incentive for Putin 
to end his war of choice. I am proud to 
support using our economic influence 
for peace. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. FERGUSON), the chief deputy whip 
for the Republican Conference. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, the 
war on American energy independence 
began on day one of President Biden’s 
administration. That war has hit 
Americans hard in the pocketbook, and 
the cost at the pump, and for every-
thing else they buy has gone up as a re-
sult of this administration’s policies. 

All too often we look across the globe 
and see the cost of those policies, and 
we see that in Ukraine right now. 
Every single barrel of Russian oil that 
we buy has at least a quarter of 
Ukrainian blood in it. It is time to put 
an end to it. 

Now we have a bill that has been 
much watered-down, it doesn’t have 
the teeth in it that it should because 
this administration does not seem will-
ing to stand up to this dictator. Now 
that we are having a discussion about 
ending a relationship with one dic-
tator, it seems that the administration 
is willing to trade one for three, buying 
oil from Venezuela, Iran, and now 
Saudi Arabia. 

This war on pricing has got to come 
to an end. The war on American energy 
independence has to come to an end. It 
is time for this administration to open 
up American energy independence. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS). 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in strong support of 
H.R. 6968, suspending energy imports in 
response to Russia’s barbaric, inhu-
mane, and unprovoked attacks on 
Ukraine and the Ukrainian people. 
These imports include crude oil, petro-
leum, coal, coal products, natural gas, 
and other products. 

On March 8, President Biden issued 
an executive order to prohibit energy 
imports from Russia, which I totally 
agree with. Mr. Speaker, I support and 
urge passive of H.R. 6968. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. RICE), the Republican 
leader of the Oversight and Reform 
Committee. 

Mr. RICE of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank Mr. BRADY, Mr. NEAL, 
and Mr. DOGGETT for their leadership 
on this bill to sanction Russian energy 
exports, which I support, but I must ex-
press my frustration that this bill does 
not go far enough. 

b 1945 

On February 7, President Biden stat-
ed that if Russia invaded Ukraine, the 

United States would impose crippling 
sanctions. Yet, here we are, 2 weeks 
after Biden finally found the courage 
to call it an invasion, and the sanc-
tions are still being rolled out piece-
meal. 

Only last week, the administration 
was telling us that sanctioning Russian 
oil and gas imports was not on the 
table. In the face of inaction, Demo-
crats and Republicans in Congress 
came together to impose the crippling 
sanctions the President had promised 
but not followed through on. The bipar-
tisan bill would have banned Russian 
oil imports and enabled the imposition 
of tariffs on all remaining Russian im-
ports to America. But the White House 
intervened, and my Democrat friends 
withdrew their support. 

Instead, this bill bans only oil. The 
remaining half of Russian trade re-
mains. American purchases will keep 
funding Russia’s cruel invasion, and 
Russia will keep its most-favored-na-
tion status in the World Trade Organi-
zation. 

In this bill, we ask our allies to pe-
nalize Russian imports, but we refuse 
to do so ourselves. Now, that is not 
leadership. I cannot understand why 
America would maintain trade rela-
tions with a nation that only last night 
bombed a children’s hospital in 
Mariupol, Ukraine. 

Mr. President, how many more inno-
cent Ukrainians need to die before you 
do what you promised? Stop projecting 
weakness, and just do what you say. 

China is watching. The world is 
watching. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HIMES). Members are reminded to di-
rect their remarks to the Chair. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. PANETTA). 

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, I sup-
port tonight’s bills because we must 
fund the government, and of course, we 
must support Ukraine. 

As the American people get out of 
COVID, get back to work, and get on 
with our lives, they are yearning to 
help Ukrainian lives. Tonight’s bills do 
that by providing aid and armaments 
so that the Ukrainians can continue to 
punch Putin right in the face. 

This bill, H.R. 6968, also punches 
Putin right in the gut by banning im-
ports of Russian oil, by taking steps to 
remove Russia from the WTO, and by 
holding Putin accountable for his vio-
lating of rights with tougher sanctions. 

The last thing we want is war with 
Russia. However, in order to stop 
Putin’s paranoid adventurism, we need 
to bolster our commitment to NATO, 
and we must bleed him of his resources 
to wage war by crumpling his ruble and 
collapsing his economy. This will af-
fect us, and it will force all of us to 
play our part. 

But despite these costs, we must con-
tinue to be as united as we are inspired 
by this fledgling democracy that has 
flourished under fire. That is why we 
must play our part and pass this legis-
lation to support the livelihoods of 
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Americans, to support the lives of 
Ukrainians, and to ensure that Putin 
pays his price for his attacks on a 
peaceful democracy. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. SMUCKER), who is a mem-
ber of the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. SMUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the ranking member for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to start my 
comments by saying that I really do 
believe that there is no daylight be-
tween our parties on our commitment 
to cripple Putin’s ability to wage war 
in Ukraine. We stand with the people of 
Ukraine, Democrats and Republicans 
alike. 

I want to thank Chairman NEAL and 
Ranking Member BRADY for putting to-
gether a strong bill to stop financing 
Putin’s aggression. This was a bill that 
was bipartisan and bicameral that 
would have stopped providing financial 
support to Russia and put an end to im-
porting Russian oil. Unfortunately, 
that bill that they worked so hard on is 
not the bill that we are debating here 
tonight. 

Now, I plan to vote in support of this 
bill because I believe it is important 
that we stand with Ukraine. But I want 
to make it clear to the White House 
and to Democratic leadership: You 
know that we could have done better, 
yet for some reason, the White House 
intervened, and I don’t understand. 

I would like someone to answer the 
question: Why are we running a prod-
uct that replaced another product that 
would have put an end to favored-trade 
status for Russia and Belarus? Why are 
we voting on a product that will not be 
taken up by the Senate? 

We had a better deal. 
Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 

minute to the gentlewoman from New 
York (Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY). 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, I thank the chair-
man for his leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
legislation banning Russian oil and gas 
imports and imposing additional sanc-
tions to punish Putin and his cronies 
for their war of aggression in Ukraine, 
which has caused more than 2 million 
Ukrainians to flee their country. 

President Biden has already imposed 
swift and severe consequences, includ-
ing yesterday’s executive action. How-
ever, it is the duty of Congress to join 
the President, enact a congressional 
ban on Russian oil and gas imports to 
the U.S., and send a strong message to 
the Kremlin that none of our money 
will be used to bankroll shelling of 
Ukrainian families. 

Yesterday, the Oversight and Reform 
Committee held a bipartisan briefing 
with U.S. and Ukrainian Government 
officials. The message was clear: 
Putin’s regime must be denied these 
crucial oil revenues while we continue 
to provide urgently needed aid to 
Ukraine. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support for this 
legislation for the good of the United 
States and the support of Ukraine. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 11⁄4 
minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. MURPHY). 

Mr. MURPHY of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, today is day 14 of Putin’s 
ruthless, senseless war on Ukraine. 
Yet, with all eyes on the United States, 
President Biden has still failed to im-
pose the necessary full economic pen-
alties on the Russian economy. 

This week, Ways and Means Repub-
licans and Democrats negotiated a 
strong bipartisan bill that added addi-
tional, much-needed economic punish-
ments on Putin’s war effort, a historic 
deal that stopped both U.S. imports of 
Russian oil and suspended normal 
trade relations with Belarus and Rus-
sia—that is, before the White House 
got involved. 

To be clear, the only reason the 
White House is doing anything is be-
cause it is being politically expedient. 
They stopped and stalled negotiations. 

The White House has subsequently 
watered down negotiations where now 
40 percent of nonenergy imports from 
Russia can still continue under this 
plan, fueling his war efforts. 

While banning U.S. imports of Rus-
sian oil is critical, this weakened legis-
lation fails to go the distance and truly 
hold Putin accountable for his shame-
ful war crimes. 

