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AN INSIDE JOB: HOW NGO’S FACILITATED
THE BIDEN BORDER CRISIS

Wednesday, July 16, 2025

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY,
WASHINGTON, DC.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:03 a.m., in room
310, Cannon House Office Building, Hon. Michael Guest [Member
of the committee] presiding.

Present: Representatives Guest, Green, McCaul, Higgins,
Gimenez, Pfluger, Garbarino, Gonzales, Luttrell, Strong, Brecheen,
Crane, Ogles, Biggs, Evans, Mackenzie, Knott, Thompson,
Swalwell, Correa, Thanedar, Magaziner, Goldman, Ramirez, Ken-
nedy, Mclver, Johnson, Hernandez, and Pou.

Mr. GUEST [presiding]. The Committee on Homeland Security
will come to order. Without objection, the Chair may declare the
committee in recess at any point.

Before we begin, I want to start off by expressing the condolences
of this committee to the people of the great State of Texas, who
have been devastated by recent tragic flooding. I know this hits es-
pecially hard to the home of several of our colleagues who call
Texas home. Our thoughts and our prayers are with the victims of
this flooding and their families. We are grateful for the courageous
efforts of the Coast Guard, CBP, and many other first responders
and volunteers who have placed themselves in harm’s way to res-
cue those caught in the flooding. These American heroes, like Coast
Guard swimmer Scott Ruskan, saved countless lives through their
bravery and they deserve our Nation’s gratitude and honor. This
committee will continue to do everything we can to ensure the vic-
tims receive the assistance they need and that the Federal agencies
are prepared to help in times of trouble.

The purpose of today’s hearing is to examine the role that tax-
payer-supported nongovernmental agencies played in facilitating
the border crisis under the Biden-Harris administration. I now rec-
ognize myself for a brief opening statement.

For 4 years, the Biden-Harris administration created the worst
border crisis in American history. From Day 1, Biden-Harris and
the Department of Homeland Security Secretary Alejandro
Mayorkas implemented a policy of mass catch and release, disman-
tling effective border policies, and gutted interior enforcement. As
a result, roughly 13 million inadmissible aliens were either encoun-
tered at our border or entered as gotaways.

The consequences of these acts have been devastating. Thou-
sands of Americans were lost to fentanyl poisoning. Gang members

o))



2

wreaked havoc in local communities. Young women like Laken
Riley, Joycelyn Nungaray, and Rachel Morin were raped, abused,
and murdered at the hands of illegal aliens.

This committee led the way by impeaching Secretary Mayorkas
for his willful and systematic refusal to enforce longstanding immi-
gration law, laws passed and amended over the years by bipartisan
majorities in Congress. The American people also emphatically re-
jected the open-border policies at the ballot box last November.

What is not known by many and what will be highlighted today
at this hearing is that the Biden-Harris administration could not
have executed an open-door border policy on its own. They needed
help. That help came from nongovernmental agencies funded by
the Federal Government. These groups that received billions in
taxpayer funding would prove instrumental in helping the Biden-
Harris administration process and release a historic number of ille-
gal aliens into our country.

Under a DHS program called the Emergency Food and Shelter
Humanitarian Program, EFSHP, which later became the Shelter
and Service Program, FEMA provided grants to numerous NGO’s,
many of whom were operating at the Southwest Border. These
groups spent billions of taxpayers’ dollars given to them by the
Biden-Harris administration to provide all types of benefits to ille-
gal aliens, those individuals who were recently released from DHS
custody. Our taxpayer dollars were spent on purchasing tens of
thousands of nights in hotel rooms for illegal aliens instead of
using existing ICE detention facilities to house those detained indi-
viduals. The Biden-Harris administration sent taxpayer dollars to
NGO’s to put them in hotels at the cost, again, of hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars over the course of those contracts, in many cases
without any ICE supervision.

Even worse, our taxpayer dollars were used to form the final link
in the cartels’ human smuggling operation, paying to help illegal
aliens travel to their preferred destinations: Chicago, New York,
Miami, Los Angeles, or other destinations of choice. Jason Owens,
then the chief of the Border Patrol Del Rio sector, told the com-
mittee in an official interview, ICE would then turn over illegal
aliens over to NGO’s for them to travel to wherever they were
going to go while awaiting their hearing. Recent studies have
shown that illegal aliens who passed through the doors of these
NGO’s at the border ended up in effectively every Congressional
district across the country.

Many of the NGO’s served as a launching pad for mass illegal
immigration. The abuse was so widespread that even the Biden-
Harris administration, the NGO’s themselves, couldn’t deny it was
happening in June 2022, when DHS officials said that the Depart-
ment will continue to closely coordinate with and support NGO’s to
facilitate the movement of any individual encountered at the
Southwest Border. John Martin with the Opportunity Center for
the Homelessness and NGO in El Paso, said that his organization
works with illegal aliens to, “facilitate travel to destinations of
their choice.” These actions appear to many on the committee to
constitute a violation of Section 274 of the Immigration and Na-
tionalization Act, which prohibits any individual from encouraging



3

or inducing someone to enter the country unlawfully or helping
transport them to the interior.

Corruption and waste were rampant in the spending by the
NGO’s. Under the Biden-Harris administration, DHS’s top watch-
dog audited millions of dollars that had gone to local grant recipi-
ents over a 6-month period in 2021. They found that a lack of docu-
mentation kept them from determining how more than half the
money had been spent. In some cases, they discovered that funds
had been used to pay for benefits for individuals who were legally
inadmissible to receive them.

The Biden border crisis proved to be a profitable business for
some NGO’s. According to the Free Press, 3 large NGO’s involved
in handling unaccompanied alien children; the Global Refuge, who
received 85 percent of its revenue from Governmental grants; En-
deavors, who received 97 percent of their revenue from Govern-
mental grants; and Southwest Keys program, who received an as-
tonishing 99 percent of its revenue from the Federal Government.
These 3 groups saw their combined revenue grow to an astonishing
$2 billion-plus by 2022.

I would argue that these groups had a vested interest in pro-
longing the crisis when NGO Southwest Key Properties used the
increase in Government funding to raise salaries of officers and of-
ficials across the board, including according to recent media report-
ing, an increase of over $675,000 increase to their CEO. Many
NGO’s tried to mislead the public in how these funds were being
allocated. This was documented by a recent Florida grand jury in-
vestigation that just said that—in that investigation the grand jury
said that they were actively obstructed. They were obstructed from
determining how these Federal dollars were spent. The grand jury
also noted that some NGO’s received the vast majority of their Fed-
eral funding from grants or the vast majority of their funding from
Federal grants. Pretty interesting for groups that like to call them-
selves nongovernmental organizations.

The American people are tired of being told that we should fund
the actions of lawbreakers. They are tired of groups encouraging
people to cross the border illegally and organizations that facilitate
the release of illegal aliens into the interior. When would-be border
crossers know that they receive a host of benefits that await them
immediately after crossing the border, they are more likely to make
the deadly and dangerous journey. That i1s exactly what happened
on the Biden-Harris watch as millions of vulnerable people put
themselves in harm’s way at the hands of cartels and smuggling
groups.

An untold number perished along the route. Tens of thousands
or more suffered physical and sexual abuse on the way. Many are
still trapped today, paying off their cartel debt through forced labor
or working in the sex trade.

We can and should look for ways to care for the vulnerable and
less fortunate. But using taxpayer dollars to undermine our laws
and the well-being of Americans and migrants alike is not the way
to do it. We cannot let taxpayer dollars be used to facilitate law-
breaking. We must shine a light on this disgraceful step as we
begin to hold these organizations accountable. This cannot on our
watch ever be allowed to happen again.
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[The statement of Mr. Guest follows:]

STATEMENT OF HON. MICHAEL GUEST

This afternoon, our hearing will provide a critical opportunity to investigate how
the Biden-Harris administration systematically weakened our national border secu-
rity and at the same time, intentionally facilitated the influx of millions of inadmis-
sible aliens in the United States through the unlawful use of mass parole.

As Members of the Legislative branch, it is our duty to determine how and why
the Biden-Harris administration abused this authority to grant parole meant to be
applied only on a case-by-case basis for urgent humanitarian reads or significant
public benefit to justify the mass release of between 2 and 3 million inadmissible
aliens into our country.

However, the Biden-Harris mass parole programs, though stopped by the Trump
administration, continued to impose significant financial costs on the American pub-
lic and generate increased public safety threats. During his time in office, former
President Biden’s open policies incentivized illegal immigration, signaling to the
world that our borders were open. In response, people from around the world flooded
across our borders and overran our communities. This resulted in historic never-be-
fore-seen apprehension numbers.

To combat the bad optics of the growing border crisis and to try to cover up the
true scale of illegal immigrants entering the United States, the Biden-Harris admin-
istration created multiple mass parole programs to hide the truth from the Amer-
ican people and to quickly release individuals into the interior. These programs
were deliberately designed to conceal and downplay the true scope of our border cri-
sis.

One of the ways the former administration misled the public was through the con-
version of a little-known program originally designed to schedule cargo inspections
into the one of the most abused programs in our Nation’s history. The CBP One app
was used in a manner never authorized by Congress to create a fast-track pathway
for parole into the interior of the country. The implementation of the CBP One mass
parole program resulted in nearly 1 million illegal aliens entering this country.

This committee found that the individuals who applied for entry into the United
States using the CBP One app were only released into the interior at least 95 per-
cent of the time. Additionally, more than half a million other inadmissible aliens
were granted parole under the Mass Parole Program for Cubans, Haitians, Nica-
raguans, and Venezuelans.

The Trump administration has wisely ended both of these programs by Executive
Order, but the fallout remains. Earlier this year, DHS Office of Inspector General
released a review of specific Biden-Harris administration parole programs, con-
firming that the previous administration had no plan to remove aliens whose parole
had expired. That meant that there are potentially hundreds of thousands of inad-
missible aliens who may still be at large in a country long after their parole has
expired. To make matters worse, many of these aliens and those who sponsored
their entry were not properly vetted.

Both the CHNV program and the CBP One appointments had to be paused due
to suspected rampant fraud. The consequences of these reckless and unlawful parole
programs have been devastating and the American public has paid the price.

One horrifying example is the brutal murder of 22-year-old Laken Riley, an Au-
gusta University student, at the hands of an illegal alien from Venezuela who was
paroled into the country by the Biden-Harris administration.

More recently, an Afghan national who was paroled into the United States in
2021 was arrested for plotting an attack in the name of ISIS on Election Day 2024.
This arrest and Laken’s tragic death should be a wake-up call to lawmakers, that
we must be serious about preventing future abuse of our immigration law.

In closing, Congress has a responsibility to examine what steps should be taken
to mitigate the on-going financial and public safety threats enabled by the previous
administration’s abuse of parole.

There’s no scenario in which paroling millions of inadmissible aliens in the coun-
try is consistent with current law. We must never allow this to happen again. We
must work together to ensure that future administrations can never again jeop-
ardize our Nation’s safety and sovereignty. We must implement legislative solutions
that will guarantee American security for generations to come. I look forward to
hearing from our witnesses today and with that I yield back.

Mr. GUesT With that, I would like to recognize the Ranking
Member and my friend from my home State of Mississippi, Mr.
Thompson, for his opening statement.
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Mr. THOMPSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. Welcome
also to this hearing and I look forward to the information we get.

But before we begin, I want to express my heartfelt condolences
to the families of those who lost lives in the tragic Texas flooding
on Independence Day. Our thoughts and prayers are with them.
Also, I want to say that we had a smaller flood. Nonetheless, we
lost lives in New Mexico and we want to acknowledge that, also.

Mr. Chairman, my Republican colleagues and the Trump admin-
istration are waging a war on faith in civil society in the United
States. That is a real inside job. So let’s talk about it.

Faith-based service and civic associations bring Americans to-
gether in pursuit of the greater good. That threatens Donald
Trump and MAGA Republicans because they believe their political
strength lies in driving wedges between people. In their pursuit of
political power, Donald Trump and MAGA Republicans are ripping
apart the fabric of what makes America great: our freedom to be-
lieve, to practice our faith, and to associate in civic organizations
that help us in our pursuit of happiness.

Donald Trump started his second term by attacking religious or-
ganizations and he has not rested since. On the first day in office,
Donald Trump paused foreign assistance for the needy, harming
the work of faith-based religious agencies. On his second day in of-
fice, Donald Trump decided that deportation forces could begin en-
tering houses of worship to arrest migrants. After a week in office,
Donald Trump’s OMB attempted to freeze Federal grants, includ-
ing the Nonprofit Security Grant Program, which helped houses of
worship protect themselves from violence.

Republicans on this committee appear to want in on that action.
Just read the Republicans’ press release about their vindictive in-
vestigation of American charities and this sham hearing. Repub-
licans falsely accuse Catholic, Jewish, Lutheran, Methodist, Evan-
gelical Muslim, and secular charities that feed, clothe, and aid the
needy of having “supercharged the business model of cartels.” That
is a slanderous accusation and fringe conspiracy theories with no
basis in reality.

Republicans sent out 215 letters falsely accusing organizations of
wrongdoing, even though most of the organizations don’t receive
Federal dollars or provide direct services to migrants. This is a
scare tactic, plain and simple. Republicans’ so-called investigation
and today’s hearing are shameful abuses of Congressional power to
bully people for how they choose to exercise their religion and help
their fellow man. It is an attack on diverse faith-based organiza-
tions over their religious practices and is a threat to charities that
do humanitarian work Republicans do not like.

It does not surprise me that the Chairman of this committee,
Mark Green, is absent for his last full committee hearing before re-
tiring to Guyana. I, too, would be embarrassed if I had to sign off
on this hearing.

What does surprise me is that my good friend, Michael Guest,
my colleague from Mississippi, a proud Sunday school teacher, is
chairing a hearing that attacks Christianity and bullies private
citizens over what they choose to do in lawful service in their com-
munities. But that is the damage done—Donald Trump and the
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MAGA Republicans have done to our country and to the Repub-
lican Party.

Republicans don’t want to investigate who’s really running
things at DHS while Kristi Noem is filming all her commercials.
They don’t want to investigate what Donald Trump is hiding by re-
stricting Congress’ access to Classified files. They don’t want to in-
vestigate why the Trump administration deported sick American
kids. They don’t want to investigate how thousands of calls from
flood survivors in Texas went unanswered by FEMA. Instead, com-
mittee Republicans are attacking charities and religious organiza-
tions for providing food, clothing, and shelter to people in need.

Let me be clear, Republicans have voted for years across multiple
Presidential administrations to fund humanitarian programs that
provide food, shelter, basic medical care, and transportation for mi-
grants. That includes 10 Republican Members of this committee,
including every single Republican currently running to be the next
Chairman. Now, suddenly, they have a problem with a program
they supported and they need a distraction. I might add the pro-
gram they are criticizing actually came about under the Trump ad-
ministration. Somehow we say this is a Biden program, but it was
created when Donald Trump was President.

Well, let me say it is shameful that Republicans on this com-
mittee are scapegoating charities and churches and that help the
needy just because some of the needy happen to be migrants. It is
hypocritical that my colleagues across the aisle are attacking pro-
grams they authorized and funded. It is pitiful that Republicans
would violate Americans’ First Amendment rights to freedom of re-
ligion and association just to distract from Kristi Noem’s failed nat-
ural disaster response, Donald Trump’s illegal and cruel treatment
of migrants, and this administration’s weaponization of DHS. If
committee Republicans truly wanted to oversee how DHS used the
funding they supported to help local governments and charities
would provide essential services to migrants, they would have in-
vited FEMA here to testify, since it administers the Emergency
Food and Shelter Program.

On that point, let me say we have been here since January 20.
We have had one administration witness come before this com-
mittee. One. That was the FEMA administrator. We haven’t seen
anybody else in the third-largest Government agency. Republicans
would have invited Customs and Border Protection to testify since
CBP worked with FEMA to establish the shelter and services pro-
gram. Our Republicans would have invited Secretary Noem to tes-
tify since the funding Republicans have questioned about flowed
through DHS. Somehow Republicans forgot to ask Secretary Noem
about the spending during her only appearance before this com-
mittee this year.

But Republicans did none of that. Instead, they invited a private
panel of witnesses to perpetuate Republican attacks against organi-
zations that are feeding, sheltering, and helping the least of our
brothers and sisters. Many on the other side purport to be Chris-
tians, but their actions today do not square with anything I learned
in church. This is a shameful spectacle, Mr. Chairman, and frank-
ly, it is un-American.
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In closing, I want to say a word to the organizations being tar-
geted by the other side. I know many of you are watching today
and worried that your work is being disrupted by these baseless at-
tacks and that people are suffering as a result. Please know that
those of us on this side of the aisle support your Constitutional
right to live out your faith and act on the courage of your convic-
tions as citizens of this great country. Nothing could be more Amer-
ican than that.

Mr. Chairman, before I yield back, I ask unanimous consent to
enter into the record a letter from over 600 nonprofit and non-
partisan organizations who stand in opposition to this hearing and
Republican attacks on the services and advocacy they provide com-
munities.

Mr. GUEST. Without objection, it will be admitted into the record.

[The information follows:]

LETTER SUBMITTED ON BEHALF OF 600+ ORGANIZATIONS BY RANKING MEMBER
BENNIE G. THOMPSON

July 16, 2025.

We, the undersigned more than 600 nonprofit and nonpartisan organizations,
stand united in opposition to the House Homeland Security Committee’s and Sen-
ator Josh Hawley’s unfounded demands for information from hundreds of nonprofit
organizations. These charities and organizations have done nothing but carry out
their work including what is outlined in the Federal grants some of them were
awarded, and include religious organizations and groups working on advocacy and
services for immigrants, workers, youth, and a vast array of other organizations
serving their communities.

These letters of inquiry target civic organizations that have provided services
under valid Federal contracts that were authorized and appropriated by Congress,
filling a need the Government cannot perform itself. No allegations of wrongdoing,
or evidence, is provided for these extraordinary and burdensome inquiries. This ef-
fort appears to be an attempt to weaponize Congressional power and create the ap-
pearance of wrongdoing against those who the signers believe disagree with their
political agenda. The process these lawmakers intend to drag these law-abiding,
community-serving organizations through is the punishment.

As nonprofit and nonpartisan organizations, we work in communities across the
country to feed the hungry; house those without shelter; protect our air and water,
our rights to vote, worship, and organize; we fight for consumers, workers, and our
children; we advocate for civil and human rights at home and abroad; we have made
it safer to drive on our roads, easier to start a business, and healthier to live in
our cities. We span the full ideological spectrum. And today, we stand together for
our democracy and in solidarity with those nonprofit organizations unjustly targeted
by these Congressional letters.

Let us be clear—this investigation is Congress weaponizing its powers to target
and intimidate nonprofit organizations that are fulfilling the guidelines of Federal
grants simply because they disagree with the policy those grants advance. This un-
founded inquiry is not about protecting Americans, rooting out waste and fraud, or
defending the public interest. It is about using unchecked power to chill Constitu-
tionally-protected activity, community activism, and voices those sending the letters
may disagree with. That is un-American and flies in the face of the Constitution.

This specific attack on nonprofits is not happening in a vacuum. Rather, this at-
tack exists in the context of a wholesale offensive against organizations and individ-
uals the administration and its allies find objectionable. We are standing in soli-
darity with the organizations targeted in this unfounded investigation because non-
profits of all types, members of the clergy and religious groups, advocates, and com-
munity-serving organizations should not be punished for their work—even if those
in power find it threatening to their policy agenda. Our Government is meant to
serve the people, not those in office.

Efforts by Members of Congress to attack nonprofit groups they disagree with are
reprehensible, dangerous, and a violation of fundamental American freedoms.



Speaking out for the voiceless is, and has always been, our collective mission. As
such, we stand with those organizations wrongly targeted, and with one another.

Sincerely,

100 percent Democracy: An Initiative for
Universal Voting

2 Inspire Peace Inc.

350 Bay Area

350 Seattle

350Hawaii

360 Philanthropy Group LLC

A Place Called Home

AAPI NJ

Abortion Action Missouri

Acacia Center for Justice

Action for a Better Community

Action Together NEPA

Advocacy for Principled Action in
Government

Afghan Legal Empowerment Portal

AFLCIO

African Human Rights Coalition

AFT

Air Alliance Houston

Akonadi Foundation

Alabama Campaign for Adolescent
Sexual Health

All Voting is Local

AllBeforeUs, LLC

Alliance for a Just Society

Alliance for Justice

Alliance San Diego

Alliance to Reclaim Our Schools

Alternative Schools Network—Added
Chance

American Association of University
Women (AAUW)

American Atheists

American Humanist Association

American Jewish World Service

American Midwest Ballet

American Oversight

Americans Against Government
Censorship

Americans for Financial Reform

Americans United for Separation of
Church and State

Amigos de Guadalupe Center for Justice
and Empowerment

AMPLIFY Girls

Arab American Institute

Ascend Justice

Asian Counseling and Referral Service

Asian Law Alliance

Athena Coalition

Austin Region Justice for Our Neighbors

Autism Alliance of Michigan

Autistic People of Color Fund

Autistic Women & Nonbinary Network

AVAN Immigrant Services

Avodah

Bainbridge Ometepe Sister Islands
Organization

Ballot Initiative Strategy Center

Bank Climate Advocates

Baptist Joint Committee for Religious
Liberty

Battle Born Progress

Bayard Rustin Center for Social Justice

Bearnstow

Beta Cell Action

Better Brazoria Clean Air and Water

Better Lives Rhode Island

Bicycle Alliance of Minnesota

Black Nonbelievers

Black Women for Wellness Action
Project

Bloodline Dance Theatre

Bright Lines Project

CA Budget & Policy Center

California Climate & Agriculture
Network (CalCAN)

California Communities Against Toxics

California Donor Table

California Women’s Law Center

California Work & Family Coalition

CalNonprofits

CalPride

CalWild

Campaign Legal Center

CASA, Inc.

Cedar Tree Foundation

Center for Common Ground

Center for Earth, Energy and Democracy

Center For Economic And Policy
Research

Center for Economic Justice

Center for Effective Philanthropy

Center for Elder Law & Justice

Center for Human Rights and
Constitutional Law

Center for International Environmental
Law

Center for Jewish Nonviolence

Center for Media and Democracy

Center for Progressive Reform

Center for Story & Witness

Center on Policy Initiatives

CenterLink: The Community of LGBTQ
Centers

Central American Legal Assistance

Central Coast Alliance United for a
Sustainable Economy (CAUSE)

Ceres Community Project

ChangeLab Solutions

Charlotte Trans Health

Chesapeake Legal Alliance

Chicago Appleseed Center for Fair
Courts

Chicago Council of Lawyers

Chicago Jobs Council

Chicago Women in Trades

Children’s Defense Fund

Choose Democracy

Citizen Action of New York

Citizen Action of Wisconsin

Citizens Awareness Network

Citizens for Public Schools

Citizens for Responsibility and Ethics in
Washington (CREW)

City of York Human Relations
Commission



Civic Shout Foundation

Civil Liberties Defense Center

Clean Air Coalition of Western New
York

Clean Air Council

Clean Elections Texas

Climate Action California

Climate Hawks Vote

Climate Justice Alliance

Climate Museum

Climate Psychology Alliance of North
America

Co-Counsel NYC

Coalition for a Better Chinese American
Community

Coalition on Human Needs

CODEPINK

Collective Power for Reproductive
Justice

Colorado Common Cause

Colorado Foundation for Universal
Health Care

Columbia Legal Services

Common Cause

Common Counsel Foundation

CommonWealth Kitchen

Communities In Schools Whatcom-
Skagit

Community Change Action

Community Labor United

Community Legal Services in East Palo
Alto

Community Resource Exchange

Compass Pro Bono

Compassion & Choices

Conant Family Foundation

Conceivable Future

Connecticut Voices for Children

Consumer Action

Cottonwood Institute

Courage California

Data & Society

David Rockefeller Fund

DAWN

Dear Asian Youth

Defend Public Health

Defending Rights & Dissent

Demcast

Democracy 21 Education Fund

Democracy Action Team at First
Unitarian Society of Denver

Democracy Defenders Fund

Democracy Maine

Democracy Matters

Demos

Denver Food Rescue

Desert Advocacy Media Network

Detroit Disability Power

Dignidad

Direct Action Everywhere

Doctors for America

Domestic Violence Solutions for Santa
Barbara County

Dutchess County Pride Center

Earth Ethics, Inc.

Earth Island Institute

Earthworks

East Bay Children’s Law Offices

Economic Policy Institute

EFERT, Inc.

Elders Action Network

Elders Climate Action

Elephant Circle

Emerald Cities Collaborative

End Child Poverty California

End Citizens United

Endangered Species Coalition

Environmental Protection Network

Equality California

EquaSpace

Essential Information

Everybody Votes Campaign

EVkids, Inc.

Fab Youth Philly

Fair and Just Prosecution

Fair Fight Action

Fair Housing Advocates of Northern
California

Faith in Action

Family Farm Defenders

Family Health Partnership Clinic

Family Values @ Work

Fight for the Future

Firedoll Foundation

First 5 California

Fishline

Flint Jewish Federation

Florida Immigration Law and Justice
Center

Flow Water Advocates

Food & Water Watch

Food Empowerment Project

Food for Maine’s Future

Food in Neighborhoods

Foodwise Community

Footloose Montana

Fossil Free California

Fox Valley Citizens for Peace & Justice
(Ilinois)

Free Press Action

Free Speech For People

Freedom From Religion Foundation

Freedom Network USA

Freedom of the Press Foundation

Freedom Oklahoma

Fresh Films

FreshWater Accountability Project

Friends Committee on Legislation of
California

Friends of Grand Rapids Parks

Friends of Merrymeeting Bay

Friends of Rose Creek

Friends of the Boundary Waters
Wilderness

Friends of the Earth

Friends of the Inyo

Friends of the Mississippi River

Frontera Federation

Full Plates Full Potential

Fun with Financials

Funders for Justice

Get Free

GLBTQ Legal Advocates and Defenders
(GLAD Law)



Global Detroit

Global Faith and Justice Project

GLYS WNY and the Pride Center of
WNY

Goodnation

Grand Rapids Trans Foundation

Grantmakers in the Arts

Grassroots Global Justice Alliance

Grassroots International

Grassroots Leadership

Greater Good Studio

Greater Pittsburgh Art Council

Greenpeace USA

Ground Game LA

Groundswell Charleston

Grow Food Northampton

Grupo de Apoyo e Integracion
Hispanoamericano

Hammond Climate Solutions Foundation

HANA Center

Hands United

Harm Reduction Therapeutics, Inc.

Hawaii J20

Hawaii State Rural Health Association

Health & Medicine Policy Research
Group

Health Care Without Harm

Healthcare Alternatives System INC.

Hello Future

HIAS Pennsylvania

Hill-Snowdon Foundation

Hilltown Vision

Hindus for Human Rights

Hispanics in Philanthropy

Hmong Innovating Politics

Hope Acts

Housing and Family Services of Greater
New York

Houston Voting Initiative

Human Rights Watch

Human Services Council of New York

Hunger Solutions New York

Hyams Foundation

Illinois Collaboration on Youth

Illinois Network of Centers for
Independent Living

Immigrant Legal Defense

Immigration Center for Women and
Children

Impact Investors

In This Together NEPA

Indivisible

Institute for the Critical Study of
Zionism

Institute of Cooperative Learning

Interfaith Alliance

Interfaith Center on Corporate
Responsibility

International Federation of Professional
and Technical Engineers (IFPTE)

International Mayan League

Intransitive

JACL Honolulu

Jane Doe Inc.

JCFS Chicago

John Brown Lives!

Jolt Action
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Junta Comunitaria Pastillo Tibes Corp.

Just Solutions

Just Strategy

Justice At Last

Justice Funders

Justice in Aging

Kansas Interfaith Action

Kataly

Kettle Range Conservation Group

Keystone Development Center

KIAC

Kinder World

KinderUSA

Kitsap Immigrant Assistance Center

Krupp Family Foundation

Ktisis Capital

Kyo-Shin-An Arts Inc.

L Professional Writing, LLC

La Puerta Abierta

La Raza Centro Legal

La Raza Community Resource Center

LA Voice

Larksparre Consulting LLC

Latino Community Fund of WA

Latino Network

League of Conservation Voters

Leadership Education for Asian Pacifics
(LEAP)

Libra Foundation

Literacy Works

Little Tokyo Service Center

Living Cities

Long Beach Alliance for Clean Energy

Long Island Progressive Coalition

Los Angeles Neighborhood Land Trust

Los Angeles Neighborhood Land Trust

Lumina Alliance

Maine Council of Churches

Maine Society of CPAs

Make the Road Nevada

Malcolm X Center for Self Determination

Manzanita Capital Collective

MARBE SA

Marguerite Casey Foundation

Mary Reynolds Babcock Foundation

McGregor Fund

Media Alliance

Mekong NYC

Merck Family Fund

Michigan Interfaith Power & Light

Milwaukee LGBT Community Center

Minnesota Center for Environmental
Advocacy

Minnesota Council of Nonprofits

Minnesota Council on Foundations

Minorities in Shark Sciences

Mint Chip Studios LLC

Mississippi Rising Coalition

Missouri Jobs with Justice

Missouri Workers Center

Mobile Pathways

MoNetwork

Morningside Retirement and Health
Services

Mosaic Changemakers

Mount Diablo Bird Alliance

Movement Strategy Center



MoveOn

MPower Change Action Fund

Muncie OUTreach LGBTQ+ Center

Museum Geelvinck

Muslim Advocates

Muslim Anti-Racism Collaborative
(MuslimARC)

Muslim Legal Fund of America (MLFA)

Muslim Public Affairs Council (MPAC)

Muslims for Just Futures

My Place Teen Center

NAACP Las Vegas, Branch 1111

Najam Consulting

NAKASEC

National Abortion Federation

National Asian Pacific American
Families Allied for Substance
Awareness and Harm Reduction

National Association for Family, School
and Community Engagement
(NAFSCE)

National Association of the Remodeling
Industry

National Coalition For Asian Pacific
American Community Development
(CAPACD)

National Coalition Against Censorship

National Coalition Against Cryptomining

National Committee for Responsive
Philanthropy (NCRP)

National Council of Jewish Women
Pittsburgh

National Health Care for the Homeless
Council

National Homelessness Law Center

National Institute for Reproductive
Health

National Lawyers Guild-Massachusetts
Chapter

National LGBTQ+ Bar Association and
Foundation

National Women’s Law Center Action
Fund

National Working Positive Coalition

North Carolina Environmental Justice
Network

New Day Nevada

New Disabled South

New Haven Legal Assistance
Association, Inc.

New Jersey Consortium for Immigrant
Children

New Jewish Narrative

New Mexico Environmental Law Center

New York City Employment and
Training Coalition

New York Civic Engagement Table

New York Communities for Change

New York Folklore

New York Foundation

New York Progressive Action Network

NFP Consulting

NH Peace Action

NM Communidades en Accion Y de Fe
(NM CAFe)

Nonprofit Professional Employees Union,

IFPTE Local 70
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Nonviolence International

NorCal Resist

Normandie Foundation

North Dakota Human Rights Coalition

Northern New Jersey Sanctuary
Coalition

Northwest Environmental Advocates

Nourish California

NRDC

NYenvironcom

Oasis Legal Services

Occupy Bergen County (New Jersey)

Ocean Conservation Research

Ohio Equal Rights

Ohio Immigrant Alliance

Oklahoma Policy Institute

One Arizona

One Colorado

One Voice Recovery, Inc.

Open Markets Institute

Open MIC

OpenMedia

Opioid Policy Institute

Opportunity Fund

Oregon Natural Desert Association

Oregon Physicians for Social
Responsibility

Our Revolution

Oxfam America

PA Harm Reduction Network

Palestine Legal

Palestinian American Community
Center

Paper Crane Associates

Partners for Progressive Israel

Peace Action New York State

Pelecanus

PEN America

Pennsylvania Stands Up

People For the American Way

People Power United

Phoenix Legal Action Network

Physicians for Social Responsibility

Pine River Group Home, Inc.

Pipe Line Awareness Network for the
Northeast

Planned Parenthood Action Fund

Plastic Pollution Coalition

Plug In America

PowerSwitch Action

Predator Defense

Prevention Institute

Project Access Northwest

Project Include

Project On Government Oversight

Project South

Project TAHA

Proyecto Faro

Public Advocacy for Kids (PAK)

Public Citizen

Public First Law Center

Public Justice Center

Public Knowledge

Puertas Abiertas INC

QWELL Community Foundation

Race Forward

Rainbow Bridge Community Center



Raksha, Inc

Rank the Vote

Ready for Change

Reconstructionist Rabbinical Association

Refugee Council USA

Reimagine Wealth LLC

Release Aging People in Prison (RAPP
Campaign)

Religions for Peace usa

Reproaction

Resonance Arts

Resource Center

Resource Renewal Institute

Restore The Fourth

Revolution Workshop

Rhode Island Environmental Education
Association

Rights & Democracy Institute

Rights & Democracy Project

Rise Economy

River Otter Ecology Project

Robertson Foundation for Government

Rockefeller Brothers Fund

Rocky Mountain Conference, UCC

Roots Reborn

RootsAction

Rural AIDS Action Network

Safe Horizon

San Francisco Foundation

Save Ohio Parks

Save Our Streams

ScienceWorks Hands-On Museum

Secure Elections Network

Seneca Lake Guardian

Seven Counties Services

Seventh Generation Interfaith Coalition
for Responsible Investment

Shelter Youth and Family Services

Sierra Health Foundation

Sierra Nevada Alliance

Silver State Equality

SMYAL

SoCal 350 Climate Action

Social Justice Legal Foundation

Social Justie Collaborative

Solidaire Network

Solidarity Engineering

South Asian Network

South Bay People Power

Southeast Asian Community Alliance

Southern Vision Alliance

Southside Food Co-op

SouthWings

Sowing Justice

St Michael’s Food Pantry

St. Matthew Trinity Lunchtime Ministry

Stand Up America

Stanley Center for Peace and Security

Starting Over Inc

Step Forward

Stop AAPI Hate

Strong Arm Investments, LLC

Students Engaged in Advancing Texas
(SEAT)

Sunrise Movement

Support Center for Nonprofit
Management
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Swan View Coalition

Syzygy

T’ruah

Tacoma Area Coalition of Individuals
with Disabilities

Taproot Collective, Inc.

Tara Health Foundation

Tennessee Justice for Our Neighbors

Texas Gulf Coast Area Labor Federation

The Boone Family Foundation

The Climate Center

The Climate Museum

The ClimateMusic Project

The Episcopal Church

The Funders Network

The Harbour

The Health & Housing Consortium

The Human Trafficking Legal Center

The Humanization Project

The Leadership Conference on Civil and
Human Rights

The Living City Project

The Mansfield Foundation

The Ocean Project

The Philanthropy Coach, LLC

The Pride Center at Equality Park

The Progressive Foundation

The Redress Movement

The Right to Immigration Institute

The Source LGBT+ Center

The Statewide Independent Living
Council of Illinois

The Street Trust

The Workers Circle

Thurston Climate Action Team

Tides

Tikkun Olam Foundation, Inc.

TransCanWork

Transgender Law Center

TransitCenter, Inc.

Transparency International U.S.

Treatment Action Group (TAG)

Trucha

Trust-Based Philanthropy Project

Trustees for Alaska

Turkopticon

Turtle Island Restoration Network

U.S. Department of Arts & Culture

Unitarian Universalist FaithAction New
Jersey

Unitarian Universalists for a Just
Economic Community

Unitarian Universalists for Social
Justice

United Church of Christ

United for a New Economy

United for Respect

United Neighborhood Houses

United Women of Color

UNRWA USA National Committee

Uptown People’s Law Center

US PPLHIV Caucus

Ventura County Legal Aid

Vermont Community Thermal Networks

Vermont Public Interest Research Group

Veterans For Peace

Victim Rights Law Center
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Virginia Women’s Foundation Winter Film Festival
Vocal-KY (Voices of Community Activist ~Winter Wildlands Alliance

and Leaders-Kentucky) Women Thinking Out Loud
VOCAL-TX Women’s Alliance for Theology, Ethics,
Voices for Progress Ed Fund and Ritual (WATER)
Voting Access For All Coalition (VAAC) Women’s Center of Greater Lansing
WDIY 88.1 FM Women’s Fund of Rhode Island
We Lead By Example, Inc. Women’s March
Welcoming America Woodstock Institute
West Virginia Highlands Conservancy Worksafe
Western Center on Law & Poverty X-Lab
Western Colorado Alliance Yes In My Back Yard
Western Environmental Law Center Yleana Leadership Foundation
Western Watersheds Project Youth Pride, Inc.
Whose Corner Is It Anyway Youth United for Community Action
Wildlife for All Zakat Foundation of America
Willow Fund Zero Hour
Wingbeat 88 Zero Waste Ithaca

Mr. THOMPSON. I yield back.
[The statement of Ranking Member Thompson follows:]

STATEMENT OF RANKING MEMBER BENNIE G. THOMPSON

JuLy 16, 2025

My Republican colleagues and the Trump administration are waging a war on
faith and civil society in the United States. That is the real “inside job.” So, let’s
talk about it.

Faith-based service and civic associations bring Americans together in pursuit of
the greater good, and that threatens Donald Trump and MAGA Republicans be-
cause they believe their political strength lies in driving wedges between people.

In their pursuit of political power, Donald Trump and MAGA Republicans are rip-
ping apart the fabric of what makes America great—our freedom to believe, to prac-
tice our faith, and to associate in civic organizations that help us in our pursuit of
happiness.

Donald Trump started his second term by attacking religious organizations, and
he has not rested since. On his first day in office, Donald Trump paused foreign as-
sistance for the needy, harming the work of faith-based relief agencies. On his sec-
ond day in office, Donald Trump decided that deportation forces could begin enter-
ing houses of worship to arrest migrants. After a week in office, Donald Trump’s
OMB attempted to freeze Federal grants, including the Nonprofit Security Grant
Program, which helps houses of worship protect themselves from violence.

Republicans on this committee appear to want in on that action. Just read the
Republicans’ press releases about their vindictive investigation of American char-
ities and this sham hearing. Republicans falsely accuse Catholic, Jewish, Lutheran,
Methodist, Evangelical, Muslim, and secular charities that feed, clothe, and aid the
needy of having, “supercharged the business model of cartels.” That is a slanderous
accusation and fringe conspiracy theory with no basis in reality.

Republicans sent out 215 letters falsely accusing organizations of wrongdoing,
even though most of the organizations don’t receive Federal dollars or provide direct
services to migrants.

This is a scare tactic, plain and simple. Republicans’ so-called investigation and
today’s hearing are shameful abuses of Congressional power to bully people for how
they choose to exercise their religion and help their fellow man. It is an attack on
diverse faith-based organizations over their religious practices. And it is a threat to
charities that do humanitarian work Republicans do not like.

It does not surprise me that the Chairman of this committee, Mark Green, is ab-
sent for his last full committee hearing before retiring to Guyana. I, too, would be
embarrassed if I had signed off on this hearing.

What does surprise me is that Michael Guest, a proud Sunday school teacher, is
chairing a hearing that attacks Christianity and bullies private citizens over what
they choose to do in lawful service to their communities. But that is the damage
Donald Trump and MAGA have done to our country and to the Republican Party.

Republicans don’t want to investigate who is really running things at DHS while
Kristi Noem is filming all her commercials. They don’t want to investigate what
Donald Trump is hiding by restricting Congress’s access to Classified files. They
don’t want to investigate why the Trump administration deported sick American
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kids. And they don’t want to investigate how thousands of calls from flood survivors
in Texas went unanswered by FEMA.

Instead, Committee Republicans are attacking charities and religious organiza-
tions for providing food, clothing, and shelter to people in need.

Let me be clear, Republicans have voted—for years and across multiple Presi-
dential administrations—to fund humanitarian programs that provide food, shelter,
basic medical care, and transportation for migrants. That includes TEN Republican
Members of this committee, including every single Republican currently running to
take over as Chairman.

Now, suddenly, they have a problem with the programs they supported, and they
need a distraction. Well, let me just say, it is shameful that Republicans on this
committee are scapegoating charities and churches that help the needy just because
some of the needy happen to be migrants. It is hypocritical that my colleagues
across the aisle are attacking programs they authorized and funded.

It is pitiful that Republicans would violate Americans’ First Amendment rights to
freedom of religion and association just to distract from Kristi Noem’s failed natural
disaster response, Donald Trump’s illegal and cruel treatment of migrants, and this
administration’s weaponization of DHS.

If committee Republicans truly wanted to oversee how DHS used the funding they
supported to help local governments and charities provide essential services to mi-
grants, they would have invited FEMA to testify, since it administers the Emer-
gency Food and Shelter Program. Republicans would have invited Customs and Bor-
der Protection to testify, since CBP worked with FEMA to establish the Shelter and
Services Program. Or Republicans would have invited Secretary Noem to testify,
since the funding Republicans have questions about flowed through DHS. Somehow
Republicans “forgot” to ask Secretary Noem about the spending during her only ap-
pearance before us this year.

But Republicans did none of that. Instead, they invited a private panel of wit-
nesses to perpetuate Republican attacks against organizations that are feeding,
sheltering, and helping “the least of our brothers and sisters.” Many on the other
side purport to be Christians, but their actions here today do not square with any-
thing I learned in church. This is a shameful spectacle. And frankly, it’s un-Amer-
ican.

In closing, I want to say a word to the organizations being targeted by the other
side. I know many of you are watching today and are worried that your work is
being disrupted by these baseless attacks and that people are suffering as a result.

Please know that those of us on this side of the aisle support your Constitutional
right to live out your faith and act on the courage of your convictions as citizens
of this great country. Nothing could be more American than that.

Mr. GUEST. Other Members of the committee are reminded that
opening statements may be submitted for the record.

Today, we are pleased to have a highly distinguished panel of
witnesses before us. I would ask that our witnesses please rise and
please raise your right hand. I will administer the oath.

[Witnesses sworn. ]

Mr. GUEST. Thank you. Let the record reflect that the witnesses
have answered in the affirmative. Our witnesses, thank you and
please be seated. I would now like to take a moment to formally
introduce our witnesses.

First, I'd like to introduce Mike Howell. Mike is the president of
the Oversight Project, which has done significant work through liti-
gation and investigation to uncover information about the Biden
border crisis. He served as oversight counsel at the Department of
Homeland Security under the first Trump administration and has
senior experience in different oversight positions on Capitol Hill. A
graduate of Duke University and Emory Law School, Howell is also
a board member of the National Immigration Center for Enforce-
ment.

Second, I would like to introduce Ali Hopper. She is a nationally-
recognized expert in human trafficking and the president and
founder of GUARD Against Trafficking, an organization that con-
ducts research and advocacy to counter exploitation and human
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trafficking. She authored Florida’s landmark anti-grooming bill,
now used as a model language in States across the country. She
has testified before Congress on child trafficking and has delivered
numerous Congressional briefings on human trafficking. She con-
ducts on-the-ground research in the United States, Mexico, Central
and South America, and has trained INTERPOL in South America,
has trained law enforcement officers here at home, and policy mak-
ers across multiple States and countries.

Last is Julio Rosas. He is an expert and a renowned national cor-
respondent for Blaze Media. As a journalist, he has reported on the
ground from the Southwest Border during the Biden border crisis
and has uncovered many riots and protests—and has covered many
riots and protests across the country, notably those sparked by
antifa and the Black Lives Matter riots of 2020. Julio has pre-
viously served in the United States Marine Corps as a Reserve.

I want to thank all of our witnesses for being here.

I would now like to recognize Mr. Howell for 5 minutes to sum-
marize his opening statement.

STATEMENT OF MICHAEL HOWELL, DIRECTOR, OVERSIGHT
PROJECT, THE HERITAGE FOUNDATION

Mr. HOwWELL. Chairman Guest, Members of the committee, thank
you for having me here today to testify. My name is Mike Howell
and I'm the president of the Oversight Project. I'm also a visiting
fellow for the Heritage Foundation and a board member at the Na-
tional Immigration Center for Enforcement.

I especially thank you for giving me a platform to plead with
Members of this body on the Democrats’ side to stand down on
their threats against the men and women of Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement. The violence is getting out of control and it is
fueled by the demagoguery of politicians. Whether it is one of your
Members telling Axios that there needs to be blood to grab the at-
tention of the press and the public, another saying civility isn’t
working and to prepare for violence, or even a Member of this com-
mittee being arrested for forcibly impeding and interfering with
Federal officials, this escalation deserves condemnation. It needs to
stop and it needs to stop now. Assaults against ICE officers are up
over 830 percent and that’s a lowball estimate.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. HOWELL. There have been violent incidents in Alvarado,
McAllen, Portland

Mr. GUEST. Would the gentleman suspend briefly?

Yes, Mr. Ranking Member.

Mr. THOMPSON. So I got a point of order. Pursuant to clause
2(k)(8) of rule XI, I raise a point of order that this testimony is out-
side the scope of the hearing.

Mr. HiGGINS. I would object to that position, Mr. Chairman.
That’s absurd.

Mr. CRANE. I would object as well.

Mr. HiGGINS. The man has a right to his 5 minutes of testimony.
Clearly, the Democrats don’t want to hear truth. I object to the
Ranking Member’s ridiculous position.

Mr. GUEST. The point of order offered by the Ranking Member
is not in order. This individual has the opportunity to summarize
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his opening statement and the information upon which he used to
form that opening statement. So the objection is overruled.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, if I may. Obviously, I am going
to appeal the ruling of the Chair and ask for a vote. But again, you
know, this guy has an opinion.

Mr. HiGGINS. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. THOMPSON. Wait. Do you—no, I respect it.

Mr. GUEST. The Chair has ruled that his testimony is part of the
basis upon which he is briefing this committee. It will be used to
talk about his ultimate findings as it relates to the purpose of this
committee. I understand your objection. The objection has been
overruled. If you would like to challenge that, you are welcome to
challenge that. Is the Ranking Member challenging the ruling of
the Chair?

CﬁVIr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I challenge the ruling of the
air.

Mr. GUEST. Is there a motion?

Mr. HigGINS. I have a motion.

Mr. GUEST. What is that motion, Mr. Higgins?

Mr. HiGGINS. Motion to table.

Mr. GUEST. There is a motion to table. The gentleman has moved
that the motion to table. This is privileged and nondebatable. So
we will then—is there a second to the motion to table?

Mr. CRANE. I second it.

Mr. GUEST. Motion and several seconds of the motion to table.

All those in favor of tabling the motion, please signify by saying
aye.

Any opposed?

In the ruling of the Chair, the ayes have it and the motion is ta-
bled.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a recorded vote.

Mr. HiGGINS. As do 1.

Mr. GUEST. A recorded vote has been requested. We would ask
the Clerk to please call the roll.

The Clerk will call the roll and then once the roll is called, we
will wait on the additional Members to arrive so that they can cast
their vote. But the Clerk can begin to call the roll.

The CLERK. Mr. McCaul.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins.

Mr. HIGGINS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins votes aye.

Mr. Guest. I'm sorry, apologies. Mr. Gimenez.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez votes aye.

Mr. Pfluger.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Garbarino.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ms. Greene.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Gonzales.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell.
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[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Strong.

Mr. STRONG. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Strong votes aye.
Mr. Brecheen.

Mr. BRECHEEN. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Brecheen votes aye.
Mr. Crane.

Mr. CRANE. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Crane votes aye.
Mr. Ogles.

Mr. OGLES. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Ogles votes aye.
Mrs. Biggs.

Mrs. BiGaGs. Aye.

The CLERK. Mrs. Biggs votes aye.
Mr. Evans.

Mr. EVANS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Evans votes aye.
Mr. Mackenzie.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Knott.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ranking Member Thompson.
Mr. THOMPSON. Nay.

The CLERK. Ranking Member Thompson votes nay.
Mr. Swalwell.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Correa.

Mr. CORREA. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Correa votes no.
Mr. Thanedar.

Mr. THANEDAR. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Thanedar votes no.
Mr. Magaziner.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Goldman.

Mr. GOLDMAN. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Goldman votes no.
Mrs. Ramirez.

Mrs. RAMIREZ. No.

The CLERK. Mrs. Ramirez votes no.
Mr. Kennedy.

Mr. KENNEDY. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Kennedy votes no.
Mrs. Mclver.

Mrs. MCIVER. No.

The CLERK. Mrs. Mclver votes no.
Ms. Johnson.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Hernandez.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ms. Pou.

[No response.]
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The CLERK. Mr. Carter.

Mr. CARTER. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Carter votes no.

Mr. Green.

[No response.]

Mr. GUEST. Are there other Members that wish to have their
vote recorded?

Mr. Clerk, how am I recording?

The CLERK. The Chairman has not been recorded.

Mr. GUEST. I would like to be recorded as an aye.

The CLERK. Chairman Guest votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. The Clerk will report the tally.

The CLERK. Mr. Chairman, on that vote there were 9 ayes and
8 noes.

Mr. GUEST. The motion to table is agreed to.

Any other issues that need to be taken up before Mr. Howell re-
sumes his testimony?

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. GUEST. Yes, sir, Mr. Ranking Member.

