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 A bill proposed by House Republicans, if passed, would require that all major rules by 

federal regulatory agencies be approved by both houses of Congress within 70 days and get the 

signature of the President or the rule will not go into effect.  The bill defines major rules as any rule 

that would cause an impact of more than $100 million on the economy, has significant adverse 

effects on businesses, or creates a significant increase in cost or price to consumers, the government, 

or industry.  H.R. 10, called the Regulations from the Executive in Need of Scrutiny Act (REINS 

Act), would significantly hinder the ability of regulatory agencies to enact any meaningful rules or 

policies.  

 Congress already has a check on regulatory power.  Under the 1996 Congressional Review 

Act, Congress can issue a joint resolution of disapproval of a rule, and with the signature of the 

President, prevent the rule from becoming law.  The power Congress already has under the 

Congressional Review Act would be greatly expanded by the REINS Act in that mere inaction by 

Congress under the REINS Act will prevent the rule from going into effect.  Furthermore, every 

rule, major and non-major, must be submitted to Congress before it can go into effect, although 

only major rules must be passed by Congress. 

While there are some strategic partisan advantages to the bill, such as the ability for the GOP 

to control regulations coming from a democratic administration under the current political climate, 

the basic premise of the bill would fundamentally alter the general functioning and purpose of both 

the legislative and executive branches.  It was also alter how lobbying and grassroots efforts operate.  

Most lobbying efforts aimed at the more intricate rules proposed by regulatory agencies would most 

likely shift focus to lobbying Congress.  The timeframe on rules, already a lengthy process, would 

expand to allow for submission to Congress and additional 70 days for Congress to pass the rule.   

Predictably, support for the bill in Congress closely follows partisan lines.  The Republicans, 

who overwhelmingly support the bill, argue that it will enable a check on the Executive branch’s 

power, which has been expanded by legislation that leaves much of the details to the regulatory 

agencies and will limit unnecessary regulations that hurt businesses and the economy.  The REINS 

Act passed the House with 241 votes and support from just four Democrats.  It is currently being 



considered in the Senate Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs although 

President Obama has already threatened to veto it should the bill make it through the Senate. 

 The proposed bill has come under fire from liberals, the media, and public interest groups. 

They argue that the REINS Act would not only severely constrain the ability of federal regulatory 

agencies to pass any rules, regardless of whether or not they are controversial, but it will also slow 

down Congress with the additional burden of addressing proposed rules. Furthermore, they argue 

that Congress lacks the expertise to evaluate the rules, which is why recent legislation has often left 

the details of how to accomplish legislative goals to the regulatory agencies.   

 Does it make sense for Congress, a body constantly criticized for an inability to act and a 

susceptibility to big business lobbying interests, to tackle a much larger number of issues, in much 

greater detail and on a short timeframe of just 70 days?  It seems that this new act would not only 

impose additional burdens on regulatory agencies at a time when their budgets are either being cut 

or in danger of being cut, but also it would create more red tape for rules at a time when Congress 

should be looking to streamline government, not hinder it.  Members of Congress already have 

several tools at hand to impact and shape regulations such as commenting during proposed rule 

comment periods, drafting more specific legislation, and using the power of disapproval under the 

1996 Congressional Review Act.  Congress should use other methods to impact regulations rather 

than creating more red tape, increasing costs and time spent issuing regulations and contributing to 

the culture of inaction in Washington. 

Would this bill alter the way Washington functions to the point that the balance of power 

shifts back to the legislative branch and is that constructive and advisable?  What does the bill say 

about the current status of American politics and partisanship divides?  The REINS Act is a good 

example of how the interests of the American public have become lost in the partisanship gunfire 

that has invaded the halls of Congress and pervades political discourse.  Hopefully the bill will die in 

the Senate and Congress can get back to addressing the real issues facing the nation such as 

unemployment and the economy.  
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