There is a special place in hell for 
evil despots who bomb children’s hos-
pitals. We must do everything at our 
disposal to support Ukraine and prove 
to the world that a strong America will 
not allow brutal dictators to reign on 
this Earth without swift and ferocious 
consequences. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Ohio 
(Ms. KAPTUR), who represents 50,000 
Ukrainian Americans. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Chairman NEAL and Congressman 
LLOYD DOGGETT for allowing me this 
time tonight to rise in strong support 
of liberty by suspending energy im-
ports from Russia to help crush Putin 
for his crimes against humanity. 

Putin is murdering innocent men, 
pregnant women, children, and the el-
derly. He is bombing them into pieces. 
The brutal savagery unleashed by 
Putin and allowed by his treacherous 
oligarchs requires crushing and un-
flinching retribution. 

The time has come to terminate the 
flow of Russia’s blood-soaked oil into 
our land. We must also suspend Russia 
from the World Trade Organization. 
And let us sanction Putin and his 
enablers as far into the pits of hell as 
we possibly can. 

As the gold standard for freedom and 
democracy, the world is watching 
America right now. This is not the 
time for holdouts or cowards. Every 
Member of this body must rise up with-
out delay and lead by example. 

Pass this legislation. Hit Putin and 
his enablers where it hurts. The just 
cause of liberty demands nothing less. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 11⁄2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 

Jersey (Mr. SMITH), who is a longtime 
leader on human rights. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, Russian oil and gas is abso-
lutely financing Putin’s horrific war of 
aggression. I am for this bill, but there 
are provisions in this one in particular 
that should not be in here. 

Mr. Speaker, I am the prime sponsor 
of the Global Magnitsky Human Rights 
Accountability Act which we added to 
the 2017 NDAA. 

Under the act, an actionable offense 
occurs only when there is a gross viola-
tion of internationally recognized 
human rights which has the meaning 
given to it in the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961. 

Specifically, the Foreign Assistance 
Act includes torture or cruel, inhuman, 
or degrading treatment or punishment, 
prolonged detention without charges 
and trial, causing the disappearance of 
persons by the abduction and clandes-
tine detention of those persons, and 
other flagrant denial of the right to 
life, liberty, or the security of person. 

H.R. 6968, however, radically strikes 
and replaces the current definition of 
what constitutes an actionable offense 
with language that is not defined—and 
this being done tonight without the 
benefit of hearings or due diligence. 

Under the new language, the Presi-
dent may impose sanctions on an indi-
vidual if responsible for or complicit in 
or has directly or indirectly engaged in 
what they call serious human rights 
abuse. 

Exactly what does that mean? 
There is no definition. 
How is that phrase defined? 
How elastic is it, especially when it 

is not linked to any international trea-
ty or covenant? 

What does directly engaged mean? 
How indirect? 
Guilt by association? 
The Global Magnitsky Human Rights 

Accountability Act got it right. It was 
bipartisan, and it links sanctions to 
internationally recognized human 
rights. 

I hope the Senate will take a look at 
this. This is an egregious mistake. 

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

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. CLOUD). 

Mr. CLOUD. Mr. Speaker, Putin’s de-
cision to bring this horrific tragedy 
upon the people of Ukraine is rightly 
to be condemned, and it is right at this 
moment in history that we do not fund 
this aggression by proxy through the 
purchase and importing of Russian oil. 

But it is also tragic that the Biden 
administration and Democrats in this 
Chamber would rather turn to dictato-
rial, terrorist-sponsoring regimes to 
fill the energy gap rather than the 
world-renowned work ethic and innova-
tion of the American people. 

This administration should be doing 
everything it can to ramp up produc-
tion and increase energy exports. Back 
home in Texas, we know that one of 
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the best ways this can be achieved is 
by investing in our ports, like the Port 
of Corpus Christi in my district. 

Increasing U.S. energy exports can 
provide relief and hope for the Ukrain-
ian people. It can give Europe the as-
surance it needs to break away from 
Russian energy. And it can provide re-
lief and economic opportunity for 
American families. 

It is past time to stop Biden’s assault 
on American energy and restore Amer-
ica’s energy dominance. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. KIM). 

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker, 
I share concerns that others have 
raised on the process of our getting 
here, but I rise today in favor of ban-
ning Russian energy imports. And I 
urge the Biden administration to work 
on an all-of-the-above domestic energy 
strategy. 

While I am glad that we are stopping 
the flow of U.S. capital to the Kremlin, 
I am concerned that prices will rise 
without a plan to support domestic en-
ergy production. Our national security 
will also continue to be at risk as the 
administration looks to countries like 
Iran and Venezuela to fuel our commu-
nities. 

The more we rely on authoritarian 
regimes, the more we hurt our econ-
omy, national security, and environ-
ment. 

Energy security is national security. 
We need responsible energy solutions 
to expand domestic energy supply 
chains and lower costs for consumers. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. CLYDE). 

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, the Sus-
pending Energy Imports from Russia 
Act has a great name, but the bill 
doesn’t live up to its name. 

Let me just read a little from the 
text because it is the text that mat-
ters. 

On page 2, ‘‘Prohibition of Energy 
Products’’: This bill bans nothing until 
45 days after enactment. Ukraine 
doesn’t have 45 days. 

Under section 2(a)(2), titled ‘‘Author-
ity to Allow Importation Under Con-
tract’’: Why are we even having this 
section when the idea was to ban Rus-
sian oil, not to allow importation? 

It states: ‘‘The President may allow 
certain products . . . to be imported 
into the United States . . . pursuant to 
a written contract . . . that was en-
tered into before the date of enactment 
of this act.’’ 

So the bold statement from para-
graph 1, that all oil products from the 
Russian Federation shall be banned 
from importation, just got eviscerated 
and shot full of holes. It is leakier than 
a sieve because every barrel of oil com-
ing into the United States is covered 
under a contract, so every barrel is ex-
empted for the length of the contract. 

No business makes millions of dollars 
of purchases without a contract. This 
bill is smoke and mirrors intent on de-
ceiving the American people that the 
Democrat majority and the Biden ad-
ministration are doing something bold 
when, in reality, it is a false start and 
a penalty on the field. 

b 2000 
Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 11⁄2 

minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. DOGGETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, Putin 
thought he could divide us because our 
last President served Russian interests 
so very well—fawning over Putin, unre-
lenting criticism of our allies, under-
mining NATO, preferring Putin’s word 
over American patriots, repeatedly pit-
ting one American against another. 

Recently, as Putin amassed tanks on 
the Ukrainian border, President Biden 
was not the one who hailed Putin’s ac-
tion as ‘‘genius.’’ 

As Putin ordered troops into 
Ukraine, it wasn’t President Biden who 
called Putin’s terror a ‘‘peacekeeping 
mission’’ and who then called Putin 
‘‘very savvy.’’ 

Last Friday, as Russian bombs were 
killing hundreds of Ukrainians, it was 
not Biden’s trusted adviser who said 
Putin had been ‘‘too gentle’’ and called 
President Zelensky ‘‘a puppet’’ and 
blamed him for failing to appease 
Putin by declaring a ‘‘neutral 
Ukraine.’’ 

As Biden has tried to unite, Trump 
and his cronies cannot stop licking 
Putin’s boots, even as Putin was using 
those boots to kick Ukrainians in the 
teeth. Sadly, many of those who come 
to criticize our President and his ef-
forts to bring us together have been 
sadly and totally mute, unable to voice 
a word of disapproval of those who 
would divide us, Putin’s apologist-in- 
chief here in America. 

Let’s unite and stand with Ukrainian 
patriots and approve this bill. 