Mr. THOMPSON. I would like to ask unanimous consent that Ms.
Ansari from Arizona be permitted to sit with the committee and
question today’s witnesses.

Mr. GuUEesT. Without objection, she will be allowed to sit and
question witnesses, but not allowed to vote on any matters.

Any other issues that need to be taken up?

Mr. Howell, you are recognized once again to continue your sum-
mation of your opening statement.

Mr. HOWELL. Thank you. Reclaiming my time. The violence, ob-
struction, and subversion of the United States that is emanating
from so-called nongovernmental organizations, unwell individuals,
some probably paid, and supported by the political mainstreaming
of violent rhetoric from national politicians, should not come as a
surprise. We saw the writing on the wall during the Biden border
crisis with the sick marriage between the Government and so-
called nongovernmental organizations facilitating illegal immigra-
tion. The reason I call these groups so-called nongovernmental or-
ganizations is because they, for the most part, draw funds from the
Government or have a preferential tax status from the Govern-
ment. They are more creatures of the Government than they are
nongovernmental.

Now, the United States of America is still reeling from the con-
sequences of the worst border invasion in history. This was an in-
vasion that was planned, promoted, encouraged, funded, and sus-
tained by radical elements of the previous administration. This in-
vasion could not have been accomplished without a colossal part-
nership between the Government and open borders organizations.
Simply put, under the Biden administration’s open border policies,
the Government could only do so much to facilitate mass illegal im-
migration, welcome illegal aliens into the United States, and move
them around the country. The Biden administration needed help.
So they drove an estimated $6 billion to a conglomerate of 15 U.N.
agencies and over 200 nonprofits as recently calculated by the Cen-
ter for Immigration Studies to do the open borders work for them.
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Now, my organization, the Oversight Project, has led the way on
exposing this border industrial complex. In December of 2022, we
published the first-of-its-kind study tracking the cell phone move-
ment of illegal aliens through these organizations at the border.
With only a small sample size of 30,000 devices, we found that
these devices went to 431 Congressional districts. That’s nearly ev-
erywhere in the country.

In New York, we discovered a taxpayer-funded shelter providing
false residency documents to illegals. In Mexico, we discovered fly-
ers at an illegal alien staging camp encouraging illegals to remem-
ber to vote for Biden when they got in the United States. In Ari-
zona, we found a Mexican consulate official at an NGO advising
illegals on how to lie to law enforcement and evade ICE. We have
produced documentary evidence of noncitizens admitting on camera
to being registered to vote in Arizona, Georgia, Minnesota, and
North Carolina. This year we obtained video evidence of an open
borders organization in New York City hosting a seminar on how
to evade ICE.

This is the new trend. Open borders organizations are now in the
obstruction of ICE business. Without the partnership and the
money of the Biden administration, a blob of nonprofits, legal
groups, and foot soldiers are taking to the streets to create chaos.
This makes sense because the goal has always been destabilization.
This destabilization is happening right here around us. Incendiary
and defamatory protest rhetoric linked to the group 50501 and
FLARE, which is formerly the May Day Movement, which did No
Kings, which many members of this body promoted and Party for
Socialism and Liberation movements are some of the groups that
are radicalizing individuals and inciting violence. This only ends in
violence.

Now, the Oversight Project has asked this administration, the
President Trump’s administration, to stop issuing permits for
peaceful protest to nonpeaceful groups. People should be able to go
to work in the District of Columbia without being spat on, as-
saulted, or having an air horn blown into their eardrums. This hap-
pens all the time. I know first-hand.

In conclusion, I'd encourage you all to think broadly about the
blob of various organizations and strategies that were involved in
sustaining the Biden border crisis and also understand what is still
happening today. I thank you for the opportunity to testify and I'm
happy to answer any questions.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Howell follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF MICHAEL HOWELL
JULY 16, 2025

Chairman Guest and Members of the House Committee on Homeland Security,
thank you for inviting me to testify. My name is Mike Howell and I am the presi-
dent of the Oversight Project as well as a visiting fellow for the Heritage Foundation
and an advisory board member for the National Immigration Center for Enforce-
ment.

I especially thank you for giving me a platform to plead with Members of this
body, all on the Democrat side, to stand down on their threats against the personnel
of Immigration and Customs Enforcement. The violence is getting out of control, and
it is a direct result of the demagoguery from Congress. Whether it is one of your
Members telling Axios that “there needs to be blood to grab the attention of the
press and the public,” another saying “civility isn’t working” and to prepare for “vio-
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lence”, or even a Member of this very committee being arrested for forcibly impeding
and interfering with Federal officers, this escalation deserves condemnation from all
regardless of politics. It needs to stop and stop now.

Now to the matter at hand today, the role of the so-called non-governmental orga-
nizations in facilitating illegal immigration and the subversion of the United States’
sovereignty, with a particular focus on their role in the Biden Border Crisis. The
reason I call these groups so-called non-governmental organizations is because they,
for the most part, draw Government funds or have a preferential tax status from
the Government. They are more creatures of the Government than non-govern-
mental organizations. For the remainder of my testimony, I will call them what they
are: open borders organizations that are part of the Border Industrial Complex.

The United States of America is still reeling from the consequences of the worst
border invasion in its history. This was an invasion that was planned, promoted,
encouraged, funded, and sustained by radical elements of the previous administra-
tion. This invasion could not have been accomplished without a colossal “partner-
ship” between the Government and open borders organizations. It is the dramatic
excesses of the previous 4 years, built on decades of lackadaisical enforcement at
the border in the interior, that created the situation we are in now where there is
an urgent need for mass deportation as the common-sense correction to the problem.
This was plain as day for all those who cared to see it as most Americans united
behind policies to promote the biggest enforcement activities in American history.

Simply put, under the Biden administration’s open-border policies, the Govern-
ment could only do so much to facilitate mass illegal migration, welcome the illegal
aliens to the United States, and move them around the country. It needed help and
open borders organizations jumped at the opportunity to fill the void. The Biden ad-
ministration repaid them by driving an estimated $6 billion to a conglomerate of 15
U.N. agencies and 230 NGO’s, as recently calculated by the Center for Immigration
Studies, to do this work for them.! In doing so, the Biden administration turned the
Border Patrol into nothing more than a welcome center, a day care, and glorified
Uber drivers that ferried illegal aliens to open borders organizations. In turn, the
open borders organizations facilitated mass migration of illegal aliens throughout
the interior of the United States.

The Oversight Project has led the way on exposing this border industrial complex.
In December 2022, we published a first-of-its-kind study tracking the movement of
illegal aliens by their cell phones through these organizations at the border.2 Our
investigation was simple. We purchased the ad tech cell phone data of approxi-
mately 30,000 devices found at open borders organization facilities and tracked the
movement of those devices throughout the United States during the month of Janu-
ary 2022. The results were staggering. We found that these devices traveled to 431
different Congressional districts in the United States. Our research proved that in-
deed “every town is a border town.”

Our work provided much-needed ammunition for the House of Representatives to
write and pass H.R. 2 (118th Cong.), which notably contained a provision prohib-
iting DHS from providing funds to NGO’s that facilitate or encourage illegal immi-
gration or provide certain services such as lodging or legal services.? This was a
landmark shift for politicians in Washington, DC, with the dirty little secret being
that many had a cozy relationship with these organizations. Moving forward, pro-
hibiting the funding of the invasion itself through these groups should be a common-
sense staple. To that end, DHS’s freezing of such money only makes sense and Con-
gress should follow-on to legislate that no taxpayer dollar ever again goes toward
any organization that advertises, promotes, facilitates, or provides assistance, in-
cluding but not limited to transportation, lodging or shelter, legal services, or finan-
cial support to illegal aliens. And those are just the terms that I can think of today.
To put it simply, our entire government and the money that flows from it should
be opposed to illegal immigration and never spend a single penny to help illegal im-
migration.

I pause for a moment to discuss the entire point of H.R. 2, which was to close
the loopholes that the Biden administration weaponized to open the border and to
prevent future administrations adverse to border security from doing the same.
There has been much misinformation on this very point, with some of your col-
leagues in the Senate and the previous administration who united around a policy
to maintain record numbers of illegal border crossings as a new normal. As Presi-

1 https:/ [ nypost.com [2025/02 /01 [ opinion | how-us-taxpayers-funded-the-largest-illegal-migra-
tion-in-history /.

2 hitps:/ | www.heritage.org [ the-oversight-project | securing-americas-borders [ tracking-move-
ment-illegal-aliens-ngos-the-us.

3 https:/ /www.Congress.gov [ bill | 118th-congress [ house-bill /2.
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dent Trump said in his State of the Union, those people “kept saying we needed
new legislation to secure the border—but it turned out that all we really needed was
a new President.” How right he is.

In addition, the Oversight Project has uncovered instance after instance of seedy
behaviors at open borders organizations promoting illegal immigration. In New
York, we discovered a taxpayer-funded shelter providing false residency documents
to illegals. In Mexico, we discovered flyers at an illegal alien staging camp encour-
aging illegals to remember to vote for Biden when they got to the United States.
In Arizona, we found a former Mexican consulate official at an NGO advising
illegals to lie to law enforcement to evade ICE—a probable violation of 8 U.S.C.
§ 1324. Additionally, we have produced documentary evidence of noncitizens admit-
ting, on camera, to being registered to vote in Georgia, North Carolina, Illinois, and
New York.4 Recently, we obtained video evidence of an open borders organization
in New York City hosting a seminar on how to evade ICE. This is the new trend:
open borders organizations are now in the obstruction-of-ICE business.

Where are the deep dives and accounting audits into the over $6 billion spent by
our Government but outside the Government to promote a border crisis? A scandal
of such epic proportions deserves accountability of epic proportions. The Biden Bor-
der Crisis was a flagrant Constitutional abuse, perhaps the greatest in American
history for its scale and just complete contradiction of the very duties of our own
Government to secure our own borders and protect Americans, not to make them
worse. This body funded the groups that facilitated of Jose Ibarra’s illegal entry into
this country and multiple trips to New York and Georgia, where he killed Laken
Riley. They are the poster children for this fiscal negligence.

I encourage all of you to commit to a deep investigation into the actions of these
organizations over the last few years, not to mention the troubling trend of these
groups working against the national interest to assist illegals in evading ICE. I am
glad to hear that some steps have been taken in that direction. They should con-
tinue. This body funded these groups and retains the responsibility to the taxpayer
to figure out who spent that money, how, and what information they retain about
the illegals they moved and where.

But the one thing I want to leave you with, and perhaps most importantly, is that
it took immense organizational sophistication and creative genius by open borders
advocates to design a system where they could significantly augment the ability of
the Government to get illegal aliens into the country. You can now do the same to
get them out.

Now is the time to look at all available streams of funding to drive capacity to-
ward those outside the Federal Government who can help get this done. Whether
it is educating illegals that their free ride is over and deportation is in the offing,
helping arrange travel home, or empowering States, the same can be done in re-
verse. The funding from the reconciliation package makes this possible. It is time
for a complete modernization of the immigration enforcement system and border se-
curity. We do not need to secure our country for just 2025, but for the future. This
means a renaissance in applying technological and scientific advancements. Cur-
rently, the stove-piped systems of various Federal agencies holding different sets of
critical information for enforcement are outdated. We need to lean into the available
technological and scientific advancements to make sure our immigration enforce-
ment capabilities are the world’s envy.

We should also be preparing for the cartels to fight back. These transnational
criminals made a lot of money in cooperation with the Biden administration. They
aren’t just going to give up territory and profit modes of human and drug traf-
ficking. I encourage you all to think deeply about not just investing in traditional
modes of border security and personnel, but about what it means to secure the bor-
der against drones, kinetic attacks, and evolving means of asymmetrical warfare.
The events of October 7 in Israel should be instructive in this regard.

I thank Chairman Guest and Members of the committee for the opportunity to
testify, and I am happy to answer any questions.

Mr. GUEST. Thank you, Mr. Howell.
At this time, I would like to recognize Ms. Hopper for her 5 min-
utes to summarize her opening statement.

4 hitps:/ | x.com | OversightPR | status/1836145827091210719.
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STATEMENT OF ALICIA HOPPER, PRESIDENT AND FOUNDER,
GUARD AGAINST TRAFFICKING

Ms. HopPPER. Chairman Guest, Ranking Member Thompson, and
distinguished committee Members, thank you for the opportunity
to testify. My name is Ali Hopper, president and cofounder of
GUARD Against Trafficking, a nonprofit dedicated to combating
human trafficking.

As a Hispanic mother, I have held a 6-year-old Colombian child
in my arms, cold, dirty, and shaking, left to die at the border by
the cartel. I have seen children that have crossed the border alone,
holding scraps of paper with sponsor information given to them by
the cartels. When I testified in November, we discussed the exploi-
tation of children at our border. Today, countless children continue
to be neglected, abused, or trafficked by a system meant to protect
them. We must ask, how was this allowed to happen? And what
role did NGO’s play?

My research partner, Dr. Jarrod Sadulski, and I have conducted
extensive field work, including interviewing incarcerated traf-
fickers, cartel members, whistleblowers, and unaccompanied alien
children themselves. An ORR field specialist had visited a home to
place a 17-year-old and reported serious concerns, most notably
that the adult claiming to be the child’s mother was adorned in
MS-13 tattoos. Despite these concerns, ORR leadership overruled
that specialist. Tragically, 3 months later, that child was found
dead, his pants around his ankles, with an older man passed out
next to him. This heartbreaking case is not isolated. It highlights
a system overwhelmed by both scale and mismanagement.

Since 2008, over $20 billion has been dispersed under the UAC
program, almost 14 billion of that in the last 6 years alone. Mean-
ing over two-thirds of funding was spent in just one-third of the
program’s lifespan. Yet despite this massive investment, hundreds
of thousands of children remain unaccounted for as the U.S. tax-
payer dollars fueled a system hijacked by criminal networks. No-
bid billion-dollar contracts were awarded with little oversight,
while influx facilities became transportation hubs.

A striking example is Endeavors. Their IRS filings show reve-
nues soaring from 65 million in 2019 to 1.18 billion in 2022, driven
almost entirely by Federal contracts. During this time, CEO Jon
Allman’s salary rose from 292,000 to 730,000 with six-figure execu-
tive surge bonuses added. Endeavors ended 2022 with $112 million
surplus.

Andrew Lorenzen-Strait, a former Biden transition official and
ICE advisor, helped secure no-bid Federal contracts for Endeavors
and was caught on camera calling the border crisis a boom for busi-
ness. Inside, Endeavors’ leadership blocked critical safety protocols,
resisted oversight, and silenced internal dissent. Our interviews
with contracted auditors at Endeavors’ Pico, Texas, facility re-
vealed disturbing findings. Male staff had been found inside female
dorm rooms. An employee had led 150 teenage girls in sexually ex-
plicit routines, dance routines, teaching them how to twerk on mul-
tiple occasions. A female over 18 had been shielded from ICE. Oth-
ers nearing 18 were released early to avoid transfer to ICE. And
auditors were blocked from reviewing child sponsor placements.
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These abuses are not unique to Endeavors. Similar patterns ex-
isted across multiple NGO’s. Federal contracts had prioritized
speed over safety and rewarded output over outcomes, conditions
which cartels exploited. A cartel operative in Tecate, Mexico, ex-
plained to us how children were routinely kidnapped and funneled
into the United States for profit. Cartels infiltrated NGO’s along
those smuggling routes, turning humanitarian pathways into traf-
ficking pipelines.

Weak sponsor vetting worsened this problem. An HHS audit
later found that 70 percent of sponsor applications were fraudulent,
making proper post-placement welfare checks nearly impossible.
Recently, we discovered about 117 unaccompanied children be-
lieved to be trafficked on a farm in the Midwest where our inter-
vention sparked a current investigation. These cases are emerging
nationwide. Last week, ICE and CBP arrested about 361 illegal
aliens at two cannabis farms in California, finding 10 unaccom-
panied children.

So where do we go from here? This is not about politics. It’s
about protecting children and confronting modern-day slavery.
Good intentions and humanitarian missions must never excuse
harm when policies enable exploitation. Accountability and decisive
action must ensure it never happens again.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Hopper follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF ALICIA HOPPER

Chairman Guest, Ranking Member Thompson, and distinguished Members of the
committees, thank you for the opportunity to testify and for addressing this urgent
matter.

My name is Ali Hopper, and I am the president & co-founder of GUARD Against
Trafficking, a 501(c)3 dedicated to combatting human trafficking through innovative
research, dynamic education, and empowered action. As a Hispanic mother, I have
held in my arms a 6-year-old Colombian child that was left to die at the border by
the cartel. The child was dirty, cold, and terrified.

I've walked the very paths these children traveled along the border—trails littered
with discarded IDs, torn clothing, and haunting signs of the sexual exploitation
they’ve endured. We’ve seen unaccompanied children first-hand crossing our border
clutching scraps of paper with a name, a phone number, and an address—given to
them by the cartels, already coached on who to request as their sponsor.

And in the 5 minutes I speak to you, countless unaccompanied alien children are
still suffering—abused, trafficked, and forgotten by a system that was supposed to
protect them.

When 1 testified before you in November, we spoke about how men, women, and
children were being sold, exploited, and brutalized within our own borders—and
how unaccompanied children became some of the most vulnerable victims.

Today, we must ask the harder question: How did we allow this to happen? And
what role did NGO’s play in making it possible?

RESEARCH FINDINGS

My research partner Dr. Jarrod Sadulski, and I have conducted extensive field re-
search including direct interviews with unaccompanied alien children (UACs),
human traffickers, cartel members, and whistleblowers. Our findings revealed were
significant systemic failures and corruption at the highest levels:

o Unprecedented Trafficking Due to Lax Sponsor Vetting.—In interviews with car-
tel members incarcerated for human trafficking, they explained how weak spon-
sor verification incentivized trafficking by enabling cartels to control children’s
placement by supplying children with exact sponsor information, allowing con-
trol over their destination.

o Alarming Conditions at the Border.—A cartel operative in Tecate, Mexico, de-
scribed the routine kidnapping of children for trafficking into the United States,
made easier by open borders, inadequate border security, and flawed NGO
screening practices. Cartels infiltrated NGOS along smuggling routes to the
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Southwest Border, using them to facilitate in the smuggling or trafficking of
children. By providing children with false documents and pairing them with
adults to pose as family units, they placed the children in grave danger.

o Falsified Records.—According to an internal audit conducted by Health and
Human Services (HHS), approximately 70 percent of sponsor applications exam-
ined were found to be fraudulent, making child traceability and safety assur-
ances nearly impossible.!

e Neglect of the Hotline System.—The HHS hotline, established to address con-
cerns about UAC placements, received nearly 65,000 calls from August 2023 to
January 2025, that went largely unanswered, allowing trafficking to continue
unchecked.2 For example, one call was received of a child reporting “a lot of
grown men were coming into his bedroom and touching him”. This call was ig-
nored by the previous administration and only acted upon after this current ad-
ministration took over, leading to a welfare check, the child being rescued and
the sponsor being arrested.

FAILURE OF NGO’S TO ADEQUATELY PROTECT CHILDREN

Today we are here to examine how that happened. To confront how children were
failed grossly mismanaged by NGO’s funded by U.S. taxpayer dollars.

Because here’s the hard truth: the United States Government became the middle-
man in a humanitarian pipeline exploited by cartels and obscured by Federal con-
tracts. They awarded no-bid, billion-dollar contracts to NGO’s without oversight;
and allowed influx facilities, funded by taxpayers, to operate as transportation hubs.

One notable example of this mismanagement is Endeavors. While we will focus
on specific instances there, a broader review of all NGO’s involved in this process
suggests similarly troubling findings are likely widespread—such as those uncov-
ered within Southwest Key programs.

ENDEAVORS: A CASE STUDY IN MISMANAGEMENT

We examined Endeavors’ IRS Form 990’s from 2019 through 2022 [Exhibit 1],
looking for indicators of financial irregularities, executive enrichment, program mis-
management, and misuse of Federal funds related to the UAC program. Prior to
2021, Endeavors was a mid-level social service nonprofit (revenues $50—60 million)
with a mix of grants (VA, HUD, etc.) and program service income. In 2020, Endeav-
ors reported $52 million in revenue. By 2021, that number had soared to $658 mil-
lion. In 2022, it eclipsed $1.18 billion, comparable to the very largest NGO’s like
Save the Children USA ($1.0 billion) or International Rescue Committee (~$900 mil-
lion). However, Endeavors’ funding is nearly 100 percent Federal, whereas Save the
Children and IRC have diversified funding (private donations, U.N. grants, etc.).
Save the Children, for example, gets ~55 percent of its funding from the U.S. Gov-
ernment and the rest from private donors. What was the key driver of this soaring
scalability? Government contracts like the $385 million no-bid contract from the Of-
fice of Refugee Resettlement.3

During that same period, Endeavors executives padded their pockets. CEO Jon
Allman’s compensation doubled to $615,000 in 2021, then rose to $730,000 in 2022.
The CFO and COO weren’t far behind. The executive team received six-figure “surge
bonuses” directly tied to revenue growth—bonuses funded by the very grants meant
to protect children were treated like venture capital—not public service. Endeavors
ended 2021 with a $33 million surplus and $112 million in 2022.

And behind those numbers stood some of the individuals who helped make it all
possible. Andrew Lorenzen-Strait, a former Biden transition official and ICE advi-
sor, helped facilitate no-bid Federal contracts to Endeavors and was caught on cam-
era referring to the border crisis as a “boom for business”.# The Endeavors’ director
of training and compliance, along with the acting senior director for migrant serv-
ices & federal affairs, reinforced this environment by blocking safety protocols, re-
sisting oversight, and silencing internal dissent.

Based our research interviews with contracted compliance officers with first-hand
ﬁcgounts at the Endeavors’ Pecos, Texas facility, and their written statements [Ex-

ibit 21:

1https:/ [www.foxnews.com [ us [ trump-immigration-advisor-targets-criminals-exploiting-unac-
companied-minors-who-entered-us-under-biden.

2 hitps: | |www.grassley.senate.gov [imo/ media/doc/grassley _to hhs_backlog of unac-
companied__migrant__children__reports.pdf.

3 hitps: | |www.washingtonexaminer.com [ news /2035069 | hhs-awarded-group-with-biden-ties-
530m-no-bid-contract-to-house-migrant-children /.

4 https: | |www.washingtonexaminer.com [ news | 1785362 [ biden-transition-official-caught-on-
camera-saying-border-crisis-is-boom-for-business / #google__vignette.
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. “}Sltag were hired without completed fingerprinting or thorough background
checks.”

e “Male staff were found inside female dorms.”

e “A contractor led 150 teenage girls, minors in sexually explicit dance routines,
teaching them how to ‘twerk’. He did it twice—once at the facility’s ribbon-cut-
ting, and again months later—before an on-site compliance officer demanded
intervention.”

e “Children collapsed after being subjected to massive vaccination protocols with
no parental consent and no clear medical follow-up.”

e “Two compliance officers discovered a female housed alone in a dorm who was
over 18 years of age. Endeavors was shielding her from ICE. In other cases,
UACs on the verge of turning 18 were released early to avoid ICE transfer.”

e “An Endeavors employee that raised concerns about too many children being
sent a single address was terminated.”

e “A former ICE employee with a background in case management, serving as a
contracted compliance team lead was actively stonewalled from reviewing child
placements.”

CONSEQUENCES OF SYSTEMIC NEGLECT

To reiterate, it wasn’t just Endeavors. Across the country, NGO’s became way sta-
tions—processing points in a steady flow of children. Federal contracts incentivized
output over outcomes, prioritizing speed over safety.

And the cartels took full advantage. They studied every gap and exploited them,
sending children into a system they knew would fast-track them to cartel-controlled
sponsors—without meaningful background checks, with addresses verified through
postal databases, and IDs often accepted via WhatsApp or text with no facial match
to the sender. This is how 70 percent of sponsor data became falsified or fraudulent.

Post-placement welfare checks were typically limited to two phone calls made to
the sponsor’s home; if no one answered, the case was no longer followed up on. This
broken process contributed to the staggering over 300,000 children who went unac-
counted for.

NGO’s were also tasked with transporting children to the unvetted sponsors, yet
we personally witnessed unaccompanied children from the border flying alone with
no escort. Flight attendants encountered situations where children were sent to the
wrong locations, couldn’t communicate due to language barriers and in some cases
required CPS or police intervention when sponsors failed to appear at the airport
gate. Most children were placed without home studies to assess their safety—though
a small number of exceptions existed.

Through research, we uncovered the case of an Office of Refugee Resettlement
(ORR) field specialist who visited a home where a 17-year-old child was set to be
placed. The field specialist noted that the person claiming to be the child’s mother
was adorned in MS-13 tattoos. Despite the specialist’s report of serious concerns,
ORR leadership overruled them. Three months following placement, that child was
found dead—his pants around his ankles, with an older man passed out next to him.

In another case in Cleveland, a 30-year-old sponsor falsely claimed to be a “broth-
er” of a 14-year-old UAC. After placement, the child was raped by other men in the
household.

Just last week, ICE and CBP arrested approximately 200 total illegal aliens at
two cannabis farms in California, where 10 unaccompanied children were found—
part of an ongoing investigation into child labor violations and suspected trafficking.
Similar cases are happening nationwide.?

Through our research, we discovered approximately 117 UAC children that are
believed to be trafficked on a farm in the Midwest. Through our intervention, there
is a now a current criminal investigation into that matter. We cannot allow global
industries to profit from trafficking, abuse, and modern-day slavery.

So, where do we go from here?

First, we must acknowledge the hard truth: these failures were not isolated or un-
foreseeable. They were the result of negligence, lack of oversight, and a culture of
unaccountability.

POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS

This moment is not about partisanship. It’s about protecting children and stand-
ing united against the evils of modern-day slavery. Humanitarian missions—no
matter how good the intention is of that mission, must never excuse negligence.

5hitps: | |www.dhs.gov [ news/2025/07 /11 /ice-and-cbp-law-enforcement-dodge-literal-bullets-
rioters-while-rescuing-least-10.
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When policies lead to the exploitation or harm of children, there must be account-
ability.

Therefore, I respectfully urge Congress to:

1. Initiate a full forensic audit of all ORR contracts exceeding $100 million, sus-
pending funding until audits are completed.

2. Implement full claw-back provisions to return every unspent dollar to the
Treasury.

3. Mandate transparent public disclosures, independent Federal oversight, and
standardized tracking for UAC placements.

4. Require comprehensive home studies both before and after placements of un-
accompanied minors.

We have the responsibility and the opportunity to do what is right. We must move
forward with courage, moral clarity, and unity to restore integrity to this system—
and to protect the innocent lives depending on us.

Thank you for your time, and for the opportunity to share my research. I welcome
your questions.

EXHIBITS 6

1. Endeavors’ IRS Form 990s from 2019 through 2022.
2. Written Statements from Gabriela Pacheco and Derrick Charleston.

Mr. GUEST. Thank you, Ms. Hopper.
I now recognize Mr. Rosas for 5 minutes to summarize his open-
ing statement.

STATEMENT OF JULIO ROSAS, PRIVATE CITIZEN

Mr. Rosas. Mr. Chairman, I want to thank you for the oppor-
tunity to speak today about this important topic.

I've been covering the U.S.-Mexico border as a reporter since
2019. I saw first-hand how secure the Southern Border was during
President Trump’s first term. I went on to be at the Southern Bor-
der for the next 4 years to document the deliberate and horrific
open-border policies implemented by the Biden-Harris administra-
tion.

The numbers don’t lie, the videos don’t lie. What our country ex-
perienced was a deliberate invasion at the behest of the previous
administration. Their efforts could not have been possible without
the nongovernmental organizations who provided the Federal Gov-
ernment the ability to flood our country with people who brazenly
cross our borders illegally.

The NGO’s located along the border were often the first place
processed migrants went to after being released by Border Patrol.
These organizations helped the Biden-Harris administration avoid
the bad optics of released migrants having to be on the street due
to the large volume of overcrowding in certain sectors. Even with
those efforts, the mass overcrowding still resulted in people sleep-
ing on the streets, sometimes during the winter.

Ultimately, the goal of these NGO’s was to get people to their de-
sired destination within the United States and get them settled in,
even though their legal status was far from being secured. I would
often see volunteers or staffers at the airport when I left the border
guiding these process migrants to ensure they made their flights.
A few times I saw them ushering unaccompanied minors. This is
haunting to think back on now, knowing that Biden’s HHS lost
track of tens of thousands of minors once they reached their sup-
posed final destination.

6[Exhibits to this prepared statement may be found in Appendix II.]
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By having this guaranteed help once they reach U.S. soil, illegal
aliens had greater incentive to put their lives in danger by tra-
versing through the Darién Gap in cartel-controlled territory in
Mexico. One shelter in El Paso told me in 2023, around 80 percent
of the women who had come to them had been raped, sometimes
in front of their children. This highlights that despite the NGO’s
having the stated goal of helping these people, their help ends up
harming the people who would go to use their services. Yes, they
made it to the United States, but at what cost?

Congress needs to ensure taxpayer dollars cannot be used to go
toward enabling an invasion of our country ever again. It is a mis-
use of taxpayer dollars and, most importantly, it’s a betrayal to the
American people. Our tax money should be going toward Ameri-
cans first and foremost. Instead, millions of dollars went to organi-
zations such as Catholic Charities and International Rescue Com-
mittee.

The reason why it’s important to not let this happen again is be-
cause the 4-year-long border crisis facilitated by these NGO’s is the
reason why there are riots in sanctuary cities today. President
Trump campaigned and won on carrying out mass deportations.
And the American people want to undo the damage inflicted by the
Biden-Harris administration. NGO’s have even made an appear-
ance at the recent unrest happening in Los Angeles County. A re-
cent example of this is Federal agents arresting 4 people for inter-
fering with an operation by allegedly placing homemade spikes on
the road with the intention to damage their tires. On their person
was a bag branded with the logo of the Coalition for Humane Im-
migrant Rights, Los Angeles. Congress needs to look into whether
NGO’s are supporting people directly or indirectly who are cur-
rently interfering with Federal operations.

I can tell you that while Americans are happy the border crisis
is finally over, they want to see accountability. I believe Congress
can make that accountability happen should you decide to act.

Since I have a few a little bit of time left, I want to say I'm here
testifying today as a proud Latino. But most importantly, I'm here
as an American citizen. This is my country, this is my home, this
is where I grew up in. That is why the rhetoric coming from one
side of the aisle about these operations saying, no, no, no, we got
to keep our cheap labor so that we can maintain our standard of
living proves that they want to view Latinos simply as a underclass
to siphon votes from and fearmonger from every time that there’s
an election. They’re content with keeping us as that servant
underclass.

That is why it is disgusting to see them criticize that recent raid
in Ventura County where they found unaccompanied minors work-
ing alongside convicted sex offenders at a cannabis farm. No, we
got to keep them there because or else how else are we going to
get high if we can’t have unaccompanied minors harvest our weed?
It’s quite frankly despicable.

The last thing I want to say is that the last time I appeared be-
fore this committee, we had one Member say that antifa is just an
ideology, it’s not a movement, by using an outdated quote from the
FBI director. Well, coming back from Los Angeles, Seattle, and
Portland, just this past month, with the recent riots, I can tell you
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that antifa is very real and the fact that they are also connected
to that recent attempted ambush at that ICE facility in Texas.
So I just wanted to reflect for the record that I was right then,
right now, that antifa is very real and very dangerous. Thank you.
[The prepared statement of Mr. Rosas follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF JULIO ROSAS

Mr. Chairman, I want to thank you for the opportunity to speak today about this
important topic. I have been covering the U.S.-Mexico border since 2019. I saw first-
hand how secure the Southern Border was during President Trump’s first term. I
went on to be at the Southern Border for the next 4 years to document the delib-
erate and horrific open border policies implemented by the Biden-Harris administra-
tion.

The numbers don’t lie. The videos don’t lie. What our country experienced was a
deliberate invasion at the behest of the previous administration. Their efforts could
not be possible without the non-governmental organizations who provided the Fed-
eral Government the ability to flood our country with people who brazenly crossed
our borders illegally.

The NGO’s located along the border were often the first place processed migrants
went to after being released by Border Patrol. These organizations helped the
Biden-Harris administration avoid the bad optics of released migrants having to be
on the street due to the large volume of overcrowding in certain sectors. Even with
those efforts, the mass overcrowding still resulted in people sleeping on the streets,
sometimes during the winter.

Ultimately, the goal of these NGO’s was to get people to their desired destination
within the United States and get them settled in, even though their legal status was
far from being secured. I would often see volunteers or staffers at the airport when
I left the border guiding these processed migrants to ensure they made their flight.
A few times I saw them ushering unaccompanied minors. This is haunting to think
back on now knowing Biden’s HHS lost track of thousands of minors once they
reached their supposed final destination.

By having this guaranteed help once they reached U.S. soil, illegal aliens had
greater incentive to put their lives in danger by traversing through the Darién Gap
and cartel-controlled territory in Mexico. One shelter in El Paso told me in 2023
around 80 percent of the women who came to them had been raped, sometimes in
front of their children. This highlights that despite the NGO’s having the stated goal
of helping these people, their “help” ends up harming the people who used their
services. Yes, they made it to the United States, but at what cost?

Congress needs to ensure taxpayer dollars cannot be used to go toward enabling
an invasion of our country ever again. It is a misuse of taxpayer dollars and a be-
trayal to the American people. Our tax money should be going toward Americans,
first and foremost.

Instead, millions of dollars went to organizations such as Catholic Charities and
the International Rescue Committee.

The reason why it is important to not let this happen again is because the 4-year-
long border crisis, facilitated by these NGO’s, is the reason why there are riots in
sanctuary cities today. President Trump won on mass deportations and the Amer-
ican people want to undo the damage inflicted by the Biden-Harris administration.

NGO’s have made an appearance at the recent unrest happening in Los Angeles
County. A recent example of this is Federal agents arresting 4 people for interfering
with an operation by allegedly placing homemade spikes on the road with the inten-
tion to damage tires. On their person was a bag branded with the logo of the Coali-
tion for Humane Immigrant Rights Los Angeles. Congress needs to look into wheth-
er NGO’s are supporting people, directly or indirectly, who are interfering with Fed-
eral operations.

I can tell you that while Americans are happy the acute border crisis is over, they
want to see accountability. I believe Congress can make that accountability happen
should you decide to act.

Thank you again for this opportunity and I look forward to your questions.

Mr. GUEST. Thank you. I want to thank all of our witnesses,
again, for being here and for their opening statements.

Members will be recognized by order of seniority for their 5 min-
utes of questioning. An additional round of questioning may be
called after all Members have been recognized.
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I would like to recognize the gentleman from the great State of
Louisiana, Clay Higgins, for 5 minutes.

Mr. HiGGINS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate the panel-
ists for being here today.

Let me ask you all a yes or no question and we are going to build
this thing out. Do you believe if an employee or an agent of an
NGO that is implicated in child trafficking in a criminal investiga-
tion, if they cross the threshold of reasonable suspicion and they
are investigated, and that investigation leads to the jurisdictional
authority, the investigative authority, developing probable cause,
so they cross the threshold of probable cause and they are arrested
and then they are prosecuted, and if they are convicted, they cross
the threshold of guilty beyond a reasonable doubt and they are con-
victed. I am talking about an employee of an NGO that partici-
pated willingly during the last 4 years with the trafficking of
human beings, including children that were destined to be traf-
ficked into the sex trade.

Mr. Howell, do you think that employee of that NGO should be
convicted and incarcerated based upon the judicial system and the
criminal justice system I just described? Yes or no?

Mr. HOWELL. Yes.

Mr. HiGGINS. Ms. Hopper.

Ms. HOPPER. Yes.

Mr. HiGGINS. Mr. Rosas.

Mr. Rosas. Yes.

Mr. HicGIns. Well, I concur. Much to the chagrin of a whole ab-
horrent industry of child trafficking that prospered from the open
border policies of the Biden administration for 4 years, 2021, 2022,
2023, and 2024, much to the chagrin of these people that made
bank, man, we are coming after them. This Executive branch is
building criminal files. So I hope they are watching and I hope they
are frightened. I hope they are getting their affairs in order, hiring
their liberal attorneys to defend them, starting to shuffle their
money around. We will find it.

Mr. Howell, are you aware that ongoing right now, right now in
our country, of DHS, ICE, FBI, local, and State law enforcement
agencies working on Classified operations to locate, find, and res-
cue trafficked tender age, mostly girls. Talking about girls 14 and
younger across the country that were trafficked into our country in
2021, 2022, 2023, and 2024. Are you aware that those operations
are on-going?

Mr. HOwWELL. Yes, sir. They’re trying to find the children the
Biden administration lost.

Mr. HiGGINS. Thank you, Mr. Howell.

Ms. Hopper, you aware?

Ms. HOPPER. I am.

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Rosas.

Mr. Rosas. Correct. I'm aware.

Mr. HiGGINS. Thank you. Would you be surprised, and according
to my research, which will very soon be revealed next week, they
have rescued so far 35,000 tender-aged kids? How do you like that?

Now, according to Ms. Hopper’s research, which I find fas-
cinating, everybody up here should, 70 percent of the documenta-
tion turned in by so-called sponsors, which were lined up by who?
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The NGO’s. Through who? Primarily HHS. There is a pipeline,
man. We fed a pipeline of tender-aged children into sex trafficking
and slave labor into our country. We are finding these kids. We are
tracking this fraudulent document.

You are right, Ms. Hopper. My research showed a little bit less,
65 percent, you said, 70 percent. I will go with 70. So be advised,
be advised, we are building out case files, criminal case files. We
are interviewing these 35,000 kids and we are finding out exactly
what the hell happened, how they ended up in the nightmare
where they were, and we are rescuing more, and there is nothing
anybody can do about it. We are going to identify these children.
We are locating these children. We are rescuing these children. We
are building out criminal files based upon the testimony of these
young teenagers and the documentation of fraudulent vetting.
Many of these NGO employees are going to find themselves wear-
ing orange. It will be their new favorite color.

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the indulgence. I yield.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman yields.

The Chair now recognizes Ranking Member Thompson for his 5
minutes of questioning.

Mr. THOMPSON. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, you and I both are from Mississippi, and we know
all too well the sense of devastation and hopelessness experienced
by disaster survivors. Many of the nonprofits the Majority is at-
tacking today under your leadership are the very people who rush
to support our constituents in their darkest days. It is a dis-
appointing way to begin your tenure as Chairman if your con-
ference does, in fact, select you for that post.

Mr. Chairman, you have read the same reporting I have. You
have heard the same whispers of concern about the administra-
tion’s action decimating staff across the Department. And you have
seen the horrific results of the Department’s gross incompetence in
just 6 short months. As the July 4th weekend began, the deadliest
floods in Texas history were wreaking havoc in communities across
the State. Over 130 people died, including nearly 30 campers and
counselors at an all-girls Christian summer camp.

Now, we know that because of Secretary Noem’s policies, FEMA’s
urban search-and-rescue teams were not deployed until at least 72
hours after the flooding began and FEMA’s Recovery Center con-
tracts were allowed to collapse. Disaster survivors called FEMA for
help, but it answered only 35 percent of their calls. As Texans suf-
fered, Secretary Noem was posting glamour shots for her South Da-
kota official portrait on Instagram. Apparently Federal disaster re-
sponse can wait, but Instagram posts cannot.

President Reagan once said the 9 most terrifying words in the
English language were, “I'm from the Government and I'm here to
help.” Secretary Noem’s DHS has proven that it is far scarier when
you call the Government for help and no one answers.

The Secretary has also allowed ICE to execute racist immigration
raids, haphazardly rounding up Americans and migrants alike
based on skin color, ethnicity, and the language someone speaks.
She has defied court orders to halt deportation and timely returns
wrongly deported individual. Worst of all, the Secretary has over-
seen the deportation of American citizen children, including a 4-
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year-old with cancer, which I suppose is something you might ex-
pect from someone who is proud of shooting her puppy in the face.

The Secretary has empowered unqualified MAGA lackeys to
manage critical anti-terrorism operation charged with protecting
our communities from hate-filled violence. As we face increasingly
sophisticated cyber threats, the Secretary has harassed nearly
1,000 cyber experts at CISA into quitting their jobs and elimi-
nating its election security work because the President is still upset
that he lost the 2020 election.

Though she might have been reluctant to respond to the multiple
oversight requests made by committee Democrats, she has man-
aged to find time to go on television to gaslight the public. Sec-
retary Noem has a lot of answers for Republicans who have im-
peached Cabinet secretaries for less for noting in fact. For those
reasons, Mr. Chair, pursuant to clause 2(k)(6) of rule XI, I move
that the committee subpoena Department of Homeland Security
Secretary Kristi Lynn Noem.

Mr. GUEST. Does the gentleman yield back?

Mr. THOMPSON. I yield.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman yields back. Is there a motion?

Mr. GIMENEZ. Move to table the motion.

Mr. GUEST. There is a motion to table. The committee will sus-
pend at this time.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman is recognized.

Mr. THOMPSON. Parliamentary inquiry. Are we waiting on some-
thing?

Mr. GUEST. Waiting on Members to return to the committee
room.

Mr. GOLDMAN. So will you entertain that request from the Mi-
nority when we don’t have enough members to defeat a vote?

Mr. GUEST. It is going—the committee hearing at this point is in
suspension per the rules. I have the ability to call us into suspen-
sion and that’s where we are at this point.

Mr. GOLDMAN. No, I understand. I am just wondering if you are
going to do it similarly and equally for the Minority or you are just
going to make it for the Majority.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I know this is your maiden voy-
age, but there is a motion on the floor and you can’t recess a mo-
tion because the Members are not here.

Mr. GUEST. The committee is not in recess, Ranking Member
Thompson.

Mr. THOMPSON. Well, that is what you said.

Mr. GUEST. I am sorry. The committee has been suspended.

Mr. THOMPSON. Point of order, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. GUEST. Yes, sir, Mr. Thompson.

Mr. THOMPSON. You know, there is a motion before the com-
mittee and I ask that my motion be acted on. You can’t suspend
it or do anything like that. That is not the rules.

Mr. Chairman, the rules of this committee don’t allow for it just
to stop. I am just asking that we go forward with the motion.

Mr. GUEST. The Chair has already explained where we are at
this point, Mr. Thompson. Until additional Members return to the
chamber, we will not be moving forward.
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Mr. THOMPSON. You know, I am just saying that if we are fol-
lowing the rules of the committee, what you are doing is not in the
rule.

Mr. GUEST. Your point has been made and is in the record that
you do not feel that I am following the rules. That has been made
clear, Mr. Thompson. So you can continue to make that and con-
tinue to put that in the record if you would like.

Mr. GOLDMAN. Can you cite to us what rule allows for you to sus-
pend until Members return? Parliamentary inquiry.

Mrs. McIVER. The people, this is how we break rules all day
here. Law and order, folks.

Mr. GoLDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I asked a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. GUEST. Yes, Mr. Goldman.

Mr. GOLDMAN. Can you please cite the rule of the committee that
allows you to suspend the hearing to wait for Members to come for
a vote? I assume you want to follow the rules of the committee as
the Chairman.

Mr. GUEST. As I understand, Mr. Goldman, it is at the Chair’s
discretion. I have used that discretion and I have suspended. I un-
derstand that you and Mr. Thompson and other Members may not
be happy with that, but that is the decision I made.

Mr. GOLDMAN. No, I just want you to follow the rules. Simple
question. I assume you want to follow the rules as the Acting
Chairman. So, presumably, there is a rule that you can cite to that
allows you to do this. There is no general discretion of the Chair
to do whatever the Chair wants to do. That is not a rule in the
House of Representatives.

Mr. GUEST. All right. At this time, the motion before the Chair
is a motion to table. That motion to table is privileged. That motion
is nondebatable.

All those in favor of the motion to table, please signify by saying
aye.

Any opposed, please signify by saying no.

'Iihe Chair rules that the ayes have it and that the motion pre-
vails.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. GUEST. I am assuming that there is a request for a recorded
vote. Is that correct, Mr. Thompson?

Mr. THOMPSON. There is a request for a recorded vote.

Mr. GUEST. All right. There has been a request for a recorded
vote. We will let our Clerk get situated. Mr. Clerk, would you
please call the roll?

The CLERK. Mr. McCaul.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins.

Mr. HIGGINS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins votes aye.

Mr. Gimenez.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez votes aye.

Mr. Pfluger.

Mr. PFLUGER. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Pfluger votes aye.

Mr. Garbarino.
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Mr. GARBARINO. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Garbarino votes aye.
Ms. Greene.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Gonzales.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell.

Mr. LUTTRELL. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell votes aye.
Mr. Strong.

Mr. STRONG. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Strong votes aye.
Mr. Brecheen.

Mr. BRECHEEN. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Brecheen votes aye.
Mr. Crane.

Mr. CRANE. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Crane votes aye.
Mr. Ogles.

Mr. OGLES. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Ogles votes aye.
Mrs. Biggs.

Mrs. BIGGS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mrs. Biggs votes aye.
Mr. Evans.

Mr. EVANS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Evans votes aye.
Mr. Mackenzie.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Knott.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ranking Member Thompson.
Mr. THOMPSON. Nay.

The CLERK. Ranking Member Thompson votes no.
Mr. Swalwell.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Correa.

Mr. CORREA. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Correa votes no.
Mr. Thanedar.

Mr. THANEDAR. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Thanedar votes no.
Mr. Magaziner.

Mr. MAGAZINER. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Magaziner votes no.
Mr. Goldman.

Mr. GOLDMAN. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Goldman votes no.
Mrs. Ramirez.

Mrs. RAMIREZ. No.

The CLERK. Mrs. Ramirez votes no.
Mr. Kennedy.

Mr. KENNEDY. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Kennedy votes no.
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Mrs. Mclver.

Mrs. McIVER. No.

The CLERK. Mrs. Mclver votes no.

Ms. Johnson.

Ms. JOHNSON. No.

The CLERK. Ms. Johnson votes no.

Mr. Hernandez.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ms. Pou.

Ms. Pou. No.

The CLERK. Ms. Pou votes no.

Mr. Carter.

Mr. CARTER. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Carter votes no.

Mr. Green.

[No response.]

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Clerk, how am I recorded?

The CLERK. The Chairman is not recorded.

Mr. GUEST. The Chair votes aye.

The CLERK. Chairman Guest votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. Are there other Members who wish to have their vote
recorded or to change their vote?

Seeing none, would the Clerk please report the tally of the vote?

The CLERK. Mr. Chairman, on that vote there were 12 ayes and
11 noes.

Mr. GUEST. The motion passes.

Mr. KENNEDY. Point of order. Can we please have the list of aye
votes read to us, the Members that voted aye?

The CLERK. The Members that voted aye are as follows: Mr. Hig-
gins, Mr. Gimenez, Mr. Pfluger, Mr. Garbarino, Mr. Luttrell, Mr.
Strong, Mr. Brecheen, Mr. Crane, Mr. Ogles, Mrs. Biggs, and Mr.
Evans and Chairman Guest.

Mr. KENNEDY. Were all present to cast their votes?

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Clerk, were all present and cast their votes, to
your knowledge?

The CLERK. Yes, all were present in the room when they voted.

Mr. KENNEDY. Thank you.

Mr. GUEST. The Ranking Member has yielded back.

At this time, I would recognize myself for my 5 minutes of ques-
tioning.

I want to respond to some of the allegations contained in the
Ranking Member’s opening statement. Mr. Thompson, I am assum-
ing that you didn’t write that statement because you have known
me for some period of time. I know you to be someone who—that
I have a long-standing relationship with and do not believe that
you would write an opening statement attacking mine or the Chris-
tianity of any other Member of this committee.

I don’t believe that you would weaponize my religious beliefs. I
don’t believe that you would criticize me because I choose to teach
Sunday school in my church and to somehow say that because I am
a Sunday School, because I am a Christian, that me being a part
of this hearing somehow in some way flies in the face of my reli-
gious beliefs. Because what we are doing here today is we are not
casting a broad net on every nongovernmental organization, every
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nonprofit. We are instead focusing this hearing on those who have
profited off of the illegal immigration that we saw under the Biden-
Harris administration.

I have mentioned nothing in my statement about nonprofits such
as Red Cross, Catholic Charities, Samaritan’s Purse, Doctors With-
out Borders, nonprofits who actually take money and use it for the
good, who are out there collecting money from their congregation,
from members of the community who wish to give back. Instead,
this hearing is focused on those handful of nonprofits who received
their money almost exclusively from grants from the Federal Gov-
ernment, but yet still claim to be nonprofits.

Ms. Hopper, you mentioned two of those in your written testi-
mony, two that I referenced in my opening statement. Those two
being Endeavors, who, according to my information that I received,
Endeavors received 97 percent of their funding from Federal or
local grants. They weren’t out raising money. They weren’t out
there ringing the bell there at Christmas asking people to give
money. They weren’t in churches asking members of the congrega-
tion to please give to these organizations. They were instead an
arm of the Federal Government in that they received 97 percent of
their funding.

Then Southwest Key properties was an NGO that blew past that:
99 percent of their funding came from grants from the Federal
Government. What did these organizations do with that?