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I will just 
point out, all of that was nonsense. The 
truth of the matter is, it was Democrat 
President Clinton who forced Ukraine 
to turn over 1,800 nuclear weapons to 
Russia and President Obama who stood 
by when Putin took over parts of 
Ukraine. Now, under President Biden, 
we stand by while he looks to invade 
and take over a sovereign nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
GRAVES). 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, it is very interesting where 
we find ourselves right now. Just a few 
years ago—in fact, within the last 
year—we have advocated for banning 
Russian oil. We have advocated for it. 
Guess who has opposed it, on the 
record, voting against banning Russian 
oil? It is a really interesting place 
where we find ourselves where, all of a 
sudden, things have turned and folks 
have realized, oh, my goodness, we 
have got to change our position, we 
have got to flip-flop, and we now have 
to ban Russian oil. 

Mr. Speaker, look at the policies of 
this administration. Look at the poli-
cies of my friends on the other side of 
the aisle. We have seen record high 
prices, we have seen record increases in 
greenhouse gas emissions, and we have 
seen record energy insecurity as a re-
sult of these policies. 

We have letters from Democrat Mem-
bers of Congress to the administration 
begging them to work with OPEC Plus 
nations to increase their oil and gas 
production. We have had a more than 
doubling of our importation of crude 
oil from Russia under this administra-
tion. 

The administration’s failed policies 
have limited us to what they will tell 
you are two options and only two op-
tions. We can either buy Russian oil 
and fund the aggression of Putin into 
Ukraine, or we can pay higher prices in 
the United States. 

This bill fails to address the under-
lying problem and actually provide a 
solution. 

Mr. Speaker, you have seen these ad-
ministration officials. Who are they 
talking to right now to backfill their 
production from Russia? Who are they 
talking to? They are talking to Ven-
ezuela. They are talking to Iran. They 
are talking to the Saudis. We are going 
to find ourselves right back in this sit-
uation. 

The good news is, we have a solution 
for you. We can actually do what the 
President said in this very Chamber 
last week. We can buy American. We 
can buy American energy. Let’s buy 
American energy, not Saudi, not Ven-
ezuela, not Russian. Let’s buy Amer-
ican energy, because we have 38 billion 
barrels of oil we can produce here and 
trillions of cubic feet of natural gas. 

We can do it safer here. We can do it 
cleaner here. That is what the motion 
to recommit allows. It allows us to un-
leash American energy opportunities, 
to unleash jobs in America, to unleash 
opportunities for Americans to go back 
to work and unleash the economic ac-
tivity associated with it. 

We can export liquefied natural gas 
from America to our allies in Europe 
and not have them 40 percent depend-
ent upon energy from Russia, from 
Vladimir Putin continuing to this day 
to fund his activities attacking 
Ukraine and causing human rights vio-
lations all over that country. 

I want to remind you, Mr. Speaker, it 
was President Biden that lifted the 
sanctions that effectively facilitated 
the Nord Stream 2 pipeline, and it was 
President Biden who more than dou-
bled the importation of crude oil from 
Russia. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of the 
motion to recommit. 

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

This evening’s debate is about hold-
ing Putin accountable for his 
unprovoked attack on the Ukrainian 
people. What we are talking about here 
is responsible use of trade policy as a 
powerful tool not only to condemn 
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Putin’s aggression and pursue peace 
but to act. 

I hope in this moment, when we are 
in such a dire state, we would not use 
the opportunity just for partisan argu-
ment but try to focus very hard on the 
real task at hand, which is holding 
Putin accountable. 

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

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume for 
the purpose of closing. 

Mr. Speaker, at the appropriate time, 
I will offer a motion to recommit this 
bill to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

I will also ask to have my amend-
ment, that suspends permanent normal 
trade relations with Russia, included in 
the RECORD. 

While there is broad agreement to 
stop imports of Russian energy, to 
stand with Ukraine, Congress does need 
to do more. That is what this motion 
does. 

As we talked earlier, when we talked 
about amending the rule to offer Amer-
ican-made energy production, the idea 
of doing sanctions without American 
energy production is incomplete at 
best. 

But when it comes to trade with Rus-
sia, we also need to take stronger 
steps, stronger bipartisan steps. We 
had a good, bipartisan agreement that 
stopped oil imports from Russia but 
also removed preferential trade on 
other products from Russia. 

The bill we are voting on today al-
lows about 40 percent of the total prod-
ucts we buy from Russia to receive 
preferential trade treatment. That is 
why we are so disappointed and puzzled 
about why this provision was removed 
from the bill, because I believe that 
there is sincerely broad, strong bipar-
tisan support in Congress to remove 
and suspend that. 

I know that Chairman NEAL is com-
mitted to working together toward 
that goal. By not revoking PNTR, Rus-
sia enjoys the same preferential trade 
status and lower tariffs as all of our 
American allies. 

Ironically, unless we change the bill, 
Russia will maintain the same trade 
status on nonenergy products, like 
Russian diamonds and vodka, as 
Ukraine, the country they invaded. 
That is not right by any measure. We 
need to be tougher together. 

Congress can lead by passing this mo-
tion to recommit, which simply sub-
stitutes the bipartisan agreement we 
reached that both shuts down Russian 
oil imports and removes the pref-
erential trade status for all of the 
other products we import from Russia. 

America needs to lead, Congress 
needs to lead, to take this important 
bipartisan step and vote ‘‘yes’’ on the 
motion to recommit. 

I strongly believe the effort in this 
bill to immediately stop purchases 
from Russia has support and should 
have support from every American, but 
we need to do more. 

I urge my colleagues and I urge our 
President to stand with us with strong 
economic sanctions and more Amer-
ican-made energy to replace Russian 
oil. 

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

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, our trade policy is a 
powerful tool, and this evening we will 
have an opportunity not only to con-
demn Putin’s aggression, but just as 
importantly, to act upon it. 

This legislation to ban the import of 
Russian energy products and evaluate 
Russia’s access to the WTO will help to 
hold this brutal dictator accountable. 
We can and will do more. 

I will continue to explore, as Mr. 
BRADY noted, how we can utilize the 
full jurisdiction of the committee to 
stand up to Putin and to protect the 
Ukrainian people. 

Let me, however, take a moment to 
congratulate Joe Biden for the manner 
in which he has assembled a multilat-
eral alliance across the globe to con-
demn and to combat this dictator. 
When you consider that not only have 
our traditional allies in NATO—which 
was condemned at one time—we now 
can understand why it has been so en-
during. 

Just as importantly, beyond Western 
Europe and NATO, the Swiss, the 
Finns, the Swedes, the Japanese, the 
Kenyans, like most of the rest of the 
civilized world, have stood with us in 
this moment of challenge. Tonight, let 
us all stand with the Ukrainian people 
and support this legislation. 

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

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in strong support of H.R. 6968 which will 
cut off oil and other energy imports from Rus-
sia which provide key support to Putin’s war 
machine. 

This bill stands in solidarity with the proud 
Ukrainian people fighting for their homeland 
and builds on President Bidens executive ac-
tions to ban Russian energy imports. 

The crippling sanctions the Biden Adminis-
tration has coordinated with our allies have 
isolated Russia to an unprecedented degree: 
are weakening Russia’s ability to fund their il-
legal military offensive. 

I believe that we can and should do even 
more. Although our European allies have 
moved quickly to support punishing sanctions 
against Russia and its corrupt leaders, other 
countries are providing aid and comfort by ac-
tually stepping up trade with Russia. 

As we look to ratchet up the pressure on 
Russia to force them to stop the needless 
bloodshed, we need to ensure that every 
country is doing their part to help end this war 
and hold Russia accountable. 

Mr. Speaker, as an original cosponsor of 
this bill, I urge my colleagues to vote yes to 
send a strong unified message that we are 
committed to doing everything we can to fight 
Russian aggression, stand with the Ukrainian 
people, and provide the military assist Ukraine 
desperately needs to defend itself. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of H.R. 6968, the 

‘‘Suspending Energy Imports From Russia 
Act.’’ 