You talk about in your testimony, Ms. Hopper, you talk about
Endeavors, that in 2020, Endeavors reported $52 million in rev-
enue. Then in 2021, they reported $658 million in revenue, a $600
million increase in a year, with 97 percent of that money coming
from the Federal Government. Then in 2022, they reported a record
$1.18 billion from the Federal Government, or at least 97 percent
of that.

You talk about how executives for Endeavor padded their pock-
ets, that with this increase in revenue comes increase in salary,
that the compensation for the CEO doubled. You talk about these
particular CEOs that I mentioned instead of using that money to
protect children, they were treating this money like venture cap-
italists. You also stated in there that an Endeavors individual,
someone within their organization, said that the border crisis was
a boom for business.

In an article from the New York Post, they talk about another
one of these nonprofits. They talk about Southwest Key. The head-
line says, “Texas nonprofit housing migrant kids took 3 billion in
grants from Biden administration and boosted executive salaries
up to 139 percent to pull the plug.”

So I am offended when people from the other side say that we
are not being Christian, that we don’t want to help people. We are
not saying that all nonprofits are bad. Many of us support and give
money and volunteer to those. But this hearing today is focused on
those nonprofits which were government-funded, which were used
by the Biden-Harris administration to continue to move people
across the border against the will of the public and without the au-
thorization of Congress.

So with that, I yield back.
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I now recognize my friend from California, Mr. Correa, for 5 min-
utes for his questioning of the witnesses.

Mr. CORREA. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I do hope to continue to
work with you as a friend here in this committee.

I would also, though, want to point out that some of our wit-
nesses have to be careful with the testimony. Mr. Rosas has point-
ed out Catholic Charities as being one of those organizations that
received funding. I am a Catholic, kind-of disappointed in that.

Mr. Rosas. Why?

Mr. CORREA. Because of what the Chairman said. This Catholic
Charities does good work. You pointed out somebody who got
money who did something that was unethical or illegal. Thank you.

But Mr. Chairman, big job here of this committee is oversight.
OK. Homeland Security’s budget is doubled. The mission, as was
pointed out some of the witnesses here today, was to go after un-
documented criminals. Yet back home every day we are a peaceful,
loving community. Masked ICE agents, no badge, no identification,
grabbing people off the streets on the suspicion that they may be
undocumented. Today, 70 percent of those apprehended undocu-
mented are not criminals. They are hardworking taxpayers.

Recently, a pastor in Florida that had been here for 20 years
with a stay of removal was arrested. All of you have known, told
you the story, I will tell you again. Father, 25 years, not a traffic
ticket to his name, father of 3 Marines was apprehended. DHS re-
cently raided a church in California, sanctuary. I thought we were
supposed to go after criminals. What authority does DHS have to
go after churches? Are these the right people? Not quite sure. Are
we creating a national Federal police here with unlimited powers?

You know, let’s not talk about undocumented here. Let’s talk
about U.S. citizens. OK? Countless U.S. citizens being detained in
this country. In my district, an attorney, woman, female, walking
down Centennial Park, apprehended by ICE, did not touch, did not
do anything offensive to the ICE agent, was arrested, put in a van
with no windows, cuffed, taken to a detention center for hours.
What are we coming to? Many stories like that. U.S. citizens being
detained by ICE, not for a few hours, but for a few days. So a U.S.
citizen speaking with an accent. U.S. citizens. Do I have to carry
around a passport now? Do I have to tell children that are Amer-
ican citizens to have their ID and passports with them? Is that
what we’re coming to?

Mr. Chairman, I want to work with you. Let’s work on oversight,
OK? A lot of these ICE agents, their performance are probably
going to rely on that defense called qualified immunity when they
do things like violate our Constitutional rights. What is our defense
for not doing a job of oversight?

Facial recognition technology now. Everybody now, citizens or
not, U.S. citizens, facial recognition technology without your per-
mission, without a warrant.

We should, Mr. Chairman, today have Todd Lyons, acting direc-
tor of ICE, come before this committee and explain what is going
on. Mr. Chairman, pursuant to clause 2(k)(6) of rule XI, I move
that the committee subpoena Mr. Todd Lyons, the acting director
of ICE, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Chairman, I move to table.
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Mr. GUEST. There is a motion to table. Mr. Correa, do you yield
back at this point?

Mr. CORREA. Yes.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman yields back.

The gentleman from Florida has moved to table. The motion is
privileged and is nondebatable.

All those in favor of the motion to table, please signify by stating
aye.

Any opposed, signify by stating no.

In the opinion of the Chair the ayes have it.

Is there a request, Mr. Ranking Member?

Mr. CORREA. Recorded vote, sir.

Mr. GUEST. A request for Mr. Correa for a recorded vote. We will
allow the Clerk a moment to—a recorded vote in this matter has
been called.

Mr. Clerk, if you would please call the roll.

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Tennessee.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. McCaul.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez votes aye.

Mr. Pfluger.

Mr. PFLUGER. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Pfluger votes aye.

Mr. Garbarino.

Mr. GARBARINO. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Garbarino votes aye.

Ms. Greene.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Gonzales.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell.

Mr. LUTTRELL. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell votes aye.

Mr. Strong.

Mr. STRONG. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Strong votes aye.

Mr. Brecheen.

Mr. BRECHEEN. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Brecheen votes aye.

Mr. Crane.

Mr. CRANE. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Crane votes aye.

Mr. Ogles.

Mr. OGLES. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Ogles votes aye.

Mrs. Biggs.

Mrs. BIGGS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mrs. Biggs votes aye.

Mr. Evans.
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[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Mackenzie.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Knott.

Mr. KNOTT. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Knott votes aye.

Ranking Member Thompson.

Mr. THOMPSON. Nay.

The CLERK. Ranking Member Thompson votes no.

Mr. Swalwell.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Correa.

Mr. CORREA. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Correa votes no.

Mr. Thanedar.

Mr. THANEDAR. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Thanedar votes no.

Mr. Magaziner.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Goldman.

Mr. GOLDMAN. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Goldman votes no.

Mrs. Ramirez.

Mrs. RAMIREZ. No.

The CLERK. Mrs. Ramirez votes no.

Mr. Kennedy.

Mr. KENNEDY. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Kennedy votes no.

Mrs. Mclver.

Mrs. McIVER. No.

The CLERK. Mrs. Mclver votes no.

Ms. Johnson.

Ms. JOHNSON. No.

The CLERK. Ms. Johnson votes no.

Mr. Hernandez.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ms. Pou.

Ms. Pou. No.

The CLERK. Ms. Pou votes no.

Mr. Carter.

Mr. CARTER. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Carter votes no.

Mr. Green of Texas.

[No response.]

Mr. GUEST. Are there other Members who wish to have their vote
recorded?

The CLERK. Mr. Evans is not recorded.

Mr. Evans votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Clerk, how is the Chair recorded?

The CLERK. The Chair is not recorded.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chair, is Mr. Magaziner recorded?

Mr. GUEST. Is Mr. Magaziner recorded?

The CLERK. Mr. Magaziner was not recorded.
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Mr. GUEST. Mr. Magaziner, how would you like to be recorded?
Mr. Magaziner is recorded as a no.

The CLERK. Mr. Magaziner votes no.

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Clerk, how is the Chair recorded?

The CLERK. The Chair has not been recorded.

Mr. GUEST. The Chair votes aye.

The CLERK. Chairman Guest votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. The Clerk will report the total.

The CLERK. On that vote, Mr. Chairman, there were 12 ayes and
11 noes.

Mr. GUEST. The motion is not successful. Excuse me, the motion
is successful and is agreed to.

At this point, I would recognize my friend from the State of Flor-
ida, Mr. Gimenez, for his 5 minutes of questioning.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Ms. Hopper, how many
children do you think that DHS basically lost, didn’t have track of
during the 4 years of the Biden administration that were made into
the United States?

Ms. HOPPER. The reports vary, but as of the last number that we
were made aware of was over 325,000 children that went unac-
counted for.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Three hundred and twenty-five thousand children
are not accounted for. So my colleagues on the other side don’t
want to speak about this hearing. They want nothing to do with
this hearing. All right. Why? Because of the failure, and one of the
greatest failures in American history, of the Biden administration,
I believe, was in not keeping track of children. It wasn’t like the
folks that sit on the other side of this aisle weren’t made aware by
people sitting on this side of the aisle that it was happening. You
know, they failed to do anything or speak out against really, this
atrocity that was happening to the children that were coming
through the border.

So this hearing is about the enrichment of certain, you know,
NGO’s and their part in this tragedy. But also, one thing that we
haven’t talked about is really, not only did this administration en-
rich a lot of these NGO’s, and I'm not painting them all the same.
I'm Catholic and I'm a really good friend of our bishop in Miami.
All right? You know, we have dinner and all that. So I know the
g}l;eat work that they do, but I know there’s also bad apples in
there.

But also the billions of dollars that flowed to the Mexican cartels
through human trafficking and all of it, all of it, and you heard,
this is not the first time you’re going to hear me say it, was done
on purpose, because you can’t be that stupid. You can’t be that
dumb.

So the Biden administration allowed—Ilost track of 300,000 peo-
ple, children, right, probably lost track of millions of other people,
migrants, you know, in the United States as they were being traf-
ficked all around, some indentured servants, the children inden-
tured servants and, even worse, in sex trade, all done on purpose.
That has to be one of the biggest scandals in American history.
That’s why my colleagues on the other side are running for the
hills. But you can run, but you can’t hide and you can’t justify the
inexcusable. It’s not like we didn’t tell them. It wasn’t like I wasn’t
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here for 4 years telling them, hey, this is happening and it’s done
on purpose. A lot of my colleagues here were doing the same thing,
and they just ran away. Now theyre trying to say, well, I don’t
want to talk about this. I don’t want to talk about what we’re talk-
ing about today.

So what we’re trying to guess bring to light is we want to make
sure this never happens again. Yes, we need to bring it to light
right now because it wasn’t going to be brought to light under the
Biden administration, all right, and make sure that it never hap-
pens again. I thank God that we have President Trump in office
who has controlled the border. So the cartels aren’t getting richer
by the minute using human trafficking, and that our children—
those children are not being exploited.

So, again, what can we do to make sure this never happens
again, Ms. Hopper?

Ms. HoppPER. Thank you for your question. I actually had com-
piled a couple of policy recommendations. Now there are more than
what—that I can provide. But first of all, we need to initiate foren-
sic audits of all ORR contracts over $100 million and potentially
suspend funding until completed, along with implementing full
clawback provisions for unspent funds and mandate independent
Federal oversight, standardized tracking, and thorough home stud-
ies for UAC placements.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Thank you. I hope that we as a committee can
take those recommendations and put them into legislation. I hope
it would be a bipartisan effort, because what’s happening to those
children is definitely a crime.

Thank you. I yield back.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman yields back.

Mr. KENNEDY. Point of order, Mr. Chairman. Point of order.

Mr. GUEST. Point of order.

Mr. KENNEDY. Thank you. I ask unanimous consent to include
into the record this Republican press release from this committee
saying that Catholic Charities and the U.S. Conference of Catholic
Bishops is, in fact, under investigation.

Mr. GUEST. Without objection, it will be admitted.

[The information follows:]

PRESS RELEASE SUBMITTED BY HON. TIMOTHY M. KENNEDY

JUNE 11, 2025

This week, House Committee on Homeland Security Chairman Mark E. Green,
MD (R-TN) and Subcommittee on Oversight, Investigations, and Accountability
Chairman Josh Brecheen (R-OK) launched a probe into more than 200 non-govern-
mental organizations (NGO’s) that were involved in providing services or support to
inadmissible aliens during the Biden-Harris administration’s historic border crisis.

The Chairmen are examining whether these NGO’s used taxpayer dollars to facili-
tate illegal activity, as the previous administration incentivized millions of inadmis-
sible aliens to cross our borders—many of whom were subsequently aided by NGO’s
after being released at the border under the Biden-Harris administration’s mass
catch-and-release policies. Most recently, one recipient of the letter, the Coalition for
Humane Immigrant Rights (CHIRLA), has been linked to the far-left, anti-law en-
forcement riots in Los Angeles. Another recipient of the letter, Southwest Key Pro-
grams, received more than $3 billion under the previous administration to provide
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services, including the transportation and housing of unaccompanied alien children.
Read the full letter to CHIRLA here.!

In the letter, the Chairmen request each NGO complete a survey that includes
questions on the Government grants, contracts, and disbursements they have re-
ceived; any lawsuits against the U.S. Federal Government they are petitioning; ami-
cus briefs they have filed in any lawsuit brought against the U.S. Federal Govern-
ment; any legal service, translation service, transportation, housing, sheltering, or
any other form of assistance provided to illegal immigrants or unaccompanied alien
children since January 2021; and more.

In each letter, the Chairmen write, “To respond to unprecedented surges of illegal
immigrants between January 20, 2021, and January 20, 2025, the Federal Govern-
ment outsourced a much greater share of its migrant response to NGO’s, increasing
NGO revenues while placing the burden of the Biden Administration’s policies on
American taxpayers. Under the Biden Administration, the Department of Homeland
Security (DHS) and the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) funneled
billions of dollars to NGO’s to provide material support, including transportation,
translation services, and housing, to illegal aliens throughout the United States.
The Biden Administration’s reliance on NGO’s therefore created a pull factor by sig-
naling to those who arrived illegally or without proper documentation that they
could expect such assistance, all expensed to American taxpayers, once they arrived
in the United States.”

The Chairmen continue, “Meanwhile, these same NGO’s saw their annual reve-
nues rise significantly. For example, it was reported that three prominent NGO’s
that assisted illegal aliens made a combined $597 million in revenue in 2019, while
in 2022 those NGO’s enjoyed a combined revenue of $2 billion. Further, the Com-
mittee is concerned that some of these NGO’s may currently be actively advising
and training illegal aliens on strategies to avoid cooperation with immigration offi-
cials. An undercover video recently exposed one NGO, which receives 55 percent of
its revenue from Federal and State government grants, for training illegal aliens to
avoid or potentially impede immigration officials.”

The Chairmen conclude, “The Committee is also deeply troubled by the near-total
lack of accountability for how these dollars are being spent by NGO’s. In March
2023, the DHS Office of Inspector General (OIG) reported an audit of how NGO’s
spent millions of dollars received from the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA). Ultimately, the government watchdog could not account for more than half
of the funding it had audited, due to lack of proper documentation by these groups.”

A few of the NGO’s that received this letter:

e Catholic Charities USA

e Council on American-Islamic Relations

o Haitian Bridge Alliance

e U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops

e The Coalition for Humane Immigrant Rights (CHIRLA)

o Global Refuge

e Southwest Key Programs

e Endeavors

e Make the Road New York

BACKGROUND

The committee’s Phase One report into the Biden-Harris administration’s border
crisis, published in July 2023, found that from the early days of the crisis in 2021
to the end of the previous administration, DHS released inadmissible aliens to a
vast network of NGO’s, particularly those located at the border, who then provided
logistical support to inadmissible aliens. These groups received billions of taxpayer
dollars from DHS to provide all manner of services to illegal aliens once they were
released from U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) or Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement (ICE) custody, including food, lodging, and transportation to the
destination of their choice. In 2022, ICE told Fox News that it was transporting
these individuals “to airports and transit hubs, and coordinat[ing] with non-govern-
mental organizations to provide migrants with shelter, food, clothing and transport.”

The Government Accountability Office (GAO) left no doubt about the Federal Gov-
ernment’s collaboration with NGO’s at the Southwest Border, per a report issued
April 19, 2023. In the study, the GAO notes, “When releasing these noncitizens into
the U.S., DHS components such as CBP and U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement may coordinate with nonprofit organizations that provide services such as

1 https:/ | homeland.house.gov | wp-content | uploads /2025 | 06 | 2025-06-10-Green-Brecheen-to-
Salas-CHIRLA-re-Federal-Funding.pdf.
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food, shelter, and transportation.” One groundbreaking study in 2022 used mobile-
device data to show that NGO’s are serving as a launching pad for illegal aliens
to disperse throughout the country.

In April, Chairmen Green and Brecheen sent a letter to the Chinese-American
Planning Council (CPC) in response to a video reportedly showing employees of the
NGO—which has been awarded over $1 million in taxpayer funding since 2022—
advising illegal aliens on how to evade apprehension by ICE. The NGO has alleg-
edly received funding from Chinese government-backed entities that are linked to
the Chinese Communist Party (CCP), according to new reports.

In March, Chairmen Green and Brecheen were joined by Subcommittee on Emer-
gency Management and Technology Chairman Dale Strong (R-AL) in sending let-
ters to the mayors of New York City, Los Angeles, and Chicago, investigating
whether Federal funds were given to entities engaged in or facilitating illegal activi-
ties during the Biden-Harris administration’s historic border crisis. The committee
suspects that funds awarded, obligated, or distributed under the Shelter and Serv-
ices Program (SSP) helped incentivize illegal immigration.

In October 2023, Chairman Green and then-Chairman of the Subcommittee on
Oversight, Investigations, and Accountability Dan Bishop sent 2 letters docu-
menting the committee’s deepening investigation into suspicious contracts awarded
by ICE that were facilitated by ICE official Claire Trickler-McNulty and her former
colleague, Andrew Lorenzen-Strait.

In August 2023, Lorenzen-Strait admitted in an undercover video that he used his
previous connections with former President Joe Biden’s 2020 transition team to help
facilitate sole-source, no-bid contracts to the non-profit group Endeavors—for which
Lorenzen-Strait went to work in January 2021 as senior director for migrant serv-
ices and Federal affairs—to provide services to illegal aliens. Despite having no ex-
perience as lead contractor for such shelter services, Endeavors ultimately received
more than $600 million in contracts from DHS and HHS. Lorenzen-Strait later left
the organization in September 2022.

Trickler-McNulty was the ICE official in charge of approving or terminating con-
tracts involving new alien detention facilities and Alternatives to Detention (ATD)
programs, and she has prior professional relationships with anti-enforcement
groups. The Chairmen demanded answers from Mr. Lorenzen-Strait and were joined
by then-Chairman of the Subcommittee on Border Security and Enforcement Clay
Higgins (R-LA) in demanding answers from then-Acting ICE Director Patrick J.
Lechleitner on the concerning reports of impropriety and suspected anti-enforcement
bias at senior levels in the agency.

Mr. GUEST. The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from the
State of Michigan, Dr. Thanedar, for his 5 minutes of questions.

b Mr. THANEDAR. Thank you, Chair, and thank you, Ranking Mem-
er.

Today I speak as a representative of the American people who
desire accountability, transparency, and integrity. My Republican
colleagues on this committee continue to discuss fabricated allega-
tions and are intimidating NGO’s, a step straight out of the author-
itarian playbook. If they want to investigate fraud, waste, and
abuse, this committee should instead focus on DHS Inspector Gen-
eral Joseph Cuffari’s failure to uphold his office’s core principles of
accountability, transparency, and integrity.

The position of Inspector General is a vital one. IGs are tasked
with ensuring the agency they oversee remains honest and lawful.
During a period when the DHS is riddled with incompetence and
abuse of law, the Inspector General is ever so important. However,
it is clear that Mr. Cuffari is incapable of holding DHS responsible
due to his own disregard for accountability.

IG Cuffari misused 1.4 million in taxpayer dollars by hiring a
private law firm to investigate his own employees in retaliation for
their criticism of his qualifications. He ultimately had to pay one
of those employees 1.7 million settlement. Inspector Generals are
supposed to protect whistleblowers from retaliation, not be the
source of retaliation.
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The IG misrepresented himself during his confirmation process
by failing to disclose when asked that at the time of his retirement
from the Justice Department, he was under investigation by the
DOJ’s Office of Inspector General for ethics violations. Further-
more, he provided inaccurate and misleading answers with respect
to possible misconduct when he was a Federal law enforcement of-
ficer. We also know that Mr. Cuffari routinely deleted text mes-
sages from his own Government-issued phone, a violation of Fed-
eral recordkeeping laws. Last, he continuously obstructed this com-
mittee’s work to by refusing to respond to inquiries and blocking
his employees from appearing for transcribed interviews.

Investigating all of these controversies, the Council of Inspector
General on Integrity and Efficiency, an office then run by a Trump-
appointed Inspector General, found that Mr. Cuffari had abused
his authority and engaged in substantial misconduct, recom-
mending that President Biden fire him. Mr. Cuffari’s tenure as In-
spector General has been marked by fraud, waste, and abuse. He
has rendered the very watchdog office meant to protect DHS from
abuse and mismanagement untrustworthy and inefficient. For the
sake of accountability and for the sake of public trust in Govern-
ment, this committee must demand more from the Inspector Gen-
eral and hold him responsible.

Mr. Chair, pursuant to clause 2(k)(6) of rule XI, I move that the
committee subpoena DHS Inspector General Joseph V. Cuffari to
appear before this committee to provide sworn testimony and to
produce all relevant documents regarding his performance as the
DHS Inspector General.

With that——

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Chair, I move to table.

Mr. THANEDAR [continuing]. I yield back.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman yields back. There has been a motion
from Mr. Gimenez from Florida to table, the gentleman that moves
the table. That motion is privileged and is nondebatable.

All those in favor of the motion, signify by saying aye.

All those opposed, signify by saying no.

The ruling of the Chair is that the ayes prevail.

Is there a motion for a recorded vote? Dr. Thanedar.

Mr. THANEDAR. Yes. Yes.

Mr. GUEST. A motion for a recorded vote has been made. If we
will take a moment to allow the Clerk to return to his position.

Would the Clerk please call the roll?

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Tennessee.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. McCaul.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez votes aye.

Mr. Pfluger.

Mr. PFLUGER. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Pfluger votes aye.

Mr. Garbarino.
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Mr. GARBARINO. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Garbarino votes aye.
Ms. Greene.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Gonzales.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell.

Mr. LUTTRELL. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell votes aye.
Mr. Strong.

Mr. STRONG. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Strong votes aye.
Mr. Brecheen.

Mr. BRECHEEN. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Brecheen votes aye.
Mr. Crane.

Mr. CRANE. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Crane votes aye.
Mr. Ogles.

Mr. OGLES. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Ogles votes aye.
Mrs. Biggs.

Mrs. BIGGS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mrs. Biggs votes aye.
Mr. Evans. Mr. Evans.

Mr. EVANS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Evans votes aye.
Mr. Mackenzie.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Knott.

Mr. KNOTT. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Knott votes aye.
Ranking Member Thompson.

Mr. THOMPSON. No.

The CLERK. Ranking Member Thompson votes no.
Mr. Swalwell.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Correa.

Mr. CORREA. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Correa votes no.
Mr. Thanedar.

Mr. THANEDAR. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Thanedar votes no.
Mr. Magaziner.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Goldman.

Mr. GOLDMAN. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Goldman votes no.
Mrs. Ramirez.

Mrs. RAMIREZ. No.

The CLERK. Mrs. Ramirez votes no.
Mr. Kennedy.

Mr. KENNEDY. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Kennedy votes no.
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Mrs. Mclver.

Mrs. McIVER. No.

The CLERK. Mrs. Mclver votes no.

Ms. Johnson.

Ms. JOHNSON. No.

The CLERK. Ms. Johnson votes no.

Mr. Hernandez.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ms. Pou.

Ms. Pou. No.

The CLERK. Ms. Pou votes no.

Mr. Carter.

Mr. CARTER. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Carter votes no.

Mr. Green of Texas.

[No response.]

Mr. SWALWELL. How am I recorded?

The CLERK. I am sorry, I didn’t see who the request was from.

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Swalwell.

The CLERK. Mr. Swalwell is not recorded.

Mr. SWALWELL. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Swalwell votes no.

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Clerk, how is the Chair recorded?

The CLERK. The Chair has not been recorded.

Mr. GUEST. The Chair votes aye.

The CLERK. Chairman Guest votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. Are there any other Members who wish to be re-
corded?

Mr. HiGGINS. How is Higgins recorded?

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins was not recorded.

Mr. HIGGINS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. Any additional Members who wish to be recorded on
this vote?

The Clerk will tally and report the totals.

The CLERK. On that vote, Mr. Chairman, there were 13 ayes and
11 noes.

Mr. GUEST. The motion is agreed to.

At this time, the Chair would recognize for 5 minutes of his ques-
tioning Mr. Pfluger from the great State of Texas.

Mr. PFLUGER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Never been so dis-
appointed to sit in a partisan hearing. I mean, what a joke.

Let me just correct the record for the gentleman from Mississippi
talking about the floods in Texas and FEMA not being there. False.
Completely false. They were there. I don’t think the Ranking Mem-
ber was there. I was there. Several people on this committee were
there. So the assertion that FEMA was not there, you want to po-
liticize something, go politicize something else, but that is out of
bounds. What a tragedy. To try to take advantage of that in this
space, the Homeland Security space, formed after 9/11, what a
tragic statement to make. I mean, of all the things. We kind-of
knew the politicization was coming, but for it to happen in this
committee. The Secretary was there multiple times. FEMA director
was engaged everywhere. People on this committee were recovering
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and searching for bodies. I am just shocked, totally shocked at that
statement.

You know, where else my colleagues on the other side of the aisle
were not? They weren’t at the border for the last 4 years. I was
there. I would like to seek unanimous consent to submit for the
record 2 videos from the Darien Gap from a CODEL in 2023, Mr.
Chairman.

Mr. GUEST. Without objection.*

Mr. PFLUGER. These videos show the children that are walking
through. Only one Democrat accepted the offer to go to that
CODEL, to go see first-hand. Only one. The entire subcommittee
was invited and yet only one and he is no longer a Member. Only
one. You know how many hearings we had at the border from 2021
and 2022? Zero. You know how many hearings we had on border
security from 2021 to 2022? Zero. So it is pretty rich to hear the
assertions from the gentleman from Mississippi that the FEMA di-
rector is not involved in flooding. The DHS is not involved in flood-
ing.

Ms. Hopper, in your testimony, you talk about unprecedented
trafficking due to lack of sponsor vetting, and you also talk about
alarming conditions and falsified records. I am going to give you 2
minutes to describe the lack of sponsor vetting that led to the
abuse of children at a level that is completely unprecedented. Be
specific.

Ms. HopPER. Thank you for your time. When we’re talking about
sponsor vetting, when I spoke with a retired Border Patrol agent,
he had said that the requirements to adopt a dog that was about
to be euthanized were higher than the standards and the docu-
ments that needed to be provided for an adult to sponsor a child.
He went through more hoops to adopt a dog than what people
would go through to sponsor a child. When it only takes 2 phone
calls to verify that someone picks up on the other line, voice
verification, or you receive a photograph of an identification
through WhatsApp with no facial match to the person sending the
photograph; when people talk about doing better job in photoshop
with fake IDs than what the documents they received in a picture
of an ID. No meaningful background checks on these sponsors,
when you have children that are unaccompanied, and as a mother,
as a Christian, as a Hispanic, you have children being sent to
known pedophiles, known gang members, known individuals with
criminal backgrounds, that is what led to this.

Mr. PFLUGER. Thank you. Every single person that was on this
committee from 2021 to the end of President Biden’s presidency
went to the border multiple times, multiple times, and saw these
atrocities that were happening first-hand, talked to these kids, saw
the ones that were left in the brush. So it’s pretty rich to say that
we shouldn’t be looking at NGO’s that had a role, that were cul-
pable and complicit in not vetting people or not doing the appro-
priate work.

Mr. Chairman, thank you. Thank you for holding this hearing.
I yield back.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman yields back.

*The videos are retained in committee files and they are available upon request.
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The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from California, Mr.
Swalwell.

Mr. SWALWELL. Nobody asked for the cruel deportations that we
are seeing right now. We were promised that violent criminals, the
worst in our community, would be removed. I am good with that.
I don’t want violent criminals who are undocumented in our com-
munity. I will help with that. Put out a list of a thousand people,
most Americans are up for getting those folks out of our commu-
nity. We were promised the worst would be removed.

What we have found is that rather than focusing on the worst
offenders in our community, this administration arrested a 6-year-
old battling leukemia and detained that 6-year-old in the cruelest,
harshest conditions. ICE detained a 6-year-old leukemia patient
and his family even though they followed every immigration rule.
In detention, the children cried every night according to the fam-
ily’s attorney. The woman’s 6-year-old son also experienced bruis-
ing and bone pain, both symptoms of leukemia, and missed an ap-
pointment related to his cancer treatment. His sister barely ate.

Don’t give me this Christian nonsense that I have heard from
some of these witnesses. I am a Christian, I am a father, I am from
a law enforcement family. I was a prosecutor. This is not who we
are. This is not what any American signed up for.

This administration deported a 4-year-old American citizen bat-
tling cancer. They arrested a U.S. marshal. They are not up for
this job. They are just up for the cruelty, for owning the libs. They
are not serious about protecting our communities from the worst.

These ICE agents running around our communities like masked
bank robbers, terrorizing women, they are going to get themselves
hurt, and I hope that doesn’t happen. We are already seeing
women are being targeted by people who are impersonating ICE
agents. I hope every State that is able to and every community that
is able to unmasks ICE with their policies. If you are standing on
the law, you can show your face.

The FBI, they are probably doing a search-and-seizure right now
at some dangerous criminal’s home. They are not masked. They
loudly on their blue jackets have that yellow insignia that says
FBI. No other law enforcement agency in America runs around our
communities masked. It is time that we unmask ICE.

This is an administration that does not want to be held account-
able. Secretary Noem does not want to come in and testify. Stephen
Miller certainly doesn’t want to sit in that chair and defend putting
this 6-year-old battling leukemia into deportation proceedings. Tom
Homan doesn’t want to come here and defend why he thinks it is
OK to target people based on their accent and the color of their
skin. Yes, he said that. Thankfully, a California court has shut that
down and, hopefully, more lawsuits are brought across America to
shut that down.

But my Republican colleagues in Congress, they don’t work for
the administration. They are, theoretically, an independent branch
of Government, Article 1, the preeminent branch of Government.
So why do they go for this? Why do they enable this? Why aren’t
they outraged that this 6-year-old boy was in a condition where
children are crying every night and experiencing bone pain as he
fights cancer?
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This issue is pretty simple. Go after the worst and protect the
most vulnerable, the ones who are contributing to our community.
So if our Republican colleagues are not up for holding the adminis-
tration accountable, then Democrats will.

So, Mr. Chairman, pursuant to clause 2(k)(6) of rule XI, I move
that the committee subpoena White House Deputy Chief of Staff
for Policy and Homeland Security Advisor Stephen Miller.

Mr. GUEST. Does the gentleman yield back?

Mr. SWALWELL. Yes.

Mr. GUEST. Is there a motion?

Mr. HiGGINS. Motion to table.

Mr. GUEST. There has been a motion to table.

Mr. SWALWELL. Recorded vote.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman moves the motion to table. The mo-
tion to table is privileged and nondebatable.

All those in favor of the motion to table, please signify by saying
aye.

Any opposed, no.

The ruling of the Chair is the ayes have it.

Mr. Swalwell—

Mr. SWALWELL. Recorded vote.

Mr. GUEST [continuing]. Is there a motion for a recorded vote? A
motion for a recorded vote has been made. We will allow the Clerk
a moment to resume his position.

The Clerk will call the roll.

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Tennessee.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. McCaul.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins.

Mr. HIGGINS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins votes aye.

Mr. Gimenez.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez votes aye.

Mr. Pfluger.

Mr. PFLUGER. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Pfluger votes aye.

Mr. Garbarino.

Mr. GARBARINO. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Garbarino votes aye.

Ms. Greene.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Gonzales.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell.

Mr. LUTTRELL. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell votes aye.

Mr. Strong.

Mr. STRONG. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Strong votes aye.

Mr. Brecheen.

Mr. BRECHEEN. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Brecheen votes aye.
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Mr. Crane.

Mr. CRANE. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Crane votes aye.
Mr. Ogles.

Mr. OGLES. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Ogles votes aye.
Mrs. Biggs.

Mrs. BIGGS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mrs. Biggs votes aye.
Mr. Evans.

Mr. EVANS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Evans votes aye.
Mr. Mackenzie.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Mackenzie votes aye.
Mr. Knott.

Mr. KNOTT. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Knott votes aye.
Ranking Member Thompson.

Mr. THOMPSON. No.

The CLERK. Ranking Member Thompson votes no.
Mr. Swalwell.

Mr. SWALWELL. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Swalwell votes no.
Mr. Correa.

Mr. CORREA. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Correa votes no.
Mr. Thanedar.

Mr. THANEDAR. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Thanedar votes no.
Mr. Magaziner.

Mr. MAGAZINER. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Magaziner votes no.
Mr. Goldman.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mrs. Ramirez.

Mrs. RAMIREZ. No.

The CLERK. Mrs. Ramirez votes no.
Mr. Kennedy.

Mr. KENNEDY. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Kennedy votes no.
Mrs. Meclver.

Mrs. MCIVER. No.

The CLERK. Mrs. Mclver votes no.
Ms. Johnson.

Ms. JOHNSON. No.

The CLERK. Ms. Johnson votes no.
Mr. Hernandez.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ms. Pou.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Carter.

Mr. CARTER. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Carter votes no.
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Mr. Green of Texas.

Mr. GREEN. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Texas votes no.

Mr. Goldman has not been recorded.

Mr. GOLDMAN. No, sir.

The CLERK. Mr. Goldman votes no.

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Clerk, how is the Chair recorded?

The CLERK. The Chair has not yet been recorded.

Mr. GUEST. Chair votes aye.

The CLERK. The Chairman votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. Are there any other Members who wish to have their
vote recorded? If not, the Clerk will report the total to the com-
mittee.

The CLERK. Mr. Chairman, on that vote there were 14 ayes and
12 noes.

Mr. GUEST. The motion is passed at this time.

The Chair would recognize the gentleman from the great State
of New York, Mr.—oh, I am sorry. At this time, we would recognize
the gentleman from the great State of Texas, Mr. Luttrell, for his
questioning.

Mr. LUTTRELL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I am going to point out Mr. Swalwell’s point about that young
man, and I don’t know the information on it, that he was detained.
We have to do a better job. You know, here on this committee, as
far as oversight goes, there are multiple problems that I see. We
should do our absolute best in the Department to not make mis-
takes. The number of 325,000 missing children is a problem. We
shouldn’t have that problem.

My question is to Mr. Howell and Ms. Hopper. When those ba-
bies came across the border and were touched by Homeland Secu-
rity and then passed on to an NGO, I would think that the NGO
should have responsibility of knowing where those children went,
correct?

Ms. HoPPER. They should.

Mr. LUTTRELL. Are we aware whether or not the NGO’s have
records of who took those children into custody? Because I would
think that we should have the NGO’s also in front of us answering
those questions so we can find those children.

Ms. HOPPER. They should.

Mr. LUTTRELL. Do they?

Ms. HoPPER. That would be a great question for the NGO’s.

Mr. LuTTRELL. Mr. Howell.

Mr. HoweLL. Congressman, in litigation, we have sued the De-
partment for record sets kept by the NGO’s that the Department
has access to. Those record sets do not have a lot of information.
That is by design. It is why the Government offloads this responsi-
bility to nonprofits so they don’t have to answer your tough ques-
tions and have custody of this derogatory information.

Mr. LUTTRELL. So to clarify your statement, NGO’s are not to be
held accountable for data aggregation on children that they move
from their—through their organization into custody of someone
else?

Mr. HOWELL. They absolutely should be held accountable.
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Mr. LUTTRELL. I know they should be, but are you saying that
they are or are not?

Mr. HOWELL. Are not.

Mr. LUTTRELL. And that is in the language that has been created
for NGO’s to get Government grants?

Mr. HOWELL. Correct. There are obligations on the recipient of
grants to keep statistics, information, et cetera, and all sorts of
other legal obligations that are upon them.

Ms. HoPPER. To add to that, they have a contractual account-
ability. But aside from contractual accountability, it ends there.

Mr. LUuTTRELL. What you got?

Mr. Rosas. Well, that’s exactly the problem, because it’s not just
the fact that we had this massive volume of people and so things
are obviously going to slip through the cracks. There’s no way to
really figure out exactly how many they ran through or how many
they processed, because, like Border Patrol at the time, and Cus-
toms, they were overwhelmed because people had a greater incen-
tive to arrive illegally because of the policies pursued by the Biden-
Harris administration.

Mr. LUTTRELL. So to my understanding for this committee and
moving forward, we need to make sure that legislation states prop-
erly that any NGO, whether or not be it the Catholic organization
or whomever, has to follow certain guidelines and rules which obvi-
ously that is not in place. Correct? In order for us to maintain ac-
countability for any and all who come through our border, child,
whomever, into the United States of America, we need to know ex-
actly where they are at all times. Correct?

Ms. HoOPPER. It should be tied in the contract along with the
grant money that it is outlined who is responsible for the data col-
lection and management, whether it’s HHS or the NGO’s. If the
NGO’s are responsible, it needs to outline the requirements and the
expectations of how to maintain.

Mr. LUTTRELL. So DHS needs to provide those, those standards
to any NGO. Those NGO’s need to have those standards passed on
to anybody that is receiving a child.

Ms. HOPPER. If they're accepting the grant dollars.

Mr. LUTTRELL. Correct. So that is our next step. I would say that
is pretty simple. Right?

Mr. HOWELL. I would say the simpler solution is to stop funding
the invasion of the United States. We can impose the standards.

Mr. LUTTRELL. I don’t—OK. I got you, buddy. I am trying to go
granular on this. I agree with you wholeheartedly, but I am trying
to fix a problem that exists. We can bitch about it all day long,
which we are just going to beat each other up and we are not going
to go anywhere. I am really trying to fix this problem. OK? So we
have to move legislatively in order to solve that problem.

Mr. HoweLL. Right. H.R. 2 contains a provision which would do
a lot of that. It could also be improved.

Mr. LUTTRELL. OK. So my next step as Congressional Member is
to write a legislation that both sides would agree on in order to fix
this problem. That sounds like a pretty good fix. Correct?

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I yield back.

Mr. HIGGINS [presiding]. The gentlemen yields.

Mr. Goldman is recognized for questioning.
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Mr. GOoLDMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Here we are again La-La-Land and Homeland Security Com-
mittee conducting oversight of the President and his administra-
tion. Great. Because there are many, many things that Congress
should be conducting oversight over this administration. Donald
Trump campaigned on finding convicted criminals who are unlaw-
fully here in this country and deporting them. The worst of the
worst, he said. Instead, he and his unidentified, masked secret ICE
agents are snatching and arresting immigrants from court pro-
ceedings, nonviolent, noncriminal immigrants pursuing legal path-
ways to immigrate to this country, and then illegally detaining
them in horrific conditions and even possibly deporting them de-
spite the fact that they are here legally.

You would think the committee with jurisdiction over the De-
partment of Homeland Security would want to conduct oversight
over the Department’s refusal to allow Members of Congress to ob-
serve the conditions of DHS detention facilities. In fact, there is a
specific statute that authorizes both Republicans and Democrats to
conduct oversight over facilities that house or detain immigrants.
But no, the Department refuses. So we are here in the Homeland
Security Committee and I am sure the Republican Majority of does
not like it when this administration undermines its own authority,
its own statutory authority to conduct oversight.

But no, instead of all of that, we are here talking yet again about
Joe Biden. News flash: Joe Biden is not the President. He hasn’t
been the President for 7 months. So if we are going to conduct
oversight here, why are we doing it about the Biden administration
when this administration is literally detaining lawful permanent
residents and even some U.S. citizens?

It gets worse. It is not just those masked ICE agents. There are
many FBI agents who are being called away from their duties to
investigate terrorism, violent gangs, child trafficking, and other
crimes in order to help ICE arrest and detain immigrants with
legal asylum claims, nonviolent. That makes our homeland less
safe, not more safe. So we should hear from FBI Director Kash
Patel about how many of his criminal investigators are being taken
away from their criminal investigatory jobs keeping Americans safe
in order to help round up noncriminal immigrants trying to immi-
grate the right way.

Some of these detainees are being held in Bureau of Prisons’ de-
tention centers that are unfit for convicted criminals to stay in. We
should hear from Pam Bondi about how much of the Department’s
resources are being used to detain these nonviolent, noncriminal
immigration detainees.

While they are here, we can ask them about a very pressing:
what is going on with the Epstein files? Donald Trump promised
to release them. Pam Bondi said she had the files on her desk and
that she was going to release them in the name of transparency.
Kash Patel has spent years railing against the FBI to release the
files. Many of my Republican colleagues were banging on the table
to release the Epstein files. But now, all of a sudden, after a
months-long review, Bondi and Patel say nothing to see here. No
evidence that any American would want to see about accomplices,
co-conspirators, or other people involved.
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Yesterday, the Republicans voted against releasing the files. So
what has changed? Well, we all know Donald Trump had a rela-
tionship with Jeffrey Epstein. He flew on his plane, he hung out
in parties, spoke highly of him. Now there are many people saying
that Donald Trump is included in the Epstein files. In fact, there
are reporters who say that there are videos of him with topless
women. Elon Musk even confirmed that Trump is blocking the re-
lease of these files because he is in them. Pam Bondi says there
is nothing there. But Donald Trump even acknowledges that there
is evidence there. It is just not credible. It is made up.

This is a Truth Social post from 9:43 this morning. It is an ad-
mission that Donald Trump is in the Epstein files and the Amer-
ican people deserve to know whether he is or not.

[The information follows:]

Donald J. Trump

@realDonaldTrump — Truth Social Post. 07/16/25. 9:43 a.m.

The Radical Left Democrats have hit pay dirt, again! Just like with the FAKE and fully
discredited Steele Dossier, the lying 51 “Intelligence” Agents, the Laptop from Hell, which
the Dems swore had come from Russia (No, it came from Hunter Biden's bathroom!), and
even the Russia, Russia, Russia Scam itself, a totally fake and made up story used in order
to hide Crooked Hillary Clinton's big loss in the 2016 Presidential Election, these Scams
and Hoaxes are all the Democrats are good at - It's all they have - They are no good at
governing, no good at policy, and no good at picking winning candidates. Also, unlike
Republicans, they stick together like glue. Their new SCAM is what we will forever call the
Jeffrey Epstein Hoax, and my PAST supporters have bought into this “bullshit,” hook, line,
and sinker. They haven't learned their lesson, and probably never will, even after being
conned by the Lunatic Left for 8 long years. | have had more success in 6 months than
perhaps any President in our Country’s history, and all these people want to talk about,
with strong prodding by the Fake Mews and the success starved Dems, is the Jeffrey
Epstein Hoax. Let these weaklings continue forward and do the Democrats work, don’t
even think about talking of our incredible and unprecedented success, because | don't
want their support anymore! Thank you for your attention to this matter. MAKE AMERICA
GREAT AGAIN!
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Mr. HiGGINS. The gentleman’s time has expired. Mr. Garbarino
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GoOLDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would—pursuant to clause
2(k)(6) of rule XI

Mr. HIGGINS. The gentleman is not recognized. Your time has ex-
pired.

Mr. GOLDMAN. I have a motion, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Garbarino, you are recognized for questioning.

Mr. GoLDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have a motion.

Mr. GARBARINO. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. HIGGINS. The gentleman has a motion?

Mr. GOLDMAN. Pursuant to clause 2(k)(6) of rule XI, I move that
the committee subpoena Pam Bondi, Attorney General of the
United States, and Kash Patel, the Director of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation.

Mr. GARBARINO. Mr. Chairman, motion to table.

Mr. HIGGINS. The gentleman has a motion?

Mr. GARBARINO. Motion to table.

Mr. HiGGINS. Motion to table is privileged and nondebatable.

I shall ask all those in favor of the motion to table say aye.

All those opposed?

In the opinion of the Chair, the ayes have it and the motion to
table is agreed to.

Mr. GOLDMAN. Can I have a recorded vote, please?

Mlil HIGGINS. A recorded vote is requested. The Clerk shall call
to roll.

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Tennessee.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. McCaul.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins.

Mr. HIGGINS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins votes aye.

Mr. Gimenez.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez votes aye.

Mr. Pfluger.

Mr. PFLUGER. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Pfluger votes aye.

Mr. Garbarino.

Mr. GARBARINO. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Garbarino votes aye.

Ms. Greene.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Gonzales.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Strong.

Mr. STRONG. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Strong votes aye.

Mr. Brecheen.

Mr. BRECHEEN. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Brecheen votes aye.
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Mr. Crane.

Mr. CRANE. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Crane votes aye.
Mr. Ogles.

Mr. OGLES. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Ogles votes aye.
Mrs. Biggs.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Evans.

Mr. EVANS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Evans votes aye.
Mr. Mackenzie.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Knott.

Mr. KNOTT. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Knott votes aye.
Ranking Member Thompson.

Mr. THOMPSON. No.

The CLERK. Ranking Member Thompson votes no.
Mr. Swalwell.

Mr. SWALWELL. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Swalwell votes no.
Mr. Correa.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Thanedar.

Mr. THANEDAR. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Thanedar votes no.
Mr. Magaziner.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Goldman.

Mr. GOLDMAN. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Goldman votes no.
Mrs. Ramirez.

Mrs. RAMIREZ. No.

The CLERK. Mrs. Ramirez votes no.
Mr. Kennedy.

Mr. KENNEDY. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Kennedy votes no.
Mrs. Mclver.

Mrs. MCIVER. No.

The CLERK. Mrs. Mclver votes no.
Ms. Johnson.

Ms. JOHNSON. No.

The CLERK. Ms. Johnson votes no.
Mr. Hernandez.

Mr. HERNANDEZ. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Hernandez votes no.
Ms. Pou.

Ms. Pou. No.

The CLERK. Ms. Pou votes no.

Mr. Carter.

Mr. CARTER. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Carter votes no.
Mr. Green of Texas.
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Mr. GREEN. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Texas votes no.

Mr. CORREA. Am I recorded?

The CLERK. Mr. Correa is not recorded.

Mr. CORREA. Vote no.

The CLERK. Mr. Correa votes no.

Mr. GUEST. How am I recorded?

The CLERK. Chairman Guest is not recorded.

Mr. GUEST. Chair votes aye.

The CLERK. Chairman Guest votes aye.

Mr. HiGGINS. Is any other Member not recorded?

Mrs. Bicas. Biggs votes aye.

The CLERK. Mrs. Biggs votes aye.

Mr. GOLDMAN. Mr. Chairman, what are we waiting for?

Mr. HIGGINS. I am sorry, sir?

Mr. GOLDMAN. What are we waiting for?

Mr. HiGGINS. We are waiting for all Members to complete voting,
sir.

Mr. GOLDMAN. We have all Members who have completed votes,
Mr. Chairman.

Mr. HIGGINS. I am sorry, sir?

Mr. GOoLDMAN. We would like to call the question and have the
vote tallied. All Members who are present have voted.

Mr. HiGGINS. Your request is heard and denied. We are waiting
for Members to return to the chamber to vote.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes, Mr. Ranking Member.

%Vh". THOMPSON. We went through this once, but that is not in the
rule.

Mr. HigGiINns. It is kind of you to have that opinion, Mr. Ranking
Member, but I am the Chairman and we are going to wait till
Members return for the vote. You guys are pushing a button on
these procedural votes. It is not on the agenda. It was not dis-
cussed prior to this hearing. We are going to give all Members of
both sides ample time to return to the chamber and cast their vote.
That is the end of that debate.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman. For the record——

Mr. HIGGINS. Perhaps it is not.

Mr. THOMPSON [continuing]. The committee didn’t even give no-
tice of this hearing. So you are talking about engaging?

Mr. HIGGINS. I am quite certain that the committee is within the
parameters of the rules of the House and the committee. Mr. Rank-
ing Member, you have been on the committee longer than most of
us have been——

Mr. THOMPSON. That is why I am trying to——

Mr. HIGGINS [continuing]. An adult.

Mr. THOMPSON [continuing]. Explain the rules to you.

Mr. HiGGINS. I am pretty sure you know the rules. We are fol-
lowing the rules.

Mr. GOLDMAN. Which rule are you following, Mr. Chairman?

Mr. HIGGINS. You are the attorney, sir. You can look up the
rules. I can tell you that I have high confidence that this com-
mittee, the staff of this committee is following every rule and the
parameters shall be continued. We will wait for Members to return
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to the chambers. This happens all the time. This is not new. This
happens in every committee. When procedural votes are called
Members have excused themselves after their questioning to han-
dle our business. They have to return to the chamber. We will
allow that for the Democrats. We will allow it for the Republicans.
That is fair.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, we have never asked to wait on
to vote. We never have.

Mr. HiGcGINs. Well, did anyone tell you to ask, Mr. Ranking
Member? Because that is

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, it is not in the rules of the committee.

Mr. HIGGINS [continuing]. Generally a rule.

Mr. THOMPSON. It is not the rules of the committee.

Mr. Hicgins. OK. Well, you are welcome to have that opinion.
But I state again that the committee is operating within the pa-
rameiters of the rules of the House and the committee. I have the
gavel.

Mr. GOLDMAN. Parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. HiGGINS. I have the gavel and I have the right to keep the
vote open until Members have returned from across campus to cast
an important vote.

Mr. GOLDMAN. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. HiGGINS. This is not new. It is historically accurate and tra-
ditional in Congress.

Mr. GOLDMAN. That is not true, Mr. Chairman. It is never done
in this committee and other committees have specific rules that
allow for the Chairman to do this. This committee does not have
that rule. We are simply asking if you are doing this pursuant to
the rules of the House or the committee that you simply point us
to the rule that allows you to do this. Because if you are now ruling
as Chairman without the authority of the rules, we have a whole
different issue.

Mr. GARBARINO. Mr. Chairman, point of order.

Mr. HiGGINS. Point of order to the gentleman, Mr. Garbarino.

Mr. GARBARINO. This committee existed before the gentleman
from New York was a Member of Congress. I was in the Minority
back here in 2021. Some of my colleagues did. The Ranking Mem-
ber who was Chairman at that time repeatedly held votes open
when they were not—for Members to return here to vote, not be-
cause——

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman yields?

Mr. GARBARINO [continuing]. They were for one way or another,
but for Members to get back on procedural motions. I have experi-
enced it. When I was the Member Minority, Members were allowed
ample time to return from unscheduled votes in this committee.
Thank you.

Mr. HIGGINS. The gentleman yields. The gentlemen is——

Mr. THOMPSON. The gentlemen from New York. Since you——

Mr. HiGGINS. Is the Ranking Member asking

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes.

Mr. HIGGINS [continuing]. To be recognized?

Mr. THOMPSON. Obviously, Mr. Garbarino, that is not true. When
did that happen? When did that happen?

Mr. HIGGINS. The Ranking Member is not recognized.
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Does Mrs. Mclver wish to be recognized?

Mr. THOMPSON. No, I am still talking.

Mr. HIGGINS. You haven’t been recognized.

Mr. THOMPSON. You recognized me.

Mr. HiGGINS. Would you like—I did not.

Mr. THOMPSON. You did.

Mr. HIGGINS. You want me to recognize you now? You are recog-
nized now.

Mr. THOMPSON. Obviously, I was talking to you already, Mr.
Garbarino, because I had been recognized.

Mr. GARBARINO. Yes.

Mr. THOMPSON. But that is not true. That is factually not true,
what you said.

Mr. GARBARINO. That is—I don’t recall the date, but I recall it
happening. I recall votes being held open. So because whether
there were other votes or other committees, there was procedural
motions. There were also markups where votes were held open or
sometimes delayed.

Mr. THOMPSON. I reclaim my time. Look, all this is just delaying
till somebody gets here. Mr. Chairman, the rules are the rules. For
you to try to make them up as you go, that is not how you do it.

Mr. MAGAZINER. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. HIGGINS. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAGAZINER. How am I recorded?

The CLERK. Mr. Magaziner has not been recorded.

Mr. MAGAZINER. I asked to be recorded as a no.

The CLERK. Mr. Magaziner votes no.

Mr. GoLDMAN. Mr. Chairman, while we wait, can I introduce a
UC request?

Mr. HiGGINS. The gentleman has a unanimous consent request.
You are recognized.

Mr. GOLDMAN. I would move to introduce a Truth Social post
from Donald Trump from 9:43 a.m. railing against

Mr. GARBARINO. Mr. Chairman, we are in the middle of a vote.
I don’t think you can entertain a UC request.

Mr. HiGGINS. All right. I am advised, although quite generous
with recognizing my colleagues across the aisle here, it is contrary
specifically to the rules for you to introduce unanimous consent.
Will the gentleman let us close this vote out? We are happy to rec-
ognize you.

Mr. GOLDMAN. Of course. I am happy to agree.

Mr. MAGAZINER. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. HiGGINS. Trying to be polite.

Mr. MAGAZINER. Mr. Chairman, given that there seem to be some
attendance issues, at least on the Republican side, I move that the
committee do now adjourn.

Mr. HiGGINS. There is an open vote right now. You are welcome
to make a motion to adjourn after we close this vote.

Mr. MAGAZINER. Mr. Chairman, point of order. A motion to ad-
journ is the highest privilege. So it would supersede——

Mr. HIGGINS. I am not doing an open vote.

Mr. MAGAZINER. It would supersede——

Mr. HIGGINS. Motion to adjourn

Mr. MAGAZINER [continuing]. An open vote.
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Mr. HiGGINS. If you continue with your motion and enter your
motion, after we have closed this vote the Chair will entertain that.

Mr. MAGAZINER. But parliamentary

Mr. HiGGINS. Right now

Mr. MAGAZINER. Can I make a

Mr. HIGGINS [continuing]. This vote is open and is going to re-
main open until Members——

Mr. MAGAZINER. Chairman, can I ask a question?

Mr. HIGGINS [continuing]. Have been allowed to return.

Mr. MAGAZINER. Parliamentary inquiry. My understanding is
that a motion to adjourn is the highest privilege and has to be
acted on even if there is another open vote. Particularly a vote that
has not been properly closed.

Mr. HIGGINS. Agree, with concurrence which is reflective of my
understanding. I respect Mr. Magaziner’s position and it is privi-
leged, but cannot be entertained during an open vote, and this is
an open vote. So if you would like to enter a motion to adjourn,
good sir, we will certainly entertain that once we have closed this
vote.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. HIGGINS. The madam is recognized.

Mr. KENNEDY. Request a tally

Mr. HIGGINS. The gentleman is recognized.

Mr. KENNEDY. Request a tally of the vote as it stands at the mo-
ment.

Mr. GUEST. Yes, the Chair will request a tally at conclusion of
the vote, when we close the vote.

Mr. GREEN. Green from Texas, Mr. Chairman. May I be recog-
nized?

Mr. HIGGINS. Of course. My friend from Texas is recognized.

Mr. GREEN. Thank you, my friend. Is it in order to make a mo-
tion to close the vote?

Mr. HiGGINS. I don’t believe that a motion to close a vote is in
order or required. The Chair is keeping the vote open until Mem-
bers from either side of the aisle return to the chamber for this un-
scheduled procedural vote.

Mr. GREEN. May I consider this a ruling of the Chair?

Mr. HIGGINS. You can’t challenge the ruling of the Chair on a
motion that is not recognized during an open vote. So if you con-
tinue with—if you would like to submit a motion to adjourn, I
would suggest you follow the rules there as well. But you will have
to wait until this vote is closed, good sir.

Mr. GREEN. What I would like to do is, as we have done with
other motions, is appeal the ruling of the Chair.

Mr. HIiGGINS. You are welcome to appeal the ruling of the Chair
if it is within the parameters of the rule, but that appeal will not
be entertained during an open vote.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, you have made a decision by
keeping the vote open. That is, in effect, a ruling. Mr. Green is ap-
pealing that decision you have made.

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes, we are not going to entertain a motion or an
alll)peal while the vote is open, Mr. Ranking Member. You know
that.

Mr. THOMPSON. Well, I know it, but it is not the rules.
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Mr. HiGGINS. We have always—and ladies and gentlemen, I un-
derstand your position, understand you are making a stance in the
Homeland Security Committee.

%Vh". THOMPSON. We are just making a stance for you to follow the
rules.

Mr. HiGGINS. Historically and traditionally, this committee and
every committee I have served on has kept votes open when you
have an unscheduled procedural vote to allow Members to return
to the chamber to cast a vote.

Mr. BRECHEEN. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. HiGGINS. This happens if we are in the Majority or you are
in the Majority. It is ideologically, you know, appropriate from ei-
ther perspective to allow your Members to return to the chamber.
It is certainly the historical and traditional means by which we
deal with unscheduled procedural votes.

Mr. BRECHEEN. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. HiGGINS. Who was that, please? Mr. Brecheen, you are recog-
nized.

Mr. BRECHEEN. Point of order or parliamentary inquiry. I would
put it to you, but I would put it to the Democrat opposition, also,
is I would love for someone to point out where the rules say that
you, as Chairman of a committee, do not have the discretion over
this matter. The accusation that the rules are being violated, but
yet where is it in the rules that does not give the Chairman the
allowance or the discretion to make this decision?

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Brecheen yields.

Mr. Clerk, how is Mr. Mackenzie recorded?

The CLERK. Mr. Mackenzie has not yet been recorded.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Mackenzie votes aye.

Mr. McCaul has not been recorded.

Mr. McCAUL. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. McCaul votes aye.

Mr. HiGGINS. The Clerk will record a tally.

The CLERK. Mr. Chairman, on that vote there were 15 ayes and
14 noes.

Mr. HiGGINS. The motion to table has succeeded. The Chair rec-
ognizes Mr. Magaziner for questioning. You have a motion? I am
sorry. Mr. Magaziner, you have a motion?

Mr. MAGAZINER. No, I will proceed.

Mr. HiGGINS. The gentleman withdraws his intention. Mr.
Garbarino.

Mr. GARBARINO. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you for the
witnesses for being here. I am sorry that you are experiencing this
today. It is not normal how the committee works.

I will tell you, it is amazing listening to the other side complain
about our law enforcement officers, ICE, and saying that they
should not be wearing masks even though they are rounding up
MS-13 criminals, who in my district would chop up children with
machetes whether I was in Brentwood or C.I. But they want them
to be demasked and possibly face retribution. It is amazing. The
first time that I am asking—they are asking for anybody be
demasked. I mean antifa, they can wear their masks. The violent
protesters that burned down cities, burned down cars, looted, they
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can keep their masks on. God forbid we hold criminals accountable
and ask them to be demasked. But our law enforcement officers,
let’s put them in danger for retribution from violent drug cartels
and MS-13, who we know, whether in the United States or in Mex-
ico or in South America or in Central America, kill whoever they
want, however they want, whenever they want. But let’s put our
law enforcement officers in harm’s way.

Ms. Hopper, organizations that aided and embedded illegal immi-
gration activities must be held accountable and the committee has
identified countless nongovernmental organizations appear to have
played a larger role in propping up the Biden administration’s bor-
der crisis, helping play a role in obscuring the true extent of the
lawlessness that occurred over the last 4 years. Can you highlight
some of the most egregious examples of the activities NGO’s en-
gaged in in support of the Biden administration’s open border poli-
cies?

Ms. HopPPER. Thank you. Absolutely. I think Florida’s grand jury
review of the whole unaccompanied children process is a great
place to start if people haven’t looked into that. There are numer-
ous situations where you can look at the funding of what the
NGO’s took in, starting with the 990’s. Then when you start to
zoom in, you look at the program mismanagement, waste, fraud,
and abuse. This isn’t about the humanitarian mission. This isn’t
about the religious component of the organization, the nonprofit.
We heard people bring up the religious component of the nonprofit.
That has nothing to do with that. It has to do with how the human-
itarian organization handled the program, handled these children,
handled these funds, and handled the sponsors. They didn’t, they
didn’t handle any of that. Now, not all NGO’s mismanaged children
and mismanaged funds, but there were a lot of them that did. Tax-
payers funded it, they paid for it, and they must be held account-
able for it.

Mr. GARBARINO. Thank you very much. Can you also elaborate
on the extent to which the Biden administration’s reliance on non-
governmental organizations endangered the lives of those children?
I know you touched about it a little bit, but can you talk about es-
pecially the UACs? That is something that was—we saw a lot of
UACs being sent up to New York, to Long Island, my district, and
there was no follow-up or very little follow-up after they were sent.
Can you talk about that, please?

Ms. HOPPER. Yes. So once NGO’s were sending children to their
sponsors, they were supposed to have an individual traveling with
them to make sure that they got to their destination. We were ac-
tually on a flight with numerous UACs that were unaccompanied,
couldn’t speak the language, and airlines struggled to communicate
with them. They were traveling alone. When we spoke with the
flight attendants, they outlined numerous situations where chil-
dren showed up at incorrect locations. CPS would have to be called
because the sponsor either didn’t show up, they were at the wrong
location, they couldn’t communicate with these unaccompanied
children, and they were not supposed to be traveling alone. Once
they got to that State, there wasn’t a follow-up, there were 2 phone
calls and there was very little follow-up or coordination with State-
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livelk agencies to share that information for meaningful welfare
checks.

Mr. GARBARINO. Thank you very much for your answer.

Mr. Chairman, pursuant to clause 2(k)(6) of House rule XI, I
have a motion requesting the committee subpoena former Depart-
ment of Homeland Security Secretary Mayorkas. He refused to tes-
tify here in his own impeachment trial. We believe the Americans
should hear from him on his unlawful policies, especially the ones
that we are addressing here today. So that is my motion, Mr.
Chairman. Thank you.

Mr. GUEST [presiding]. Motion made by Mr. Garbarino.

Mr. MAGAZINER. Point of order. I am sorry, I will defer to the——

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to table the motion.

Mr. GUEST. Motion to table. The motion to table is privileged and
is nondebatable.

All those in favor of the motion to table, signify voting by saying
aye.

All those opposed, signify by saying no.

In the opinion of the Chair, the nays have it.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, ask for a recorded vote.

Mr. GUEST. A recorded vote has been requested on the motion to
table. We will allow the Clerk to resume his position.

Mr. Clerk, if you will please call the roll.

Mr. KENNEDY. Point of order. Point of order, Mr. Chairman. I
would like this committee to wait for other Members to return from
both sides of the aisle for the vote.

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Kennedy, thank you for your input, but, Mr.
Clerk, if you would please call the roll.

Mr. KENNEDY. Thank you for your consideration, Mr. Chairman,
as you are clearly demonstrating your partisanship in not allowing
Members of this committee to return, as you held this open for at
least 15 minutes on the last vote, which I have never seen any-
thing so ridiculous in my entire two-plus decades of service in Gov-
ernment. This committee has broken the rules countless times
today and it continues.

Mr. OGLES. Point of order, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Ogles.

Mr. OGLES. If you open the vote so we can begin, is it possible
for you to hold the vote open so other Members can return it as
we just did previously, sir?

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Clerk, if you will call the roll, Members will have
the opportunity to return as the vote is being called and as votes
are being recorded. So please call the roll. I believe we also have
votes that are occurring now on the House floor, so if you will call
the roll on this matter.

Mr. MAGAZINER. Point of order, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Garbarino
stated that Secretary Mayorkas did not come before this com-
mittee. He came dozens of times, but Stephen Miller has refused
to come. Tom Homan has refused to come.

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Clerk, votes have been called in the chamber. If
you will please call the roll on this matter.

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Tennessee.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. McCaul.
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Mr. McCAUL. McCaul votes no.
The CLERK. Mr. McCaul votes no.
Mr. Higgins.

Mr. HIGGINS. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins votes no.
Mr. Gimenez.

Mr. GIMENEZ. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez votes no.
Mr. Pfluger.

Mr. PFLUGER. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Pfluger votes no.
Mr. Garbarino.

Mr. GARBARINO. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Garbarino votes no.
Ms. Greene.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Gonzales.

Mr. GONZALES. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Gonzales votes no.
Mr. Luttrell.

Mr. LUTTRELL. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell votes no.
Mr. Strong.

Mr. STRONG. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Strong votes no.
Mr. Brecheen.

Mr. BRECHEEN. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Brecheen votes no.
Mr. Crane.

Mr. CRANE. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Crane votes no.
Mr. Ogles.

Mr. OGLES. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Ogles votes no.
Mrs. Biggs.

Mrs. BiGgGs. No.

The CLERK. Mrs. Biggs votes no.
Mr. Evans.

Mr. Evans. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Evans votes no.
Mr. Mackenzie.

Mr. MACKENZIE. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Mackenzie votes no.
Mr. Knott.

Mr. KNoTT. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Knott votes no.
Ranking Member Thompson.

Mr. THOMPSON. Aye.

The CLERK. Ranking Member Thompson votes aye.
Mr. Swalwell.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Correa.

Mr. CORREA. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Correa votes aye.
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Mr. Thanedar.

Mr. THANEDAR. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Thanedar votes aye.

Mr. Magaziner.

Mr. MAGAZINER. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Magaziner votes aye.

Mr. Goldman.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mrs. Ramirez.

Mrs. RAMIREZ. Aye.

The CLERK. Mrs. Ramirez votes aye.

Mr. Kennedy.

Mr. KENNEDY. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Kennedy votes aye.

Mrs. Mclver.

Mrs. MCIVER. Aye.

The CLERK. Mrs. Mclver votes aye.

Ms. Johnson.

Ms. JOHNSON. Aye.

The CLERK. Ms. Johnson votes aye.

Mr. Hernandez.

Mr. HERNANDEZ. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Hernandez votes aye.

Ms. Pou.

Ms. Pou. Aye.

The CLERK. Ms. Pou votes aye.

Mr. Carter.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Texas.

Mr. GREEN. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Texas votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. Any other Members wish to record their vote?

Mr. Clerk, how am I recorded?

The CLERK. The Chairman has not been recorded.

Mr. GUEST. Please record me as a no.

Mr. Goldman has entered the Chamber. Mr. Goldman, would you
like to be recorded?

Mr. GOLDMAN. I would. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Goldman votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. Any other additional Members who wish to be re-
corded?

Mr. Clerk, if you will please report the tally.

The CLERK. Mr. Chairman, on that vote there were 16 ayes and
12 noes.

Mr. GUEST. The motion to table is not agreed to.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. GUEST. With votes being called, the Chair intends to call a
recess. We will return back after votes have been called to then de-
bate the motion. So at this time, the committee stands in recess.

[Recess.]

Mr. GUEST. The committee will come to order. At this time, I
would like to recognize the gentleman from New York, Mr.
Garbarino, on his motion.
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Mr. GARBARINO. Mr. Chairman, out of respect for the witnesses
that are here and the importance of this topic, I am going to with-
draw my motion.

Mr. GUEST. The motion has been withdrawn.

I will now recognize Mrs. Ramirez for 5 minutes for her ques-
tioning.

Mrs. RAMIREZ. Thank you, Chair, and thank you, Ranking Mem-
ber Thompson.

It has been a long time in this committee, but I want to start
by talking about civil society, because civil society, in my opinion,
is the first line of defense for our communities when
authoritarianism, you know, like the one that the President is at-
tempting on our democracy, tries to attack us. When Trump de-
mands a public enemy and abuses our authority to target them, it
is civil society that holds the line.

I find it deeply undemocratic and un-American and unacceptable
that my Republican colleagues are targeting more than 212 organi-
zations across the country that assist community members, includ-
ing immigrant children, since we have been talking about children,
as if you care about immigrant children, and asylum seekers to
meet their basic needs. So I want to make sure that I remind my
colleagues, since we have been here for a while, that Secretary
Noem and this administration, a couple of things.

First of all, crossing a border to the United States to request the
opportunity to apply for asylum is actually legal. Adjusting your
status, if you have a pathway to do so, is legal. Supporting immi-
grants to apply for asylum, TPS, parole, and other forms of relief
%s lelgal. Supporting people to become United States citizens is also
egal.

Look, Republicans are going to lie and gaslight us all to help
their fascist boss suppress dissent. Let me ask you, who drags the
reputations of essential nonprofits in our communities? I will tell
you who. Authoritarians, bullies, these weak, wannabe kings who
are scared of civil society because they uphold the democracy.

This hearing has been unserious, especially since the illegal and
unlawful activities are actually being perpetrated by the people in
the White House, the Cabinet, and Republican leadership. Tom
Homan said during an interview that ICE officers and Border Pa-
trol agents don’t need any probable cause to walk up to someone,
question them, and detain them based on their physical appear-
ance, occupation, or location. So he basically said that if someone
looks like me and a couple of colleagues here, they can walk up and
question us. That is racial profiling, which is illegal.

At the same time, Homan consistently complains about the com-
munities like the one I represent from Chicago for knowing their
rights, because if they know their rights, it is harder for him to vio-
late them. Tom Homan’s disregard for our rights is unconstitu-
tional. Since Mr. Homan, aka the Border Czar, has the audacity to
repeatedly brag about his legal immigration enforcement practices
and disrespect due process, I demand he come before us to respond
to the multitude of questions we have for him in person.

But not just him. Governor Ron DeSantis of Florida is complicit
in the construction of the Alligator Alcatraz and the violations of
human rights being perpetrated there. Florida’s replica of one of
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our most notorious prisons is a clear illustration of the brutality of
the Trump administration. They unlawfully robbed funds from cit-
ies supporting asylum seekers to build a CECOT-like detention
center in one of the most dangerous places in the United States.
Yet DeSantis has the audacity to repeatedly brag about the inhu-
mane conditions at Alligator Alcatraz and celebrate the violence
being perpetrated with American tax dollars. Governor DeSantis
must testify before this committee and provide answers to our
questions about the atrocities being committed in his State.

He should also bring Secretary Marco Rubio. Because the truth
is we shouldn’t be sending people to foreign countries when they
may face torture and death with no chance for due process or ap-
peal, particularly when they have not had their day in court and
have not been subject to an extradition request. It is a gross viola-
tion of our shared humanity and our ideals as a Nation to use
money that’s been appropriated to support refugees, to disappear
them to offshore prisons in countries they do not know and have
no connection to. Yet Trump, Noem, and Rubio have repeatedly
been caught red-handed, blatantly breaking the law, entering into
backdoor agreements with foreign countries to deport people with-
out due process.

So, Mr. Chair, pursuant to clause 2(k)(6) of rule XI, I move that
this committee subpoena Thomas Douglas Homan, Ron DeSantis,
and Marco Rubio.

Mr. GUEST. Does the gentlelady yield back?

Mrs. RAMIREZ. I would like to make sure that my subpoena re-
quest is in record and is considered.

Mr. GUEST. Yes, ma’am. Do you yield back?

Mrs. RAMIREZ. I do.

Mr. GUEST. Is there a motion?

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Chairman, I move to table.

Mr. GUEST. A motion to table has been offered. The gentleman
that moves the motion to table, this is, as we well know now, a
privileged and nondebatable motion.

All those in favor of tabling the motion, please signify by saying
aye.

Any opposed, no.

In the opinion of the Chair, the ayes have it. Is there a motion?

Mrs. RAMIREZ. I would like a recorded vote.

Mr. GUEST. There has been a motion for a recorded vote.

Mr. Clerk, thank you for your yeoman’s work today. Mr. Clerk,
if you will please call the roll.

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Tennessee.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. McCaul.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins.

Mr. HIGGINS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins votes aye.

Mr. Gimenez.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez votes aye.

Mr. Pfluger.

Mr. PFLUGER. Aye.
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The CLERK. Mr. Pfluger votes aye.
Mr. Garbarino.

Mr. GARBARINO. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Garbarino votes aye.
Ms. Greene.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Gonzales.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Strong.

Mr. LUTTRELL. My apologies.

Mr. STRONG. Aye.

The CLERK. You were just called, yes, sir.
Mr. LUTTRELL. Aye.

The CLERK. That’s all right. Mr. Luttrell votes aye.
Mr. Strong.

Mr. STRONG. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Strong votes aye.
Mr. Brecheen.

Mr. BRECHEEN. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Brecheen votes aye.
Mr. Crane.

Mr. CRANE. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Crane votes aye.
Mr. Ogles.

Mr. OGLES. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Ogles votes aye.
Mrs. Biggs.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Evans.

Mr. EVANS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Evans votes aye.
Mr. Mackenzie.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Mackenzie votes aye.
Mr. Knott.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ranking Member Thompson.
Mr. THOMPSON. No.

The CLERK. Ranking Member Thompson votes no.
Mr. Swalwell.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Correa.

Mr. CORREA. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Correa votes no.

Mr. Thanedar.

Mr. THANEDAR. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Thanedar votes no.
Mr. Magaziner.

Mr. MAGAZINER. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Magaziner votes no.
Mr. Goldman.

[No response.]
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The CLERK. Mrs. Ramirez.

Mrs. RAMIREZ. No.

The CLERK. Mrs. Ramirez votes no.

Mr. Kennedy.

Mr. KENNEDY. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Kennedy votes no.

Mrs. Mclver.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ms. Johnson.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Hernandez.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ms. Pou.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Carter.

Mr. CARTER. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Carter votes no.

Mr. Green of Texas.

Mr. GREEN. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Texas votes no.

M})‘ GUEST. Are there any Members who wish to record their
vote’

Mrs. BIGGsS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mrs. Biggs votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Clerk, how am I recorded?

The CLERK. The Chairman has not yet been recorded.

Mr. GUEST. Guest votes aye.

The CLERK. Chairman Guest votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. Would you please report the tally?

Mr. KENNEDY. Point of order, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. GUEST. Yes.

Mr. KENNEDY. Are we going to leave the voting tally open until
everybody gets here as we did earlier? There are people that are
still outstanding, missing votes on both sides of the table, bipar-
tisan.

Mr. GUEST. Mrs. Mclver, would you like to be recorded?

Mrs. MCIVER. Yes. I vote no.

The CLERK. Mrs. Mclver votes no.

Mr. GUEST. Will the Clerk report the tally?

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, are we going to leave the——

Mr. GUEST. Would the Clerk report the tally? You are not recog-
nized, Mr. Kennedy.

The CLERK. On that vote there were 13 ayes and 9 noes.

Mr. GUEST. The opinion of the Chair based upon the recorded
vote, the motion prevails and this motion is, in fact, tabled.

At this point, I would recognize Mr. Strong for 5 minutes.

Mr. STRONG. Thank you, Chairman Guest. To our witnesses I
want to apologize to each of you. I know that y’all have walked into
a spit wad fight here and I thank each of you for being here before
us today.

The American people deserve details, accountability, and espe-
cially when it comes to their taxpayer dollars they deserve an-
swers. You think about it. In recent years, far too much Federal
funding has gone to NGO’s with little oversight, questionable prac-
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tices, and, in some cases, connections that raise serious red flags.
In 2021, ICE awarded an $86 million no-bid contract to Endeavors
for hotel stays for illegal immigrants.

Mr. Howell, could you broadly talk about the risk to border secu-
rity and accountability when the Federal Government outsources
key functions to nongovernment organizations?

Mr. HOWELL. Absolutely. So there’s a clear break in the paper
trail and accountability. Once the money leaves DHS, there’s little
in the way of reporting requirements as to how it’s spent, how it’s
maintained, where the illegals go, and all sorts of other standards
that relate to condition. For example, in these nonprofit facilities,
not much in the way of licensing requirements or living standards
are there. Yet you have all this attention on ICE facilities for quite
the opposite reasons. So it’s a vastly different ecosystem.

Mr. STRONG. In his testimony, Mr. Rosas noted that certain non-
government organizations were present during the recent unrest in
Los Angeles, and many have played a role in obstructing Federal
operations. Mr. Howell, has your team identified any instances
where Federally-funded nongovernment organizations appear to be
aligned with political and advocacy groups or campaigns in ways
that could raise concerns about conflicts of interest or inappro-
priate influence?

Mr. HOWELL. Absolutely. I think the most recent, you know,
former Secretary of Homeland Security, Alejandro Mayorkas, who
was impeached, coming from Hebrew Immigrant Aid Society, is an
example of how this whole system works and the very cozy rela-
tionship between the nonprofits and Governmental actors. As it re-
lates to the violence we see in the streets, the foot soldiers and or-
ganizers, I would say, are one degree removed away from those re-
ceiving Government funds, you know, the giant organizations like
Catholic Charities and others, who do a lot more in terms of public
advocacy. It’s a very complex ecosystem all pushing in the same di-
rection.

Mr. STRONG. Turning to Ms. Hopper, DHS OIG previously found
that nearly 60 percent of certain emergency food and shelter pro-
grams reimburses lacked adequate receipts, didn’t turn in receipts.
Does this suggest a pattern of gross financial mismanagement or
potential fraud among NGO’s receiving DHS grants?

Ms. HOPPER. It absolutely does. When you’re unable to provide
receipts. We have first-hand accounts of facilities serving rice and
beans and charging the U.S. Government a steak and lobster diet,
that’s a problem.

Mr. STRONG. Ms. Hopper, in your view, how did the Federal Gov-
ernment’s emphasis on raid placement—rapid placement over thor-
ough screening create opportunities for traffickers to exploit the
Unaccompanied Alien Children Program?

Ms. HoPPER. They absolutely did. We interviewed incarcerated
cartel members that knew when this administration took over that
they were not going to have access to the same pipelines and tax-
payer dollars that they had access to before. They know that when
unaccompanied children came in, they would provide the name,
number, and address of the sponsor, cartel-controlled, so that the
child could be put to work to pay off the debt that they owed their
smuggler or trafficker.
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Mr. STRONG. Ms. Hopper, beyond the serious risk of exploitation
and trafficking, there are growing concerns that some unaccom-
panied alien children may be vulnerable to recruitment by violent
gangs like MS-13 or Tren de Aragua. Is that something that has
come up in your investigations and research?

Ms. HopPPER. It absolutely has. With the open borders, we had
numerous transnational criminal organizations, criminal networks,
bad actors come into this country and with them they are looking
for recruits. So when you have young teenagers looking for—they
have food instability, housing instability, and they have a debt to
pay off, they are going to pay that off by working with cartel mem-
bers.

Mr. STRONG. Thank you. To close out my time, one issue that has
been raised by State and local law enforcement is the lack of com-
munication by NGO’s as they facilitate the movement and settle-
ment of these aliens in local communities. Keeping law enforce-
ment out of the loop creates public safety concerns and likewise
does a disservice to the settlement of migrants. For any of our wit-
nesses, can you speak to why these NGO’s were encouraged not to
work with local law enforcement and some of the downstream im-
plications of these poor policies?

Mr. HOWELL. It’s because that would have gotten in the way of
moving as many illegal aliens around the country as humanly pos-
sible, which was completely the opposite of the goal of the Biden
administration and the NGO’s. That’s why they don’t cooperate.

Ms. HoppPER. They didn’t cooperate because they didn’t have to
gogperate. Contractually, they weren’t required to and so they

idn’t.

Mr. Rosas. I concur with my fellow witnesses.

Mr. STRONG. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I yield back.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman yields back.

The Chair recognizes Mr. Magaziner for 5 minutes of ques-
tioning.

Mr. MAGAZINER. Thank you, Chairman.

Donald Trump said he would focus on deporting criminals and
people with removal orders, but that is not what his administration
has been doing. Instead, the Trump administration has been going
after innocent, hardworking people who have committed no crimes,
including children, including U.S. citizens, children, grandparents,
veterans, students who express unpopular political opinions, and
yes, even United States citizens. The latest data from Donald
Trump’s Department of Homeland Security, their own data, shows
that more than 70 percent of those in ICE detention have no crimi-
nal convictions.

They are locking people up who have tried immigrating to the
United States the legal way, who presented themselves at ports of
entry and asked for asylum. People like Andry Hernandez Romero,
a gay makeup artist from Venezuela, who came to the United
States seeking asylum. Listen to this. He did not enter the country
illegally. He presented himself at a port of entry near San Diego,
tried to do it the legal way. What did the Trump administration
do? They put him on a plane to El Salvador to a prison where he
is still today. He has never been convicted of any crimes. He did
not even enter the United States illegally. We have been asking the
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administration, can you give us a proof of life? Can you let us know
that he is still alive? They refused to do so.

They deported a mother from Louisiana along with her 7-year-
old daughter and 4-year-old son, both of whom are U.S. citizens
and the 4-year-old has stage 4 cancer. The mother of these children
has said that she did not consent to having her children deported
with her. Secretary Noem was here and she said under oath that
she had documentation proving that the mother had consented.
She said she would provide it. She still has not. Representative
Swalwell and I followed up with her. She still has not presented
any documentation, any rationale for why this 4-year-old U.S. cit-
izen with cancer was deported to a country that is not his own.

So when I hear my colleagues and when I hear our witnesses
saying that they care about the lives of the children, I am sorry,
you have no credibility if you are not prepared to call out the injus-
tice of deporting a 4-year-old with cancer, a 7-year-old with leu-
kemia. Where is your sympathy for those children? No, Donald
Trump gets a free pass always, no matter what he does from this
crowd. That is how we know that what we are hearing is political
today, not a real concern for the children who have been caught up
in all of this.

There is more. This family in Oregon, 4 children, all U.S. citi-
zens. These 4 children, along with their parents, who have no
criminal record, were put into detention by ICE for 2 weeks in a
Border Patrol facility that is not designed for long-term detention.
A 10-by-10 cell that these 5 were in, they were just released after
2h Wesks. These U.S. citizen children, where is the concern for
them?

We know why this is happening. It is because on May 21, Ste-
phen Miller summoned ICE officials to Washington and ordered
them to make mass arrests, not to focus on criminals. He said go
after people at Home Depot and 7-Eleven. Because, again, unlike
what President Trump promised, that they were going to go after
the worst of the worst, Stephen Miller, who apparently is calling
the shots, ordered ICE to round up everybody, regardless of wheth-
er they are hardened criminals or not.

Please, someone tell me, what threat to our country do these
children pose or their parents who have lived here and worked here
for years and committed no crimes in the country? Is this the worst
of the worst? Of course not.

This is the same Stephen Miller, by the way, who was the archi-
tect of the family separation policy under the first Trump adminis-
tration, during which 4,600 children were removed from their par-
ents, some as young as 10 months old. Where is the concern for
those 4,600 children? I haven’t heard a word from any of our par-
tisan witnesses or any of my partisan colleagues on the other side.
You lose your credibility when you refuse to acknowledge the hu-
manity of those 4,600 children who were separated purposefully
from their families by the first Trump administration or the chil-
dren who are being unlawfully detained and deported today.

I will leave you with this. Pope Leo, His Holiness, posted on X
about the Trump administration deporting people to El Salvador.
He said, “Do you not see the suffering? Is your conscience not dis-
turbed? How can you stay quiet?”



72

This is not what the American people want. Let’s focus on going
after real criminals, not children, not U.S. citizens, not people who
are just trying to make a living, who pose no threat. Let’s focus on
the criminals.

I yield back.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman yields back.

The Chair recognizes Mr. Brecheen for his 5 minutes of ques-
tioning.

Mr. BRECHEEN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We tend to find tac-
tics of distraction, distraction, distraction, distraction. It is what we
see happening with people that are trying to stop ICE from depor-
tation efforts. We see that happening in the committee, and H.R.
2 is not law. What H.R. 2 was designed to do is to stop the $6 bil-
lion. That is an entire State budget. Many of us think about the
size of your State budget. Six billion dollars under the Biden ad-
ministration went to these nongovernment organizations, many of
which are 100 percent Federally-funded, like Endeavors that reach
the size of Save the Children.

Ms. Hopper, you mentioned that in your testimony. Save the
Children been around for generations. It is designed for—that is
privately funded. This Endeavors nongovernment organization
went from $52 million and went to over $1 billion because of Gov-
ernment funding.

Ms. Hopper, you talked about the NGO’s being complicit. I don’t
know how many were stirred by your conversation about the 17-
year-old child that was placed with someone that was discovered
from the Office of Refugee Resettlement had tattoos resembling
that of MS-13 gang members. It was reported, supervisors over-
ruled that, a month or two later the child is—the 17-year-old is
found dead. A man passed out has his pants—de-pantsed, sexual
activity being absolutely implied. You are talking about all the dif-
ferent ways that these NGO’s who got rich, hundred—$700,000
CEO figures for the CEO of Endeavors. That man needs to be held
accountable, Jon Allman.

We are talking about children that were ushered into the interior
of the United States. These NGO’s profited from it. Cozy relation-
ships with the Democrat administration. Who knows what political
payback there is? Who knows how many of those dollars that are
still retained? When you are talking a billion dollars retained by
these organizations, who knows how many of the activities that are
trying to stop deportation are still those dollars are reproducing
after themselves? Who knows how many times we also see in New
Y(glg) City people being taught how to evade ICE? We know it is
NGO’s.

This is a lawmaking exercise. We hold these hearings to hold
people accountable for the misuse of taxpayer funds. This is evil
and we haven’t solved it. We have to have legislation to stop any
future administration from co-opting FEMA dollars and
repurposing for these nefarious ends.

All right. Mr. Howell, you all did a project where you took these
NGO’s, these 230 NGO’s, some of them out of country, helping
bring people in, some of them in country working as an Uber serv-
ice, you all did a $30,000 data search on cell phones and you found
among these 230 organizations of which 15 United Nation spends
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by the U.S. Government, funneled through the United Nations
ended up into some of these NGO’s. You all found that tracking
30,000 cell phones that the Uber service, these organizations get-
ting rich, went to every Congressional district in this committee
hearing.

Not just every Congressional district in this hearing, every Con-
gressional district in the United States moving unaccompanied mi-
nors, children to these sponsors. Only 4 Congressional districts out
of 435 Congressional districts where we weren’t, where these
NGO’s were not moving people. The gentleman who raped and
murdered Laken Riley was among the list who had 2 trips where
he went to New York City paid for at NGO expense. I am sorry,
taxpayer expense funneled through these nongovernment organiza-
tions.

I need to let you talk.

Mr. HOWELL. You're absolutely right, sir. So for our study back
in 2022, when this country and towns across it, we're seeing flights
being dropped off in the middle of the night with no advance notice,
citizens were living in fear, we decided to do a small, very small
sample size of that huge mass of the NGO blob. We looked at only
30 locations for a 1-month period, grabbed the cell phone move-
ment, in and out of them, 30,000 devices. From that very small
sample size they went to every single Congressional district.

Mr. BRECHEEN. I have got 19 seconds left. I want to say this. You
also report that in New York you saw that these funds were being
used for shelter programs, providing false residency documents to
illegals, showing them how to provide false documents. Other NGO
you found in Mexico tied into this, illegal alien camps that had fly-
ers teaching people—telling people, don’t forget to vote for Biden.
You had NGO’s advising illegals to lie to law enforcement to evade
ICE. All a part of your organization’s information. We need to
spend more time on this because this could still continue in the fu-
ture absent legislation prohibiting and cranking the screws down
to make sure this is never repeated.

I yield.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman yields.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from New York, Mr. Ken-
nedy, for 5 minutes.

Mr. KENNEDY. Thank you, Chairman. Earlier I entered into the
record a press release from this Republican-led committee stating
that the U.S. Conference of Bishops and Catholic Charities USA
are under investigation, directly contradicting what was stated by
my Republican colleagues in this committee earlier in our delibera-
tions.

I would like to enter into the record a letter from Pope Francis
to the bishops of the United States of America back on February
10, 2025. Pope Francis sent a letter to the U.S. Conference of
Bishops rebuking the Trump administration on its mass deporta-
tion policies, which included the deportation of U.S. citizens, mind
you. Just a couple of months later, what seems like retribution
from the Trump administration and Congressional Republicans,
now Catholic Charities USA and U.S. Conference of Bishops are
being investigated and funding is being cut to the humanitarian
work that they are doing across our country. It is deeply offensive
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to Catholics across this Nation and it reeks of anti-Catholicism and
it needs to stop.

But this is just the tip of the iceberg. You know, as is the case
with all of our districts, there are many organizations that do in-
credible work that help resettle new Americans and refugees. We
lose sight of the selfless humanitarian work that these local non-
government organizations do when we rope them in with the par-
tisan grievances that we are hearing here today. In my own dis-
trict, there are hundreds of refugees that have settled in just the
last 3 months alone. But in the last year, across our country, over
100,000 refugees have come to this great Nation, who have faced
unimaginable hardship based on religion, race, nationality, political
opinions, or sexual orientation. They rely on the housing, case man-
agement, nutrition, and job placement services provided by these
NGO’s. They are doing their best to make ends meet, to become a
part of a new community.

You know, while that is critical, life-altering support made pos-
sible in large part to the Federal Government investment in these
programs, these programs and funding streams are being cut by
this administration and Congressional Republicans. They are not
only affecting jobs and livelihoods across the country in every sin-
gle community represented on this committee, but they are forcing
the workers to be laid off. Hence the work that they were doing to
help new Americans assimilate into our country is not being done.
Refugees can no longer rely on these services, workers can no
longer rely on support from the Federal Government to keep the
lights on.

Meanwhile, American people are watching as people, including
U.S. citizens and children with cancer, are grabbed off the street
by masked ICE agents in plain clothes. Migrants are mistreated at
detention center by the administration’s Department of Homeland
Security. People who came here legally to seek a better life see
their futures in jeopardy under Trump’s policies.

Finally, I want to share my remarks about an incredibly pressing
issue that this committee would be better off addressing and is
suited to explore. It’s already been addressed today, but all of our
hearts are broken about what transpired in Texas with the flooding
just a week and a half ago. In Kerr County, Texas, surrounding
areas experiencing the unimaginable devastation and loss of life.
Over 132 lives lost, over 100 still missing. In the aftermath of this
tragedy, current FEMA employees sounding the alarm about the
Trump administration’s slow and delayed response to Central
Texas and reporting suggesting that FEMA failed to answer many
calls, thousands of calls from victims in the days following the
flooding.

So make no mistake, emergency responders and local officials in
Texas carried out acts of heroism to save lives and pick up the
pieces of the lives that were shattered. But this committee has an
obligation to investigate how the Trump administration’s months-
long degradation of FEMA, from defunding to layoffs to consolida-
tion, played a role in these delays. Seventy-two hours it took them
to get people on the ground from FEMA into the flood zone to save
lives and to help those poor people in that horrific disaster. I am
so disappointed that there has not been more of a measured re-
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sponse from Republicans to address the authority and oversight of
this committee.

I have sent a letter with Congressman Gabe Amo, the Ranking
Member of the House subcommittee with oversight over emergency
weather alerts, asking the administration to address these issues.
I ask you, Chairman and my colleagues, it is our responsibility to
conduct this oversight in an urgent matter moving forward. Let’s
address these real threats and not chase political distractions.

On that note, I would like to, also, with unanimous consent, put
into the record this op-ed from the former FEMA head, Deanne
Criswell, “Cuts to Federal Response Programs Guarantee Future
Disasters.”

I yield back.

Mr. GUEST. Without objection, the gentleman yields. Without ob-
jection, be entered into the record. The gentleman yields back.

[The information follows:]
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LETTER OF THE HOLY FATHER FRANCIS
TO THE BISHOPS OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Dear Brothers in the Episcopate,

| am writing today to address a few words to you in these delicate moments that you are living as
Pastors of the People of God who walk together in the United States of America.

1. The journey from slavery to freedom that the People of Israel traveled, as narrated in the Book
of Exodus, invites us to look at the reality of our time, so clearly marked by the phenomenon of
migration, as a decisive moment in history to reaffirm not only our faith in a God who is always
close, incarnate, migrant and refugee, but also the infinite and transcendent dignity of every
human person. [1]

2. These words with which | begin are not an artificial construct. Even a cursory examination of the
Church'’s social doctrine emphatically shows that Jesus Christ is the true Emmanuel (cf. Mt 1:23);
he did not live apart from the difficult experience of being expelled from his own land because of
an imminent risk to his life, and from the experience of having to take refuge in a society and a
culture foreign to his own. The Son of God, in becoming man, also chose to live the drama of
immigration. | like to recall, among other things, the words with which Pope Pius Xll began his
Apostolic Constitution on the Care of Migrants, which is considered the “Magna Carta" of the
Church'’s thinking on migration:

“The family of Nazareth in exile, Jesus, Mary and Joseph, emigrants in Egypt and refugees there
to escape the wrath of an ungodly king, are the model, the example and the consolation of
emigrants and pilgrims of every age and country, of all refugees of every condition who, beset by
persecution or necessity, are forced to leave their homeland, beloved family and dear friends for
foreign lands.” [2]

3. Likewise, Jesus Christ, loving everyone with a universal love, educates us in the permanent
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recognition of the dignity of every human being, without exception. In fact, when we speak of
“infinite and transcendent dignity,” we wish to emphasize that the most decisive value possessed
by the human person surpasses and sustains every other juridical consideration that can be made
to regulate life in society. Thus, all the Christian faithful and people of good will are called upon to
consider the legitimacy of norms and public policies in the light of the dignity of the person and his
or her fundamental rights, not vice versa.

4. | have followed closely the major crisis that is taking place in the United States with the initiation
of a program of mass deportations. The rightly formed conscience cannot fail to make a critical
judgment and express its disagreement with any measure that tacitly or explicitly identifies the
illegal status of some migrants with criminality. At the same time, one must recognize the right of a
nation to defend itself and keep communities safe from those who have committed violent or
serious crimes while in the country or prior to arrival. That said, the act of deporting people who in
many cases have left their own land for reasons of extreme poverty, insecurity, exploitation,
persecution or serious deterioration of the environment, damages the dignity of many men and
women, and of entire families, and places them in a state of particular vulnerability and
defenselessness.

5. This is not a minor issue: an authentic rule of law is verified precisely in the dignified treatment
that all people deserve, especially the poorest and most marginalized. The true common good is
promoted when society and government, with creativity and strict respect for the rights of all — as
| have affirmed on numerous occasions — welcomes, protects, promotes and integrates the most
fragile, unprotected and vulnerable. This does not impede the development of a palicy that
regulates orderly and legal migration. However, this development cannot come about through the
privilege of some and the sacrifice of others. What is built on the basis of force, and not on the
truth about the equal dignity of every human being, begins badly and will end badly.

6. Christians know very well that it is only by affirming the infinite dignity of all that our own identity
as persons and as communities reaches its maturity. Christian love is not a concentric expansion
of interests that little by little extend to other persons and groups. In other words: the human
person is not a mere individual, relatively expansive, with some philanthropic feelings! The human
person is a subject with dignity who, through the constitutive relationship with all, especially with
the poorest, can gradually mature in his identity and vocation. The true ordo amoris that must be
promoted is that which we discover by meditating constantly on the parable of the “Good
Samaritan” (cf. Lk 10:25-37), that is, by meditating on the love that builds a fraternity open to all,
without exception. [3]

7. But worrying about personal, community or national identity, apart from these considerations,
easily introduces an ideological criterion that distorts social life and impases the will of the
strongest as the criterion of truth.
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3
8. | recognize your valuable efforts, dear brother bishops of the United States, as you work closely
with migrants and refugees, proclaiming Jesus Christ and promoting fundamental human rights.
God will richly reward all that you do for the protection and defense of those who are considered
less valuable, less important or less human!

9. | exhort all the faithful of the Catholic Church, and all men and women of good will, not to give in
to narratives that discriminate against and cause unnecessary suffering to our migrant and refugee
brothers and sisters. With charity and clarity we are all called to live in solidarity and fraternity, to
build bridges that bring us ever closer together, to avoid walls of ignominy and to learn to give our
lives as Jesus Christ gave his for the salvation of all.

10. Let us ask Our Lady of Guadalupe to protect individuals and families who live in fear or pain
due to migration and/or deportation. May the “Virgen morena”, who knew how to reconcile peoples
when they were at enmity, grant us all to meet again as brothers and sisters, within her embrace,
and thus take a step forward in the construction of a society that is more fraternal, inclusive and
respectful of the dignity of all.

Fraternally,
Francis

From the Vatican, 10 February 2025

[1] Cf. Dicastery for the Doctrine of the Faith, Declaration Dignitas infinita on human dignity, 2 April
2024.

[2] Pius Xll, Apostolic Constitution Exsul Familia, 1 August 1952: “Exsul Familia Nazarethana
lesus, Maria, loseph, cum ad Aegyptum emigrans tum in Aegypto profuga impii regis iram
aufugiens, typus, exemplar et praesidium exstat omnium quorumlibet temporum et locorum
emigrantium, peregrinorum ac profugorum omne genus, qui, vel metu persecutionum vel egestate
compulsi, patrium locum suavesque parentes et propinquos ac dulces amicos derelinquere
coguntur et aliena petere.”

[3] Cf. Francis, Encyclical Letter Fratelli tutti, 3 October 2020.
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FORMER FEMA HEAD: CUTS TO FEDERAL RESPONSE PROGRAMS GUARANTEE FUTURE
DISASTERS/OPINION

By Deanne Criswell, Newsweek, July 11, 2025

I've been an emergency manager for nearly three decades, and one thing has
never changed: All disasters begin and end at the local level. Whether I was leading
emergency operations in a small town or in the nation’s largest city, this funda-
mental truth remained the same—local responders are the first line of defense. But
they can’t do it alone.

Emergency management has long followed this principle: local execution, State
management, Federal support. Local firefighters, EMS, police, and emergency man-
agers are always the first on scene. When local capacity is overwhelmed, they reach
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out to the State. When the State needs more, the Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) steps in. FEMA doesn’t supplant local responders; it supports them.
This system can take days to escalate—or mere hours when disaster strikes fast,
like kit did in Western North Carolina last year or Kerr County, Texas, this past
week.

Let’s be clear: FEMA does not take over response operations. It supports them.
And in a disaster, time is our most precious resource.

FEMA exists to support States and communities when they need help the most.
But the system only works when it’s allowed to work. In recent months, we've seen
challenges that could limit FEMA’s ability to lead: reduced grant funding, con-
strained hiring authorities, and administrative delays that slow or sideline re-
sponses. These moves don’t just weaken FEMA—they weaken the entire emergency
management system.

One of the most powerful tools we have to save lives is early warning. Sirens,
wireless alerts, NOAA weather radios—these systems work. But they require trust
and investment. Communities must have the training and system access they need
to issue warnings. FEMA’s grant and technical assistance programs make this pos-
sible, especially for smaller jurisdictions. Yet already, one major grant program has
been eliminated, stripping communities of their chance to install or maintain life-
saving systems.