I support this legislation because it dem-
onstrates the commitment of the United States 
in assembling and leading an international co-
alition of the world’s leading nations to ensure 
that all nations refuse to recognize the illegal 
invasion of Ukraine by the Russian Federation 
and to ensure that the Russian Federation is 
held accountable and sustain maximum eco-
nomic damage from the imposition of sanc-
tions as a consequence of its utter disregard 
for international law and norms. 

Specifically, H.R. 6968 bans the importation 
into the United States of Russian crude oil and 
certain petroleum products, liquefied natural 
gas, and coal. 

Last year, the U.S. imported nearly 700,000 
barrels per day of crude oil and refined petro-
leum products from Russia so this step will 
deprive Russia of billions of dollars in reve-
nues from U.S. drivers and consumers annu-
ally. 

The bill also bans new U.S. investment in 
Russia’s energy sector, which will ensure that 
American companies and American investors 
are not underwriting Vladimir Putin’s efforts to 
expand energy production inside Russia. 

Finally, the bill bans Americans from financ-
ing or enabling foreign companies that are 
making investment to produce energy in Rus-
sia. 

The Russian ruble is now worth less than a 
penny and has hit an all-time low after losing 
almost half of its value since Putin announced 
his further invasion of Ukraine. 

By isolating Russia’s Central Bank and cut-
ting off the largest Russian banks from the 
international financial system, Russia has 
been disarmed his war chest of foreign re-
serves and left Putin to soften the blow of our 
sanctions. 

U.S. and allied export controls are impacting 
industrial production in Russia, Russian com-
mercial aviation, and other key sectors of the 
Russian economy. 

The United States and governments all over 
the world are going after Putin’s cronies and 
their families by identifying and freezing the 
assets they hold in our respective jurisdic-
tions—their yachts, luxury apartments, money, 
and other ill-gotten gains. 

The United States strongly supports efforts 
to assist Ukraine to defend its territory against 
military aggression by the Russian Federation 
and by separatist and paramilitary forces. 

Ukraine was the second-most populous and 
powerful of the fifteen republics of the former 
and disintegrated Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics and the hub of the union’s agricultural 
production, defense industries, and military ar-
senal. 

In the three decades since gaining its inde-
pendence, Ukraine has sought to forge its own 
path as a sovereign state and sought closer 
economic, social, and political ties with the 
free market and democratic nations of the 
West. 

Since 2013, the Russian Federation has un-
dertaken a campaign of political, economic, 
and military aggression against Ukraine, in-
cluding the shooting down of Malaysia Airlines 
Flight 17, a civilian airliner, by Russian-backed 
Ukrainian separatists using a Russian-made 
missile taking the lives of all 298 innocent per-
sons on board. 

In February 2014, the military of the Russia 
Federation, without merit or cause, invaded 
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the eastern part of the free and independent 
country of Ukraine, including the Crimean Pe-
ninsula, and backed a separatist insurgency in 
the Donbass region in eastern Ukraine, where 
fighting has killed over 14,000 people. 

The United States, a strategic ally of 
Ukraine, reacted swiftly to the Russian inva-
sion, condemning the military action in strong 
and bipartisan fashion, and providing military, 
humanitarian, and non-military financial assist-
ance to the determined but beleaguered na-
tion of Ukraine, which since 2014 has totaled 
approximately $1.5 billion. 

On September 14, 2014, the House of Rep-
resentatives adopted H. Res. 726, a resolution 
supporting the right of the people of Ukraine to 
freely determine their future, including their 
country’s relationship with other nations and 
international organizations, without inter-
ference, intimidation, or coercion by other 
countries, and committed itself to solidarity 
with the people of Ukraine. 

Interference and unprovoked aggressions by 
the Russia Federation ordered and led by 
Vladimir Putin continued unabated, including 
the mobilization and stationing of 150,000 
Russian troops surrounding Ukraine and 
armed forces positioned in Belarus to attack 
Ukraine from the north, including war planes 
and offensive missile systems, and the move-
ment of Russian naval vessels in the Black 
Sea to Ukraine’s south, including amphibious 
assault ships, missile cruisers, and sub-
marines, and the positioning of blood and 
medical equipment into position on their bor-
der. 

Vladimir Putin sought authorization from the 
Russian parliament to use military force out-
side of Russian territory by staging a fraudu-
lent on-camera meeting of his Security Council 
to grandstand for the Russian public and by 
recognizing sovereign Ukrainian territory as 
so-called independent republics in clear viola-
tion, again, of international law, all of which 
was intended to set the stage for further pre-
texts and further provocations by Russia Fed-
eration to make further aggressions against 
Ukraine by military action. 

Vladimir Putin rejected every good-faith ef-
fort the United States and its allies and part-
ners made to address mutual security con-
cerns through dialogue to avoid needless con-
flict and avert human suffering. 

On February 23, 2022, the Russia Federa-
tion military, at the direction of Vladimir Putin, 
began a premeditated brutal assault on the 
people of Ukraine without provocation, without 
justification, without necessity, making out-
landish, false, and baseless claims that 
Ukraine was about to invade and launch a war 
against Russia and that Ukraine was prepared 
to use chemical weapons, and that Ukraine 
had committed a genocide. 

These actions were taken by Vladimir Putin 
at the very moment that the United Nations 
Security Council was meeting to stand up for 
Ukraine’s sovereignty to stave off invasion, 
culminating in missile strikes on historic cities 
across Ukraine, followed by air raids and the 
invasion of Russian tanks and troops. 

Mr. Speaker, through this legislation the 
United States strongly condemns and opposes 
the unprovoked invasion and egregious act of 
aggression against sovereign state of Ukraine 
by the Russian Federation, the most provoca-
tive and destabilizing act of foreign aggression 
since the 1938 invasion of the Sudetenland by 
the Third Reich led by Adolph Hitler. 

This legislation visits the costs of the 
unprovoked aggression and invasion ordered 
by Vladimir Putin, the authoritarian head of the 
Russian Federation against the sovereign na-
tion of Ukraine on the Russian economy. 

The United States is strongly committed to 
the sovereignty, independence, and territorial 
integrity of Ukraine. 

I ask all members to join me in voting for 
H.R. 6968 to support the right of the people of 
Ukraine to freely determine their future, includ-
ing their country’s relationship with other na-
tions and international organizations, without 
interference, intimidation, or coercion by other 
countries. 

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

Pursuant to House Resolution 973, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, I have a 

motion to recommit at the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Brady moves to recommit the bill, 

H.R. 6968, to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. BRADY is as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be known as the ‘‘Sus-
pending Normal Trade Relations with Russia 
and Belarus Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) The United States is a founding member 

of the World Trade Organization (WTO) and 
is committed to ensuring that the WTO re-
mains an effective forum for peaceful eco-
nomic engagement. 

(2) Ukraine is a sovereign nation-state that 
is entitled to enter into agreements with 
other sovereign states and to full respect of 
its territorial integrity. 

(3) The United States will be unwavering in 
its support for a secure, democratic, and sov-
ereign Ukraine, free to choose its own lead-
ers and future. 

(4) Ukraine acceded to the Marrakesh 
Agreement Establishing the World Trade Or-
ganization (WTO Agreement) and has been a 
WTO member since 2008. 

(5) Ukraine’s participation in the WTO 
Agreement creates both rights and obliga-
tions vis-à-vis other WTO members. 

(6) The Russian Federation acceded to the 
WTO on August 22, 2012, becoming the 156th 
WTO member, and the Republic of Belarus 
has applied to accede to the WTO. 

(7) From the date of its accession, the Rus-
sian Federation committed to apply fully all 
provisions of the WTO. 