FEMA’s grants fund nearly half the emergency management workforce in many
communities. These dollars support planning, training, staffing, and early warning
systems—tools that are essential in the face of increasing threats, such as hurri-
canes, wildfires, floods, and even cyber attacks. Without this Federal support, we’re
asking local governments to meet 21st-Century risks with 20th-Century tools.

We've been here before.

Nearly 20 years ago, Hurricane Katrina exposed critical failures in our disaster
response system. FEMA was unprepared, under-resourced, and poorly integrated
with other agencies. Still settling into the newly-created Department of Homeland
Security, the agency suffered from dysfunctional coordination and confusion about
who was in charge. Some in top leadership had no emergency management experi-
ence. Political affiliations, not qualifications, shaped appointments. Bureaucracy
slowed life-saving action. People died.

In the aftermath of Hurricane Katrina, FEMA was restructured and strengthened
through the Post-Katrina Emergency Management Reform Act, which clarified the
agency’s authorities and restored some of its autonomy within DHS. The law man-
dated two key reforms: First, the FEMA administrator must have real, on-the-
ground emergency management experience. Second, FEMA was elevated to a Presi-
dentially-appointed, Senate-confirmed position with direct access to the President
during disasters, cutting through red tape to speed up response. It also introduced
the concept of response doctrine through the National Response Framework, based
on five key principles: engaged partnership, tiered response, scalable/flexible/adapt-
able operations, unity of effort through unified command, and readiness to act.
These reforms weren’t partisan—they were about saving lives.

Emergency management standards are born from tragedy. But the farther we get
from Katrina, the more those hard-won lessons seem forgotten. In the case of this
week’s floods in Texas, FEMA was ready to respond—but was delayed by adminis-
trative hurdles and approval processes that took 72 hours to resolve. That’s time
we can never get back. And in emergencies, delayed help can cost lives.

Imagine a major hurricane bearing down on Florida while wildfires rage in Cali-
fornia and floods surge across the Midwest. That’s not a hypothetical—it’s our new
normal. And we’re talking about dismantling the very system designed to protect
us from it.

So now what?

I've spent my career responding to crises. I've seen how quickly lives can change,
and how deeply preparedness matters. The choices we make now will shape how
this Nation weathers the storms ahead—literally and figuratively. If we continue
down the path of dismantling FEMA, we’re not just inviting disaster. We’re guaran-
teeing it.

Helping people before, during, and after disaster is not just FEMA’s job—it’s
America’s promise to everyone who calls this great Nation home. Every level of gov-
ernment has a role to play. Of course the system can improve. But reforms must
be thoughtful, informed by experience, and shaped in partnership with the State,
tribal, territorial, and local emergency managers who rely on FEMA’s support.

Now is not the time to weaken FEMA. Instead, we must strengthen it with the
essential tools, resources, and leadership to confront future challenges head-on.
Emergency managers across the country are working tirelessly, and they don’t need
theatrics. What they need is genuine partnership and unwavering support. It’s time
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to come together and ensure all emergency managers, including FEMA, have every-
thing they need to protect and serve our communities effectively.

Today, we mourn the lives lost in Kerrville, Texas. But tomorrow, it could be any
community—your community or mine. The threats we face are increasing, not di-
miniahing. We can’t afford to strip away the resources or experience needed to re-
spond.

We must remember the lessons of our past—so we don’t repeat them in our fu-
ture.

Deanne Criswell was the 12th FEMA Administrator and confirmed unanimously by
the U.S. Senate. Previously, she served as lead emergency manager for New York
City and Aurora, Colorado. She also was a fire firefighter and a member of the Colo-
rado Air National Guard.

Mr. GUEST. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Arizona,
Mr. Crane, for 5 minutes.

Mr. CrRANE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for holding this hearing
today on how NGO’s facilitated the Biden border crisis.

You can see our colleagues are very upset that we are having
this hearing today. They don’t want to talk about this stuff. They
don’t want to talk about the 300,000 kids that we still don’t know
where they are. They are upset that President Trump got elected.
They are upset that he is doing exactly what he said he was going
to do. We are backing him up here in Congress. This is what the
American people voted for because they saw 4 years of the carnage
that these open-border policies plagued on the United States. We
are talking about the NGO’s that they used as middlemen to carry
out their operations, like the Catholic Charities they used to facili-
tate, normalize, and accelerate illegal immigration into this coun-
try.

Ms. Hopper, you have worked closely with trafficking victims and
survivors. I would like to explore the role that the NGO’s have
played in enabling the trafficking and exploitation of unaccom-
panied alien children. Under the last administration, what safe-
guar;ls were put in place to protect vulnerable unaccompanied chil-

ren?

Ms. HoOPPER. I previously discussed the post-placement welfare
checks, which consisted of 2 phone calls. Again, if the sponsor
didn’t answer, the case was no longer followed up on. But there
was also a notice of concern hotline where people could report con-
cerns about the unaccompanied child’s safety. But what this ad-
ministration found was from August 2023 to January 2025, 65,000
calls went unanswered. Those calls spanned from, you know, com-
plaints about stale bread all the way to being abused, to one case
where a child’s call was reporting that grown men were coming
into his room at night and they were touching him. Nothing hap-
pened with that call. That call went unanswered until this admin-
istration took office, went through those 65,000 calls, made follow-
ups, conducted a welfare check, and now that child has been res-
cued and that sponsor has been arrested. These are the safeguards
that were put in place, but accountability and oversight was not
had.

Mr. CRANE. So you are telling this committee that the Biden ad-
ministration, while they were letting all of these unaccompanied
minors into the country, and as we have talked about today, they
weren’t keeping track of them, they issued these kids a hotline that
they could call if they had trouble with the sponsor family that
they were put with? You are saying that 65,000 calls to this hotline
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designated to protect these kids went unanswered. Is that what
you are telling this committee?

Ms. HoPPER. Yes, sir.

Mr. CRANE. Wow. That is unbelievable. Unbelievable. I believe
you also said, Ms. Hopper, that according to your research, it was
easier to adopt a pet or a dog than it was to get one of these chil-
dren. Is that what you said?

Ms. HoppER. I said that it was easier to get a child, yes, than
to adopt a dog. You actually had to provide more paperwork to
adopt a pet from a pet shelter than you did to sponsor a child.

Mr. CRANE. Yes. Think about it, guys. This is exactly why the
American people are so upset. This is why they voted for the Presi-
dent, and this is why they voted for this agenda, to not only remove
people from this country to secure our borders, but to find these
kids. I mean, this is completely atrocious in a day and age where
we are starting to wake up to the realities of sex trafficking and
what is going on with these kids. They let all these kids in. We still
don’t know where over 300,000 of these kids are. You are sitting
here testifying, saying that they gave a hotline for these kids to re-
port if they were OK, if they needed anything, and 65,000 calls
went unanswered. Do you know how many staffers the administra-
tion assigned to answering these phones and helping these kids?

Ms. HOPPER. One.

Mr. CRANE. One staffer? Any idea how many hours a day this
staffer was working?

Ms. HOPPER. No.

Mr. CRANE. Maybe that is why there were 65,000 calls that
weren’t answered from these little kids. Huh? Unbelievable. Thank
you.

I yield back.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman yields back.

The Chair recognizes the gentlelady from New dJersey, Ms.
Mclver, for 5 minutes.

Mrs. McCIVER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I first want to start off by just advising that witnesses should
definitely come here with the facts. One of the witnesses today
stated that I was arrested, and that is a complete lie, and I want
to put that on the record.

Mr. Chairman, this hearing is a shame, a sham, and a complete
disgrace. Just because Republicans don’t want to see it doesn’t
mean it is not true. The charities the majority is targeting are
doing the Lord’s work, quite literally. Republicans are trying to
misrepresent and undermine and attack the work of these charities
do to, excuse me, these charities do to assist the most vulnerable
and underserved, all while quoting scripture from the Bible. No
matter what narrative my colleagues across the aisle try to spin,
the truth is that these religious organizations and other nonprofits
are not political. They seek to provide aid to those who are fleeing
violence and seeking asylum.

To every person working at the charities, religious organizations,
and other NGO’s that are the subject of this hearing I say this to
you, thank you and I am sorry. Thank you for providing the serv-
ices and resources that our Government has failed to provide to
desperate people who are in need. I am sorry that Republicans are
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trying to intimidate you and prevent you from carrying out this
critical work.

I am appalled that this hearing is being used as an attempt to
target religious organizations and prevent them from serving their
communities in accordance with their faith. Meanwhile, the Repub-
lican Majority has not done an ounce of oversight of the Trump ad-
ministration, even as Trump and his administration tear apart
DHS.

In January, Trump installed unelected billionaire Elon Musk as
the leader of DOGE and empowered him to derail and demonize
critical functions across the Government, including at DHS. Elon
has long had massive, unexplained ties to China. He did not file
any kind of financial disclosure, even as he took a role in over-
hauling the Federal Government. But did the Republican Majority
demand any information on Musk’s conflicts? Did they ask ques-
tions about his ties to the Chinese government, a topic that draws
their interest in just about every context every week on this com-
mittee? No, they did not. Instead, they turned the blind eye to
DOGE and installed unqualified staffers across DHS, gained access
to sensitive security systems, and drove off untold members of dedi-
cated civil servants carrying out important missions to secure our
homeland.

DOGE has been dismantling and reshaping DHS for 6 months
now. Has the Republican Majority held a single hearing or called
a single witness to examine these massive changes to the Depart-
ment? No, they have not.

More recently, Elon Musk and Donald Trump had a very messy
breakup. Perhaps men are just too fragile and emotional for these
jobs, but I digress. We did, in fact, learn a few things during this
breakup. On June 6, Musk tweeted, “Time to drop the really big
bomb. Donald Trump is in the Epstein files.” That is the real rea-
son they have not been made public. “Have a nice day, DJT.” Wow.
Now that is some inside information. Elon Musk, Donald Trump’s
right-hand man, who spent hundreds of millions of dollars to help
get Trump elected, says the President is tied to the notorious child
sex predator. Look what we are talking about today. Indeed, over
the past several days, Trump has moved to permanently squash
the release of the Epstein files.

Now, my Republican colleagues have long expressed a desire to
fight human trafficking. Woohoo. Talking about it today, but yet
scared to call out to ask the administration to release the Epstein
files. Surely that must be something we can all get behind. Surely
we can all agree that if Elon Musk has evidence that Donald
Trump is or has ever been involved in child sex trafficking, then
Musk should be compelled to come share his evidence to with this
committee and the public.

Now, I am sure some of my colleagues may argue that Musk is
just blowing smoke, but who is to say? Let’s find out. I might have
my doubts, but if you think that under oath Musk would admit he
does not actually have any evidence to back up his claims, then
great, let’s find out. Let’s do some real work on this committee.

With that, I yield back.

Mr. GUEST. The gentlelady yields back.
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The Chair recognizes Mr. Ogles from the State of Tennessee for
5 minutes.

Mr. OGLES. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to enter into
the record for unanimous consent a news story by News Nation,
updated on June 7, 2023, by Mr. Ventura and Mr. Markham, talk-
ing about the NGO’s using tax dollars to relocate migrants, and
quite frankly

Mr. GUEST. Without objection, the document ** will be entered
into the record.

Mr. OGLES. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

When you look at their track record, and there is some statistics
I will quote, and most of this can be directed at you, Ms. Hopper,
but to the other 2 witnesses, feel free to chime in, we will just have
an open dialog, is they were clearly putting profit over the safety
of these children. My colleagues on the other side have spent most
of the day disrupting this hearing, stalling this hearing with proce-
dural votes. Meanwhile, we have 325,000 children that are unac-
counted for. We have 65,000 calls of concern that went unan-
swered. Yet all they want to talk about is Trump and Elon Musk
and some tweet has since been redacted. I mean, it is nonsense.

By the way, you know, one of my colleagues mentioned religion,
religion, you know, saying that, you know, we over here are right-
eous. Yet I do believe if you look at the context of this hearing, they
are the ones that are quoting the Pope and the Catholic bishops
and all the other stuff. Meanwhile, I want to talk about the chil-
dren. How do we find these 300,000 kids? How many of them are
being sexually abused right now? I think in your testimony, 70 per-
cent, or one of your testimonies, 70 percent of the records involving
children were falsified. Eighty percent of the women coming into an
El Paso shelter were sexually assaulted. Where is the outrage on
the other side, folks? That is what this is about.

This should be a nonpartisan committee. We are talking about
the safety of the homeland, talking about 300,000 children that
right now could be being raped systematically and trafficked. They
want to talk about the boogeyman. I want to talk about the
boogeyman, too. I want to talk about all the predators and the
gangbangers and the murderers that were allowed into this coun-
try; just in Nashville, the ICE raid where they arrested murderers,
rapists, traffickers, child traffickers. That is who they are pro-
tecting. Let’s talk about these 300,000 kids. How do we find them?
How do we undo this mess?

Oh, by the way, the idea that none of these folks are criminals,
if you came into this country on false pretense, that is a crime.
They are not migrants. They are illegal immigrants, and they are
breaking our laws and I have had enough of this crap. Let’s talk
about the facts, the facts around this hearing and these children.

Ms. Hopper.

Ms. HoPPER. There needs to be complete coordination with the
State and local agencies. They know that UACs were sent to their
specific districts, their counties. There’s a database on the ORR
website, specifically outlining how many UACs were sent to certain

**[The information referred to a video rather than a document, found at the following:
https:/ | www.newsnationnow.com [ video | us-relies-heavily-on-nonprofits-to-receive-migrants-
morning-in-america /8713310.]
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counties and cities across all 50 States. So, with the help of the
local, State, and Federal agencies, that would be a good place to
start. But a lot of these State agencies are stonewalling and block-
ing our efforts because they want to protect illegal aliens over find-
ing unaccompanied children.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Howell.

Mr. HOWELL. One of the best ways to find these children is to
dramatically ramp up worksite enforcement by ICE. A lot of these
kids are working in factory farms, weed farms, all across the coun-
try. Until ICE begins increasing their activities there, I don’t think
we will find a lot of these missing kids.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Rosas.

Mr. Rosas. Congressman, what I'll say, I mean, I'll echo that,
they came here because they wanted to work, obviously in horrible
conditions. What I'll say and what I'll address is that it’s false to
say that these raids that are happening are not targeting the worst
of the worst. I was with Border Patrol in Los Angeles County just
recently, and they did an operation at a Home Depot, and they
found a convicted pedophile because he’s there looking for work.
Those are the people that they want to hire to bring them into
their homes, around their families? It doesn’t work that way. So I
would concur that worksite operations need to increase, not de-
crease by any stretch.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chairman, you know, I thank you for the impor-
tance of this hearing, the topic. I thank you to the witnesses. But
as we look at the systematic trafficking that we have seen across
this country, Ms. Hopper, you are an expert on this, when you look
at the distribution networks that the cartels have into our country,
a distribution network, by the way, that would rival FedEx or, you
know, the United Postal Service, and their ability to move product,
and for them, product is human trafficking. Product is kids and
women.

So with that, I yield back.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman yields back.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Puerto Rico, Mr. Her-
nandez.

Mr. HERNANDEZ. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I would like to just briefly raise my voice in favor of NGO’s and
the service they provided. As a law student, I worked with NGO’s
dedicated to immigrants, but not just to make sure that they could
normalize their immigration status. I worked with immigrants on
behalf of a cause that I think all Republicans support. I worked
with immigrants to help them assimilate to United States culture
and identity. I helped them study for their U.S. citizenship exams.
I could see their hope, their commitment. I would even say they
were more patriotic and committed to this Nation than many peo-
ple who are born and raised here.

I worked with NGO’s to help victims of domestic violence who
fled their home countries with their children, fleeing from terrible,
terrible, terrible life circumstances, and people who found hope and
security in this Nation. People that I was proud to see this Nation
welcome to provide them safety and security and a brighter future.
So I really profoundly regret to see this Congress, to see this com-
mittee attack NGO’s so broadly under a false pretext, that this is
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really to protect the people. We are attacking people. We are at-
tacking institutions that help people. I want to make sure that his-
tory reflects the side that we, the Democratic Caucus, this side of
the aisle, stand on today.

Thank you. I yield back.

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. GUEST. I am sorry. Who wants to be recognized?

Mr. CRANE. Crane from Arizona.

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Crane.

Mr. CrRANE. Request to enter into the record from Oversight
Project article, “Tracking Movement of Illegal Aliens From NGO’s
to the U.S. Interior.”

Mr. GUEST. Without objection, it shall be admitted into the
record.

[The information follows:]
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Mr. CRANE. Thank you.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Thompson.

Mr. THOMPSON. I would like to enter into the record the state-
ment of Bishop Nicholas DiMarzio of Brooklyn, New York, in which
he states, “From our Catholic faith perspective, the issue is ulti-
mately about human beings.”

Mr. GUEST. Without objection, it will be entered into the record.

[The information follows:]
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LETTER OF THE HOLY FATHER FRANCIS
TO THE BISHOPS OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Dear Brothers in the Episcopate,

1 am writing today to address a few words to you in these delicate moments that
you are living as Pastors of the People of God who walk together in the United
States of America.

1. The journey from slavery to freedom that the People of Israel traveled, as
narrated in the Book of Exodus, invites us to look at the reality of our time, so
clearly marked by the phenomenon of migration, as a decisive moment in history
to reaffirm not only our faith in a God who is always close, incarnate, migrant
and refugee, but also the infinite and transcendent dignity of every human
person. [1]

2. These words with which I begin are not an artificial construct. Even a cursory
examination of the Church’s social doctrine emphatically shows that Jesus Christ
is the true Emmanuel (cf. Mt 1:23); he did not live apart from the difficult
experience of being expelled from his own land because of an imminent risk to
his life, and from the experience of having to take refuge in a society and a
culture foreign to his own. The Son of God, in becoming man, also chose to live
the drama of immigration. I like to recall, among other things, the words with
which Pope Pius XII began his Apostolic Constitution on the Care of Migrants,
which is considered the “*Magna Carta” of the Church’s thinking on migration:

“The family of Nazareth in exile, Jesus, Mary and Joseph, emigrants in Egypt and
refugees there to escape the wrath of an ungodly king, are the model, the
example and the consolation of emigrants and pilgrims of every age and country,
of all refugees of every condition who, beset by persecution or necessity, are
forced to leave their homeland, beloved family and dear friends for foreign
lands.” [2]

3. Likewise, Jesus Christ, loving everyone with a universal love, educates us in
the permanent recognition of the dignity -of every human being, without
exception. In fact, when we speak of “infinite and transcendent dignity,” we wish
to emphasize that the most decisive value possessed by the human person
surpasses and sustains every other juridical consideration that can be made to
regulate life in society. Thus, all the Christian faithful and people of good will are
called upon to consider the legitimacy of norms and public policies in the light of
the dignity of the person and his or her fundamental rights, not vice versa.
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4. I have followed closely the major crisis that is taking place in the United States
with the initiation of a program of mass deportations. The rightly formed
conscience cannot fail to make a critical judgment and express its disagreement
with any measure that tacitly or explicitly identifies the illegal status of some
migrants with criminality. At the same time, one must recognize the right of a
nation to defend itself and keep communities safe from those who have
committed violent or serious crimes while in the country or prior to arrival. That
said, the act of deporting people who in many cases have left their own land for
reasons of extreme poverty, insecurity, exploitation, persecution or serious
deterioration of the environment, damages the dignity of many men and women,
and of entire families, and places them in a state of particular vulnerability and
defenselessness.

5. This is not a minor issue: an authentic rule of law is verified precisely in the
dignified treatment that all people deserve, especially the poorest and most
marginalized. The true common good is promoted when society and
government, with creativity and strict respect for the rights of all — as I have
affirmed on numerous occasions — welcomes, protects, promotes and integrates
the most fragile, unprotected and vulnerable. This does not impede the
development of a policy that regulates orderly and legal migration. However, this
development cannot come about through the privilege of some and the sacrifice
of others. What is built on the basis of force, and not on the truth about the
equal dignity of every human being, begins badly and will end badly.

6. Christians know very well that it is only by affirming the infinite dignity of all
that our own identity as persons and as communities reaches its maturity.
Christian love is not a concentric expansion of interests that little by little extend
to other persons and groups. In other words: the human person is not a mere
individual, relatively expansive, with some philanthropic feelings! The human
person is a subject with dignity who, through the constitutive relationship with
all, especially with the poorest, can gradually mature in his identity and vocation.
The true ordo amoris that must be promoted is that which we discover by
meditating constantly on the parable of the “Good Samaritan” (cf. Lk 10:25-37),
that is, by meditating on the love that builds a fraternity open to all, without
exception. [3]

7. But worrying about personal, community or national identity, apart from these
considerations, easily introduces an ideological criterion that distorts social life
and imposes the will of the strongest as the criterion of truth.

8. I recognize your valuable efforts, dear brother bishops of the United States, as
you work closely with migrants and refugees, proclaiming Jesus Christ and
promoting fundamental human rights. God will richly reward all that you do for
the protection and defense of those who are considered less valuable, less
important or less human!
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9. I exhort all the faithful of the Catholic Church, and all men and women of
good will, not to give in to narratives that discriminate against and cause
unnecessary suffering to our migrant and refugee brothers and sisters. With
charity and clarity we are all called to live in solidarity and fraternity, to build
bridges that bring us ever closer together, to avoid walls of ignominy and to learn
to give our lives as Jesus Christ gave his for the salvation of all.

10: Let us ask Our Lady of Guadalupe to protect individuals and families who live
in fear or pain due to migration and/or deportation. May the “Virgen morena’,
who knew how to reconcile peoples when they were at enmity, grant us all to
meet again as brothers and sisters, within her embrace, and thus take a step
forward in the construction of a society that is more fraternal, inclusive and
respectful of the dignity of all.

Fraternally,
Francis

From the Vatican, 10 February 2025

[1] Cf. Dicastery for the Doctrine of the Faith, Declaration Dignitas infinita on
human dignity, 2 April 2024.

[2] Pius XII, Apostolic Constitution Exsul Familia, 1 August 1952: “Exsul Familia
Nazarethana Iesus, Maria, Ioseph, cum ad Aegyptum emigrans tum in Aegypto
profuga impii regis iram aufugiens, typus, exemplar et praesidium exstat omnium
quorumlibet temporum et locorum emigrantium, peregrinorum ac profugorum
omne genus, qui, vel metu persecutionum vel egestate compulsi, patrium locum
suavesque parentes et propinquos ac dulces amicos derelinquere coguntur et
aliena petere.”

[3] Cf. Francis, Encyclical Letter Fratelli tutti, 3 October 2020.

Copyright © Dicastero per la Comunicazione - Libreria Editrice Vaticana

Mr. GUEST. With the gentleman yielding, the Chair now recog-
nizes the gentlelady from South Carolina, Mrs. Biggs.

Mrs. BiGgGs. Thank you, Chairman Guest. Thank you to our wit-
nesses for your patience today.

This hearing is important, and I think it is crucial that we know
the role that the NGO’s played in the invasion of our country.
While the Biden administration opened the doors, the NGO’s fueled
the invasion. They provided or coordinated transportation to the in-
terior of the country, along with food, shelter, legal fees, and more,
all with your tax dollars.
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Mr. Chairman, I would like to submit for the record this piece
of The Free Press titled “Nonprofits are Making Billions Off the

Border Crisis.”
Mr. GUEST. Without objection, it shall be entered into the record.

[The information follows:]

Nonprofits Are Making Billions
off the Border Crisis

Federal funding has turned the business of resettling
migrant children into a goldmine for a handful of NGOs—
and their top executives.

El 2

A GROUP OF MIGRANTS TRY TO CROSS A BARBED WIRE FENCE TO REACH THE U,
FROM CIUDAD JUAREZ, MEXICO, ON MARCH 20, 2024. (PHOTO BY HERIKA MARTINEZ VIA AFP)

By Madeleine Rowley

While the border crisis has become a major liability for President Biden,
threatening his reelection chances, it's become a huge boon to a group
of nonprofits getting rich off government contracts.
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Although the federally funded Unaccompanied Children Program is
responsible for resettling unaccompanied migrant minors who enter the
U.S,, it delegates much of the task to nongovernmental organizations
(NGOs) that run shelters in the border states of Texas, Arizona, and
California.

And with the recent massive influx of unaccompanied children—a
record 130,000 in 2022, the last year for which there are official stats—
the coffers of these NGOs are swelling, along with the salaries of their
CEOs.

“The amount of taxpayer money they are getting is obscene,” Charles
Marino, former adviser to Janet Napolitano, the secretary of the
Department of Homeland Security under Obama, said of the NGOs.
“We're going to find that the waste, fraud, and abuse of taxpayer money
will rival what we saw with the Covid federal money.”

The Free Press examined three of the most prominent NGOs that have
benefited: Global Refuge, Southwest Key Programs, and Endeavors, Inc.
These organizations have seen their combined revenue grow from $597
million in 2019 to an astonishing $2 billion by 2022, the last year for
which federal disclosure documents are available. And the CEOs of all
three nonprofits reap more than $500,000 each in annual
compensation, with one of them—the chief executive of Southwest Key
—making more than $1 million.
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Some of the services NGOs provide are eyebrow-raising. For example,
Endeavors uses taxpayer funds to offer migrant children “pet therapy,”
“horticulture therapy,” and music therapy. In 2021 alone, Endeavors paid
Christy Merrell, a music therapist, $533,000. An internal Endeavors
PowerPoint obtained by America First Legal, an outfit founded by
former Trump aide Stephen Miller, showed that the nonprofit conducted
1,656 “people-plant interactions” and 287 pet therapy sessions between
April 2021 and March 2023.

Endeavors’ 2022 federal disclosure form also shows that it paid $5
million to a company to provide fill-in doctors and nurses, $4.6 million
for “consulting services,” $1.4 million to attend conferences, and
$700,000 on lobbyists. In 2021, the NGO shelled out $8 million to hotel
management company Esperanto Developments to house migrants in
their hotels. Endeavors, which gets 99.6 percent of its revenue from the
government according to federal disclosure forms, declined to
comment to The Free Press.

The Administration for Children and Families, a division of the U.S.
Department of Health & Human Services, funds the nonprofits through
its Office of Refugee Resettlement, and its budget has swelled over the
years—from $1.8 billion in 2018 to $6.3 billion in 2023. The ORR is
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expected to spend at least $7.3 billion this year—almost all of which will
be funneled to NGOs and other contractors.

When asked about the funding increase during a January media event,
Krish O'Mara Vignarajah, the chief executive of Global Refuge said,
“We've grown because the need has grown.” The nonprofit did not make
Vignarajah available for an interview.

But while it's true the number of migrants has exploded in recent years,
critics say these enormous federal grants far exceed the current need.
The facilities themselves are generally owned by private companies and
are leased to the NGOs, which house the unaccompanied minors and
attempt to unite them with family members or, if that’s not possible,
people who will take care of them—their so-called sponsors. The ORR
does not publicly list the specific number of shelters it funds in its
efforts to house migrants, a business The New York Times once described
as “lucrative” and “secretive.”

While some NGOs have long had operations at the border, “what is new
under Biden is the amount of taxpayer money being awarded, the lack
of accountability for performance, and the lack of interest in solving the
problem,” said Jessica Vaughan, director of policy studies at the Center
for Immigration Studies, a think tank that researches the effect of
government immigration policies and describes its bias as “low-
immigration, pro-immigrant.”

+ + +

Consider Global Refuge, based in Baltimore, Maryland. In 2018,

according to its federal disclosure form, the Baltimore-based nonprofit
had $50 million in revenue. By 2022, its revenue totaled $207 million—
$180 million of which came from the government. That year, $82 million

was spent on housing unaccompanied children. Global Refuge also
granted $45 million to an organization that facilitates adoptions as well
as resettling migrant children.
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Now Global Refuge employs over 550 people nationwide, and CEO
Vignarajah said in January that the nonprofit plans to expand to at least
700 staffers by the end of 2024.

Global Refuge Federal Awards 2018 - 2022
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Vignarajah, a former policy director for Michelle Obama when she was
first lady, took the top job at Global Refuge in February 2019 after she
lost her bid to be elected governor of Maryland. She has since become
one of the most prominent advocates for migrants crossing the
immigration advocate. Her incoming salary was $244,000, but just three
years later, her compensation more than doubled to $520,000.

In 2019, Global Refuge housed 2,591 unaccompanied children while
spending $30 million. Three years later, the NGO reported that it housed
1,443 unaccompanied children at a cost of $82.5 million—almost half
the number of migrants for more than double the money.

In a statement to The Free Press, Global Refuge spokesperson Timothy
Young said that while in care, “Unaccompanied children attend six hours
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of daily education and participate in recreational activities, both at the
education site and within the community.”

The man with the $1 million salary is Dr. Anselmo Villarreal, who became
CEO of Southwest Key Programs, headquartered in Austin, Texas, in
2021. (Villarreal took a drop in pay compared to his predecessor,
Southwest Key founder Juan Sanchez, who paid himself an eye-popping
$3.5 million in 2018.)

Despite a number of scandals in the recent past, including misuse of
federal funds and several instances of employees sexually abusing
some of the children in its care, Southwest Key continues to operate—
and rake in big government checks. In 2020, the year of Covid-19, its
government grant was $391 million; by 2022, its contract was nearly
$790 million.

Southwest Key Programs Federal Awards 2018 - 2022
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Southwest Key'’s federal disclosure forms show that in 2022, six
executives in addition to Villarreal made more than $400,000, including
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its chief strategist ($800,000), its head of operations ($700,000) and its
top HR executive ($535,000). Its total payroll in 2022 was $465 million.

Endeavors, Inc., based in San Antonio, Texas, is run by Chip Fulghum.
Formerly the chief financial officer of the Department of Homeland
Security, he signed on as Endeavors’ chief operating officer in 2019 and
was promoted to CEO this year.

In 2022, Fulghum was paid almost $600,000, while the compensation
for Endeavors’ then-CEO, Jon Aliman, was $700,000. Endeavors’ payroll
went from $20 million in 2018 to a whopping $150 million in 2022, with
seven other executives earning more than $300,000.

Perhaps the most shocking figure was the size of Endeavors's 2022
contract with the government: a staggering $1.3 billion, by far the
largest sum ever granted to an NGO working at the border. (In 2023,
Endeavors’ government funds shrank to $324 million because the
shelter was closed for six months. Endeavors says this was because the
beds were not needed, the border crisis notwithstanding.)

Endeavors, Inc. Federal Awards 2018 - 2022
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Despite these astronomical sums, the Unaccompanied Children Program
is fraught with problems and suffers from a general lack of oversight.
Because so many unaccompanied youths are crossing the border,
sources who worked at a temporary Emergency Intake Site in 2021 said
the ORR pressured case managers to move children out within two
weeks in order to prepare for the next wave of unaccompanied
children.

In 2022, Florida governor Ron DeSantis empaneled a grand jury to
conduct an investigation, which showed how the ORR continually
loosened its safety protocols so children could be connected to
sponsors more quickly—and with less due diligence. The same report
revealed that because there’s often no documentation to prove a
migrant’s age at the time Border Patrol processes them, 105 adults were
discovered posing as unaccompanied children in 2021. One of them, a
24-year-old Honduran male who said he was 17, was charged with
murdering his sponsor in Jacksonville, Florida.

“We used to have DNA testing to make sure we had these family units,”
Chris Clem, a recently retired Border Patrol officer, told The Free Press.
But since the border crisis, the ORR has abandoned DNA testing,
according to congressional testimony by the General Accountability
Office. In 2021, ORR revised its rules so that public records checks for
other adults living in a prospective sponsor’'s home were no longer
mandatory.

Tara Rodas, a government employee who was temporarily detailed to
work at the California Pomona Fairplex Emergency Intake shelter in
2021, told The Free Press she also uncovered evidence of fraud within the
sponsorship system. “Most of the sponsors have no legal presence in
the U.S. | don't know if | saw one U.S. ID,” said Rodas. “There were no
criminal investigators at the site, and there was no access to see if
sponsors had committed crimes in Guatemala, El Salvador, and Mexico.”



100

Last October, the ORR published a series of proposed changes to its
regulations in the Federal Register that will effectively codify the more
relaxed standards. The new regulations, which will go into effect in July,
will allow background checks and verifying the validity of a sponsor's
identity—but wouldn't require them.

“It is mind-boggling that ORR has not seen fit to adjust the policies for
(unaccompanied children) placements, except to make them more
lenient,” Jessica Vaughan at the Center for Immigration Studies told The
Free Press. “They could do a much better job, but they only want to
streamline the process and make the releases even easier.” The
Administration for Children and Families did not respond to emailed
questions from The Free Press.

Deborah White, another federal employee temporarily detailed to the
Pomona Fairplex facility in 2021, told The Free Press: “Ultimately, the
responsibility is on the government. But the oversight is obviously not
adequate—from the contracting to the care of the children to the
vetting of the sponsors. All of it is inadequate. The government blames
the contractor and the contractor blames the government, and no one
is held accountable.”

Maddie Rowley is an investigative reporter. Follow her on X
@Maddie Rowley. And read Peter Savodnik’s piece, “A Report from the
Southern Border: ‘We Want Biden to Win.”

Reports like this one require time and resources. To support more of
our independent journalism, become a Free Press subscriber today:

v/ Subscribed |
J

Mrs. BigGs. So, Global Refuge, one of these Trojan horses, listed
$202 million in revenue in 2022, up from $50 million in 2018,
which is 86 percent of that money came directly from the tax-
payers. Another organization, which we have already talked about
today, Endeavor, received 99.6 percent of its revenue from tax-
payers. These groups made profits by forcing us to pay for the inva-
sion of our own country.

So my first question, and I would really like to leave it open for
any of you to please feel free to comment, but it is kind-of simple.
How many illegals did these bad actors bring in? How much of our
hard-earned tax dollars did they spend? Did they even attempt to
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determine if any of the illegals that flooded our homeland were vio-
lent criminals?

Mr. Rosas. Congresswoman, what I'll say is that it’s also not just
the unaccompanied monitors that were processed through. There
wasn’t DNA testing being done with family units who were being
presented and turning themselves over to Border Patrol. So there
were “family units” that these NGO’s also helped and processed.
But, you know, you ask any border official, any border enforcement,
they’ll tell you that they rent kids out to act as family units or
they’re trafficking these kids as family units.

So I know, understandably, we’re talking a lot about the unac-
companied minors, and that should definitely have a big focus. But
we also can’t forget the fake family units that took advantage of
the Biden administration not doing DNA testing to ensure that
those were actual families.

Ms. HopPER. That was a very good question. Thank you so much
for that. Between the ports of entry, it’s really hard to determine
how many bad actors and criminal networks came into the interior
of the country during the Biden-Harris administration. I know it’s
frustrating to hear that we keep mentioning the Biden-Harris ad-
ministration, but when you have over 300,000 children that went
missing under that administration, it is worth asking because they
are still missing.

With these criminal networks, we worked with another nonprofit
in California. Again, we're not against nonprofits. We are against
the ones that take taxpayer dollars and mismanage the funds and
abuse the funds to reiterate for the record. But they found numer-
ous cell phones of smugglers. The Goat Initiative works with local
law enforcement and turns over cell phones that include data as
far as how to obtain a child once you're in the United States, what
pathways to take and even include the nuclear posture of the
United States. These are not, you know, your average construction
worker.

When you say they have no criminal background, please under-
stand that that might be in the United States. You don’t know
where they came from, their country of origin, what their criminal
background was in their country of origin, on top of the fact that
when they had their false documents, if their documents said Mick-
ey Mouse, that is what Border Patrol wrote down. So how do we
know what their backgrounds truly are from their home countries
when we did no meaningful checking of the false documents that
they provided to our agencies?

Mrs. Bicas. Thank you.

Mr. HOwWELL. Congresswoman, to answer the heart of your ques-
tion, I think it’s virtually all of the illegals that were released into
the interior. Just like it’s virtually impossible for an illegal to get
to the Southern Border without going through cartel custody, it is
virtually impossible for the illegals, once they are released, to not
reap a direct or indirect benefit from the nonprofit system. That’s
why this is so detestable. They had built a system on parallel with
the cartels. The NGO’s and the Biden administration operated as
the final chain in the link of this human smuggling, not only of
children, but of everyone who came illegally.
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Mrs. BigGgs. Thank you very much. It is very disheartening and
I appreciate your insight on this.

With that, I yield back.

Mr. GUEST. The gentlelady yields back.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. Carter,
for 5 minutes.

Mr. CARTER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I wholeheartedly support all of my Democratic colleagues’ efforts
today to demand information and accountability about the cruel
and profoundly un-American mass deportation agenda being under-
taken by the Donald Trump administration and his allies, as well
as this administration’s dereliction of duty in Federal disaster re-
sponse amid hurricane season. However, I would like to take a few
moments to highlight a critical financial issue affecting families
and businesses in Louisiana: flood insurance. Flood risk is not just
a coastal issue. It affects all of us. Since 1996, flood events have
occurred in all 50 States and 99 percent of them in U.S. counties.
That means nearly every single American community has experi-
enced economic, environmental, or emotional toll of flooding. With
climate change intensifying, the frequency and severity of major
storms, the need for accessible, affordable, and transparent flood
insurance has never been more urgent. Unfortunately, FEMA’s im-
plementation of Risk Rating 2.0, the new methodology for calcu-
lating National Flood Insurance Program, NFIP, premiums, have
created serious affordability problems for our constituents.

Let me be clear. Congress did not pass legislation to mandate
Risk Rating 2.0, nor did we have any meaningful input in its devel-
opment. FEMA claims that this overhaul falls under its adminis-
trative authority. However, FEMA bypassed a formal rulemaking
process, conducted no economic impact analysis, and declined to
brief Congress before the implementing of one of the most sweeping
changes to NFIP in its history. In fact, FEMA has continuously re-
fused to release its full Risk Rating 2.0 methodology. Policyholders
do not have access to their property level rating factors inputs, ex-
cept for the few listed on the declaration page, which are made
available only after coverage is purchased. The lack of trans-
parency is unacceptable.

In my district, the consequences are real and deeply concerning.
Premiums are rising drastically and, in some cases, unpredictably,
exasperating our on-going housing affordability crisis. Louisiana is
not alone in this issue. There are over 1.5 million policy holders in
Florida and approximately 700,000 in Texas, among others. On av-
erage, Risk Rating 2.0 and NFIP policies will cost $1,800, rep-
resenting a 103.6 increase over legacy rates. There are 17 States
with higher average rates than Louisiana. Rates will increase by
over 50 percent in 41 States. Some of the States with the highest
average risk rates include Maine at 183 percent rate increase, West
Virginia at 171, Mississippi at 149 percent, Florida at 131, and
New York at 85 percent. Among metropolitan areas, my district in
New Orleans has the second-highest average insurance coverage
behind only Miami.

For working families already struggling to keep up with the
mortgage payments, high insurance costs could mean having to
choose between flood protection and other essential needs. Many
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have opted out at NFIP altogether, leaving them and their entire
communities vulnerable and uninsured in the face of disaster.
Within just 2 years of implementing Risk Rating 2.0, NFIP lost
over 215,000 policy holders or nearly 5 percent of all policies.
States that saw the biggest decline in policy holders were West Vir-
ginia, losing nearly 20 percent of policies, Oklahoma about 18 per-
cent, and Texas with 15 percent decline. Not far behind over 1 in
10 policyholders in Louisiana has opted out.

This is not a partisan issue. I have been highly critical of Risk
Rating 2.0 throughout the Biden administration, with even former
Secretary Mayorkas acknowledge that Risk Rating 2.0 is flawed.
Yet during both Biden and Trump administrations, FEMA contin-
ued to push forward without correcting course, listening to Con-
gress, or properly engaging the people most affected by these
changes.

The bottom line is this: we need a flood insurance system that
protects, not penalizes, American families. It should be grounded in
science, equity, and economic reality, but also accountability and
transparency. Congress must have a role in shaping the future of
the NFIP and our constituents deserve to know how decisions im-
pacting their homes and livelihoods are made.

Mr. Chair, I would like to enter into the record this research
from the Coalition of Sustainable Flood Insurance, which lays out
details on this issue.

Mr. GUEST. Without objection.

[The information follows:]
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This paper was developed in conjunction with C. Scott Canady, owner and Principal at Tambala
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Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs, at the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
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Introduction

Flooding is the most common naturally occurring disaster in the United States (Federal
Emergency Management Agency, 2020), with 99% of U.S. counties having experienced at least
one flood event from 1996 to 2019 (Federal Emergency Management Agency, n.d.). Nationally,
flood risk is projected to increase. The Government Accountability Office (GAO), reporting
findings of the Fourth National Climate Assessment, noted increasing flood risk is forecast to
expose more than $1 trillion in developed domestic coastal infrastructure and property to
inundation (Gomez, 2019).

The National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) is the primary means by which
businesses, homeowners, and renters insure flood risk. The Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA), an agency of the U.S. Department of Homeland Security, administers the NFIP
through the Federal Insurance and Mitigation Administration (Federal Emergency Management
Agency, 2021).

A consumer’s eligibility to purchase a federal flood insurance policy is contingent on
their local jurisdiction’s elective participation in the NFIP. More than 22,500 local and tribal
governments were accredited to participate in the NFIP as of July 8, 2022, making access to
NFIP insurance broadly available to consumers across the nation (Federal Emergency
Management Agency(b), n.d., p. 460).

Notwithstanding the broad pool of NFIP-participating jurisdictions, NFIP policies in
force are not distributed in a spatially even manner. As of June 2022, FEMA reported 4,535,514
NFIP policies in force with 10 states accounting for 83% of NFIP policies. Florida accounts for
34% of all NFIP policies in force with 1,558,978 policies. Other top 10 states by number of NFIP
policies in force are Texas (702,524), Louisiana (467,244), New Jersey (198,173), South
Carolina (192,338), California (182,755), New York (159,300), North Carolina (127,583),
Virginia (93,027), and Georgia (73,214) (Federal Emergency Management Agency, 2022).

Two local government jurisdictions, Miami-Dade County, Florida, and Harris County,
Texas, had 314,560 and 295,108 NFIP policies in force, respectively, as of June 2022. If Miami-
Dade County and Harris County were states, the counties would have ranked as 4" and 5% in the
top 10 NFIP states list. Figure 1 shows the distribution of NFIP policies among the top 10 NFIP
policy states compared to all other states (Federal Emergency Management Agency, 2022).
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Figure 1. Top Ten NFIP States by Policies in Force v all other States
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The NFIP achieved the highest levels of policy take-up rates in 2009, when FEMA
reported 5,700,235 policies in force (Insurance Information Institute, 2021). FEMA reported
approximately 4,882,292 NFIP policies in force as of December 30, 2021. The decline in NFIP
policies in force has continued in 2022, with NFIP experiencing a loss of 346,778 policies in
force from December 31, 2021, through June 30, 2022 (National Flood Insurance Program,
2022). Ongoing declines in NFIP policies in force highlight a mismatch between known flood
risks and the purchase flood insurance coverage made available by the national government.

In 2015, an estimated 15 million people lived in Special Flood Hazard Areas (SFHA),
which are areas having a 1% annual chance of a flood event (Peri, Rosoff, & Yager, 2017).
While SFHAS, also referred to as the 100-year floodplain, are viewed as the primary areas
subject to risk of inundation, flooding occurs in areas adjacent to SFHAs and in areas where
water drainage patterns have been altered (Congressional Budget Office, 2019).

Combining SFHAs with other areas exposed to flood risk, Peri, Rosoff, & Yager (2017)

estimate as many as 30 million individuals, almost 10% of the United States population, live in
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areas with elevated risk of flooding. Others estimate 40.8 million people, or 12% of the
population, are exposed to elevated flood risk (Wing, et al., 2018). The First Street Foundation
(n.d.) examined flood risk at the property level and identified 24.7 million properties at risk of
inundation and forecast 26 million properties will be at risk of flooding by 2050.

The increasing gap between the number of individuals and structures residing or located
in areas with heightened flood risks and the total number of NFIP policies in force is cause for
concern. Businesses, homeowners, and renters are not insured against known flood risks.
Uninsured flood losses will be absorbed by businesses and individuals or spread to the general
population through direct state and national government financial assistance. A new flood risk
rating methodology implemented by NFIP known as Risk Rating 2.0 (RR2.0) may expand this
gap.

RR2.0 became effective October 1, 2021, for new policies and April 1, 2022, for policy
renewals (Federal Emergency Management Agency(a), 2022). RR2.0 premium projections
anticipate most NFIP policyholders will pay higher prices for flood insurance. According to
NFIP estimates, under year one of RR2.0, 77% of current policyholders will experience premium
increases, with 66% of all policyholders being charged premiums up to $120 more per year for
current coverage levels and 11% of policyholders charged annual premium increases ranging
from $120 to $240. Some 23% of policyholders are projected to receive, on average, a monthly
premium decrease of $86 (Federal Emergency Management Agency(a), 2022).

Increased NFIP policy costs under RR2.0 are a concern as FEMA (2018) has determined
NFIP policy cost to be strongly associated with a consumer’s decision to obtain or renew NFIP
coverage. FEMA (2018, p. 2) notes the agency’s “data indicates that when prices of insurance
increase, participation in the NFIP will decline, regardless of whether this price change is
because of map updates or premium and fee increases.”

This paper examines how RR2.0 will affect NFIP participation and policyholders. The
paper is structured as follows: (1) a brief overview of flood risk management in the United
States, establishment of the NFIP, and major NFIP statutory reforms; (2) a review and synthesis
evaluation of literature on consumer reaction to NFIP policy cost increases; (3) an examination
of housing affordability based on forecasted RR2.0 premiums; and (4) an evaluation of RR2.0 on

housing affordability in select markets.
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Flood Risk M. Establish of the NFIP, and NFIP Reform
Rising Flood Losses

Flood risk exposure and losses have increased as the built environment in the United
States expanded. The first nationally significant catastrophic natural disaster to impact the United
States occurred in 1927 when the Mississippi River overflowed its banks, inundating 16 million
acres, or 27,000 square miles, of urban and rural lands throughout the Mississippi River Valley
(Mississippi River Commission, 2012).

The increased frequency of flood events and growing federal expenditures for flood
disaster recovery led President Truman in 1951 to urge that Congress approve legislation
establishing a national program to offer flood insurance coverage to property owners at
affordable rates. In 1965, prompted by continued flood losses and the scarcity of private flood
insurance coverage, Congress approved legislation directing the U.S. Department of Housing and
Urban Development (HUD) to study flood insurance markets and make recommendations
concerning legislation to authorize the sale of flood insurance by the national government
(National Research Council, 2015). The HUD report recommended the national government
establish a flood insurance program to facilitate “pooling of risks, minimizing costs and
distributing burdens equitably among property owners...and the general taxpayers” (Clawson,
1966, p. 11).

Establishment of NFIP and Program Reforms

In 1968, Congress enacted the National Flood Insurance Act (42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.),
establishing the NFIP. The objectives of policymakers were to reduce federal disaster recovery
outlays by sharing flood losses with property owners through national government flood
insurance and by limiting future flood losses through floodplain management (Bergsma, 2016).

Congress has enacted four major reform packages to the National Flood Insurance Act. A
1973 statute required all properties in a SFHA securing a mortgage originated by a federally
insured financial institution or a mortgage insured or guaranteed by a national government
housing agency to be insured against flood risk. In 1994, Congress extended the mandatory
purchase requirement to properties securing a mortgage sold to the housing government
sponsored enterprises, Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac (Cackley, 2021).

In 2005, catastrophic damage resulting from Hurricane Katrina led to 208,348 flood

insurance claims with $16.2 billion in NFIP claims payments (Federal Emergency Management
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Agency (e), 2022). Hurricane Katrina losses exceeded the NFIP’s capacity to pay claims, leading
Congress to authorize higher program borrowing from the U.S. Treasury to meet claim
obligations.

The NFIP has been unable to repay debts incurred from Hurricane Katrina and
subsequent major loss events notwithstanding forgiveness of a portion of this debt. As of June
30, 2022, NFIP debt to the U.S. Treasury was $20.5 billion. NFIP policyholders have paid $5.6
billion in interest payments alone on this debt since 2005. This amounts to $400 million in
annual interest payments to the U.S. Treasury to service debt from prior disaster events and
accounts for an estimated 11 cents of each premium dollar paid by current NFIP policyholders
(Federal Insurance and Mitigation Administration, 2022).

Deficits incurred by the NFIP resulted from a combination of NFIP policy discounts and
catastrophic loss years (Federal Emergency Management Agency, 2018). Congress enacted the
Biggert-Waters Flood Insurance Reform Act of 2012 to phase out NFIP policy discounts, reform
flood risk mapping, and allow private flood insurance to satisfy mandatory flood insurance
purchase requirements, among other changes. The Biggert-Waters Act also established a reserve
fund within NFIP and authorized administrators to assess fees to populate the reserve fund.
Reserve fund fees constitute a significant portion of total NFIP policy costs. Concern over flood
insurance policy affordability and NFIP premium increases following Biggert-Waters Act
implementation led Congress to restore certain NFIP policy discounts in 2014 via the
Homeowner Flood Insurance Affordability Act (Cackley, 2021).

The Homeowner Flood Insurance Affordability Act (HFIAA) did not eliminate premium
increases authorized in the Biggert Waters Act; rather, the Act reduced the velocity of increases.
In general, annual premium increases on most NFIP policies covering a primary residence were
limited to a range of 5% to 15% of the prior year’s premium with an overall annual premium
increase cap of no more than 18% (Horn & Webel, 2022).! Additionally, Congress directed that
FEMA “strive to minimize the number of policies with annual premiums that exceed one percent
of the total coverage provided by the policy” (128 STAT. 1023). To offset loss of income from

! The H Flood I Af ility Act allowed several Biggert Waters Act premium increases to
remain in effect, including 25% annual increases for nonprimary residential properties, business properties, and
severe repetitive loss properties, among others. Premium subsidies for other risk categories were eliminated.
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premium limitations, Congress authorized a new fee to be paid by all NFIP policyholders,
referred to as the HFIAA surcharge.

More recently, NFIP has used administrative authority to develop and implement a new
property risk rating system for NFIP policies. The new initiative, RR2.0, is a wholesale revision
of how NFIP determines and prices a structure’s risk of flood loss. Under RR2.0, NFIP uses
catastrophic loss modeling that incorporates risks associated with riverine flooding, pluvial
flooding, coastal storm surge, Great Lakes region flooding, tsunami, and levee protection to
determine NFIP policy premiums at the property level. The RR2.0 rating methodology
incorporates individual structure data, including geographic location, individual property
characteristics (i.e., first floor elevation), rating territory (i.e., on a barrier island or protected by
levees), structure type, and insurance to value ratios, among other data points (National Flood
Insurance Program, 2022).

NFIP estimates most policyholders will experience an increase in flood insurance
premiums due to the RR2.0 methodology and elimination of premium subsidies. As FEMA has
documented, NFIP insurance declines as the price of NFIP insurance increases. With RR2.0
resulting in premium increases for 77% of policyholders while policy subsidies continue to be
phased out, it is important for policymakers to understand how NFIP policyholders react to
policy costs.

Consumer Reaction to Price and other Variables

The FEMA 2018 NFIP Affordability Study acknowledges the negative relationship
between the cost of a NFIP policy and a consumer’s decision to purchase or renew coverage. The
impact of cost on NFIP purchase and renewal rates has also been evaluated by academics.
Collectively, these studies indicate the amount of NFIP premium charged for coverage
influences a consumer’s decision to insure. While premium is an important factor in a
consumer’s decision to insure, premium is not the sole basis of a consumer’s decision to
purchase a NFIP policy. This section reviews literature on the influence of premium and other
variables on NFIP insurance purchases.

Effect of Price on Flood Insurance Purchase Decision

Wang, et al., (2017) surveyed North Carolina property owners to examine flood and wind

peril insurance decisions. The survey targeted single-family residences and duplexes where the

survey respondent typically made the decision to purchase insurance. Respondents were
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primarily located in eastern North Carolina, from the Raleigh region to the Atlantic Ocean coast.
Based on a logistic regression analysis, Wang, et al., (2017) calculated a price inelasticity of
demand for flood insurance of -0.26, meaning that for each 1% increase in flood insurance
premium, demand for flood insurance was reduced by 0.26%.

Atreya, et al. (2015) examined data provided by FEMA on flood insurance policies in
force from 1978 to 2010 in Georgia. Among variables tested, price, measured as cost per $1,000
of coverage, was determined to have a price inelasticity of -0.302 based on a fixed effects panel
regression analysis. For every 1% increase in price, there is an expected -.302% change in
demand for flood insurance among the tested population. Atreya, et al. (2015) tested multiple
price models in their analysis. Among the models tested, each found a statistically significant
price inelasticity with the lowest being -0.156.

Landry & Jahan-Parvar (2011) examined the effect of NFIP premium on flood insurance
purchase decisions by 6,074 residents of nine coastal counties located in Deleware, Florida,
Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Texas. Similar to Wang, et al., (2017) and Atreya,
et al., (2015) the authors found premium has a statistically significant impact on a consumer’s
decision to insure against flood risk.

Among the surveyed residents of coastal communities in the selected states, Landry &
Jahan-Parvar (2011) assessed the impact of premium through a low premium model and a high
premium model. The regression analysis calculated a low premium model price inelasticity of -
0.620 and a high premium model price inelasticity of -0.870. The authors assert the high
premium model is likely the better estimated effect.

In an important expansion of the literature on premium impacts, Landry & Jahan-Parvar
(2011) evaluated the differences in price sensitivity among different categories of NFIP
policyholders. A second regression analysis examined differences in price sensitivity between
subsidized policyholders and non-subsidized policyholders. The results found that subsidized
policyholders are more likely to purchase additional NFIP coverage but had price sensitivities
that exceeded those of policyholders who received no risk subsidy. A price inelasticity of -1.550
was calculated for subsidized policyholders and an inelasticity of -0.133 for unsubsidized
policyholders. These findings indicate the NFIP policyholder population is not monolithic and

different categories of policyholders react differently to price.
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Browne & Hoyt (2000) examined the effect of flood insurance premium on the amount of
flood insurance in force and the number of policies in force per 1,000 of population over the
1983 to 1994 period. Consistent with Wang, et al. (2017), Atreya, et al. (2015), and Landry &
Jahan-Parvar (2011), a logistic regression analysis calculated a price inelasticity of -0.997 for
flood insurance in force and -0.109 for policies in force per 1,000 population. An increase in
price is associated with a reduction in both total insurance coverage and a reduction in flood
insurance policies, with a greater negative effect observed on the amount of coverage purchased.

Browne & Hoyt’s (2000) analysis indicates policyholders may reduce the amount of
NFIP coverage in response to premium increases as a substitute for declining to purchase or
renew a NFIP policy. The expansion of the mandatory purchase requirement implemented in the
years following the Browne & Hoyt (2000) data set (study examined policies from 1983 to 1994)
may constrain a broader range of current policyholders from taking similar action. This would
not be the case for current policyholders located outside of SFHAs who are not subject to the
mandatory NFIP purchase requirement and are therefore not constrained in their response to
NFIP policy cost increases.

One of the earliest studies finding a negative relationship between flood insurance
premium increases and flood insurance policies in force was conducted in 1983 by GAO. In the
years prior to the evaluation, flood insurance premium increases were followed by an observed
reduction in flood insurance policies and the number of communities participating in the
program. A regression analysis by GAO researchers found an inelasticity of -0.38 based on a
price variable capturing average premium charged to policyholders that accounted for amount of
coverage purchased.

Table 1: Evaluation Price Results
Study i s
Wang, et al. (2017) -0.26 p<0.01

Atreya, Ferreira, & Michel- -0.302 p<0.01

Kerjan (2015)

Landry & Jahan-Parvar (2011) | Low Premium Model: -0.62 P <0.01 for
High Premium Model: -0.87 referred modeh) measured

Unsubsidized Policyholders: -.133 to -.502 premium
Subsidized Policyholders: -1.550 to -4.478 | Variables

Browne & Hoyt (2000) Insurance in Force: -0.997 INF, p <0.01

Policies in Force: -0.109 PIF, p <0.01
Government Accountability Office | -0.38 p<0.05
(1983)
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Evaluations investigating the impact of price on NFIP insurance from 1983 through 2017
consistently find a negative relationship between NFIP policy price and NFIP policy purchases
and insurance in force. Price inelasticities within the discussed evaluations, for policies in force,
range from -0.109 to -0.87, with Landry & Jahan-Parvar (2011) finding an inelasticity of -1.550
for subsidized policyholders. An insurance in force inelasticity of -0.997 was found by Browne
& Hoyt (2000). Table 1 shows the major findings of the covered evaluations.

The literature clearly demonstrates a direct and negative price to purchase relationship.
FEMA analyses of NFIP data indicate an increase in policy cost is associated with a decline in
NFIP policies in force. Higher premiums and increased policy costs lead to fewer NFIP policies
in force and to reductions in the amount of coverage in force.

Using Wang, et al (2017) and the Landry & Jahan-Parvar (2011) high premium model to
generate a range of impacts, NFIP participation scenarios can be prepared. The Wang, et al.
(2017) price inelasticity is -0.26, indicating a reduction of -0.026 in policies in force for every
1% increase in NFIP premium. Recent calculations of the average annual premium increase
under the prior NFIP rate methodology across multiple rating classes was 9% (Horn, 2021).
Figure 2 shows the expected NFIP participation outcomes of a 9% annual rate increase and an
18% annual rate increase (maximum permissible under law) using the Wang, et al. (2017)

analysis. Using the 9% scenario, there is an expected reduction of 156,615 policies over a 15-

Figure 2. Wang, et al. (2017) Participation Scenarios
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year period, a 3.45% decrease. Under the 18% scenario, NFIP policies in force are expected to
fall by 308,171 policies, a 7% reduction.

The Landry & Jahan-Parvar (2011) high premium price inelasticity is -0.87, indicating a
reduction of -0.087 in insurance policies in force for every 1% increase in NFIP premium. Figure
3 illustrates expected NFIP participation outcomes under the 9% and 18% rate increase
scenarios. Under the 9% scenario, the Landry & Jahan-Parvar (2011) model expects a loss of
504,467 policies and a loss of 956,169 under the 18% scenario over 15 years. Applying the
findings of Landry & Jahan-Parvar (2011), implementing an annual increase cap of 9% may
reduce the expected increase in the flood insurance risk gap by limiting NFIP policy losses from
a forecasted 21% to 11.1%. FEMA has acknowledged that risk of a 20% reduction in NFIP
policies was identified in the agency’s pre-decisional analyses of potential RR2.0
implementation outcomes (Criswell, 2022). To ensure the insurance gap expansion rate is
slowed, policymakers should consider implementing a lower maximum annual premium increase
factor until an affordability program is operational.

Figure 3. Landry & Jahan-Parvar (2021) Participation Scenarios
Landry & Jahan-Parvar Forcasted NFIP Participation Outcomes
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A consumer’s decision to purchase or renew flood insurance coverage is complex with
the consumer often underestimating the probability and severity of future disasters (Robinson,
Botzen, Duijndam, & Molenaar, 2021). Kunreuther (1984) theorized consumers may conclude

future disaster costs will be comparable to recent disaster costs or that future disasters are less
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likely due to the recent occurrence of a disaster (i.e., a 100-year event has occurred and therefore
subsequent comparable or more severe events are less likely in the near-term). Both assumptions
are based on logical fallacies, yet consumers allow such mental shortcuts to influence decision
making, often leading to a failure to purchase insurance protecting against lower probability,
high-cost events like flooding disasters (Browne, Knoller, & Richter, 2015).

Kousky et al., (2020) write extensively on the cognitive psychology behind the consumer
decision to purchase flood insurance. The authors note consumers may be myopic and focus
financial resources on short-term needs rather than the long-term benefits of flood insurance.
Other consumers suffer from disaster loss amnesia, forgetting lessons learned from prior
disasters. As also noted by Kunreuther (1984), irrational optimism may lead consumers to
assume future disasters will not be as damaging or as frequent. Consumers may suffer from
inertia and opt to maintain a status quo of being uninsured or underinsured out of uncertainty or
span of control constraints. Oversimplification of complex decisions leads consumers to exclude
critical facts from the decision to insure resulting in less coverage. Finally, consumers are subject
to herd mentality and may simply follow the decisions of others to forgo purchasing flood
insurance.

As the decision to purchase flood insurance is based on consumer psychology, many
scholars have attempted to construct predictive models for consumer NFIP purchases. These
models test consumer assessment and reaction to risk and other factors by measuring the impact
of anticipated or received disaster assistance, expectation of or experience with disaster losses,
and proximity to a hazard such as a SFHA or coastal area. As with most consumer purchase
models, scholars also evaluate how a consumer’s income influences the decision to purchase
flood insurance.

Charity hazard, defined as the expectation of disaster recovery assistance from
governments or third-parties, has a pronounced negative effect on a consumer’s decision to
purchase flood insurance. Landry, Turner, & Petrolia (2021) estimate charity hazard depresses
demand for flood insurance by 32.6%. Kousky, Michel-Kerjan, & Raschky (2018) found that
FEMA Individual Assistance grants reduce demand for NFIP insurance in ZIP codes where such
grants have been disbursed following a disaster. A lack of flood insurance based on expectations

of external recovery resources is particularly harmful as the provision of extraordinary disaster
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recovery resources by the national government is not routine and disaster losses often exceed
national disaster recovery grant amounts.

Geographic location and loss expectation or experience variables have a positive
influence on the decision to purchase flood insurance. Wang, et al., (2017) determined proximity
to a hazard increased the probability a consumer would purchase flood insurance, finding
location in a SHFA or a coastal area was positively associated NFIP purchase decisions.
Unsurprisingly, Landry, Turner, & Petrolia (2021) found a strong linkage between location in a
SFHA and the decision to purchase flood insurance over non-SFHA locations. Landry & Jahan-
Parvar (2011) found a consumer’s proximity to a coastal area as well as expectation of future
losses to positively influence the decision to purchase flood insurance. Atreya et al., (2015)
found that recent flood damage has a positive effect on a consumer’s decision to purchase flood
insurance coverage, but also found the effect dissipates rapidly three years from the loss event.
Such studies demonstrate consumers whose risk assessment is based on geographic, actual loss,
and anticipated loss are able overcome common cognitive behaviors that impede the purchase of
flood insurance coverage.

A final important variable impacting a consumer’s decision to purchase flood insurance is
income. Michel-Kerjan & Kousky (2010) found NFIP coverage levels were higher in Florida
counties with higher median incomes. Atreya et al. (2015) found evidence income is a significant
influence in a consumer’s NFIP purchase decision, calculating an elasticity of demand of 0.39
per $1,000 of income. Brown & Hoyt (2000) also conclude income is a highly significant factor
in a consumer’s decision to purchase insurance. The authors found higher income households are
more likely to purchase a NFIP policy and to purchase more coverage under such a policy than
lower income households. Brown & Hoyt (2000, p. 302) conclude “demand for flood insurance,
whether measured by policies purchased or insurance in force, is relatively sensitive to income.”

The literature on consumer flood insurance purchases demonstrates how cognitive
processes can lead to unrealistic expectations of disaster avoidance or unrealistic expectations of
disaster assistance. These cognitive processes can lead consumers to delay or opt against
purchasing flood insurance, often with devastating results. Yet, the literature shows consumers
may work through these processes to gauge risk of loss and take action to limit future losses by
purchasing flood insurance. Consumers who accurately evaluate disaster risks of their location,

catalogue prior flood or disaster losses, and have a concern over future losses are more likely to
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purchase flood insurance, particularly if these consumers have the income to do so. This
underscores the linkage between the price and income variables—consumers evaluate risk on the
basis of many variables, but often take purchase and renewal decisions based on an ability to
afford the insurance.

The interplay of income and price raises important questions for FEMA and NFIP
administrators. Officials within these agencies emphasize the imperative of effectively
communicating flood risk to consumers and insureds. According to the literature, this is a sound
public policy approach as consumers who accurately assess risk are more likely to purchase
flood insurance. However, the variable used by NFIP to communicate risk is price, a key variable
identified as depressing flood insurance purchases.

FEMA’s April 1, 2021, press statement announcing RR2.0 indicated one of the key
benefits of the new pricing methodology was communication of risk to the public and
policyholders (FEMA, 2021a). Testifying about RR2.0 to the U.S. Senate Committee on
Banking, Housing, & Urban Affairs, David Maurstad of the NFIP said RR2.0 “allows FEMA to
set actuarially sound rates and communicate flood risk more comprehensively than ever before,
enabling us to...clearly communicate flood risk and allowing policyholders to make more
informed decisions about mitigation actions” (Maurstad, 2021).

The literature shows price has a negative influence on a consumer’s decision to purchase
flood insurance. A flood risk communication strategy relying on price increases for most existing
policyholders may lead consumers to engage in cognitive behaviors closely associated with the
decision forgo insurance, reduce insurance coverage, or maintain an uninsured or underinsured
status quo. These processes are known to result in fewer NFIP policies within the general
population and threaten to expose households unable to substitute higher NFIP policy costs for
other discretionary household spending to greater flood risk.

To counter the known negative effects of increasing prices on the decision to insure
against flood risk, policymakers have proposed a variety of affordability frameworks to lower
NFIP costs for targeted groups. In the Biggert-Waters Act and HFIAA, FEMA was directed to
develop an affordability framework to allow policymakers to consider how best to structure and

deliver NFIP rate subsidies.
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NFIP Affordability Study

In 2018, FEMA published a comprehensive analysis of NFIP affordability among
policyholders in the program’s 2015 policy population. FEMA collaborated with the U.S. Census
Bureau, which granted FEMA access to data and resources far beyond the agency’s capacity.
NFIP researchers used American Community Survey (ACS) data to compare incomes of
households located in SFHAs with households located outside SHFAs, determine if differences
in incomes existed, and to determine if any differences in income were statistically significant.
FEMA researchers were able to match NFIP policyholders with ACS respondents, enabling
precise analysis of policyholder demographic, income, and other characteristics, producing the
most comprehensive assessment of NFIP affordability to date. The FEMA 2018 Affordability
Study made several important findings.

FEMA found higher income households were more likely to have flood insurance than
lower income households. Analysis of the data revealed that 26% of policyholder primary
residences located in SFHAs were occupied by low-income households and that 51% of non-
NFIP policyholder households in SFHASs are classified as low-income.? FEMA found premiums
are less expensive and household incomes tend to be higher in non-SFHAs, but noted low-
income households also live in non-SFHAs. Using a ratio of monthly mortgage related
obligations to total monthly income, FEMA determined 12% of SFHA households with an active
NFIP policy in 2015 had mortgage related obligations exceeding 40% of total monthly income.?

FEMA’s findings validate much of the literature on a consumer’s decision to purchase
flood insurance. Income is a key variable in the consumer NFIP purchase decision with higher
income households purchasing flood insurance at a greater rate than lower income households.
Given the price of NFIP insurance in SFHASs is higher than non-SFHAs, it comes as little
surprise that many non-NFIP participating households in SFHAs are low-income. The
relationship between income and the price of NFIP insurance identified in academic and

government literature is confirmed.

2 Low-income households are defined as those earning between 50% and 80% area median income.
3 Mortgage related obligations include monthly mortgage principal, interest, taxes, and insurance (PITI) and other

like b and special taxing district assessments that if
unpaid may lead to foreclosure. The FEMA study appears to only have examined PITI and if so, likely
i d of SFHA policyholder h holds with monthly related obligations

exceeding 40% of total monthly income.



120

The study concludes lower income households will experience greater financial strain
due to increasing NFIP policy costs. In a reference to what would become RR2.0, FEMA
researchers concluded “[t]he affordability of flood insurance represents a challenge for a greater
number of households as FEMA moves closer to risk-based rates for currently discounted
policies” (Federal Emergency Management Agency, 2018, p. 13).

The continued elimination of NFIP policy discounts and subsidies has prompted several
policymakers to propose NFIP affordability programs. The following section reviews the
affordability frameworks proposed to Congress by the 2018 FEMA Affordability Study and three
major affordability program proposals by policymakers.

FEMA Affordability Framework & Affordability Proposals
2018 FEMA Affordability Framework

The 2018 FEMA Affordability Study identified three options to address NFIP
policyholder affordability challenges: (1) assistance based on household income; (2) assistance
based on a threshold percentage of household income spent on flood insurance, and (3)
assistance based on the amount of a policyholder’s monthly housing payments (i.e., rent,
mortgage principal, interest, taxes, and insurance) plus flood insurance costs falling within or
exceeding a range of 30% to 40% of total monthly income.

Based on this policyholder assistance framework, the 2018 FEMA study reviewed four
affordability program designs: (1) income-based premium sharing with the portion of premium
paid by the insured rising until household income exceeds program limitations; (2) a premium
burden-based benefit with an insured’s premium responsibility based on the percentage of
monthly income spent on premium; (3) a housing-burden based benefit where an insured’s
premium responsibility is based on the ratio of monthly housing costs to total monthly income;
and (4) a grant and low-cost loan program to fund property level flood loss mitigation. While the
FEMA Affordability Study did not recommend Congress adopt a specific affordability
framework, the agency developed cost and impact models for each framework based on multiple
program design scenarios. FEMA additionally evaluated various program administration,
funding, and implementation strategies.

2022 Biden-Harris Administration Affordability Legislative Proposal
The proposed Fiscal Year 2023 federal budget submitted to Congress by the Biden-Harris

administration included a legislative proposal to establish an income-based affordability program
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within the NFIP (U.S. Department of Homeland Security, 2022, p. 417). The proposal offers
policyholders a policy discount on a needs-based scale, with discount recipients informed of the
full-risk premium and the amount of discount received. The Biden-Harris administration’s
affordability proposal is one component of a package of recommended reforms for the NFIP
submitted to Congress through FEMA.*

The Biden-Harris administration proposes a two-step income test for an insured to qualify
for a discount. The first test requires the insured’s household income to be at or lower than 120%
of area median income (AMI). A second income test disqualifies insureds where household
income exceeds 400% of the relevant annual Federal Poverty Guideline as published by the U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services.’

A sample of Federal Poverty Guidelines for 2022 finds a poverty guideline of $27,750 for
a household of 4; $32,470 for a household of 5; and $37,190 for a household of 6, among others.
Under the Biden-Harris administration proposal, total income limitations for residents of the 48
contiguous states and the District of Colombia for 4, 5 and 6 member households are $111,000,
$129,880, and $148,760, respectively. Thus, if a 4-member household residing in the 48
contiguous states or District of Columbia met the 120% AMI threshold but has a household
income exceeding $111,000, the insured would not qualify for a policy discount.

The Biden-Harris affordability proposal offers income-qualified policyholders a discount
on total policy costs, inclusive of premium and all policy fees. The proposal does not specify
discounts or an income scale determining the amount of discount but instructs FEMA to consider
how a household’s income compares to 120% of AMI in providing a NFIP policy discount. The
proposal authorizes FEMA to develop and test a pilot program to prior to implementation. The
administration proposes to offset affordability program costs and policy discounts through
annual appropriations from the U.S. Treasury.

The National Flood Insurance Program Reauthorization and Reform Act of 2021
On November 1, 2021, U.S. Senator Robert Menendez (D-NJ) and U.S. Rep. Frank

Pallone (D-NJ) introduced the National Flood Insurance Program Reauthorization and Reform

4 Legislative and explanatory text of the Biden-Harris administration NFIP reform and affordability proposal are
ilable at www.fema.gov/sites/default/files/d fema_flood-i form-proposal_5242022.pdf

3 There are three categories of Federal Poverty Guidelines: one category capturing the 48 contiguous states and the

District of Columbia and separate categories each for Alaska and Hawaii. Current Federal Poverty Guidelines may

be accessed at https://aspe.hh: pics/poverty i ility/pover ideli
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Act 0f 2021 as S. 3128 in the U.S. Senate and H.R. 5802 in the U.S. House of Representatives.
Among various provisions, the legislation authorizes FEMA to design and implement an income-
based discount for NFIP policies.®

The Menendez-Pallone legislation authorizes FEMA to offer discounts for policyholders
with household incomes equal to or lower than 120% AMI of the area in which the insured
structure is located. The proposal does not prescribe graduated policy discounts for eligible
policyholders, but does require FEMA to consider the following when establishing policy
discounts: (1) the percentage of household income compared to 120% AMI; (2) an eligible
policyholder’s annual housing expenses; (3) the overall number of eligible policyholder
households participating in the policy discount program; (4) availability of funding; and, (5)
other factors to be determined by FEMA. The legislation authorizes annual appropriations to
offset revenue losses related to policy discounts and administrative costs. Additionally, the
Menendez-Pallone proposal restricts certain 25% annual premium increases where (1) the
policyholder is no longer eligible for a premium discount; (2) the premium discount has been
reduced; or (3) the policyholder is unable to receive a discount due to a lack of available
appropriations.
Affordability Demonstration Program Proposal by U.S. Rep. Maxine Waters (D-CA)

U.S. Rep. Maxine Waters (D-CA), chair of the U.S. House Committee on Financial

Services, released draft NFIP reform legislation in May 2022 authorizing FEMA to undertake an
income based NFIP premium discount demonstration program.” Chair Waters’ proposal differs
from the Biden-Harris administration and Menendez-Pallone proposals by adopting an income
limitation of 80% AMI. The proposal additionally limits eligibility to (1) existing policyholders;
(2) policies covering 1 to 4 family residential properties; and (3) policies covering the insured’s
primary residence.

The Waters proposal is unique in that it discounts only charged premium and stipulates
discount terms in statute. Under the proposal, the maximum premium an eligible insured could

be charged is limited to no more than 2% of the AMI for the area in which the insured structure

6 The text of S. 3128 is available at https:/www.congress.gov/117/bills/s3128/BILLS-117s3128is.pdf.
The text of H.R. 5802 is available at https:/www.congress.gov/117/bills/hr5802/BILLS-117hr5802ih.pdf.
7 Chair Waters’ draft legislation is available at https://democrats-financialservices.house.gov/UploadedFiles/BILLS-

117pih-NFIP-waters.pdf.
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is located. If the discounted premium exceeds the policyholder’s current premium, the insured
may not be charged a higher premium.
Areas of NFIP Affordability Policy Consensus & Debate

A clear policy consensus has emerged on the need for a NFIP affordability program.
Additionally, there is consensus that assistance be targeted based on household income.
Importantly, policymakers agree that affordability program discounts and costs will be offset
through annual appropriations rather than increased costs on non-qualifying NFIP insureds.

Notwithstanding these areas of consensus, there remains debate among key policymakers
over the form and scope of an affordability program. While all three proposals are income-based,
the Menendez-Pallone proposal instructs FEMA to consider factors other than income (e.g.,
household housing cost burdens and program resources) when developing a graduated subsidy.
Menendez-Pallone places additional premium increase constraints on NFIP when a policyholder
no longer qualifies for a subsidy or when resources to pay the subsidy are unavailable.

The Waters proposal is the most restrictive, authorizing only a demonstration program
and limiting eligibility to households with incomes at or below 80% AMI. The Biden-Harris and
Menendez-Pallone proposals each allow moderate income families access to affordability
assistance by capping household incomes at 120% AMI. Of these two, the Biden-Harris proposal
is more restrictive with a secondary income test. Lastly, the Waters proposal advances the debate
in one crucial aspect—the proposal stipulates the amount of assistance an eligible insured may
receive. The Biden-Harris and Menendez-Pallone proposals defer to FEMA and NFIP on the
development of a graduated NFIP affordability policy discount.

FEMA RR2.0 data project most NFIP policyholders will continue to be assessed
premium increases until full risk, actuarial premiums are reached. Based on identified consumer
sensitivity to NFIP costs and the decision to insure, policymakers should consider the benefits of
enacting an affordability program before NFIP policy costs are substantially increased under
RR2.0. Enactment and implementation of an affordability program are important actions to close
the insurance gap or to reduce rate at which the gap is currently expanding. Examining select
markets in four states—Florida, Ohio, South Carolina, and Texas—will contribute to

understandings of RR2.0 impacts and the reach of affordability programs.
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Risk Rating 2.0 & Impacts in Select State Markets
Methodology

States were selected based on policymaker interest in NFIP reform and reauthorization
legislation. The two counties in each state with the greatest volume of NFIP single-family
residence policies were identified using FEMA RR2.0 premium estimates.®* FEMA RR2.0
premium estimates identify the number of policies in each county, the number of policies
expected to receive a premium increase or decrease, and the amount of premium change in $10
monthly cost bands. Mean annual premium charged single-family primary residence
policyholders in 2021 were calculated for selected counties using the OPENFEMA FIMA NFIP
Redacted Policies Data Set.’

FEMA has not publicly disclosed the deficiencies of current NFIP premiums compared to
estimated actuarial rates under RR2.0. This deficiency factor is a necessary component of
calculations to project the number of years required to achieve a RR2.0 actuarial rate if annual
premium increases are held constant.

An analysis by the First Street Foundation determined current NFIP premiums require an
average increase of 450% (deficiency factor of 4.5) to accurately reflect flood risk at the
structure level (First Street Foundation, 2021). Individual structure is the level of risk assessment
in both the First Street Foundation and RR2.0 risk assessment methodologies. In addition to the
national NFIP premium deficiency estimate, the First Street Foundation estimates NFIP premium
deficiencies by state, allowing for a state specific analysis. Finally, FEMA estimates of
forecasted actuarial NFIP full-risk premiums under RR2.0 for the state of Louisiana have been
obtained by news organizations pursuant to a Freedom of Information Act request. Documents
provided to the requesting media organizations indicate, on average, current NFIP premiums in
Louisiana require a 122% increase (deficiency factor of 1.22) to accurately reflect risk of
flooding (Smith, 2022).

First Street Foundation rate deficiency estimates and recently disclosed estimated FEMA
RR2.0 premium deficiencies for Louisiana serve as the basis of three models projecting mean

full risk NFIP premiums in selected counties. The Low Model uses FEMA’s RR2.0 deficiency

# Available at https://www.fema.gov/si fema_risk-rating-county L2021 .xIsx
9 Available at https:/www.fema.gov/about fema/d: ts#nfip. File size exceeds 16 gigabytes and specialized
software is required to access the data set.
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Table 2. Actuarial Rate Model Outcomes: Mean Annual Premium

Miami-Dade $ 1,265.04 $ 4,131.3¢  § 3,134.12

Broward $ 1,146.90 $ 374550  $ 2,841.41
OH 2:35

Franklin $ 2,199.82 $ 3,319.55  § 5,450.01

Lucas $ 2,047.22 $ 3,089.27  § 5,071.94
sC 6.7

Charleston $ 1,488.95 $ 516439  § 3,688.85

Beaufort $ 1,130.27 $ 392030  $ 2,800.22
X 255

Harris $ 1,200.91 $ 192037  § 2,975.23

Ft. Bend $ 1,009.90 $ 1,61493  § 2,502.01

factor for Louisiana (1.22); the FSF_ST Model is the average of First Street Foundation NFIP
rate deficiencies for SFHA and non-SFHA properties in the selected states; and the FSF_N
Model uses average First Street Foundation estimated NFIP rate deficiencies for SHFA and non-
SFHA properties nationally (4.5). Table 2 shows model outcomes estimating full risk mean
annual premium for single-family residences by target county in select states.

Premium increase scenarios for each county were prepared to project the length of time in
years for mean single-family primary residence NFIP premiums to reach the projected full risk
rate mean under each model. Over the 2015 to 2021 period, annual NFIP premiums across
various rate classifications under FEMA’s prior rating system have increased by an average of
9% per year (Horn, 2021). HFIAA limits NFIP premium increases to a 5% to 15% band for most
residential properties, subject to an overall annual premium increase cap of 18%. A constant
annual 12% increase (average of 9% and 15%) is assumed in the second premium scenario. A
third scenario assumes an annual 18% increase, the maximum permitted by law.

Florida: Miami-Dade County & Broward County

NFIP RR2.0 data show Miami-Dade County and Broward County have the greatest
number of NFIP single-family residence policies in force at 147,467 and 92,027, respectively.
The NFIP Redacted Policy Data Set mean premium for single-family primary residence policies
in Miami-Dade County with a 2021 effective date was $569.84 and mean policy cost was

20
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$745.82. Broward County had a 2021 mean single-family primary residence policy premium of
$516.62 and mean policy cost of $673.57.
According to FEMA RR2.0 rating estimates, 13% of single-family residential NFIP
policies in Miami-Dade County are expected to have premiums reduced in the first year of
RR2.0. The distribution of
Figure 4. Miami-Dade County Premium Scenarios
MiseiiDade Cotniy, FL: Model Ouomes by Preiin Increase Seenario premium reductions is
concentrated within the $1 to
/ $10 and $11 to $20 per month
cost bands.

An estimated 87% of Miami-

FSF_FL Model, $4,131.34

FSF_N Model, $3,134.12

Dade County single-family

residence policies will
a0 || Low Model,51,265.04

experience monthly premium

increases, with distribution of

increases concentrated in the
$1 to $10 per month range.
FEMA data show 76.5% of Miami-Dade single-family residence policies will be assessed
premium increases up to $10 per month and 6.1% increases up to $20 per month with the
remainder receiving higher monthly increases.

RR2.0 estimated premium increases for Broward County show 85,254 single-family
residence policyholders, or 93% of policyholders, will see premium increases. Premium
increases are concentrated, with 80,866 policyholders expected to have first year RR2.0 premium
increases in the $1 to $10 band. Premium reductions are concentrated in the $1 to $10 band with
2,087 policyholders receiving such a reduction.

Figure 4 shows estimated mean annual premium scenarios for Miami-Dade County and
Broward County. Under the 9% annual increase scenario, estimated mean actuarial premiums in
Miami-Dade County are achieved on the following timeline: Low Model, 9 years; FSF_FL
Model, 23 years; and FSF_N Model, 20 years. Mean actuarial premiums are achieved in the 12%

rate scenario in 7 years, 18 years, and 15 years, respectively.
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: ) X Figure 5 shows
Figure 5. Broward County Premium Scenarios

Sroward County F: Model Outcomes by remium nceaseScenario Broward County
policyholders achieve
projected premiums for

/ each model in line with

Miami-Dade County.!?

P T Under the 18% increase

scenario, Miami-Dade

County policyholders
reach the projected mean
premium in year 5 under
the Low Model; year 12 under the FSF_FL Model; and year 11 under the FSF_N Model.
Broward County follows this pattern except for the Low Model, which achieves the projected
actuarial mean premium in year 6.
Ohio: Franklin County & Lucas County
Figure 6. Franklin County Premium Scenarios FEMA RR2.0 data
Erankio Cony; Of: Modal Olgeomes by Prenilun Increase Scanyl indicate Franklin County
and Lucas County have the
/ largest concentration of

/// single-family residence
SF_N Mode // NFIP policies in Ohio,
= with 1,372 and 1,362

FSF_OH Mode), 53,319.55 P

policies, respectively. The
2021 mean premium

assessed single-family

residence policyholders in
Franklin County was $990.91 and the mean total policy cost was $1,232.85. In Lucas County,
the mean 2021 premium assessed such policyholders was $922.17 and mean total policy cost
was $1,158.56.

10 Tables published in the paper end at RR2.0 year 15 due to space constraints.
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RR2.0 premium estimates indicate an almost even division in the number of
policyholders in each county projected to receive a premium increase as the number expected to
receive a premium reduction. In Franklin County, 54% of policyholders (747) are forecast to
have premiums reduced under RR2.0. Of this number, 200 are forecast to have premiums
reduced by up to $100 per month, a significant savings. Premiums will be increased for the
remaining 46% (625) of NFIP policyholders in the county. Increases are concentrated in the $1
to $10 monthly band.

Figure 7. Lucas County Premium Scenarios Premium reductions
Lucas County, OH: Model Outcomes by Premium Increase Scenario .

and increases are evenly

divided among single-

family residence NFIP

policyholders in Lucas

e County with 681

$9.30 — policyholders forecast to

receive decreases and 681
to receive increases. As
with Franklin County, a
large percentage (12%) of

Lucas County policyholders are forecast to receive premium reductions of $100 per month while
most premium increases are concentrated in the $1 to $10 monthly band.

Figures 6 and 7 show mean annual premium estimate scenario outcomes for Franklin
County and Lucas County. Estimated actuarial mean annual premiums are achieved in Franklin
County under the 9% scenario as follows: Low Model, 10 years; FSF_OH Model, 14 years; and
FSF_N Model, 20 years. Under the 12% scenario, estimated actuarial premiums are achieved in
year 7 under the Low Model; year 11 under the FSF_OH Model; and year 15 under the FSF_N
model. Scenario outcomes for Lucas County mirror Franklin County outcomes. The maximum
rate scenario achieves the actuarial mean premium in both Franklin County and Lucas County by
year 5 under the Low Model; year 8 under the FSF_OH Model; and year 11 under the FSF_OH
Model.
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South Carolina: Charleston County & Beaufort County

Charleston County and Beaufort County have the largest number of reported single-
family residence NFIP policies in South Carolina with 54,122 and 33,523 policies, respectively.
The mean 2021 premium assessed single-family residence policyholders in Charleston County
was $670.70 and the mean total policy cost was $863.90. In Beaufort County, the mean 2021
premium assessed was $509.13 and mean total policy cost was $668.07.

RR2.0 premium data estimates indicate most single-family residence policyholders in
Charleston County are forecast to receive premium increases, with 70.5% (38,182) of
policyholders in the $1 to $10 monthly increase band and 7.6% (4,109) in the $11 to $20
monthly increase band. Of the 10,754 Charleston County policyholders forecast to have lower
premiums, 2,582 will receive a monthly discount in the $1 to $10 band and 3,425 are forecast to
save an estimated $100 or more in monthly premium charges.

A majority of Beaufort County single-family policyholders will experience premium
increases with 68.4% (22,930) of such policyholders in the $1 to $10 monthly increase band and
10.5% (3,511) in the $11 to $20 increase band. Policyholders receiving lower premiums account
for 17.1% (5,743) of all policyholders, with premium reductions concentrated in the $1 to $10
and $11 to $20 bands.

Figures 8 and 9 show mean annual premium outcomes for Charleston and Beaufort
Counties under the 9%, 12%, and 18% annual premium increase scenarios. Charleston County

single-family NFIP

Figure 8. Charleston County Premium Scenarios : =
sremiiom insureds are projected to

Charleston County, SC: Model Outcomes by

reach the estimated full risk
mean premium under the
9% scenario by year 10
/ under the Low Model; year
; 24 under the FSF_SC
ol i Model; and year 20 under

v e L / the FSF_N model.
M Estimated actuarial mean

premium is achieved under

24



130

the Low Model in year 8;
FSF_SC Model in year 19,
and FSF_N Model in year

Figure 9. Beaufort County Premium Scenarios

Beaufort County, SC: Model Outcomes by Premium

’ 15. Beaufort County

scenario outcomes are the

same as Charleston County

outcomes with two

exceptions. Full risk mean

L / premiums are achieved by
e | year 11 under the 9% Low

Model scenario and by year
16 in the FSF_N Model

12% scenario. The maximum increase scenario projects mean premiums will reflect full risk in

Charleston County by year 5 under the Low Model; year 13 under the FSF_SC Model; and year
12 under the FSF_N Model. Beaufort County premiums under the maximum rate scenario track
those of Charleston County with the exception of the FSF_N Model, which forecasts full risk
rates by year 11.

Texas: Harris County & Ft. Bend County

FEMA RR2.0 data show 294,917 single-family residences in Harris County are covered
by a NFIP policy and 62,954 in Ft. Bend County. In Harris County, the NFIP Redacted Policies
Data Set shows the mean premium for single-family residential policies with a 2021 effective
date was $540.95 and mean total policy cost was $694.61. The Ft. Bend County mean single-
family residence NFIP annual premium in 2021 was $454.91 and mean annual total policy cost
was $588.89.

Distribution of RR2.0 premium adjustments skew heavily to premium increases in Harris
County. According to FEMA RR2.0 data, 91% (268,490) of single-family residence
policyholders will have premium increases, with 87% (256,592) of policyholders in the $1 to $10
monthly premium increase band and 3% (8,756) in the $11 to $20 increase band. Nine percent
(26,427) of Harris County NFIP policyholders will receive a premium decrease under RR2.0.

Premium reductions are primarily in the $1 to $10 monthly range with 9,153 policyholders in
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Figure 10. Harris County Premium Scenarios

Harris County, TX: Model Outcomes by Premium Increase Scenario
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this category. An estimated
3,648 policyholders are
expected to receive
monthly premium
reductions of $100 or more.
Ft. Bend County
single-family residence
NFIP policyholders have a
similar distribution of
expected premium
increases and decreases as

Harris County. In all,

60,183 Ft. Bend policyholders will have increased premiums under RR2.0, with 95.1% of county

policyholders in the $1 to $10 monthly increase band. Most of the 2,771 policyholders expected

to have reduced premiums are in the $1 to $10 monthly decrease band.

Figures 10 and 11 show mean annual premium outcomes for Harris County and Ft. Bend

County under the 9%, 12%, and 18% annual premium increase scenarios. Single-family

residence policyholders will achieve projected full risk mean premiums under the Low Model

9% increase scenario in year 10; FSF_TX Model in year 15; and FSF_N Model in year 20.

Figure 11. Ft. Bend County Premium Scenarios
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under the Low Model; year 8 under the FSF_TX Model; and year 11 under the FSF_N Model.

Ft. Bend scenario outcomes vary modestly from Harris County outcomes. Under the 9%
scenario, full risk rates are achieved by year 10 in the Low Model; year 13 in the FSF_TX
Model; and year 20 in the FSF_N Model. Outcomes in the 12% scenario are: Low Model, year 6;
FSF_TX Model, year 12; and FSF_N Model, year 16. The maximum rate scenario outcomes
across all models for Ft. Bend County are the same as those for Harris County.

Limitations

The scenarios assume a constant annual increase of 9%, 12%, or 18% in mean premium
for single-family residences. NFIP has not implemented a uniform rate increase in previous years
and it is unknown if constant rate increases are anticipated within the policyholder population
under RR2.0. NFIP could opt for any combination of rate increases subject to the overall annual
premium increase limitation of 18%. Notwithstanding this limitation, the scenarios provide
policymakers reasonable estimates and timelines for rate trajectories, indicating an acceleration
of annual premium increases over prior practice if RR2.0 actuarial rates are to be achieved in a
10- to 15-year period.

A second area of limitation is the use of the mean to estimate policy premium values.
There are meaningful differences in premium between the various categories of NFIP policies
and meaningful differences in risk at the individual parcel and structure level. Mean values can
disguise the extent of such differences. To account for these limitations, mean annual premium
was based on the single-family, primary residence subset of NFIP policies by effective date. The
method narrows the scope of properties used to calculate the mean premium and excludes
variations from non-residential and condominium NFIP policies. To more closely align with
First Street Foundation estimates which included both SFHA and non-SFHA properties, the
calculation of mean premium included both SFHA and non-SFHA insureds.

A third limitation is the use of estimated deficiencies in the mean annual premium
charged single-family residence policies in the selected counties. The models account for this
limitation by including a verified FEMA deficiency rating for Louisiana NFIP policies for the
Low Model and rate deficiencies developed by the First Street Foundation for the state and
national models. The First Street Foundation rate deficiency estimations are based on a robust
methodology and a wide array of parcel and structure-specific data. Short of verified FEMA

premium deficiency estimates, the First Street Foundation premium deficiency estimates are
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among the best-available data for this evaluation. The limitation of using non-FEMA deficiency
estimates can be remedied by public disclosure of all FEMA premium deficiency rates.
Assessing Housing Burdens in Select Counties

RR2.0 will have positive impacts for many policyholders. Among the counties selected
for this evaluation, Franklin County and Lucas County policyholders will receive meaningful
reductions in premium, making NFIP insurance more affordable in these areas.

Alternately, most counties in the study have a clear majority of policyholders for whom
NFIP premiums will continue to rise. According to the model and rate scenario estimates, flood
insurance premiums in these communities will increase significantly. If the rate of increase is
elevated, policyholders will absorb these new housing costs on a compressed timeline, leading to
an increase in the number of NFIP policyholder households with elevated housing cost burdens.
Assessing Housing-Burdened Populations

Various methodologies have been developed to calculate the level at which a household’s
monthly housing-related costs negatively impact household financial stability (Airgood-Obrycki,
Hermann, & Wedeen, 2022). In the United States, government agencies have adopted a ratio
methodology, determining that a household is considered housing-burdened when total monthly
housing costs are greater than 30% of total monthly household income. Additionally, mortgage
originators assess a consumer’s ability to pay a mortgage based on ratios ranging from the low
30% levels to the low 40% levels based on total monthly income, total monthly debt costs, and
total monthly household financial obligations (Federal Emergency Management Agency, 2018).

The U.S. Census Bureau ACS collects data from respondents on estimated monthly
housing costs and monthly income. Monthly housing costs for homeowners include, but are not
limited to, first and second mortgage payments; property taxes; insurance (all perils, including
flood); utilities; and other monthly costs that if unpaid may result in a lien or place the
homeowner at risk of foreclosure (i.e., HOA and condominium assessments; special taxing
district assessments, ground rents, etc.). These data allow for estimates of housing-burdened

households at the county level. Table 3 shows the percentage of housing-burdened ownership
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households at the 30% to 34.9% level and greater than 35% level in the selected counties based
on ACS 2016-2020 and 2011-2015 5-year comparison profile estimates.'!
The ownership housing-burden data indicate that housing burdens for homeowners have

improved nationally and in each selected county from 2011 to 2020. The data indicate an across-

Table 3. Monthly Ownershi

n

Housing Costs as Percentage of Monthly Income

8.80% 8.60% Beaufort 30-34.9 8.10% 9.30%

35+ 34.70% 42.10% 35+ 27.80% 35.60%

Total >30% 43.50% 50.70% Total >30% 35.90% 44.90%

Broward 30-34.9 8.50% 9.10% Charleston | 30-34.9 6.90% 8.10%
35+ 31.70% 37.20% 35+ 22.30% 28.20%

Total >30% 40.20% 46.30% Total >30% 29.20% 36.30%

Franklin 30-34.9 5.60% 7.30% Ft. Bend 30-349 6.80% 7.50%
35+ 16.10% 19.60% 35+ 19.20% 19.80%

Total >30% 21.70% 26.90% Total >30% 26.00% 27.30%

Lucas 30-34.9 6.40% 7.00% Harris 30-34.9 6.40% 7.00%
35+ 16.70% 19.90% 35+ 21.10% 22.90%

Total >30% 23.10% 26.90% Total >30% 27.50% 29.90%

Beaufort 30-34.9 8.10% 9.30% us 30-349 6.80% 7.80%
35+ 27.80% 35.60% 35+ 20.60% 24.70%

Total >30% 35.90% 44.90% Total >30% 27% 33%

the-board reduction in the percentage of homeowners allocating more than 30% of monthly
income to monthly housing costs. Nationally, the percentage of housing-burdened homeowners
declined from 33% in the 2011 to 2015 period to 27% in the 2016 to 2020 period.

The percentage of housing-burdened homeowners in 5 of the select counties is below or
within 2 percentage points of the national average. Franklin County has the lowest reported
percentage of housing-burdened homeowners, with the data indicating 21.7% of homeowners

having monthly housing costs exceeding the 30% standard.

' Data table available at
https://data.census. dsci/table?q=cp04&g=0100000US_0400000US06%24050000,06%24160000_0500000US
12011,12086,39049,39095,45013,45019,48157,48201&tid=ACSCP5Y2020.CP04
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Miami-Dade, Broward, and Beaufort Counties have the highest rates of housing-
burdened homeowners. In Miami-Dade County, 43.5% of homeowners exceed the 30%
threshold with Broward County at 40.2%, and Beaufort County at 35.9%. The data also show a
majority of housing-burdened ownership households allocate more than 35% of monthly income
to monthly housing costs. The difference between the percentage of housing-burdened
homeowners at the 30% to 34.9% rate and households at the 35% or greater rate is substantial
across all selected counties.

Overall, ACS data show that from 2011 to 2020, the financial position of ownership
households measured in terms of housing burden improved in all select counties. Assuming these
benefits were distributed evenly among ownership households in each county, NFIP single-
family residence policyholder ownership households are, ceteris paribus, better prepared to
absorb RR2.0 premium increases.

As with any survey, a lag exists between conditions at the time of ACS data collection
and data release. While this evaluation uses the latest ACS data available, these data do not
reflect current economic conditions or inflationary pressures within housing expenses which
occurred during the 2021 to 2022 period. Therefore, these data likely understate the percentage
of housing-burdened ownership households nationally and in the selected counties.

Housing Burdens in Franklin County & Lucas County

Policyholders in Franklin and Lucas Counties appear best situated to absorb higher NFIP
costs based on comparatively lower rates of housing-burdened ownership households and higher
percentages of NFIP policyholders estimated to receive a premium reduction under RR2.0.
Additionally, the NFIP premium deficiency factor for Ohio calculated by the First Street
Foundation was 2.35, the lowest state deficiency factor in this study. While the mean annual
premiums charged to single-family policyholders in these counties are the highest among the
select counties, the gap between the current premium and the estimated actuarial premium is the
smallest. Almost half of covered policyholders will see a significant premium reduction under
RR2.0 while policyholders assessed premium increases must close a smaller deficiency
compared to other select counties.