(8) The United States Congress authorized 
permanent normal trade relations for the 
Russian Federation through the Russia and 
Moldova Jackson-Vanik Repeal and Sergei 
Magnitsky Rule of Law Accountability Act 
of 2012 (Public Law 112–208). 

(9) Ukraine communicated to the WTO 
General Council on March 2, 2022, urging 
that all WTO members take action against 
the Russian Federation and ‘‘consider fur-

ther steps with the view to suspending the 
Russian Federation’s participation in the 
WTO for its violation of the purpose and 
principles of this Organization’’. 

(10) Vladimir Putin, a ruthless dictator, 
has led the Russian Federation into a war of 
aggression against Ukraine, which— 

(A) denies Ukraine and its people their col-
lective rights to independence, sovereignty, 
and territorial integrity; 

(B) constitutes an emergency in inter-
national relations, because it is a situation 
of armed conflict that threatens the peace 
and security of all countries, including the 
United States; and 

(C) denies Ukraine its rightful ability to 
participate in international organizations, 
including the WTO. 

(11) The Republic of Belarus, also led by a 
ruthless dictator, Aleksander Lukashenka, is 
providing important material support to the 
Russian Federation’s aggression. 

(12) The Russian Federation’s exportation 
of goods in the energy sector is central to its 
ability to wage its war of aggression on 
Ukraine. 

(13) The United States, along with its allies 
and partners, has responded to recent aggres-
sion by the Russian Federation in Ukraine 
by imposing sweeping financial sanctions 
and stringent export controls. 

(14) The United States cannot allow the 
consequences of the Russian Federation’s ac-
tions to go unaddressed, and must lead fel-
low countries, in all fora, including the WTO, 
to impose appropriate consequences for the 
Russian Federation’s aggression. 
SEC. 3. SUSPENSION OF NORMAL TRADE RELA-

TIONS WITH THE RUSSIAN FEDERA-
TION AND THE REPUBLIC OF 
BELARUS. 

(a) NONDISCRIMINATORY TARIFF TREAT-
MENT.—Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, beginning on the day after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the rates of duty 
set forth in column 2 of the Harmonized Tar-
iff Schedule of the United States shall apply 
to all products of the Russian Federation 
and of the Republic of Belarus. 

(b) AUTHORITY TO PROCLAIM INCREASED 
COLUMN 2 RATES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The President may pro-
claim increases in the rates of duty applica-
ble to products of the Russian Federation or 
the Republic of Belarus, above the rates set 
forth in column 2 of the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States. 

(2) PRIOR CONSULTATION.—The President 
shall, not later than 5 calendar days before 
issuing any proclamation under paragraph 
(1), consult with the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Finance of the Senate re-
garding the basis for and anticipated impact 
of the proposed increases to rates of duty de-
scribed in paragraph (1). 

(3) TERMINATION.—The authority to issue 
proclamations under this subsection shall 
terminate on January 1, 2024. 
SEC. 4. PROHIBITION ON IMPORTATION OF EN-

ERGY PRODUCTS OF THE RUSSIAN 
FEDERATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, all products of the 
Russian Federation classified under chapter 
27 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the 
United States shall be banned from importa-
tion into the United States, other than prod-
ucts imported on or before 11:59 p.m. eastern 
daylight time on the date that is 45 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) TERMINATION UPON EXTENSION OF NOR-
MAL TRADE RELATIONS WITH THE RUSSIAN 
FEDERATION.—The prohibition under sub-
section (a) shall terminate on the date on 
which the President grants permanent non-
discriminatory tariff treatment (normal 
trade relations) to the products of the Rus-
sian Federation pursuant to section 5(b)(3). 
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SEC. 5. RESUMPTION OF APPLICATION OF HTS 

COLUMN 1 RATES OF DUTY AND RES-
TORATION OF NORMAL TRADE RE-
LATIONS TREATMENT FOR THE RUS-
SIAN FEDERATION AND THE REPUB-
LIC OF BELARUS. 

(a) TEMPORARY APPLICATION OF HTS COL-
UMN 1 RATES OF DUTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law (including the applica-
tion of column 2 rates of duty under section 
3), the President is authorized to tempo-
rarily resume, for one or more periods not to 
exceed 1 year each, the application of the 
rates of duty set forth in column 1 of the 
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United 
States to the products of the Russian Fed-
eration, the Republic of Belarus, or both, if 
the President submits to Congress with re-
spect to either or both such countries a cer-
tification under subsection (c) for each such 
period. Such action shall take effect begin-
ning on the date that is 90 calendar days 
after the date of submission of such certifi-
cation for such period, unless there is en-
acted into law during such 90-day period a 
joint resolution of disapproval. 

(2) CONSULTATION AND REPORT.—The Presi-
dent shall, not later than 45 calendar days 
before submitting a certification under para-
graph (1)— 

(A) consult with the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Finance of the Sen-
ate; and 

(B) submit to both such committees a re-
port that explains the basis for the deter-
mination of the President contained in such 
certification. 

(b) RESTORATION OF NORMAL TRADE RELA-
TIONS TREATMENT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The President is author-
ized to resume the application of the rates of 
duty set forth in column 1 of the Harmonized 
Tariff Schedule of the United States to the 
products of the Russian Federation, the Re-
public of Belarus, or both, if the President 
submits to Congress with respect to either or 
both such countries a certification under 
subsection (c). Such action shall take effect 
beginning on the date that is 90 calendar 
days after the date of submission of such cer-
tification, unless there is enacted into law 
during such 90-day period a joint resolution 
of disapproval. 

(2) CONSULTATION AND REPORT.—The Presi-
dent shall, not later than 45 calendar days 
before submitting a certification under para-
graph (1)— 

(A) consult with the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Finance of the Sen-
ate; and 

(B) submit to both such committees a re-
port that explains the basis for the deter-
mination of the President contained in such 
certification. 

(3) PRODUCTS OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION.— 
If the President submits pursuant to para-
graph (1) a certification under subsection (c) 
with respect to the Russian Federation and a 
joint resolution of disapproval is not enacted 
during the 90-day period described in that 
paragraph, the President may grant perma-
nent nondiscriminatory tariff treatment 
(normal trade relations) to the products of 
the Russian Federation. 

(4) PRODUCTS OF THE REPUBLIC OF 
BELARUS.—If the President submits pursuant 
to paragraph (1) a certification under sub-
section (c) with respect to the Republic of 
Belarus and a joint resolution of disapproval 
is not enacted during the 90-day period de-
scribed in that paragraph, the President 
may, subject to the provisions of chapter 1 of 
title IV of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 
2431 et seq.), grant nondiscriminatory tariff 
treatment (normal trade relations) to the 
products of the Republic of Belarus. 

(c) CERTIFICATION.—A certification under 
this subsection is a certification in writing 
that— 

(1) specifies the action proposed to be 
taken pursuant to the certification and 
whether such action is pursuant to sub-
section (a)(1) or (b)(1) of this section; and 

(2) contains a determination of the Presi-
dent that the Russian Federation or the Re-
public of Belarus (or both)— 

(A) has withdrawn its forces and ceased all 
acts of aggression against Ukraine; 

(B) poses no immediate threat of aggres-
sion to any North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion ally or partner; and 

(C) recognizes a free and independent 
Ukraine, including with respect to the abil-
ity of its people to choose their own govern-
ment. 

(d) JOINT RESOLUTION OF DISAPPROVAL.— 
(1) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-

tion, the term ‘‘joint resolution of dis-
approval’’ means only a joint resolution— 

(A) which does not have a preamble; 
(B) the title of which is as follows: ‘‘Joint 

resolution disapproving the President’s cer-
tification under section 5(c) of the Sus-
pending Normal Trade Relations with Russia 
and Belarus Act.’’; and 

(C) the matter after the resolving clause of 
which is as follows: ‘‘That Congress dis-
approves the certification of the President 
under section 5(c) of the Suspending Normal 
Trade Relations with Russia and Belarus 
Act, submitted to Congress on lll’’, the 
blank space being filled in with the appro-
priate date. 