Housing Burdens in Beaufort County & Charleston County
Beaufort and Charleston Counties may realize an increase in the percentage of housing-

burdened households based on RR2.0 actuarial premium increase estimates. South Carolina was
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identified by the First Street Foundation as having the greatest NFIP premium deficiency rate at
6.7, meaning current premiums would need to rise by 670% to cover the full risk rate. According
to FEMA RR2.0 premium estimates, 82.9% of policyholders in Beaufort County and 80.1% in
Charleston County will see premium increases. Comparing the two counties, Charleston County
has a lower rate of housing-burdened ownership households at 29.2% than Beaufort County,
which has a housing-burdened ownership rate of 35.9%. The higher rate of housing-burdened
households will place greater RR2.0 affordability burdens on Beaufort County.
Housing Burdens in Broward County & Miami-Dade County

The NFIP premium deficiency rate for Florida policies was estimated by the First Street
Foundation to be 6.25, requiring an increase of 625% to cover the full risk of flood damage. In
Broward County, 93% of NFIP policyholders are estimated by FEMA to pay higher premiums
under RR2.0. In Miami-Dade County 87% of policyholders will be charged higher premiums.
Affordability concerns are compounded as Broward and Miami-Dade Counties have the greatest
percentage of housing-burdened ownership households among the select states. The rate of
housing-burdened households exceeds 40% in both counties.
Housing Burdens in Ft. Bend County & Harris County

Ft. Bend and Harris Counties have housing-burdened ownership household rates of 26%
and 27.5%, respectively, which closely align with the national rate. The First Street Foundation
NFIP premium deficiency for Texas is 2.55, with current premiums requiring an estimated
increase of 255% to represent the full risk of loss. This advantage is offset by the percentages of
homeowners estimated to be charged increased premiums under RR2.0. In Ft. Bend County,
95.6% of NFIP policyholders will receive a premium increase and 91% of policyholders in
Harris County will see increases.
Directing Assistance in Target Population

Variations in the rate of housing-burdened ownership households among the selected
counties highlight differences in household financial capacity. Households in certain markets can
substitute increased NFIP RR2.0 premium costs for other discretionary household spending
while others lack such capacity. Among the NFIP affordability proposals, the Menendez-Pallone
proposal stands alone in incorporating housing expenses as a variable in the equation to
determine an eligible household’s policy discount. The definition of housing expenses in the

Menendez-Pallone proposal can be improved through alignment with the definition of mortgage-
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related obligations in 12 CFR § 1026.43(b)(8), which captures all mandatory homeowner
obligations that must be paid to avoid threat of foreclosure.

Each affordability proposal uses an income test to define a target population for NFIP
discounts, with two using income as a secondary test to direct assistance within the target
population. While income is useful in defining the target population, it can overlook different
housing burdens within these populations. The use of housing expenses as a secondary or an
additional targeting measure will direct discounts to households with the greatest housing
burdens and lowest capacity to absorb higher NFIP policy costs.

The form of a NFIP policy discount will also significantly influence how assistance is
directed within the target population. Of the three proposals, only the Waters proposal stipulates
the discount an eligible policyholder may receive. The Biden-Harris and Menendez-Pallone
proposals authorize FEMA to establish a graduated discount for eligible policyholders but fail to
stipulate how discounts are operationalized. FEMA is empowered to develop and implement a
program guided by the agency’s culture and priorities, which may vary from those of legislative
policymakers. While it is unnecessary to severely constrain FEMA, stipulating desired outcomes
(i.e., amount of assistance necessary to make a policy affordable; the rate at which discounts are
phased out; the distribution of discounts, etc.) will ensure an affordability program achieves the
policy outcomes desired by federal legislators.

Evaluating Affordability Proposal Impacts in Select Counties

NFIP affordability programs rely on income as the primary eligibility test for
affordability program participation, with household income-based limitations varying among the
proposals. Chair Waters targets policyholders earning less than 80% of AMI while the remaining
proposals limit benefits to households earning 120% or less of AMI. The Biden-Harris
administration also requires subsidy recipients to earn less than 400% of the relevant Federal
Poverty Guideline. Using these and other parameters it is possible to assess impacts of the

affordability proposals within the select counties.
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Methodology

ACS median income data were obtained for each select county and used to estimate
affordability proposal income limitations. The Federal Poverty Guideline for a family of four
was selected to measure the impact of this limitation in the Biden-Harris administration proposal.
The NFIP Redacted Policies data set was used to calculate the number of policies with premiums
exceeding 2% of median income qualifying for a subsidy under the Chair Waters proposal. Table
4 shows results for median income test levels, the Federal Poverty Guideline, 2% median income
premium benefit, and the number of current single-family, primary residence NFIP policies by

jurisdiction with premiums that exceed 2% of median income.

Table 4. Median Income, Affordability Proposal Increments, & Number of Policyholders ible for Waters Proposal
S0M1 120M1 160M1 BH_FPG 4 Waters2%MI
Broward $60,922.00  $48,737.60 _ $73,106.40  $97,475.20 _$111,000.00 $1,218.44 1,726
Miami-Dade $53,975.00 _ $43,180.00 $64,770.00 __ $86,360.00 _ $111,000.00 $1,079.50 6,794
Franklin $62,352.00  $49,881.60 $74,822.40  $99,763.20  $111,000.00 $1,247.04 270
Lucas $49.946.00 _ $39,956.80 $59.935.20  $79,913.60 _ $111,000.00 $998.92 354
Beaufort $71.430.00 $57,144.00  $85,716.00 $114,288.00 $111,000.00 $1,428.60 681
Charleston $67,182.00  $53,745.60  $80,618.40 $107,491.20 _ $111,000.00 $1,343.64 4342
Ft. Bend $100,189.00  $80,151.20 _ $120,226.80 _ $160,302.40 _ $111,000.00 $2,003.78 150
Harris $63,022.00  $50,417.60 $75,626.40  $100,835.20  $111,000.00 $1,260.44 10,227

ACS income ranges for owner occupied households were used to estimate the total
population of owner-occupied households in the select counties at the 80%, 120%, and 160%
median income levels. Table 5 shows the number and percentage of owner-occupied households
meeting each proposed income test.'?

Affordability Proposal Income Targeting

Linking a policyholder’s eligibility for a premium subsidy to household income has
varying effects among the select counties. Select counties with lower median incomes see a
smaller percentage of the property-owning population potentially eligible for a premium subsidy.
The opposite occurs in select counties with higher median incomes.

For example, Lucas County has a median income of $49,946 and with an income test of

120% median income, 55% of owner-occupied residences are potentially eligible for a premium

12 ACS income range data by select county are available at
https://data.censu dsci/table?q; 1%20County,%20Florida%20income&g=0500000US12086,39049,39
095,45013,45019,48157,48201&tid=ACSST5Y2020.52503&moe=false
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subsidy. In contrast, a greater percentage of NFIP insured homeowners in Ft. Bend County

would qualify for a subsidy with a 120% AMI limitation test notwithstanding that the median

Table 5. Number & Percent Owner Occupied Housing by County & Median Income Segment

Broward Own_Oce _Oce Beaufort Own_Oce %O0wn_Oce
80% MI 150,499 | 34% 80% MI 25377 | 46%
120% Ml 222,632 | 50% 120% Ml 34,044 | 61%
160% MI 28LI1T | 63% 160% MI 44,004 | 19%
Miami-Dade Own_Oce Charleston Own_Oce 50wn_Oce
80% MI 158,635 | 34% 80% MI 43383 | 43%
120% MI 236,162 | 51% 120% MI 56244 | 55%
160% Ml 298,595 | 64% 160% Ml 75318 | 74%

Franklin Own_Oce %0wn_Oce Ft. Bend Own_Oce %0wn_Oce

80% M1 70,288 | 25% 80% MI 81,204 | 42%
120% M1 119,384 | 43% 120% M1 125432 | 65%
160% MI 219,859 | 58% 160% MI 192,555 | 100%

Own_Oy

%0wn_Oct Harris Own_Oce

80% M1 24,132 | 22% 80% MI 237,371 26%
120% M1 59,617 | 55% 120% M1 382214 | 43%
160% MI 75358 | 69% 160% MI 506,802 | 56%

income in Ft. Bend County is double that of Lucas County. This outcome is what the Biden-
Harris Administration proposal seeks to avoid by incorporating the Federal Poverty Guidelines
test. In Ft. Bend County, NFIP policyholders earning above $111,000, which includes more than
half of the population of Ft. Bend homeowners, would be excluded from receiving a discount.
Additionally, the three wealthiest counties have comparatively larger percentages of population
earning at or below 80% MI and 120% MI compared to less wealthy counties.

Even when there is not a significant disparity in median income among counties, there is
variation in percentages of the owner-occupied housing population within the median income
bands. For example, 55% of Lucas County homeowners earn at or below 120% MI compared to
43% in Harris County. These examples show some of the difficulties in using only income as a
measure of need and why other variables such as housing burden should be a factor.

Limitations in the data, specifically ACS reporting number of ownership households
within general income bands, prevent a precise measure of households within each county

potentially qualifying for a discount under the various income tests. However, the range data are
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useful in illustrating the differences in wealth and how these differences may advantage
homeowners in wealthier communities over others.

Finally, while not reported in this evaluation, ACS Table S.2503, from which the income
range data were retrieved, reports household median income for owner-occupied and tenant-
occupied housing units. In each jurisdiction, the median household income among ownership
households was significantly higher than rental households and higher than the relevant county
median income. Additional income tests such as the Federal Poverty Guidelines or the income
tests in the Waters proposal may result in fewer NFIP ownership households in these
communities qualifying for a NFIP policy discount under the proposals.

Assessing the Waters Proposal

Chair Waters’ proposal stipulates eligible NFIP households may receive a subsidy if
household earnings are 80% or less than AMI and the insured’s NFIP premium is greater than
2% AML. Table 4 shows the number of NFIP policies in each select county in 2021 where the
total premium charged the policyholder exceeded 2% of county median income. The result is a
highly targeted, but limited, subsidy in the proposed pilot program.

For example, only 1,726 single-family residence policies in Broward County had a
chargeable premium exceeding 2% of the county’s median income in 2021. In higher income Ft.
Bend County, 150 policies were assessed a premium exceeding 2% of the county’s median
income. These outcomes emphasize the importance of how a premium subsidy is structured. The
form of affordability proposals to date indicates that policymakers do not want to provide
subsidies to objectively wealthy households. If the Biden-Harris or Menendez-Pallone proposals
advance, policymakers should provide the clarity discussed in the prior section to FEMA on how
policy discounts are to be operationalized to achieve desired outcomes.

Assessing a 1% of Total Coverage Affordability Proposal

An alternate proposed methodology of subsidizing flood risk in recent years limits a
policyholder's NFIP premium to no more than 1% of total policy coverage. This proposal varies
from the current consensus among policymakers that affordability programs should target
subsidies to policyholders based on income. Yet, the proposal is similar in nature to the Waters’
proposal and could be incorporated in any of the three major affordability program options under

consideration.
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An evaluation of the 1% of coverage proposal for select counties was conducted for NFIP
policies with a 2021 effective date. The NFIP Redacted Policies data set was used to isolate the
target population and calculate the number of policies within this population with premiums
exceeding 1% of the mean total coverage in force. For this evaluation, the target population is
defined as non-condominium, owner-occupied single-family primary residences. Table 6 shows
the number of policyholders in the target group eligible in 2021 for a 1% of total coverage

premium subsidy.

Table 6. One Percent Coverage Affordability Outcomes for Select Counties

County

Broward 59,148 S 13,526,074,200 $ 4,415,975,000 $ 3,033.42 281
Miami-Dade 109,247 S 24,239,174,100 $ 5,406,531,500 $ 2713.64 2,528
Franklin 852 S 141,643,600 S 36,078,400 $ 2085.94 89
Lucas 1,032 $ 146,133,300 $ 30,711,600 $ 1,713.61 120
Beaufort 22,805 $ 5,341,925,300 $ 1,997,813,500 $ 321848 123
Charleston 42,067 $ 10,045,788,000 $ 3,120,225,500 $ 3,129.77 1,003
Ft. Bend 40432 $ 9,588,693,000 $ 3,819,706,600 $ 3316.28 21
Harris 183,029 S 40.615,174,700 S 15,529,877,600 $ 3,067.55 811

Compared to the Waters affordability pilot program, fewer covered policyholders qualify
for assistance in each of the selected counties. Some degree of variation is attributed to
differences in data and methodology used to prepare the evaluation. The Waters proposal was
evaluated based on a synthesis of ACS ownership household income data and FEMA’s estimated
RR.20 premium dataset. The 1% of total policy coverage analysis was derived from the NFIP
Redacted Policies data set, which allows a precise identification of the target population, yet is
limited by use of the mean total insurance in force variable.

Adjusting target population parameters and the coverage amount variable will result in
different outcomes. Higher total coverage amounts would expand the subsidy as would
adjustments to the target population definition. Further, as premiums increase, it is likely more
policyholders will be charged premiums exceeding the 1% of total coverage amount, thereby
increasing the number of policyholders subject to the premium cap. Policymakers could use this
method as a basis to define a general target population to be further refined with an income or

other need-based variable such as housing burden.
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Conclusion

According to FEMA policy data, the number of NFIP policies in force has declined from
4,985,726 in June 2021 to 4,535,515 in June 2022. The decline of 450,212 policies represents a
9% reduction in the year-over-year policy count. There were 346,778 fewer NFIP policies at the
end of June 2022 than on January 1, 2022. The flood insurance gap is rapidly expanding, and
nation’s flood loss resilience is in decline.

A synthesis of peer-reviewed evaluations establishes a clear negative relationship
between increases in NFIP policy costs and the number of NFIP policies in force and insurance
in force. These evaluations further establish that different sectors of the NFIP policyholder
population respond differently to flood insurance price increases. One evaluation found that
while higher risk households are more likely to purchase flood insurance, these households have
the greatest sensitivity to price. Additionally, income is a predictor of NFIP insurance with
higher income households more likely to insure against flood risk than low-income households.
The latter households may prefer and have a willingness to insure against flood risk but lack an
ability to pay.

Price and income are among other variables factoring in a consumer’s decision to
purchase flood insurance. The decision to insure is complex and various cognitive behaviors can
cause a consumer to fail to purchase flood insurance. Based on the negative relationship between
higher flood insurance prices and the decision to insure, a strategy placing heavy emphasis on
increased prices to communicate flood risk is likely to result in consumer cognitive behaviors
most associated with a failure to insure. These effects are compounded by the implementation of
RR2.0 without disclosure of NFIP price trajectories, failure by FEMA to disclose estimated
NFIP premium deficiencies, and the absence of a NFIP affordability program.

Eight counties were selected for an evaluation of RR2.0 impacts on NFIP affordability. A
credible private sector calculation of NFIP premium deficiencies was used to develop three
actuarial premium models for each county. Three premium increase scenarios were calculated
through each model to assess the amount of time in years required for the estimated mean
actuarial premium to be achieved in each county. Scenario outcomes identified counties with
higher risks of negative impacts and identified counties with reduced effects. An analysis of the
percentage of ownership households with housing burdens exceeding 30% of monthly income

reinforced these findings and the need for an affordability framework.
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Assessments of proposed NFIP affordability programs determined that current proposals
may not provide FEMA with sufficient clarity to achieve policymaker goals. Two of the three
affordability programs rely on income-based assessments to determine need with one proposal
requiring an evaluation of housing burdens when designing an affordability program. Given the
importance of an affordability program to counter consumer income and price sensitivities,
policymakers must provide FEMA additional guidance on how an affordability program is to be
operationalized. An affordability program should be open to new and existing policyholders, to
maximize benefits to NFIP participation and address those who have recently dropped coverage.
To avoid further expansion of the insurance gap, FEMA must adopt a low premium increase rate
under RR2.0 until an affordability program has been enacted by Congress, designed, tested, and
validated by the agency, and scaled to full operational levels.

Recommendations

1. FEMA should disclose the factor by which premiums are changing for NFIP policies by ZIP
code, county, and state and disclose the estimated RR2.0 full-risk premium and total policy cost
for policies within these geographic subdivisions in a redacted policy data set comparable to the
OPENFEMA FIMA Redacted Policies data set.

2. FEMA should clearly disclose planned premium rate increase velocities in RR2.0 to remove
uncertainty for insureds and allow households and housing markets to prepare for higher NFIP
policy costs.

3. Academic and government evaluations have established a direct link between increased NFIP
policy costs and declines in policies in force and insurance in force. A FEMA analysis
determined RR2.0 could result in a 20% reduction of NFIP policies in force, a figure confirmed
by this evaluation. A policy that relies exclusively on premium and policy cost increases to
communicate risk will widen the insurance gap, exposing homeowners and taxpayers to greater
losses. While simultaneously employing alternate mechanisms to communicate risk, FEMA
should counter the known negative relationship between price and participation by adopting a
low-rate annual premium increase plan until Congress authorizes and FEMA has developed,
tested in a pilot program, and fully implemented an affordability framework.

4. Legislators should carefully consider the limitations of affordability frameworks relying solely
on income ratios to determine program eligibility. An income-based test is an efficient method of

selecting a target population but may not effectively address the key issue of individual
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household need. Housing burden should be an additional tool to target and equitably distribute
assistance to areas with greater housing burdens and to measure a household’s capacity to absorb
NFIP premium increases.

5. Legislators and stakeholders should continue to evaluate affordability program design, pursue
legislative enactment of an affordability program, and clearly communicate desired NFIP

affordability public policy implementation outcomes to FEMA.
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Louisiana Appendix
Risk Rating 2.0 Impacts in Top Two NFIP Louisiana Parishes

FEMA RR2.0 data indicate 70% of current NFIP policyholders (343,246) will have
annual premiums increased by up to $120 per year, with 7% (34,352) receiving annual increases
of up to $240 per year. Some 20% of Louisiana policyholders are forecast to have premiums
reduced in the first year of RR2.0.

According to FEMA RR2.0 data, Jefferson Parish and Orleans Parish have the greatest
number of single-family residence policyholders within the state. Of the 84,517 Jefferson Parish
policyholders identified by FEMA, 80% face an annual premium increase of up to $120 under
RR2.0 and 11% are scheduled for an increase of up to $240 per year. Of the 6,336 single-family
home policyholders slated to receive a first-year premium reduction, most will see reductions in
the $1 to $10 and $11 to $20 monthly ranges. Some 1,041 Jefferson Parish policyholders will
receive first-year premium cuts of up to $1,200 per year.

Eighty-one percent of Orleans Parish NFIP policyholders will pay higher NFIP premiums
under RR2.0, with 45,350 scheduled for first year rate increases of up to $120. According to
FEMA RR2.0 data, 1,220 Orleans Parish policyholders will see premium reductions of up to
$100 per month.

Figwe ALl Figures A.1 and A.2 present

Jefferson Parish, LA: Model Outcomes by Premium Increase Scenario results from Jefferson Parish
and Orleans Parish rate model
and rate increase velocity
scenarios. The FEMA Model
= uses a premium deficiency
FRFALA MK, S2.96L87, — — factor of 1.22 and is based on
P ——— FEMA premium deficiency

FEMA Model, $1,310.84

FSF_N Model, $3,247.59

estimates obtained through a
e ' - - Freedom of Information Act
request by media outlets. The First Street Foundation estimated NFIP premium deficiency factor
for Louisiana (4.05) and the national estimated deficiency factor (4.5) are also used to project

estimated full risk NFIP premiums.
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Fi Jefferson Parish estimated
igure A.2
Orleans Parish, LA: Model Outcomes by Premium Increase Scenario mean full-risk premiums are
(1) FEMA Model: $1,310.84;
(2) FSF_LA Model: $2,981.87;
FSF_N Model, $3,262.05 and (3) FSF_N Model:

$3,247.59 as compared to the

mean NFIP premium of
$590.47 on policies written in
2021. The mean NFIP

premium paid by Orleans

Parish policyholders in 2021 was $593.10. Estimated full risk mean premium model outcomes
for Orleans Parish are $1,316.68 under the FEMA Model, $2,995.16 under the FSF_LA Model,
and $3,262.05 under the FSF_N Model.

Jefferson Parish policyholders rapidly achieve the mean FEMA Model estimated
actuarial rate under all rate increase scenarios with the 9% rate scenario taking the longest at 10
years. The maximum 18% increase rate achieves estimated FSF_LA and FSF_N Model full-risk
premiums within 11 years, while the 12% and 9% rate scenarios take a more gradual path. The
experience of policyholders in Orleans Parish mirrors that of policy holders in Jefferson Parish.
Housing Burdens in Jefferson Parish and Orleans Parish

The ratio method of

Figure A.3
Housing Burden: Ownership Households with a Mortgage determining household housing
no 37.8% burdens assumes a household
350%
— 205% has high housing costs when
27.6% 27.6%

monthly mandatory housing

25.0%

200% o costs exceed 30% of monthly
o household income. A greater
10.0%

percentage of homeowners

with a mortgage in Jefferson

Jeff_Parish orl_Parish

m30345% W35 Parish and Orleans Parish are
considered housing-burdened

when compared to the nation and Louisiana. Orleans Parish has the greater percentage of
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Figure A.4 homeowners with a mortgage

Housing Burden: Ownership Households, No Mortgage with housing burdens, exceeding
25.0%

the national rate by 10% and

19.6%

20.0%

exceeding Jefferson Parish by

15.0% 8%. Orleans Parish homeowners

13.0%

12.4%

. without a mortgage also have

10.7%

disproportionately high housing

burdens compared to the nation,

2.3%

" - g Louisiana, and Jefferson Parish.
w30.309% m3sH% Using housing burden as a factor
in calculating NFIP affordability
discounts would distribute additional resources to Orleans Parish ownership households to
account for the greater need. Figures A.3 and A.4 show the distribution of housing-burdened
ownership households by mortgage status.
Examining Trends in Louisiana NFIP Participation
Louisiana is the third largest NFIP state with 467,244 policies in force as of June 30,

2022. The volume of policies in force has fluctuated from 2009 to 2021, with a Compounded
Annual Growth Rate of 1% over the period. NFIP policies in the state declined from 2011 to
2015 but grew from 2016 to 2018 and have had a modest overall decline since.

Louisiana: Policies in Force Policy declines from 2012 to 2015 are

2009 - 2021 . R L. R
consistent with premium increases following

460,000

440000

implementation of the Biggert-Waters Act.

oo Following the 2014 enactment of HFIAA,
::: which reset NFIP premiums to pre-Biggert
360000 | | | I I Waters Act levels, the state saw a significant
i 0ab asin anad s oia 066 e eis dossmenaioash | tvoressein NETP policies in force. During
this time, NFIP premiums were reduced, making coverage more affordable, but new policy fees
were being implemented that increased total policy costs. In 2021, policy fees accounted for
more than 20% of total NFIP policy costs.

As increases in NFIP policy costs are associated with a reduction in NFIP policy

purchases, overall growth of NFIP policies in Louisiana is counter to the expected trend. This
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Louisiana: Mean Premium & Mean Policy Cost
2009 - 2021
$1,200.00

$1,000.00

$800.00

$600.00
$400.00
$200.00

$0.00

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
mMeanP m MeanC

can be explained by federal regulations requiring homeowners who receive federal disaster

assistance payments to repair or restore a home to purchase and maintain flood insurance.

For example, in August 2016, southeast Louisiana was inundated with historic rainfalls
leading to Disaster Declaration FEMA-4277-DR." Significant numbers of new NFIP policies
were written in parishes in the disaster zone compared to 2015. In East Baton Rouge Parish there
were 12,418 additional NFIP policies in 2016 compared to 2015, a 32% increase. Oher
jurisdictions within the declared disaster zone with significant increases in NFIP policies from
2015 to 2016 were Livingston Parish (6,304; 33% increase); Ascension Parish (2,957; 25%
increase); Tangipahoa Parish (3,233; 34% increase); and St. Tammany Parish (3,142; 8%
increase).'*

In 2017, the rate of increase for NFIP policy purchases dropped significantly while prior
gains were maintained. East Baton Rouge Parish added 3,142 policies over 2016, an increase of
8%, far below the prior year 32% increase rate. The rate of NFIP policy growth fell to 5% in
Livingston Parish; 5% in Ascension Parish; 3% in Tangipahoa Parish; and 1% in St. Tammany
Parish.'s

Louisiana NFIP policy growth patterns are consistent with findings by Atreya, et al.

(2015), who observed that a temporary increase in NFIP policy purchases follows a flood event.

13 See https://www.fema.gov/di 27
!4 Data retrieved from OPENFEMA FIMA NFIP Redacted Policies Data Set
13 Tbid.
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The initial increase was a result of FEMA automatic purchase of Group NFIP policies within the
impacted population electing to receive federal disaster repair assistance. Policy counts have
been sustained by mandatory NFIP purchase requirements accompanying federal repair
assistance. NFIP policyholders in Louisiana exhibit the same price sensitivities as the general
NFIP policyholder population but are not immune from external factors such as federal legal

requirements in NFIP policy purchase decision-making.
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Mr. CARTER. As well as a letter from the entire delegation, Lou-
isiana delegation, bipartisan Republican, Democrat, my dear friend
Mr. Higgins, who is not sitting here now, also signed off on this let-
ter.

Mr. GUEST. Without objection, it will also be admitted.

[The information follows:]
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Congress of the United States

Washington, DE 20310

August 4, 2022

Mr. David Maurstac

Deputy Associate Administrator of Insurance and Mitigation
Federal Emergency Management Agency

300 C Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20472

Dear Mr. Maurstad,

As members of the Louisiana congressional delegation, we write to you to voice our concern and
raise questions about the impacts of Risk Rating 2.0 and to ask for your commitment to make NFIP risk
rating more transparent and affordable. In Louisiana, many have experienced dramatic increases in the
cost of policies without any explanation of what risk factors are causing these increases.

We continue to be extremely concerned about Risk Rating 2.0 s treatment of flood protection and
mitigation measures when setting individual rates. We have discussed these concerns with the people of
Louisiana who are experts on flood protection and mitigation, including levee protection, home elevation,
and coastal restoration. and it is increasingly concerning that there is still inadequate and insufficient
information on how these protection efforts will be recognized under Risk Rating 2.0.

One example is the greater New Orleans Hurricane & Storm Damage Risk Reduction System
(HSDRRS). an over $14 billion federal investment. which was substantially completed by the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers in May after authorization by Congress in 2003, Based on FEMA s levee treatment
technical document, it is unclear whether the protection afforded by this system is fully accounted for
under Risk Rating 2.0 s methodology.

The technical document states, To identify the risk for communities behind levee systems, FEMA
considers the likelihood of a flcod hazard occurring. how a levee is expected to perform when exposed to
that hazard, and the related consequences of a levee overtopping or a levee breach (Figure 2). For the
document, hazard is defined as flooding from riverine sources and consequences are defined as damages
a building may sustain from flooding. HSDRRS is not a riverine levee system. Improper consideration
of HSDRRS, and future improvements planned, greatly undermine the protection provided by the system.

For example. under Risk Rating 2.0, an elevated X Zone property in New Orleans increased from
%572 to $2.771, a slab-on-grade Zone X property in Jefferson Parish increased from $372 to $4.152, and
a slab-on-grade Zone AE property in Plaquemines Parish increased from $572 to 38.828. All of these
properties are protected by HSDRRS. These are just three examples from the tens of thousands of
American families protected by a levee system who are being financially and emotionally drained by Risk
Rating 2.0.
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We request a response that explains exactly how HSDRRS is factored into policyholders rates.
and by how much it reduces rates. Substantiating data can include examples of premiums with HSDRRS
system, and what those premiums woulc cost without the HSDRRS system. Additionally, we reguest
greater transparency in the development of rates and the valuation of rating factors.

People should be rewarded. not penalized, for taking lifzsaving measures to mitigate and protect
against future floods. As such, we look forward to your prompt response regarding this serious matter.

Respectfully,

Troy A. Carter, Sr. Garret Graves
Member of Congress Member of Congress
. A

V1145 7, TV R

Steve Scalise I\Ii]agg Johnson
Member of Congress Member of Congress
T L~ .
e , LRy Hopein
Julia Letlow Clay Higgins
Member of Congress Member of Congress

Mr. CARTER. I urge my colleagues to this letter demanding infor-
mation on how public mitigation projects have impacted Louisiana.
To date we have not gotten any information.

I urge my colleagues to support the bipartisan, common-sense
legislative efforts that will bring oversight, affordability, account-
ability, fairness back to the National Flood Insurance Program be-
cause flood insurance isn’t something that we should wait. How-
ever, we need to do this now.

Mr. Chairman, pursuant to clause 2(k)(6), rule XI, I move that
the committee subpoena Elizabeth Ashley, assistant administrator
of the Federal Insurance Directorate of FEMA to provide this com-
mittee with the details agencies have been withholding from Con-
gress.

Mr. GUEST. Is there a motion?

Mr. EVANS. There is a motion. Move to table.

Mr. GUEST. Motion to table. The gentleman moves to table. The
motion to table is privileged and nondebatable. We will allow a few
moments for Members to return to the committee room. As the
room, let the record reflect, is very vacant at this point, so we will
suspend momentarily for that to take place.

There has been a motion to table in this matter brought forth by
Mr. Evans. The motion is privileged. It is nondebatable.

All those in favor, please signify by saying aye.

All those opposed, please signify by saying no.

In the opinion of the Chair, the ayes have it. Is there a motion?

Mr. THOMPSON. Motion to have a recorded vote.
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Mr. GUEST. Motion for a recorded vote has been requested by the
Ranking Member.

If the Clerk would please call the roll.

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Tennessee.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. McCaul.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez votes aye.

Mr. Pfluger.

Mr. PFLUGER. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Garbarino.

My apologies. Mr. Pfluger, is that aye? Yes, sir.

Mr. Garbarino.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ms. Greene.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Gonzales.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell.

Mr. LUTTRELL. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell votes aye.

Mr. Strong.

Mr. STRONG. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Strong votes aye.

Mr. Brecheen.

Mr. BRECHEEN. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Brecheen votes aye.

Mr. Crane.

Mr. CRANE. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Crane votes aye.

Mr. Ogles.

Mr. OGLES. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Ogles votes aye.

Mrs. Biggs.

Mrs. BiGaGs. Aye.

The CLERK. Mrs. Biggs votes aye.

Mr. Evans.

Mr. EVANS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Evans votes aye.

Mr. Mackenzie.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Mackenzie votes aye.

Mr. Knott.

Mr. KNOTT. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Knott votes aye.

Ranking Member Thompson.

Mr. THOMPSON. Nay.

The CLERK. Ranking Member Thompson votes no.

Mr. Swalwell.

Mr. SWALWELL. No.
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The CLERK. Mr. Swalwell votes no.

Mr. Correa.

Mr. CORREA. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Correa votes no.

Mr. Thanedar.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Magaziner.

Mr. MAGAZINER. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Magaziner votes no.

Mr. Goldman.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mrs. Ramirez.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Kennedy.

Mr. KENNEDY. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Kennedy votes no.

Mrs. Mclver.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ms. Johnson.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Hernandez.

Mr. HERNANDEZ. No.

The CLERK. Ms. Pou.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Carter.

Mr. CARTER. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Carter votes no.

Mr. Green of Texas.

Mr. GREEN. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Texas votes no.

Mr. GUEST. Are there any other Members who wish to be re-
corded?

Mr. Clerk, how am I recorded?

The CLERK. The Chairman has not yet been recorded.

Mr. GUEST. Guest votes aye.

The CLERK. Chairman Guest votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. You will please report the totals.

The CLERK. On that vote, Mr. Chairman, there were 12 ayes and
8 noes.

Mr. GUEST. In the opinion of the Chair, based on the recorded
vote, the motion passes and the request has been tabled.

Mr. Carter, did you yield back? I was trying to think, have you
yielded the rest of your time? I believe, if 'm not mistaken.

All right. At this time then, the Chair would recognize Mr. Evans
for 5 minutes for his questioning.

Mr. EvANS. Thank you, Mr. Chair. Thank you, of course, to the
witnesses for coming.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to submit for the record this commit-
tee’s report from last year in which then-CBP chief patrol agents
told the committee that “NGOQO’s will facilitate the migrant’s travel
plans to wherever that’s going to be while they wait for their immi-
gration hearing.” And “Once they're released from our custody, the
NGO’s then provide them with potentially transportation up to the
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Phoenix area or other areas of the interior to help them make trav-
el arrangements, things like that.”

Mr. GUEsT. Without objection, the document will be entered into
the record.

[The information follows:]

PART 1: FIRST-HAND ACCOUNTS OF THE CRISIS FROM

BORDER PATROL SECTOR CHIEFS

A: So my understanding is for the migrants that are—once they're released from
our custody, they would provide them with potentially transportation up to the
Phoenix area, help them make travel arrangements, things like that.

The local one, the Casa Alitas, I think tries very hard not to overnight people
there because of just the difficulties with the cost and personnel, but mostly it’s to
help them with their onward movement.

Q: Do you personally meet with these NGOs?
A:Yes.
Q: And how often do you meet with them?

A: So, broadly, I meet with all the NGOs, or at least all the ones that would like to
participate, at least quarterly at our sector headquarters. I'm in contact with the
IRC. There’s weekly telephone calls or VICs with them, with a whole bunch of
stakeholders on those calls. And as the LFC, I'm in contact with quite a few of the
NGOs as well.

Q: Do you have staff that are in contact with them more frequently than you are?

A: Yeah. So the staff is in contact with them every day, especially with Casa
Alitas, the local one.xs3

Chief Patrol Agent Anthony “Scott” Good, El Paso Sector (June 29, 202
Q: And when someone is released with an NTA on their recognizance, how is that
release conducted? Where does the release take place?

A: Typically, family units are released to NGOs, where single adults have
typically, recently, since I've been there in El Paso, have been released to the
county. And the county, El Paso County, has a system of assisting migrants

who can find their sponsor as well as—with the amount of money that they have
for them to be able to pay their own way to their location.

Q: When you say the county assists them, does the county provide
transportation, to your knowledge?

A: They only coordinate transportation from El Paso out, to my knowledge.:s+
Chief Patrol Agent Anthony “Scott” Good, El Paso Sector (June 29, 202

Q: So you had mentioned that you served on the southwest border earlier in your
career. Were NGOs prevalent back then, as well?

ws John Modlin, Transeribed Interview with the House Committes on Homeland Security, g1, July 26, 2023,
# Anthony "Sectt” Good, Transeribed Interview with the House Committee on Homeland Security, 73, June 29, 2023,

Mr. Evans. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Also for the record, a
statement by now-CBP Commissioner Rodney Scott in this same
report in which he says that cartels and NGO’s actually coach
would-be border crossers on claiming asylum after being appre-
hended by the Border Patrol.

Mr. GUEST. Without objection, it will be entered into the record.

[The information follows:]
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PART 4: THE WORLD HAS TAKEN ADVANTAGE OF

BIDEN AND HARRIS’ OPEN BORDERS

Abuse of the Asylum System Central to the Crisis: The abuse of America’s
generous asylum system has gone hand-in-hand with Biden and Harris’ open borders.
Per the New York Times, asylum “has expanded far beyond its original intent. Today,
many migrants claim asylum even though they are not at risk of being persecuted.”204
Indeed, most of those who make asylum claims never ultimately receive it. Since FY13,
the grant rate has never exceeded 16 percent.2°s Despite this fact, many illegal aliens are
coached by the cartels and non-governmental organizations (NGOs) on how to claim
credible fear of persecution in order to ensure their prompt release.20¢

Even many on the left understand
this. One scholar at the left-leaning
Migration Policy Institute said
earlier this year, “people have come
to realize that if they reach the
United States border and they seek
asylum, then they’ll be let in...and .
they won’t be deported”2°7 for es
years—at least. Another Times i

reporter noted in January 2024 that M
turning themselves in to Border

Patrol agents and claiming asylum is “now the surest way for migrants to stay in the
United States, even if few will ultimately win their cases. ... They are also certain that

once they make it to the United States they will be able to stay. Forever.”208 Mayorkas
himself has admitted that many illegal aliens “try to game” the asylum system,209 yet
recent reports indicate that the Biden-Harris administration has even been caught

secretly flying previously deported individuals, whose claims were found to be invalid,
back into the United States.2©

[CJlaiming asylum is
“now the surest way for migrants to stay in the
United States, even if few will ultimately win
their cases. ... They are also certain that
once they make it to the United States
they will be able to stay. Forever.”

Mi

2% David Leonhards, “Biden Tries to Close a Loophole,” The New York Times, June 5, 2024, hitps:
orderhtml.
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Mr. Evans. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

For everybody that stuck with us through today, I think it has
been extremely clear that certain NGO’s have benefited signifi-
cantly from the Biden administration’s open-border policies to the
point where they actually found migrants before they reached the
border to encourage them to illegally enter the United States in re-
turn for all of the amnesty and other benefits they could obtain,
more benefits, in fact, than many American citizens receive, includ-
ing free cell phones and upscale hotel stays.

Mr. Howell, first question will be to you. Your organization’s in-
depth study tracked devices given to illegal immigrants by border
NGO’s and showed, unsurprisingly, that my part of the world, Den-
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ver, Colorado, and the surrounding areas was one of their more
popular final destinations. The sanctuary State policies in Colorado
and Denver have allowed NGO’s and Government entities to spend
millions of taxpayer dollars to provide services to illegal immi-
grants and have proliferated crime in our area, making Colorado
this year the second-most dangerous State in the country. When
the Biden admin and Democrats in Colorado reimburse NGO’s to
provide these services and benefits, how does that incentivize ille-
gal immigration and encourage criminal enterprises to conduct
bugi{)less in the United States and in places like Denver and Colo-
rado?

Mr. HOWELL. Simply put, if you build it, they will come. It is a
completely cost-free for the illegal alien transportation and funding
stream with everything they could ever need or want, things be-
yond what are even applied or given to our poor and needy in the
United States. It also takes a lot of pressure off the cartels and
makes it much easier for them to sell in the first instance for an
illegal to come to the border in the first place. Don’t take my word
for it, look how the border is secured now. People aren’t even trying
to come because they know these benefits aren’t available to them
even in the event they’re able to get in.

Mr. EvaNs. Thank you. Ms. Hopper, next question will be to you.
I was a cop and a soldier for about 22 years combined and I am
Latino. Unfortunately, I know through those experiences and oth-
ers exactly how bad the crime situation is in Colorado. We are the
national headquarters for Tren de Aragua, which I think we all
know now. Violent Venezuelan prison gang that does a lot of bad
things to include human trafficking.

You have substantial experience in the dangers that unaccom-
panied minors face on their journey to the border and then once re-
leased into the United States. Currently, the Federal Government
is trying to review sponsors in Colorado. We have heard earlier
today over 300,000 kids that we are trying to track down. The Fed-
eral Government has reached out to Colorado to try to see if these
kids that may be in Colorado are in safe environments. However,
State laws in Colorado that my Governor has signed more than
once are preventing the release of this basic information to Federal
investigators and obstructing the ability to do just basic safety
checks.

How do State policies that restrict Federal oversight of unaccom-
panied minors and NGO’s that fail to properly screen these spon-
sors enable cartels like Tren de Aragua and MS-13 to exploit or
recruit children in the United States and then, again, specifically
in sanctuary jurisdictions like Colorado?

Ms. HOPPER. It absolutely encourages cartels and criminal net-
works to direct their activity to sanctuary cities and States, know-
ing that those protections will exist for them and knowing that
there isn’t that cooperation and Federal oversight and account-
ability for that. So, unfortunately, I don’t know what the motiva-
tion is for your State’s Governor, and I'm sorry for that because of
the fact that that isn’t helping these children, that isn’t helping the
citizens of Colorado, that isn’t helping your constituents when
you’re protecting illegal aliens over that of those that elected you.

Mr. Evans. Thank you. I got 4 seconds, Chairman. Yield back.
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Mr. GUEST. The gentleman yields back.

The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from Texas, Mr. Green.

Mr. GREEN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, I am concerned about children. I am concerned
about the 37 children who have lost their lives to the Guadalupe
River in Texas. I am concerned that we are not having a hearing
to address the needs of these families. These are people who had
their children at a summer camp. They expected to pick their chil-
dren up. They didn’t expect to see their children waste away. Many
of them haven’t been found.

I am concerned about children, too, but I am concerned about all
children. I don’t segregate children. I don’t conclude that some chil-
dren have lives that are worth more than others. I want to see
something done about those children. Why aren’t we having a hear-
ing to deal with the needs of the people of the State of Texas and
other States, too, that may have similar needs? I don’t segregate.
I integrate children. Let’s do something about all children.

To proclaim this hearing to be one that is related to charities, I
am going to defend Catholic Charities. I don’t believe you think
that Catholic Charities would have 65,000 children mistreated. I
just don’t believe you think that. I don’t think so. Catholic Char-
ities does an outstanding job. I would love to think that we could
resolve all of these things today, but apparently we cannot. Let me
go to something that I think would be relevant for this hearing as
it relates to the State of Texas.

This, my friends, is a picture of Mr. David Richardson, missing.
Have you seen the acting FEMA administrator? Where is he? Why
is he not here to help us understand what is happening to those
children in Texas, to explain to those parents why FEMA has been
feckless and ineffective? I have intelligence in my hand indicating
that an internal FEMA assessment ordered by David Richardson,
the current senior official performing the duties of FEMA adminis-
trator, dated May 12, 2025, paint a dire and deeply troubling pic-
ture. According to these internal reviews, FEMA is fundamentally
unprepared to respond to national emergencies due to severe work-
force reductions. Hello? Workforce reductions, terminated contracts,
and systemic management under the current Trump administra-
tion.

I care about all children. I want to help resolve any issues that
we have with children. I don’t want to see us decide that we can’t
have a hearing to deal with this man who is missing in action. Let
me have this, please. Missing in action. Missing at a time when he
ought to be on the ground in the State of Texas. Where is he? Why
aren’t we subpoenaing him? Why don’t we get him here? Well, let’s
find out if we really are serious about children. Let’s find out if we
can get him here.

Mr. Chairman, given that the Secretary won’t appear and can’t
be subpoenaed because you have already taken that issue up, pur-
suant to clause 2(k)(6) of rule XI, I move that the committee sub-
poena David Richardson, senior official performing the duties of
FEMA administrator. I want to see where you stand. Why can’t we
have him here? Why can’t he come in and talk? You have these 3
witnesses here to talk about the other children. Good. Let’s get him
here. I so move, Mr. Chairman.
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Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman’s time has expired. Is there a motion?

Mr. GIMENEZ. Move to table.

Mr. GUEST. Motion to table. All those in favor of the motion to
table, and before we call the motion, the motion is nondebatable
and is privileged.

So all those in favor of the motion to table, please signify by say-
ing aye.

Any opposed, no.

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. GUEST. In the opinion of the Chair, the ayes have it. Yes,
sir, Mr. Green.

Mr. GREEN. Green of Texas would have this committee go on
record explaining why.

Mr. GUEST. A recorded vote has been requested.

Mr. Clerk, you will please call the roll.

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Tennessee.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. McCaul.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Higgins.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez.

Mr. GIMENEZ. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez votes no.

Mr. Pfluger.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Garbarino.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ms. Greene.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Gonzales.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell.

Mr. LUTTRELL. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Luttrell votes aye.

Mr. Strong.

Mr. STRONG. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Strong votes aye.

Mr. Brecheen.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Crane.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Ogles.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mrs. Biggs.

Mrs. BIGGs. Aye.

The CLERK. Mrs. Biggs votes aye.

Mr. Evans.

Mr. EVANS. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Evans votes aye.

Mr. Mackenzie.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Mackenzie votes aye.
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Mr. Knott.

Mr. KNOTT. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Knott votes aye.

Ranking Member Thompson.

Mr. THOMPSON. Nay.

The CLERK. Ranking Member Thompson votes no.

Mr. Swalwell.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Correa.

Mr. CORREA. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Correa votes no.

Mr. Thanedar.

Mr. THANEDAR. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Thanedar votes no.

Mr. Magaziner.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Goldman.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mrs. Ramirez.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Kennedy.

Mr. KENNEDY. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Kennedy votes no.

Mrs. Mclver.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ms. Johnson.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Hernandez.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Ms. Pou.

[No response.]

The CLERK. Mr. Carter.

Mr. CARTER. No.

The CLERK. Mr. Carter votes no.

Mr. Green of Texas.

Mr. GREEN. On behalf of the 37 children who have lost their
lives, Green votes nay.

The CLERK. Mr. Green of Texas votes no.

Mr. GUEST. Do any Members wish to change their vote?

Mr. GIMENEZ. Mr. Chairman, I wish to change my vote to yes.

The CLERK. Mr. Gimenez votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. Are there any other Members who have not yet been
recorded that wish to vote?

Mr. CRANE. Aye.

The CLERK. Mr. Crane votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. Mr. Clerk, how am I recorded?

The CLERK. The Chairman has not been recorded.

Mr. GUEST. Guest votes aye.

The CLERK. Chairman Guest votes aye.

Mr. GUEST. The Clerk will please report the total.

The CLERK. Mr. Chairman, on that vote there were 9 ayes and
6 nays.

Mr. GUEST. The motion to table passes, and the gentleman’s re-
quest for subpoena will not be taken up.
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The gentleman has yielded.

At this time, the Chair would recognize a gentleman from the
great State of Pennsylvania, Mr. Mackenzie.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It is truly an honor
to be a Member of the Homeland Security Committee, where we
deal with so many important issues on a daily basis. The breadth
of the topics that we are faced with, dealing with, and discussing
is quite extensive. I look forward to continuing the work of this
committee on a wide range of issues, some of them raised here
today as we move forward.

But the topic at hand is the failings of the Biden administration
and how NGO’s facilitated the Biden border crisis, where millions
of people entered our country illegally during those 4 years. Within
that, there was a subset of children. Three hundred thousand chil-
dren were not effectively monitored and their whereabouts were
sometimes unknown. That was questioned by my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle, and fact checks were done on that.

What did the fact checks come back with? They said, well, you
know, the 300,000, it wasn’t that they were effectively monitored,
but there were just 32,000 who didn’t show up for a court case. So
they were at a greater risk of sex trafficking, exploitation, or forced
labor. Thirty-two thousand children who are left vulnerable. My
colleagues on the other side of the aisle don’t want to ask a single
question about that? They don’t want to talk about that topic. They
want to sweep it under the rug. They want to turn a blind eye.
They want to pretend that it didn’t happen during the Biden ad-
ministration because it is politically inconvenient.

The welfare of children is something that they don’t want to talk
about all of a sudden because it happened under a Democratic ad-
ministration. We have documented cases of rape of children, chil-
dren working in extremely dangerous conditions. Those unaccom-
panied minors, when they went to do welfare checks on them, they
are unaccounted for, simply gone. But they don’t want to ask any
questions about that. They don’t want to talk about it.

So we have a responsibility as the adults in the room to govern,
to do oversight, to do these questions that come before this com-
mittee to make sure every American is safe. As a State representa-
tive, I contacted the Biden administration about this very issue.
They didn’t respond. I contacted our Democratic Governor, he
didn’t respond. Nobody wants to talk about this issue of missing
children in our country. So I am glad we are having this hearing
today because we need to get some answers.

So my first question is for Mr. Howell. I want to understand the
flow of money, what appropriation, what line item it was in, where
it went to DHS, and how it moved to either States to facilitate the
movement of these children or to NGO’s.

Mr. HOwELL. So for the DHS money, most of it went out through
FEMA and the SSP program, which was renamed about halfway
through the Biden administration. It used to be called something
else, but there would be a series of grant-making exercises. A lot
of them are publicly posted on-line where you can see the main or-
ganizations that received it. After that there are subgrants and
other things. It’s very difficult to follow the money all the way from
Federal Government to end recipient, let alone the usage.
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Mr. MACKENZIE. So it went through FEMA, which is intended for
emergency management in situations like we faced in Texas and
was just talked about, but the money was gone. It was used for
these programs, you are telling me.

Mr. HoweLL. That’s absolutely correct. They begged for more
time and time again.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Simply astonishing that the money would be
used in that way and not for the safety of the American public in
emergency situations.

The next question I have is for Ms. Hopper. Who is supposed to
have the accountability and responsibility for the well-being of the
children? When they move from one agency to the other, does the
accountability and responsibility hand off to the next organization
or is it Homeland Security, since they did the initial intake, they
are the ones who should be held ultimately accountable?

Ms. HOPPER. It’s a very good question. A lot of these agencies are
pointing fingers at each other. Without a clear established person
or group or agency that’s responsible, you had Border Patrol that
had 48 hours to move these children, these men, these women
through. Then they went to HHS, which, depending on the situa-
tion, would outsource that responsibility to NGO’s. So without that
clear oversight on who was responsible, it really makes it chal-
lenging to hold people accountable.

But at the end of the day, I would look to whoever is issuing the
grant. There is a scope, there are deliverables, there is require-
ments that need to be met. So the grant issuer is responsible for
managing that contract to make sure everything is being met be-
fore issuing more moneys.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I appreciate that. I see my time is expiring and
so I would just like to say that this should just be the start of the
conversation about what we can do to protect children in this coun-
try. Whether it is more accountability that needs to be done at the
Homeland Security and officials who were in the Biden administra-
tion that let this happen, on worksite enforcement where children
are being employed in dangerous, violent situations. Also what we
can do to stop anything like this from ever happening again by se-
curing our border and having ultimate accountability throughout
the entire chain of custody of these children. I just can’t thank you
enough for being here today. It is an important topic and we are
going to continue to do oversight as we move forward. Thank you.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman yields back.

The Chairman recognizes the gentlelady from Arizona, Ms.
Ansari.

Ms. ANSARI. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I really appreciate the
opportunity to waive on to the Homeland Security Committee today
to speak on an issue that is critically important to my district in
Arizona.