(2) INTRODUCTION IN THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES.—During a period of 5 legisla-
tive days beginning on the date that a cer-
tification under section 5(c) is submitted to 
Congress, a joint resolution of disapproval 
may be introduced in the House of Rep-
resentatives by the majority leader or the 
minority leader. 

(3) INTRODUCTION IN THE SENATE.—During a 
period of 5 days on which the Senate is in 
session beginning on the date that a certifi-
cation under section 5(c) is submitted to 
Congress, a joint resolution of disapproval 
may be introduced in the Senate by the ma-
jority leader (or the majority leader’s des-
ignee) or the minority leader (or the minor-
ity leader’s designee). 

(4) FLOOR CONSIDERATION IN THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES.— 

(A) REPORTING AND DISCHARGE.—If a com-
mittee of the House to which a joint resolu-
tion of disapproval has been referred has not 
reported such joint resolution within 10 leg-
islative days after the date of referral, that 
committee shall be discharged from further 
consideration thereof. 

(B) PROCEEDING TO CONSIDERATION.—Begin-
ning on the third legislative day after each 
committee to which a joint resolution of dis-
approval has been referred reports it to the 
House or has been discharged from further 
consideration thereof, it shall be in order to 
move to proceed to consider the joint resolu-
tion in the House. All points of order against 
the motion are waived. Such a motion shall 
not be in order after the House has disposed 
of a motion to proceed on a joint resolution 
with regard to the same certification. The 
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the motion to its adoption without 
intervening motion. The motion shall not be 
debatable. A motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion is disposed of shall not 
be in order. 

(C) CONSIDERATION.—The joint resolution 
shall be considered as read. All points of 
order against the joint resolution and 
against its consideration are waived. The 
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the joint resolution to final passage 
without intervening motion except two 

hours of debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the sponsor of the joint resolution 
(or a designee) and an opponent. A motion to 
reconsider the vote on passage of the joint 
resolution shall not be in order. 

(5) CONSIDERATION IN THE SENATE.— 
(A) COMMITTEE REFERRAL.—A joint resolu-

tion of disapproval introduced in the Senate 
shall be referred to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

(B) REPORTING AND DISCHARGE.—If the 
Committee on Finance has not reported such 
joint resolution of disapproval within 10 days 
on which the Senate is in session after the 
date of referral of such joint resolution, that 
committee shall be discharged from further 
consideration of such joint resolution and 
the joint resolution shall be placed on the 
appropriate calendar. 

(C) MOTION TO PROCEED.—Notwithstanding 
Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, it is in order at any time after the Com-
mittee on Finance reports the joint resolu-
tion of disapproval to the Senate or has been 
discharged from its consideration (even 
though a previous motion to the same effect 
has been disagreed to) to move to proceed to 
the consideration of the joint resolution, and 
all points of order against the joint resolu-
tion (and against consideration of the joint 
resolution) shall be waived. The motion to 
proceed is not debatable. The motion is not 
subject to a motion to postpone. A motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the motion is 
agreed to or disagreed to shall not be in 
order. If a motion to proceed to the consider-
ation of the joint resolution of disapproval is 
agreed to, the joint resolution shall remain 
the unfinished business until disposed of. 

(D) DEBATE.—Debate on the joint resolu-
tion of disapproval, and on all debatable mo-
tions and appeals in connection therewith, 
shall be limited to not more than 10 hours, 
which shall be divided equally between the 
majority and minority leaders or their des-
ignees. A motion to further limit debate is in 
order and not debatable. An amendment to, 
or a motion to postpone, or a motion to pro-
ceed to the consideration of other business, 
or a motion to recommit the joint resolution 
of disapproval is not in order. 

(E) VOTE ON PASSAGE.—The vote on passage 
shall occur immediately following the con-
clusion of the debate on the joint resolution 
of disapproval and a single quorum call at 
the conclusion of the debate, if requested in 
accordance with the rules of the Senate. 

(F) RULES OF THE CHAIR ON PROCEDURE.— 
Appeals from the decisions of the Chair re-
lating to the application of the rules of the 
Senate, as the case may be, to the procedure 
relating to the joint resolution of dis-
approval shall be decided without debate. 

(G) CONSIDERATION OF VETO MESSAGES.—De-
bate in the Senate of any veto message with 
respect to the joint resolution of dis-
approval, including all debatable motions 
and appeals in connection with such joint 
resolution, shall be limited to 10 hours, to be 
equally divided between, and controlled by, 
the majority leader and the minority leader 
or their designees. 

(6) PROCEDURES IN THE SENATE.—Except as 
otherwise provided in this subsection, the 
following procedures shall apply in the Sen-
ate to a joint resolution of disapproval to 
which this subsection applies: 

(A) Except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
a joint resolution of disapproval that has 
passed the House of Representatives shall, 
when received in the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on Finance for consideration 
in accordance with this subsection. 

(B) If a joint resolution of disapproval to 
which this section applies was introduced in 
the Senate before receipt of a joint resolu-
tion of disapproval that has passed the House 
of Representatives, the joint resolution from 
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the House of Representatives shall, when re-
ceived in the Senate, be placed on the cal-
endar. If this subparagraph applies, the pro-
cedures in the Senate with respect to a joint 
resolution of disapproval introduced in the 
Senate that contains the identical matter as 
the joint resolution of disapproval that 
passed the House of Representatives shall be 
the same as if no joint resolution of dis-
approval had been received from the House of 
Representatives, except that the vote on pas-
sage in the Senate shall be on the joint reso-
lution of disapproval that passed the House 
of Representatives. 

(7) RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES AND SENATE.—This subsection is en-
acted by Congress— 

(A) as an exercise of the rulemaking power 
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives, respectively, and as such are deemed a 
part of the rules of each House, respectively, 
but applicable only with respect to the pro-
cedure to be followed in that House in the 
case of legislation described in those sec-
tions, and supersede other rules only to the 
extent that they are inconsistent with such 
rules; and 

(B) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of either House to change the 
rules (so far as relating to the procedure of 
that House) at any time, in the same man-
ner, and to the same extent as in the case of 
any other rule of that House. 
SEC. 6. COOPERATION AND ACCOUNTABILITY AT 

THE WORLD TRADE ORGANIZATION. 
The United States Trade Representative 

shall use the voice and influence of the 
United States at the WTO to— 

(1) condemn the recent aggression in 
Ukraine; 

(2) encourage other WTO members to sus-
pend trade concessions to the Russian Fed-
eration and the Republic of Belarus; 

(3) consider further steps with the view to 
suspend the Russian Federation’s participa-
tion in the WTO; and 

(4) seek to halt the accession process of the 
Republic of Belarus at the WTO and cease ac-
cession-related work. 
SEC. 7. REAUTHORIZATION OF GLOBAL 

MAGNITSKY HUMAN RIGHTS AC-
COUNTABILITY ACT. 

Section 1265(a) of the Global Magnitsky 
Human Rights Accountability Act (subtitle 
F of title XII of Public Law 114–328; 22 U.S.C. 
2656 note) is amended by striking ‘‘6 years’’ 
and inserting ‘‘12 years’’. 
SEC. 8. ENERGY SECURITY PLAN. 

The Natural Gas Act is amended by insert-
ing after section 3A (15 U.S.C. 717b–1) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘ENERGY SECURITY PLAN 
‘‘SEC. 3B. Not later than 30 days after the 

date of enactment of this section, and bien-
nially thereafter, the President shall trans-
mit to Congress an energy security plan 
which shall include— 

‘‘(1) an evaluation of United States crude 
oil, petroleum product, and natural gas im-
ports and exports; 

‘‘(2) an energy security risk assessment, by 
country of origin, of importing crude oil, pe-
troleum products, and natural gas to the 
United States; and 

‘‘(3) strategies, including changes to Fed-
eral policies and regulations, to encourage 
increased domestic production of crude oil, 
petroleum products, and natural gas in order 
to offset any amounts of crude oil, petroleum 
products, and natural gas imported to the 
United States from Russia.’’. 
SEC. 9. KEYSTONE XL AUTHORIZATION. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—TransCanada Key-
stone Pipeline, L.P., may construct, connect, 
operate, and maintain the pipeline facilities 
at the international border of the United 
States and Canada at Phillips County, Mon-

tana, for the import of oil from Canada to 
the United States described in the Presi-
dential Permit of March 29, 2019 (84 Fed. Reg. 
13101). 

(b) NO PRESIDENTIAL PERMIT REQUIRED.— 
No Presidential permit (or similar permit) 
under Executive Order 13867 (3 U.S.C. 301 
note; relating to the issuance of permits 
with respect to facilities and land transpor-
tation crossings at the international bound-
aries of the United States), Executive Order 
12038 (42 U.S.C. 7151 note; relating to the 
transfer of certain functions to the Sec-
retary of Energy), Executive Order 10485 (15 
U.S.C. 717b note; relating to the performance 
of functions respecting electric power and 
natural gas facilities located on United 
States borders), or any other Executive order 
shall be required for the construction, con-
nection, operation, or maintenance of the 
pipeline facilities described in subsection (a). 
SEC. 10. ADVANCING UNITED STATES GLOBAL 

LEADERSHIP. 
Section 3 of the Natural Gas Act (15 U.S.C. 

717b) is amended— 
(1) by striking subsections (a) through (c); 
(2) by redesignating subsections (e) and (f) 

as subsections (a) and (b), respectively; 
(3) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-

section (c), and moving such subsection after 
subsection (b), as so redesignated; 

(4) in subsection (a), as so redesignated, by 
amending paragraph (1) to read as follows: 
‘‘(1) The Commission shall have the exclu-
sive authority to approve or deny an applica-
tion for the siting, construction, expansion, 
or operation of a facility to export natural 
gas from the United States to a foreign coun-
try or import natural gas from a foreign 
country, including an LNG terminal. Except 
as specifically provided in this Act, nothing 
in this Act is intended to affect otherwise 
applicable law related to any Federal agen-
cy’s authorities or responsibilities related to 
facilities to import or export natural gas, in-
cluding LNG terminals.’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(d)(1) Nothing in this Act limits the au-
thority of the President under the Constitu-
tion, the International Emergency Economic 
Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.), the Na-
tional Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1601 et 
seq.), part B of title II of the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C. 6271 et seq.), 
the Trading With the Enemy Act (50 U.S.C. 
4301 et seq.), or any other provision of law 
that imposes sanctions on a foreign person 
or foreign government (including any provi-
sion of law that prohibits or restricts United 
States persons from engaging in a trans-
action with a sanctioned person or govern-
ment), including a country that is des-
ignated as a state sponsor of terrorism, to 
prohibit imports or exports. 

‘‘(2) In this subsection, the term ‘state 
sponsor of terrorism’ means a country the 
government of which the Secretary of State 
determines has repeatedly provided support 
for international terrorism pursuant to— 

‘‘(A) section 1754(c)(1)(A) of the Export 
Control Reform Act of 2018 (50 U.S.C. 
4318(c)(1)(A)); 

‘‘(B) section 620A of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2371); 

‘‘(C) section 40 of the Arms Export Control 
Act (22 U.S.C. 2780); or 

‘‘(D) any other provision of law.’’. 
SEC. 11. PROHIBITION ON MORATORIA OF NEW 

ENERGY LEASES ON CERTAIN FED-
ERAL LAND AND ON WITHDRAWAL 
OF FEDERAL LAND FROM ENERGY 
DEVELOPMENT. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) CRITICAL MINERAL.—The term ‘‘critical 

mineral’’ means any mineral included on the 
list of critical minerals published in the no-
tice of the Secretary of the Interior entitled 

‘‘Final List of Critical Minerals 2018’’ (83 
Fed. Reg. 23295 (May 18, 2018)). 

(2) FEDERAL LAND.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Federal land’’ 

means— 
(i) National Forest System land; 
(ii) public lands (as defined in section 103 of 

the Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1702)); 

(iii) the outer Continental Shelf (as defined 
in section 2 of the Outer Continental Shelf 
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331)); and 

(iv) land managed by the Secretary of En-
ergy. 

(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘‘Federal land’’ 
includes land described in clauses (i) through 
(iv) of subparagraph (A) for which the rights 
to the surface estate or subsurface estate are 
owned by a non-Federal entity. 

(3) PRESIDENT.—The term ‘‘President’’ 
means the President or any designee, includ-
ing— 

(A) the Secretary of Agriculture; 
(B) the Secretary of Energy; and 
(C) the Secretary of the Interior. 
(b) PROHIBITIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, the President shall 
not carry out any action that would prohibit 
or substantially delay the issuance of any of 
the following on Federal land, unless such an 
action has been authorized by an Act of Con-
gress: 

(A) New oil and gas leases, drill permits, 
approvals, or authorizations. 

(B) New coal leases, permits, approvals, or 
authorizations. 

(C) New hard rock leases, permits, approv-
als, or authorizations. 

(D) New critical minerals leases, permits, 
approvals, or authorizations. 

(2) PROHIBITION ON WITHDRAWAL.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the 
President shall not withdraw any Federal 
land from forms of entry, appropriation, or 
disposal under the public land laws, location, 
entry, and patent under the mining laws, or 
disposition under laws pertaining to mineral 
and geothermal leasing or mineral materials 
unless the withdrawal has been authorized 
by an Act of Congress. 
SEC. 12. OIL AND NATURAL GAS LEASING. 

(a) ONSHORE LEASE SALES.— 
(1) REQUIREMENT TO IMMEDIATELY RESUME 

ONSHORE OIL AND GAS LEASE SALES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In-

terior (referred to in this Act as the ‘‘Sec-
retary’’) shall immediately resume oil and 
gas lease sales in compliance with the Min-
eral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.). 

(B) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall en-
sure that any oil and gas lease sale under 
subparagraph (A) is conducted immediately 
on completion of all applicable scoping, pub-
lic comment, and environmental analysis re-
quirements under the Mineral Leasing Act 
(30 U.S.C. 181 et seq.) and the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 
et seq.). 

(2) ANNUAL LEASE SALES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, in accordance with 
the Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 et 
seq.), beginning in fiscal year 2022, the Sec-
retary shall conduct a minimum of 4 oil and 
natural gas lease sales annually in each of 
the following States: 

(i) Wyoming. 
(ii) New Mexico. 
(iii) Colorado. 
(iv) Utah. 
(v) Montana. 
(vi) North Dakota. 
(vii) Oklahoma. 
(viii) Nevada. 
(ix) Any other State in which there is land 

available for oil and natural gas leasing 
under that Act. 
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(B) REQUIREMENT.—In conducting a lease 

sale under subparagraph (A) in a State de-
scribed in that subparagraph, the Secretary 
shall offer all parcels eligible for oil and gas 
development under the resource manage-
ment plan in effect for the State. 

(C) REPLACEMENT SALES.—If, for any rea-
son, a lease sale under subparagraph (A) for 
a calendar year is canceled, delayed, or de-
ferred, including for a lack of eligible par-
cels, the Secretary shall conduct a replace-
ment sale during the same calendar year. 

(b) OFFSHORE LEASE SALES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-

duct all lease sales described in the 2017–2022 
Outer Continental Shelf Oil and Gas Leasing 
Proposed Final Program (November 2016) 
that have not been conducted as of the date 
of enactment of this Act by not later than 
December 31, 2022. 

(2) GULF OF MEXICO REGION ANNUAL LEASE 
SALES.—Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, beginning in fiscal year 2022, the 
Secretary shall conduct a minimum of 2 re-
gion-wide oil and natural gas lease sales an-
nually in the Gulf of Mexico Region of the 
outer Continental Shelf, which shall include 
the following areas described the 2017–2022 
Outer Continental Shelf Oil and Gas Leasing 
Proposed Final Program (November 2016): 

(A) The Central Gulf of Mexico Planning 
Area. 

(B) The Western Gulf of Mexico Planning 
Area. 

(3) ALASKA REGION ANNUAL LEASE SALES.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
beginning in fiscal year 2022, the Secretary 
shall conduct a minimum of 2 region-wide oil 
and natural gas lease sales annually in the 
Alaska Region of the outer Continental 
Shelf, as described the 2017–2022 Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Oil and Gas Leasing Proposed 
Final Program (November 2016). 

(4) REQUIREMENTS.—In conducting lease 
sales under paragraphs (2) and (3) the Sec-
retary shall— 

(A) issue leases to the highest responsible 
qualified bidder or bidders; and 

(B) include in each lease sale all unleased 
areas that are not subject to restrictions as 
of the date of the lease sale. 

(5) OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF OIL AND GAS 
LEASING PROGRAM.—Section 18 of the Outer 
Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1344) 
is amended— 

(A) in subsection (a), in the first sentence 
of the matter preceding paragraph (1), by 
striking ‘‘subsections (c) and (d) of this sec-
tion’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections (c) through 
(f)’’; 

(B) by redesignating subsections (f) 
through (h) as subsections (g) through (i), re-
spectively; and 

(C) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(f) SUBSEQUENT LEASING PROGRAMS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 36 months 

after conducting the first lease sale under an 
oil and gas leasing program prepared pursu-
ant to this section, the Secretary shall begin 
preparing the subsequent oil and gas leasing 
program under this section. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENT.—Each subsequent oil 
and gas leasing program under this section 
shall be approved not later than 180 days be-
fore the expiration of the previous oil and 
gas leasing program.’’. 
SEC. 13. STRATEGIC PRODUCTION RESPONSE 

PLAN. 
Section 161 of the Energy Policy and Con-

servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6241) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(k) PLAN.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except in the case of a 

severe energy supply interruption described 
in subsection (d), the Secretary may not exe-
cute the first drawdown of petroleum prod-

ucts in the Reserve after the date of enact-
ment of this subsection, whether through 
sale, exchange, or loan, until the Secretary 
has developed a plan to increase the percent-
age of Federal lands (including submerged 
lands of the Outer Continental Shelf) under 
the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agri-
culture, the Secretary of Energy, the Sec-
retary of the Interior, and the Secretary of 
Defense leased for oil and gas production by 
the same percentage as the percentage of pe-
troleum in the Strategic Petroleum Reserve 
that is to be drawn down in that first and 
subsequent drawdowns, subject to the limita-
tion under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—The plan required by 
paragraph (1) shall not provide for a total in-
crease in the percentage of Federal lands de-
scribed in paragraph (1) leased for oil and gas 
production in excess of 10 percent. 

‘‘(3) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall 
prepare the plan required by paragraph (1) in 
consultation with the Secretary of Agri-
culture, the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the Secretary of Defense.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 2(b) of rule XIX, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the motion 
to recommit. 

The question is on the motion to re-
commit. 

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

Mr. BRADY. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution 
8, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this question are 
postponed. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF MATERIAL EX-
PLANATORY OF THE AMEND-
MENT OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES TO THE AMEND-
MENT OF THE SENATE TO H.R. 
2471 
Pursuant to section 2 of House Reso-

lution 973, the chair of the Committee 
on Appropriations submitted explana-
tory material relating to the amend-
ment of the House of Representatives 
to the amendment of the Senate to 
H.R. 2471. The contents of this submis-
sion will be published in another Book 
of the RECORD. 

f 

b 2015 

HAITI DEVELOPMENT, ACCOUNT-
ABILITY, AND INSTITUTIONAL 
TRANSPARENCY INITIATIVE ACT 
Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, pursu-

ant to House Resolution 973, I call up 
the bill (H.R. 2471) to measure the 
progress of post-disaster recovery and 
efforts to address corruption, govern-
ance, rule of law, and media freedoms 
in Haiti, with the Senate amendment 
thereto, and ask for its immediate con-
sideration. 

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

Clerk will designate the Senate amend-
ment. 

Senate amendment: 
Strike all after the enacting clause and in-

sert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Haiti Develop-

ment, Accountability, and Institutional Trans-
parency Initiative Act’’. 
SEC. 2. STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

It is the policy of the United States to support 
the sustainable rebuilding and development of 
Haiti in a manner that— 

(1) recognizes Haitian independence, self-reli-
ance, and sovereignty; 

(2) promotes efforts that are led by and sup-
port the people and Government of Haiti at all 
levels so that Haitians lead the course of recon-
struction and development of Haiti; 

(3) contributes to international efforts to fa-
cilitate conditions for broad, inclusive, and sus-
tained political dialogue among the different ac-
tors in Haiti to restore democratic legitimacy 
and institutions in Haiti; 

(4) builds the long-term capacity of the Gov-
ernment of Haiti, civil society, and the private 
sector to foster economic opportunities in Haiti; 

(5) fosters collaboration between the Haitian 
diaspora in the United States, including dual 
citizens of Haiti and the United States, and the 
Government of Haiti and the business commu-
nity in Haiti; 

(6) supports anticorruption efforts, promotes 
press freedom, and addresses human rights con-
cerns, including through the enforcement of 
sanctions imposed in accordance with the Glob-
al Magnitsky Human Rights Accountability Act 
(subtitle F of title XII of Public Law 114–328; 22 
U.S.C. 2656 note) on individuals implicated in 
human rights violations and corruption; 

(7) respects and helps restore the natural re-
sources of Haiti and strengthens community- 
level resilience to environmental and weather- 
related impacts; 

(8) promotes political stability through the 
holding of free, fair, transparent, and timely 
elections in accordance with democratic prin-
ciples and the Constitution of Haiti; 

(9) provides timely and comprehensive report-
ing on the goals and progress of the Government 
of Haiti and the United States Government, and 
transparent post-program evaluations and con-
tracting data; and 

(10) promotes the participation of Haitian 
women and youth in governmental and non-
governmental institutions and in economic de-
velopment and governance assistance programs 
funded by the United States. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITION OF APPROPRIATE CONGRES-

SIONAL COMMITTEES. 
In this Act, the term ‘‘appropriate congres-

sional committees’’ means— 
(1) the Committee on Foreign Relations and 

the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; 
and 

(2) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives. 
SEC. 4. STRENGTHENING HUMAN RIGHTS AND 

ANTICORRUPTION EFFORTS IN 
HAITI AND HOLDING PERPETRA-
TORS OF THE LA SALINE MASSACRE 
ACCOUNTABLE. 

(a) PRIORITIZATION BY SECRETARY OF 
STATE.—The Secretary of State shall prioritize 
the protection of human rights and 
anticorruption efforts in Haiti through the fol-
lowing methods: 

(1) Fostering strong relationships with inde-
pendent civil society groups focused on moni-
toring corruption and human rights abuses and 
promoting democracy in Haiti. 

(2) Supporting the efforts of the Government 
of Haiti to identify persons involved in human 
rights violations and significant acts of corrup-
tion in Haiti, including public and private sec-
tor actors, and hold them accountable for their 
actions. 

(3) Addressing concerns of impunity for the 
alleged perpetrators of and the individuals who 
organized and planned the massacre in La Sa-
line that took place on November 13, 2018. 

(4) Urging authorities to continue to inves-
tigate attacks in the neighborhoods of La Saline 
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