I represent one of the most diverse districts in the entire country
where more than 64 languages are spoken. First of all, I want to
emphasize how vital and life-saving the work of NGO’s, like Catho-
lic Charities, like the International Rescue Committee and like Lu-
theran Social Services has been to constituents in my district. They
work day-in and day-out with very little resources to serve people.
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The Trump administration’s mass deportation policy has demon-
strably failed our Nation and our values. According to a recent Gal-
lup poll, a 62 percent margin of folks disapprove of the Trump ad-
ministration’s ineffective, authoritarian, and inhumane immigra-
tion policies. I have seen the cruel policies of this administration
first-hand in my district. Separating families, masked ICE agents
showing up to immigration courts in downtown Phoenix where peo-
ple had appointments ripping people away from their families. De-
tainees in inhumane conditions. This includes DACA recipients.
This includes green card holders. This includes U.S. citizens. De-
porting innocent people without due process to foreign prisons. It
is unconscionable.

About 1 month ago, I went to the Eloy detention facility about
an hour outside of my district in Phoenix. I spoke with more than
a dozen women there who were desperate, devastated about the
conditions that they are living in, facing significant harassment.
They described a situation where one of the staff members literally
forced them outside to march outside in 110-degree Arizona heat,
marching around for over 2 hours, yelling at them, “This is the
price of the American Dream.”

This is disgusting. When we are talking about well-being of citi-
zens. Even if you believe that these people should not be in the
United States, it is embarrassing that our country would be treat-
ing any human being like that.

So, Mr. Howell, I have a couple of questions for you. Very
straightforward, yes or no. Do you support this type of treatment
of human beings?

Mr. HOWELL. I'm sorry, I wasn’t listening. All the other Demo-
crats haven’t asked a question, so I kind-of wasn’t paying attention.
Can you restate it?

Ms. Ansarl. OK. The detention center facility conditions in this
country are atrocious. Women are being harassed, they are being
dehumanized. In Arizona, they were forced to march outside in
120-degree heat until somebody fainted. I have visited these deten-
tion centers as part of my oversight responsibilities. I know you are
a big fan of oversight. Do you think that is acceptable treatment
of human beings by the United States of America?

Mr. HoweLL. For illegal aliens to be detained throughout their
immigration proceedings? Yes, I think it’s the law

Ms. ANSARI. To be treated like way. To be treated like that.

Mr. HOWELL. I'm not taking your word for it.

Ms. ANSARI. OK. On top of that, 17 million Americans were just
cut off of health care thanks to the vote of all of the Republican
colleagues over here. Meanwhile, Republicans just gave more
money to ICE and DHS to the tune of $170 billion. It is now one
of the largest funded agencies in the world, about 16th or 17th in
terms of what a military would look like for other countries. Again,
you talked about the importance of oversight, Mr. Howell. Do you
believe that Members of Congress are legally allowed to conduct
oversight of ICE detention facilities?

Mr. HOWELL. As we've written extensively, the Oversight Project,
because we're trying to help keep your colleagues out of jail, like
Representative Mclver, who was indicted. I misspoke when I said
she was arrested. You, as an individual Member, do not have over-
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sight authority. Oversight authority by the rules of the House flows
through the full House to the Chairman, and that right now is held
by the Majority. So despite the statute

Ms. ANSARI. It is legally allowed——

Mr. HOWELL [continuing]. That you cite, it’s going to end up with
more Democrats clogging your jails.

Ms. ANSARI. Mr. Howell, reclaiming my time.

Mr. HOwWELL. I want to keep you out of jail.

Ms. ANSARI. Reclaiming my time. Thank you. It is actually legal
for Members of Congress to go to detention center facilities that are
operated by our Government and to conduct oversight. That actu-
ally is legally allowed.

Mr. HOWELL. That is incorrect.

Ms. ANsARI. We also know that the Trump administration is fun-
neling billions and billions of dollars to private for-profit prisons.
I heard today a number of 6 billion to NGO’s that you all are so
concerned about. The private prison companies in this country, like
CoreCivic and GEO Group, are making billions of dollars in profits
because of the massive, you know, and stunning corruption. They
gave billions of dollars to elect Donald Trump. Now we are making
sure that they make billions of dollars.

Speaking of sheer corruption and cover-ups for the ultra wealthy,
Mr. Howell, I know you have spent quite a lot of time talking about
the importance of releasing the Epstein files, but now you are kind-
of parroting Trump talking points about this being a Democratic
hoax. I am wondering if, yes or no——

Mr. HoweLL. What did I say?

Ms. ANSARI [continuing]. Do you support the——

Mr. HOweLL. Now, what have I parroted?

Ms. ANSARI. Do you support——

Mr. HOWELL. About it being a hoax?

Ms. ANSARI. It is a simple yes or no. Do you support——

Mr. HOWELL. No, it’s not. You said something false. I'm asking
you to cite what you said, which is clearly false because I've not
said what you said.

Ms. ANSARI. Mr. Howell, my question is do you support the pub-
lic release of the Epstein files?

Mr. HOWELL. My answer is written in the op-ed in the Blaze,
which you can read.

Ms. ANSARI. Yes or no? Yes or no?

Mr. HOWELL. Listen, ma’am, I am trying to answer your ques-
tion.

Ms. ANSARI. It is a yes or no.

Mr. HOWELL. You are lying to the American people.

Ms. ANSARI. I'm asking you a question.

Mr. HOWELL. In your misstatements, you just told a lie in this
committee room.

Ms. ANSARI. Mr. Howell—

Mr. HOWELL. I'm trying to clear up the record.

Ms. ANSARI [continuing]. It is very simple.

Mr. HOWELL. I am trying to answer if you let me speak.

Ms. ANsARI. OK. Do you support it?




168

Mr. HOWELL. I think the public deserves way more transparency
than we've got. I've written that. You've accused me of parroting
another talking point

Ms. ANSARI. It would be wonderful to know that.

Mr. HOWELL [continuing]. Which I have not. Bring the receipts.
You're lying and everybody knows it.

Mr. GUEST. The gentleman will suspend.

Ms. ANSARI. Mr. Howell, I am just asking you a question.

Mr. GUEST. The gentlelady’s time has

Ms. ANSARIL It is a yes or no question.

Mr. GUEST. The gentlelady’s time has expired.

The Chair will now recognize Mr. Knott for 5 minutes of ques-
tioning.

Mr. KNOTT. Mr. Chairman, it is good to be here. Thank you for
having this hearing. To the witnesses, I would say thank you. I
think I owe you another thank you. This has been quite a long
hearing.

Unfortunately, the Democrats have obstructed, they have dis-
tracted, and they have refused to engage in this topic because it
shows that their narrative that they have authored is false. That
what happened at the border was just perfectly in line with the
norm. It was beneficial to the country. There was nothing they
could do about it. Whatever. Whatever narrative they have written,
it is false.

This was a designed, intentional, and protected endeavor to bring
millions of people into this country regardless of the consequences.
It was designed by the Biden-Harris administration. The Demo-
crats on this committee are still defending it. It is just astounding.
They will not say this hurts the American people. Unchecked ille-
gal immigration hurts the American people. We could go on and on.
I want to give you all some time to talk.

Mr. Howell, starting with you. One of our esteemed colleagues on
the other side declared that what happened at the Biden border
was not politically motivated. It was all charity. Do you agree with
that statement?

Mr. HOWELL. Absolutely not. It was a highly coordinated plan ex-
ecuted by some of the most radical elements of this country for the
sole purposes of ushering in a massive border crisis, which caused
tremendous damage and is still being defended to this day.

Mr. KNOTT. Does that affect the electoral count or Congressional
apportionment?

Mr. HOWELL. Absolutely. It affects the Census.

Mr. KNOTT. Do you think that that is lost on Democratic Gov-
ernors, Senators, and Congressmen, and the Biden-Harris adminis-
tration?

Mr. HOWELL. It is absolutely not.

Mr. KNOTT. Was there a plan to send them to politically-sensitive
States?

Mr. HOWELL. I think they sent them everywhere. But the highest
concentrations are the urban areas, which are clearly a benefit to
the Democrats.

Mr. KNOTT. Was there evidence that these individuals here ille-
gally were coached on how to register to vote, where to go, what
to say, how to evade capture from immigration officials?




169

Mr. HOwELL. Correct. It’s happening still today with these non-
profits coaching them on how to evade. As for the voting, as the
country’s voting system became a laughingstock with the mass
mail-in ballots, we have evidence from the Biden White House of
a listening session they held with these radical activists where they
were encouraging the Biden White House not to even ask people
if they were citizens before trying to register them to vote.

Mr. KNOTT. It is worth noting that the Democratic Party is
staunchly and uniformly against voter ID, no matter what State
has been proposed. Just a random thought.

Ms. Hopper, what interest do international parties have in send-
ing millions of people to this country illegally, including children?

Ms. HOPPER. Particularly the countries that we have visited, a
lot of the individuals that are leaving are criminals in their home
countries. So their governments, their country’s government have
no interest in retaining them. You are having the worst of the
worst leave your country. You are having a decrease in crime be-
cause the worst of the worst are leaving your country.

Mr. KNOTT. Is there also financial incentives? Are they not send-
ing money out of this country back to their home countries?

Ms. HoppPER. Oh, absolutely, absolutely. They make money in
this country.

Mr. KNOTT. So they are getting rid of criminals and then they
are taking home money.

Ms. HopPER. Exactly.

Mr. KNOTT. Amazing. You mentioned earlier, I am sorry for
being quick, there was one person at this call center for abused
children, 65,000 unanswered phone calls. Let’s back up before they
even got here. How many people were in charge of vetting the mil-
lions of people that came across the border?

Ms. HOPPER. I would

Mr. KNOTT. Vetting is being used as though it happened. Vetting
did not happen, did it?

Ms. HOPPER. Not in a meaningful way, no.

Mr. KNOTT. It was a process. They were processed into the coun-
try.

Ms. HOPPER. Supposedly and not in a consistent way.

Mr. KnOTT. Right. Now, I have got one more question, Mr. Rosas,
and I want to give you a chance to respond to Mr. Green. He looked
right at you and said he didn’t believe that you really thought that
children were mistreated by a charity with the name Catholic in
it. I want to make a distinction. It was not an extension of the
Catholic Church. This was a uniformly named charity with the
word Catholic in it. But I want to give you a chance to respond.

Mr. Rosas. Well, yes, because the reason why that was just a
weird thing to say is because the people at the border, they know
how these things work. Right. This isn’t new. So these NGO’s, not
just Catholic Charities, a whole bunch of them, they knew that the
vetting wasn’t done, that this was being done haphazardly because
of the volume. Right. The volume overwhelmed the system. So
there are shortcuts that need to be taken.

Mr. KNOTT. By design.

Mr. RosAs. By design, exactly. So they still took the money to do
that. They knew that these children were being abused before they
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arrived at the border. That it was probably going to happen after
they, you know, got to their final destination, whether it was a
workplace or sexual abuse. They still took the money because it
was taxpayer dollars and they increased their pockets.

So it’s very frustrating because I've seen children as young as 7
crossing by themselves. I saw a girl hold a 2-year-old, just them.
So, you know, he doesn’t know me. A lot has been said about our
credibility, but I've been there and I've seen it, and this was a big
problem.

Mr. KNOTT. Yep. Well, I'll close with this. Again, this was the
biggest problem that I have seen in my lifetime and it is going to
take decades to fix. It is astounding that the Democratic Party not
only built it, not only implemented it, but they are still defending
it. The American people need to know that if they get back in
power, those open-border policies and the flood of mass migration
will return. We cannot let that happen.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back.

Mr. GUEST. Thank you, Mr. Knott.

With consultation with the Ranking Member, there are no clos-
ing statements in this matter. I would like to thank our witnesses
for being with us today and would like to remind our witnesses
that Members of the committee may have additional questions for
you. We would ask the witnesses to respond to these in writing.
Pursuant to committee rule VII(E), the hearing record will be held
open for a period of 10 days.

Without objection, this committee stands adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 4:28 p.m., the committee was adjourned.]
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|efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS _| As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493321097750)
990 Return of Organization Exempt From Income Tax | OV No. 15450047
orm

Under section 501(c), 527, or 4947(a)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code (except private foundations) 20 1 9
» Do not enter social security numbers on this form as it may be made public.

tment of the

Open to Public

» Goto i Form990 for i ions and the latest information. .
Treasury Inspection
Intemal Revenue Service

A For the 2019 calendar year, or tax year beginning 01-01-2019 , and ending 12-31-2019

CName of organization D Employer identification number
B Check if applicable: § ™ cay1 v ENDEAVORS INC oY
0O Address change

23-7223078
O Name change 9% STEVE LEFEVER
Doing business as
O Initial return R

0 Final resurn/terminated|
O Amended return Number and street (or P.O. box if mail is not delivered to street address) | Room/suite
O Application pendingl] 6363 DE ZAVALARD (210) 431-6466
City or town, state or province, country, and ZIP or foreign postal code
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249

€ Telephone number

G Gross receipts $ 66,282,881

F_Name and address of principal officer: (=) s this a group retum for
JON ALLMAN O
6363 DE ZAVALA RD subordinates? Yes Mo
SAN ANTONIO, TX_78249 H(b) Are all subordinates
E— included? Oves Ovo
1 Tax-exempt status: s01()3) [ so1(c)( ) A(insertnoy [ 49azayyor [ 527 1f "No," attach a list. (see instructions)
J Website: > WWW.ENDEAVORS.ORG H(€) Group exemption number »

L Year of formation: 1971 | M State of legal domicile: TX

K Form of organization: Corporation [ Trust [ Association [] other »

-HI. Summary

1 Briefly describe the organization’s mission or most significant activities:
ENDEAVORS IS A FAMILY OF PROGRAMS THAT WEAVES CREATIVE IDEAS WITH MEASURABLE OUTCOMES TO BUILD SOCIAL AND COMMON
@ GOOD. ULTIMATELY, WE EMPOWER PEOPLE (CONTINUED ON SCHEDULE 0)
£
g
$ 2 Check this box » [ if the organization discontinued its operations or msposed of more than 25% of its net assets.
= 3 Number of voting members of the governing body (Part VI, line 1a) . . 3 8
g 4 Number of independent voting members of the governing body (Part VI, line 1b) . . . . . 4 7
€ 5 Total number of individuals employed in calendar year 2019 (Part V, line 2a) 5 623
g 6 Total number of volunteers (estimate if necessary) . 6 0
< |7a Total unrelated business revenue from Part Vi, column (C), line 12 . . . . . . . 7a 0
b Net unrelated business taxable income from Form 990-T, line39 . . . . . . . . . 7b 0
Prior Year Current Year
o | 8 Contributions and grants (PartVIll, line th) . . . . . . . . . 38,773,370 60,603,880
T | o Program service revenue (PartVIll, line 2g) . . . . . . . . . 4,195,729 4,581,176
§ 10 Investment income (Part VIll, column (A), lines 3,4, and 7d) . . . . 52,286 616,080
11 Other revenue (Part VIll, column (A), lines 5, 6d, 8c, 9¢, 10c, and 11e) 229,660 109,401
12 Total revenue—add lines 8 through 11 (must equal Part VI, column (A), line 12) 43,251,045 65,910,537
13 Grants and similar amounts paid (Part IX, column (A), lines 1-3) . . . 3,451,769 2,099,058
14 Benefits paid to or for members (Part IX, column (A), line 4) . . . 0 0
@ |15 Salaries, other compensation, employee benefits (PartIX, column (4), lines 5- 10) 22,752,172 25,352,707
£ | 16a Professional fundraising fees (Part X, column (A), line 11e) . . . . . 0 0
g b Total fundraising expenses (Part IX, column (D), line 25) 796,374
& |17 other expenses (Part X, column (A), lines 11a-11d, 11F-24e) + . . . 16,961,433 37,477,886
18 Total expenses. Add lines 13-17 (must equal Part IX, column (A), line 25) 43,165,374 64,929,651
19 Revenue less expenses. Subtract line 18 from line 12 . . . . . . . 85,671 980,886
5% Beginning of Current Year End of Year
g
3: 20 Totalassets (PartX, line 16) . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20,613,176 20,981,179
S |21 Total liabllities (PartX, line 26) . . . . . . e 6,894,656 6,281,773
Z:Z |22 Net assets or fund balances. Subtract line 21 from line 20 . . . . . 13,718,520 14,699,406
Part || Signature Block

Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I have examined this return, including accompanying schedules and statements, and to the best of my
knowledge and belief, it is true, correct, and complete. Declaration of preparer (other than officer) is based on all information of which preparer has
an

| 2020-11-16
" Signature of officer Date

Sign fse
Here \ sTeven LerFever cro

'Type or print name and title

Print/Type preparer’s name Preparer's signature Date O 7N
. 2020-11-16 | Check if | P01310558
Paid self-employed
Preparer Firm's name % BKD LLP Firm's EIN >
Use Only Firm's address # 8200 W Interstate 10 Suite 900 Phone no. (210) 341-0400
San Antonio, TX 782303806

Yes [Ino

May the IRS discuss this return with the preparer shown above? (see instructions) L
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the separate instructions. Cat. No. 11282Y Form 990 (2019)
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Form 990 (2019) Page 2
Part Il Statement of Program Service Accomplishments
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any lineinthis Partlll « v .+« &« W . . . . .

1 Briefly describe the organization’s mission:

THE MISSION OF FAMILY ENDEAVORS IS TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE, EFFECTIVE, AND INNOVATIVE SERVICES THAT EMPOWER PEOPLE TO
BUILD BETTER LIVES FOR THEMSELVES, THEIR FAMILIES, AND THEIR COMMUNITIES. (CONTINUED ON SCHEDULE O)

2 Did the organization undertake any significant program services during the year which were not listed on

the prior Form 990 or 990-EZ? . . . . . . . . e e e Oves Mno
If "Yes," describe these new services on Schedule O.

3 Did the organization cease conducting, or make significant changes in how it conducts, any program
services? . . . . F Oves Mno

If "Yes," describe these changes on Schedule O

4 Describe the organization’s program service accomplishments for each of its three largest program services, as measured by expenses.
Section 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organizations are required to report the amount of grants and allocations to others, the total
expenses, and revenue, if any, for each program service reported.

4a  (Code: ) (Expenses $ 43,800,084 including grants of $ 11,986 ) (Revenue $ 3,305,560 )
See Additional Data

4b  (Code: ) (Expenses § 6,402,488  including grants of § 63,076 ) (Revenue $ 617,196 )
See Additional Data

4c  (Code: ) (Expenses $ 5,750,016  including grants of $ 2,022,489 ) (Revenue $ 459,575 )
See Additional Data

See Additional Data Table
4d  Other program services (Describe in Schedule O.)

(Expenses $ 2,290,262 including grants of $ 1,507 ) (Revenue $ 198,845 )
4e Total program service expenses P 58,242,850

Form 990 (2019)
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Page 3
lalm Checklist of Required Schedules

Yes No
Is the organization described in section 501(c)(3) or 4947(a){1) (other than a private foundatmn)? If "Yes," complete Yes
Schedule A% . .. L L L L L 1
s the organization required to 5 of Contributors (see |nstructlons) ... 2 | Yes
Did the organization engage in direct or indirect political :ampalgn activities on behalf of or in cpposltlcn to candidates No
for public office? If "Yes,” complete Schedule C, Part| . P P - 3
Section 501(c)(3) izati Did the organization engage in lobbying activities, or have a section 501(h)
election in effect during the tax year? If "Yes,"” complete Schedule C, Partll . . e 4 No
Is the organization a section 501(c)(4), 501(c)(5), or 501(c)(6) organization that receives membership dues,
assessments, or similar amounts as defined in Revenue Procedure 98-19? If "Yes,” complete Schedule C, Part il . . s No
Did the organization maintain any donor advised funds or any similar funds or accounts for which donors have the right
to provide advice on the distribution or investment of amounts in such funds or accounts? If "Yes," complete N
Schedule D,Part| %, . . . . e I °
Did the organization receive or hold a conservation easement, including easements to preserve open space, N
the environment, historic land areas, or historic structures? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part Il ® L. 7 °
Did the organization maintain collections of works of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets? If "Yes," 8 No
complete Schedule D, Part IIl ® ...
Did the organization report an amount in Part X, line 21 for escrow or custodial account liability; serve as a custodian
for amounts not listed in Part X; or provide credit counseling, debt management, credit repair, or debt negotiation N
services? If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part V¥ . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 ©
Did the organization, directly or through a related organization, hold assets in temporarily restricted endowments, 10 No
permanent endowments, or quasi endowments? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part V% . . . . . .
If the organization’s answer to any of the following questions is "Yes," then complete Schedule D, Parts VI, VII, VIII, IX,
or X as applicable.
Did the organization report an amount for land, buildings, and equipment in Part X, line 10? I "Yes, " complete v
Schedule D, Patvi. & . . . . . . . 11a| '€
Did the organization report an amount for Investments—nther securities in Par( X, Ime 12 that is 5°/n or more of its total N
assets reported in Part X, line 162 If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part VIl ® . . ... 1b °
Did the organization report an amount for investments—program related in Part X, line 13 that is 5% or more of its N
total assets reported in Part X, line 16? If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part VIl ® . ... L. 1ic °
Did the organization report an amount for other assets in Part X, line 15 that is 5% or more of its total assets reported N
in Part X, line 162 If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part X% . . . . . . . . . . . 11d °
Did the organization report an amount for other liabilities in Part X, line 25? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part X @) 11e| Yes
Did the organization’s separate or i financial statements for the tax year include a footnote that addresses
the organization’s liability for uncertain tax positions under FIN 48 (ASC 740)? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part X %) 11f No
Did the organization obtain separate, independent audited financial statements for the tax year? If "Yes," complete
Schedule D, Parts XI and XII e . . e ... |12a] Yes
Was the organization included in consolldated mdependent audlted ﬂnanc\al statements for the tax year7 12b| vYes
If "Yes," and if the organization answered "No" to line 12a, then completing Schedule D, Parts XI and XII is optional &)
Is the organization a school described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(ii)? If "Yes," complete Schedule E 13 No
Did the organization maintain an office, employees, or agents outside of the United States? . . . . . 14a No
Did the o ion have nues or exp: of more than $10,000 from grantmaking, fundraising,
business, investment, and program service activities outside the United States, or aggregate foreign investments
valued at $100,000 or more? If “Yes, " complete Schedule F, Parts Iand IV . . L. . 14b No
Did the organization report on Part IX, column (A), line 3, more than $5,000 of grants or other assistance to or for any
foreign organization? If “Yes,” complete Schedule F, Parts Il and IV . . 15 No
Did the organization report on Part IX, column (A), line 3, more than $5,000 of aggregate grants or other assistance to
or for foreign individuals? If "Yes,” complete Schedule F, Parts Ill and IV . . . 16 No
Did the organization report a total of more than $15,000 of expenses for professional fundraising services on Part IX, 17 No
column (A), lines 6 and 11e? If "Yes,” complete Schedule G, Part I(see instructions)
Did the organization report more than $15,000 total of fundra\slng event gross income and contributions on Part VIII,
lines 1c and 8a? If "Yes," complete Schedule G, Partll . . s & & & & 18 No
Did the organization report more than $15,000 of gross income from gaming activities on Part VI, line 9a? If "Yes,”
complete Schedule G, Partlll . .« « + & o« 4 e e e e e e e 19 No
Did the organization operate one or more hospital facilities? If "Yes," complete Schedule H . . . . 20a No
If "Yes" to line 20a, did the organization attach a copy of its audited financial statements to this return? 20b
Did the organization report more than $5,000 of grants or other assistance to any domestic organization or demestlc 21 Yes

21

government on Part IX, column (A), line 1? If "Yes,” complete Schedule I, Parts IandII . . . . .

orm 990 (2019)
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Form 990 (2019) Page 4
Part IV Checklist of Required Schedules (continued)
Yes No
22 Did the organization report more than $5,000 of grants or other assistance to or for domestic individuals on Part IX, 22 Y
column (A), line 2? If “Yes,” complete Schedule I, Parts I and III . &) e
23 Did the organization answer "Yes" to Part VII, Section A, line 3, 4, or 5 about compensatlcn of the organization’s current|
and former officers, directors, trustees, key emp\cyees and highest compensated employees’ If "Yes," complete 23 Yes
Schedule] . . . . . . . . &)
24a Did the organization have a tax- exempt bond issue with an eutstandmg prlnclpal amount of more than $100,000 as of
the last day of the year, that was issued after December 31, 2002? If "Yss, answer lines 24b rhrough 24d and
complete Schedule K. If "No,” go to line 25a . . . 24a No
b Did the organization invest any proceeds of tax-exempt bonds beyond a temporary period exception? . . . 2ab
¢ Did the organization maintain an escrow account other than a refundmg escrow at any time durlng the year
to defease any tax-exempt bonds? T 24c
d Did the organization act as an "on behalf of" issuer for bonds outstanding at any time during the year? . . . 24d
25a Section 501(c)(3), 501(c)(4), and 501(c)(29) organizations. Did the organization engage in an excess benefit
transaction with a disqualified person during the year? If "Yes, " complete Schedule L, Part| . . 25a No
b Is the organization aware that it engaged in an excess benefit transaction with a disqualified person in a prior year, and
that the transaction has not been reported on any of the organization’s prior Forms 990 or 990-EZ? If ”Yes, complete | 25b No
Schedule L, Partl . . . . . . . . . . . . .o e e e e e
26 Did the organization report any amount on Part X, line 5 or 22 for receivables from or payables to any current or former|
officer, director, trustee, key employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or 35% controlled entity or family | 26 No
member of any of these persons? If "Yes,” complete Schedule L, Partll . . . . . . .+ .« .+« . .
27 Did the organization provide a grant or other assistance to any current or former officer, director, trustee, key
employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or employee thereof, a grant selection committee member, orto | 27 No
a 35% controlled entity (including an employee thereof) or family member of any of these persons? If "Yes," Comp/ete
Schedule L,Partlll . . . . . . . . . ... e e e e .
28 Was the organization a party to a business transaction with one of the following parties (see Schedule L, Part IV
instructions for filing thresholds, , and
a A current or former officer, director, trustee, key emp\oyee creator or founder, or substantial contributor? If "Yes,”
complete Schedule L, Part1V . . .
28a No
b A family member of any individual described in line 28a? If "Yes," complete Schedule L, Part IV .
28b No
c© A 35% controlled entity of one or more individuals and/ur organlzatlons described in lines 28a or 28b? If "Yes,”
complete Schedule L, PartIV . . . . . . P . . . 28c No
29 Did the organization receive more than $25,000 in non-cash contributions? If "Yes,” complete Schedule M . . 29 No
30 Did the organization receive contributions of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets, or quallﬂed conservation
contributions? If "Yes,” complete Schedule M . . P 30 No
31  Did the organization liquidate, terminate, or dissolve and cease operations? If "Yes, " complete Schedule N, Part | 2 N
o
32 Did the organization sell, exchange, dispose of, or transfer more than 25% of its net assets? If "Yes,"” complete
Schedule N, Partll « « « « « e e e e 32 No
33 Did the organization own 100% of an entity disregarded as separate from the organization under Regulations sections
301.7701-2 and 301.7701-3? If "Yes," complete Schedule R, Part| . . . - L. . . . % |33 Yes
34 Was the organization related to any tax-exempt or taxable entity? If “Yes," comp/ete Schedule R, Part I, 111, or IV, and
L3 34 Yes
PartV,linel . . . . .« .+ .+ .« e e e e e e e e e
35a Did the organization have a controlled entity within the meaning of section 512(b)(13)? 35a | Yes
b If ‘Yes’ to line 35a, did the organization receive any payment from or engage in any transaction with a controlled entity asb| v
within the meaning of section 512(b)(13)? If "Yes," complete Schedule R, Part V, line 2 ) e
36 Section 501(c)(3) organizati Did the organization make any transfers to an exempt non-charitable related N
organization? If "Yes,” complete Schedule R, Part V, line 2 . 36 ©
37 Did the organization conduct more than 5% of its activities through an entlty that is not a related organization and that N
is treated as a partnership for federal income tax purposes? If "Yes," complete Schedule R, Part VI 37 °
38 Did the organization complete Schedule O and provide explanations in Schedule O for Part VI, lines 11b and 19? Note.
All Form 990 filers are required to complete Schedule 0. . . . . Ce e 38 | Yes
Statements Regarding Other IRS Filings and Tax Compluance
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in thisPartv . . . . . . . . O
Yes No
1a Enter the number reported in Box 3 of Form 1096. Enter -0- if not applicable 2,333
b Enter the number of Forms W-2G included in line 1a. Enter -0- if not applicable 0
¢ Did the organization comply with backup withholding rules for reportable payments to vendors and reportab\e gaming
(gambling) winnings to prize winners? . . . . . P PR . 1c

'orm 990 (2019)
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990 (2019) Page 5
Statements Regarding Other IRS Filings and Tax Compliance (continued)

Enter the number of employees reported on Form W-3, Transmittal of Wage and
Tax Statements, filed for the calendar year ending with or within the year covered by
thisreturn . . . . . . . o o0 e 2a 623]
If at least one is reported on line 2a, did the organization file all required federal employment tax returns? 2b Yes
Note. If the sum of lines 1a and 2a is greater than 250, you may be required to e-file (see instructions)
Did the organization have unrelated business gross income of $1,000 or more during the year? . 3a | Yes
If “Yes,” has it filed a Form 990-T for this year?If "No” to line 3b, provide an explanation in Schedule O . 3b Yes
At any time during the calendar year, did the organization have an interest in, or a signature or other authority over, a | 4a No
financial account in a foreign country (such as a bank account, securities account, or other financial account)? . .
If "Yes," enter the name of the foreign country: ».
See instructions for filing requirements for FINCEN Form 114, Report of Foreign Bank and Financial Accounts (FBAR).
Was the organization a party to a prohibited tax shelter transaction at any time during the tax year? . . 5a No
Did any taxable party notify the organization that it was or is a party to a prohibited tax shelter transaction? 5b No
If "Yes," to line 5a or 5b, did the organization file Form 8886-T? . . . . . . . . . . 5¢c
Does the organization have annual gross receipts that are normally greater than $100 000, and did the organization 6a No
solicit any contributions that were not tax deductible as charitable contributions? . .
If "Yes," did the organization include with every solicitation an expres< statement that such contributions or gifts were
not tax deductible? . . . . e e 6b
Organizations that may receive deductible contributions under section 170(c).
Did the organization receive a payment in excess of $75 made partly as a contribution and partly for goods and services| 7a No
provided to the Payor? + .+ 4 4 4 e e e e e e
If "Yes," did the organization notify the donor of the value of the goods or services provided? . . . . . 7b
Did the orgamzatlon sell, exchange or otherwise dlspose of tanglble personal property for which it was requ\red to file
Form 82827 . 7c No
If "Yes," indicate the number of Forms 8282 filed during the year . . . . 7d
Did the organization receive any funds, directly or indirectly, to pay premiums on a personal benefit contract?

7e No
Did the organization, during the year, pay premiums, directly or indirectly, on a personal benefit contract? . . 7f No
If the organlzat\on received a contribution of qual\ﬂed intellectual prcperty, did the orgamzatlon file Form 8899 as
required? 79
If the orgamzanon received a contribution of cars, boats, alrplanss or other vehicles, did the organization file a Form
1098-C? . e e e e e e e . e e e e e 7h
Sponsoring organizations maintaining donor advised funds. Did a donor advised fund maintained by the
sponsoring organization have excess business holdings at any time during the year? . . . . e 8
Sponsoring organizations maintaining donor advised funds.
Did the sponsoring organization make any taxable distributions under section 4966? . . . . . . . . 9a
Did the sponsoring organization make a distribution to a donor, donor advisor, or related person? . . . 9b
Section 501(c)(7) organizations. Enter:
Initiation fees and capital contributions included on Part VIII, line 12 . . . 10a
Gross receipts, included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12, for public use of club facilities m
Section 501(c)(12) organizations. Enter:
Gross income from members or shareholders . . . . . . . . . 1la
Gross income from other sources (Do not net amounts due or paid to other sources
against amounts due or received from them.) . . . . . . . . . . 11b
Section 4947(a)(1) non-exempt charitable trusts. Is the organization filing Form 990 in lieu of Form 10417 12a
If "Yes," enter the amount of tax-exempt interest received or accrued during the year. "

12|

Section 501(c)(29) qualified nonprofit health insurance issuers.
Is the organization licensed to issue qualified health plans in more than one state? . FE 13a
Note. See the instructions for additional information the organization must report on Schedule O
Enter the amount of reserves the organization is required to maintain by the states in
which the organization is licensed to issue qualified health plans . . . . 13b
Enter the amount of reservesonhand . . . . . . . . . . . . 13c
Did the organization receive any payments for indoor tanning services during the tax year? . . . 14a No
If "Yes," has it filed a Form 720 to report these payments?If "No," provide an explanation in Schedule O . 14b
Is the organization subject to the section 4960 tax on payment( ) of more than $1,000,000 in remuneration or excess
parachute payment(s) during the year? . . . e e e e e 15 No
If "Yes," see instructions and file Form 4720, Schedule N
Is the organization an educational institution subject to the section 4968 excise tax on net investment income? . . 16 No
If "Yes," complete Form 4720, Schedule O.
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Page 6

Bl Governance, Management, and Disclosure For each “Yes" response to lines 2 through 7b below, and for a "No" response to lines

8a, 8b, or 10b below, describe the circumstances, processes, or changes in Schedule O. See instructions.
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Part VI . . . .

Section A. Governing Body and Management

Yes No
1a Enter the number of voting members of the governing body at the end of the tax year | 1a 8
If there are material differences in voting rights among members of the governing
body, or if the governing body delegated broad authority to an executive committee or
similar committee, explain in Schedule O.
b Enter the number of voting members included in line 1a, above, who are independent
ib 7
2 Did any officer, director, trustee, or key employee have a Famlly relatlonsh\p or a business re\auonsh\p with any other
officer, director, trustee, or key employee? . . . 2 No
3 Did the organization delegate control over management duties customarily performed by or under the direct supervision| 5 No
of officers, directors or trustees, or key employees to a management company or other person? .
4 Did the organization make any significant changes to its governing documents since the prior Form 990 was filed? . 4 No
5 Did the organization become aware during the year of a significant diversion of the organization’s assets? . 5 No
6 Did the organization have members or stockholders? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 No
7a Did the organization have members, , or other persons who had the power to elect or appoint one or more
members of the governing body? . . . . . . . . . . 4 .4 a e e 7a No
b Are any governance decisions of the organlzatlon reserved to (or subject to approva\ by) members, stockholders, or 7b No
persons other than the governing body? . P . e
8 Did the organization contemporaneously document the meetings held or written actions undertaken during the year by
the following:
a Thegoverning body? + « « v+ v . e e e e e e e 8a | Yes
b Each committee with authority to act on behalf of the governing bedy? . . . . . . . . . . . . 8b | Yes
9 Is there any officer, director, trustee, or key employee listed in Part VII, Section A, who cannot be reached at the
organization’s mailing address? If "Yes," provide the names and addresses in Schedule O . . . 9 No
Section B. Policies (This Section B requests information about policies not required by the Internal Revenue Code.)
Yes No
10a Did the organization have local chapters, branches, or affiliates? . . . . . . . . . . . . 10a No
b If "Yes," did the organization have written policies and procedures governing the activities of such chapters, affiliates,
and branches to ensure their operations are consistent with the organization's exempt purposes? 10b
11a Has the organization provided a complete copy of this Form 990 to all members of its governing body before filing the
OrM? v v v 4 e h e e e e e e e e e 11a | Yes
b Describe in Schedule O the process, if any, used by the organization to review this Form 990. . . . . .
12a Did the organization have a written conflict of interest policy? If “No," go to fine 13 . . . . . . . 12a| Yes
b Were officers, directors, or trustees, and key employees requlred to disclose annually interests that could give rise to
conflicts? . . . . . . . . ... 12b | Yes
¢ Did the organization regularly and consistently monitor and enforce comphance with the pohcy’ If "Yes, describe in
Schedule O how this was done . e e e e e e e e 12c | Yes
13 Did the organization have a written whistleblower policy? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 Yes
14 Did the organization have a written document retention and destruction policy? . 14 Yes
15  Did the process for determining compensation of the following persons include a review and approval by independent
persons, comparability data, and contemporaneous substantiation of the deliberation and decision?
a The organization’s CEO, Executive Director, or top management official . . . . . . . . . . . 15a | Yes
b Other officers or key employees of the organization + + « + + & « & o« o+ o« . e e . 15b | Yes
If "Yes" to line 15a or 15b, describe the process in Schedule O (see instructions)
16a Did the organization invest in, contribute assets to, or par‘tlclpate ina ]omt venture or similar arrangement with a
taxable entity during the year? . . . . e e e e e 16a No
b If "Yes," did the organization follow a written policy or procedure requiring the or ion to evaluate its partici
in joint venture arrangements under applicable federal tax Iaw, and take steps to safeguard the organization’s exempt
status with respect to such arrangements? . . . . . e e 16b

Section C. Disclosure

17  List the states with which a copy of this Form 990 is required to be filed®

18 Section 6104 requires an organization to make its Form 1023 (or 1024-A if applicable), 990, and 990-T (501(c)(3)s
only) available for public inspection. Indicate how you made these available. Check all that apply.
[0 own website [ Another's website M Upon request [ Other (explain in Schedule 0)

19 Describe in Schedule O whether (and if so, how) the organization made its governing documents, conflict of interest
policy, and financial statements available to the public during the tax year.

20 State the name, address, and telephone number of the person who possesses the organization's books and records:
»STEVE LEFEVER 6363 DE ZAVALA RD SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249 (210) 431-6466

Form 990 (2019)
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Form 990 (2019) Page 7
Compensation of Officers, Directors,Tr Key Employees, Highest Comp ployees,
and Independent Contractors
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any linein thisPartVIl . . . . . . . . . . . . . . O
Section A. Officers, Directors, Tr! , Key ploy , and High Comp d ploy

1a Complete this table for all persons required to be listed. Report compensation for the calendar year ending with or within the organization’s tax
year.
® List all of the organization’s current officers, directors, trustees (whether individuals or organizations), regardless of amount
of compensation. Enter -0- in columns (D), (E), and (F) if no compensation was paid.
@ List all of the organization’s current key employees, if any. See instructions for definition of "key employee."
® List the organization’s five current highest compensated employees (other than an officer, director, trustee or key employee)
who received reportable compensation (Box 5 of Form W-2 and/or Box 7 of Form 1099-MISC) of more than $100,000 from the
organization and any related organizations.

@ List all of the organization’s former officers, key empl , or highest d employ who received more than $100,000
of reportable ¢ ion from the organization and any related organizations.

® List all of the organization’s former directors or trustees that received, in the capacity as a former director or trustee of the
organization, more than $10,000 of reportable from the or 1 and any related organizations.

See instructions for the order in which to list the persons above.

[J Check this box if neither the organization nor any related or C any current officer, director, or trustee.
(A) (8) (©) (D) (E) (F)

Name and title Average Position (do not check more Reportable Reportable Estimated
hours per | than one box, unless person | compensation | compensation | amount of other
week (list is both an officer and a from the from related compensation
any hours director/trustee) organization organizations from the
for related (W-2/1099- (W-2/1099- | organization and

o a 25 = S
organizations f’ 2|3 S v (2F 3 MISC) MISC) related
below dotted | & = | £ o |27 (3 organizations
line) P g 3|72 |%
5|5 | [2lka
Bl =
g= 5| 2
a |+ b T
Tl £
Lok 2
k3 -4
c
(1) JON ALLMAN
X X 292,013 0 [}
ENDEAVORS PRESIDENT & CEO
(2) STEVEN LEFEVER 40.0
X 202,516] 0| [
CFO 4.0
(3) MELINDA FIERROS 40.0
o X 163,886 0| 0
PSYCHIARIST 0.0
(4) DANNIEL A HERNANDEZ JR 40.0)
X 162,121 o °
CHIEF HUMAN RESOURCES OFFICER 0.0
(5) MINA WOODARD 40.0)
X 150,277 0| 0
FORMER COO 0.0
(6) DAVID HENANDEZ 40.0
X 146,791 0| [
SENIOR DIRECTOR 0.0
(7) ANNIE KAY ERICKSON 40.0
X 135,539 0| 0
SENIOR DIRECTOR 0.0
(8) CHIP FULGHUM 40.0
X 96,667 0| 0
coo
(9) MAJ GENERAL ALFRED K
X x 0 0| 0
CHAIR
(10) NICK GRANT
X 0 0| [
MEMBER
(11) BERNICE VILLARREAL
X X 0 0| 0
VICE CHAIR
(12) ANDY APPLE
X X 0 0| [
TREASURER
(13) SHIRLEY SCHULTZ
X X 0 0| [
SECRETARY
(14) DORIS BEAULIEU
X o ol 0
MEMBER
(15) WILLIAM OWEN
X 0 0| 0
MEMBER & CLIENT LIASON 0.0

Form 990 (2019)
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Form 990 (2019) Page 8
Part VI Section A. Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, and Highest Compensated Employees (continued)
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E) (F)

Name and title Average Position (do not check more Reportable Reportable Estimated
hours per | than one box, unless person | compensation compensation | amount of other
week (list is both an officer and a from the from related compensation
any hours director/trustee) organization organizations from the
for related [—5— - - (W-2/1099- (W-2/1099- organization and

organizations | 2 2 |5 |Z[Z (|32 |2 MISC) Misc) related
below dotted = |22 |22 (3 organizations
line) Fe |2 %322 |2
§8 2 |E
Tz 2
T @
B
o
=4
ibSub-Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . »
c Total from continuation sheets to Part VIl, SectionA . . . . »
dTotal (add linesitband1c) . . . . . . . . . . . » 1,349,810 0

2 Total number of individuals (including but not limited to those listed above) who received more than $100,000
of reportable compensation from the organization » 14

Yes No

3 Did the organization list any former officer, director or trustee, key employee, or highest compensated employee on

line 1a? If "Yes," complete Schedule J for such individual . . . . . . . . . . . . . . No
4 For any individual listed on line 1a, is the sum of reportable compensation and other compensation from the

organization and related organizations greater than $150,0007 If "Yes," complete Schedule J for such

individual . . . . . . . 4 e e e e e e e e e e e e e e Yes
5 Did any person listed on line 1a receive or accrue compensation from any unrelated organization or individual for

services rendered to the organization?If "Yes," complete Schedule ] for such person . . . . . . . . No

Section B. Independent Contractors

1 Complete this table for your five highest compensated independent contractors that received more than $100,000 of compensation

from the organization. Report compensation for the calendar year ending with or within the organization’s tax year.

(A) (B)
Name and business address Description of services

()
Compensation

2 Total number of independent contractors (including but not limited to those listed above) who received more than $100,000 of

compensation from the organization #

Form 990 (2019)
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Form 990 (2019) Page 9
Part VIII Statement of Revenue
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in thisPartVill . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0O
(A) (B) (©) (D)
Total revenue Related or Unrelated Revenue
exempt business excluded from
function revenue tax under sections
revenue 512 - 514
[la Federated campaigns . . 1a
28
E E | b Membership dues . . b
s
- S L
& £ | ¢ Fundraising events . . 1c
5 <L | 4 Related organizations 1d
£58
wz e Government grants (contributions) | 1e 52,791,604
25 | £ A other contributions, gfts, grants,
v imilar amounts not included 1 812,276
E 5| above
2=
2 £ | g Noncash contributions included in
TO lines 1a - 1f:s. 19
sZ
S 5| hTotal Addlines ta-tf . . . . . . . » 50,603,860
Business Code
2a PROGRAM FEES 00000 581,176] %581, 176]
@
g
L
gl e
s
&l
13
I
5
S|e
&
f All other program service revenue.
9 Total. Add lines 2a-2f. . . . . » 4,581,176
3 Investment income (including dividends, interest, and other
similar amounts) . . . .. . > 15,268 15,268
4 Income from investment of tax-exempt bond proceeds » 0|
SRoyalties . . . . . . . . 4 . . > 0|
(i) Real (ii) Personal
6a Gross rents 6a 223,870
b Less: rental
expenses 6b 134,150
c Rental income
or (loss) 6c 89,720) of
d Netrental income or (loss) . . . . . . . p 89,720) 89,720
(i) Securities (i) Other
7a Gross amount
rom sales of 7a 839,006
assets other
than inventory
b Less: costor
other basis and 7b) 238,194
sales expenses
¢ Gain or (loss) 7c! 600,812
d Netgainor(loss) . . . . . . . . . 600,812 600,812
8a Gross income from fundraising events
8 | (ot icluding s of
H contributions reported on e 10).
g SeePartlV,line18 . . . . |g, °
@
& | bless: directexpenses . . . |8b 0
8 | Netincome or (loss) from fundraising events . ., o
o
[9a Gross income from gaming acti
SeePartlV, line19 . . . oa 0
bless: direct expenses . . . | 9b 0
c Net income or (loss) from gaming activities . . o
10aGross sales of inventory, less
returns and allowances . . 10a 0
bless: cost of goods sold . . [10b) 0
 Net income or (loss) from sales of inventory . . B °
Miscellaneous Revenue Business Code
11aMISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 900099) 19,681 19,681
b
<
dAll other revenue . . . .
eTotal. Add lines 11a-11d . . . . . . >
19,681
12 Total revenue. See instructions . . . . .
65,910,537] 4,581,176 725,481

Form 990 (2019)
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Form 990 (2019) Page 10
Statement of Functional Expenses
Section 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organizations must complete all columns. All other organizations must complete column (A).
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any lineinthisPartIX . .« + « v v & & & 4 a4 . O
7b, 8b, 9b, and 10b of Part VIll. Total expenses P Senerat apenass rponets
1 Grants and other assistance to domestic organizations and 493,698 493,698
domestic governments. See Part 1V, line21 . . . .
2 Grants and other assistance to domestic individuals. See 1,605,360 1,605,360
Part IV, line 22 e e e e e e
3 Grants and other assistance to foreign organizations, foreign o
governments, and foreign individuals. See Part |V, lines 15
and16. . . . . . . ... e ..
4 Benefits paid to or for members . . o
5 Compensation of current officers, directors, trustees, and 591,196 591,196
key employees . . . . . . 4 4 4 4
6 Compensation not included above, to disqualified persons (as| o
defined under section 4958(f)(1)) and persons described in
section 4958(c)(3)(B) .+ . 4 o« o« 4 . . .
7 Other salaries and wages . . . . 20,358,660 17,853,267 1,992,620 512,773
8 Pension plan accruals and contributions (include section 401 11,876 45,883 2,093
(k) and 403(b) employer contributions) . . . .

9 Other employee benefits . . . . . . 2,866,919 2,375,272 416,991 38,556
10 Payrolitaxes . . . . . . . . . 1,524,056 1,316,810 170,084 37,162
11 Fees for services (non-employees):

aManagement . . . . . . 0
blegal . . . . . . . 439,397 68,368 370,134 895
cAccounting . . . . . . 602,843 215,025 385,385 2,433
dlobbying . . . . . . . 0
e Professional fundraising services. See Part 1V, line 17 o
f Investment management fees . . . 0
g Other (If line 11g amount exceeds 10% of line 25, column 27,293,904 27,157,973 135,931
(A) amount, list line 11g expenses on Schedule O)
12 Advertising and promotion 0
13 Office expenses . . . . . . 1,372,486 1,057,113 279,069 36,304
14 Information technology . . . . 0
15 Royalties 0
16 Occupancy . . . « .« . . . . . 4,975,645 4,351,950 608,569 15,126
17 Travel . . . . . . . . ... 935,205 790,949 129,858 14,398
18 Payments of travel or entertainment expenses for any o
federal, state, or local public officials .
19 Conferences, conventions, and meetings . . . . 279,120 84,965 160,178 33,977
20 Interest . . . . . . . . . . . 91,751 91,751
21 Payments to affiliates . . . . . . . o
22 Depreciation, depletion, and amortization . . 444,896 314,176 126,379 4,341
23 Insurance . . . 221,436 108,174 110,094 3,168
24 Other expenses. Itemize expenses not covered above (List
miscellaneous expenses in line 24e. If line 24e amount
exceeds 10% of line 25, column (A) amount, list line 24e
expenses on Schedule 0.)
a PROGRAM ACTIVITIES 453,983 191,661 167,791 94,531
b RECRUITING 131,394 25,536 105,241 617
c BAD DEBT EXPENSE 180,212 180,212
d MISCELLANEOUS 55,614 6,458 49,156
e All other expenses
25 Total functional expenses. Add lines 1 through 24e 64,929,651 58,242,850 5,890,427 796,374

26 Joint costs. Complete this line only if the organization
reported in column (B) joint costs from a combined
educational campaign and fundraising solicitation.

Check here » [ if following SOP 98-2 (ASC 958-720).

Form 990 (2019)
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Form 990 (2019) Page 11
Part X Balance Sheet
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Part IX . . . .. O
(B)
Beginning of year End of year
1 Cash-non-interest-bearing . . . P 2,922,755 1 2,455,195
2 Savings and temporary cash investments . . . . . . . . . 133,585 2 210,736
3 Pledges and grants receivable, net . . . . . of 3 0
4 Accounts receivable, net . . . . . . . . . . . . 9328811 4 12,078,690
5 Loans and other payables to any current or former officer, director, trustee,
key employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or 35% controlled ol s 0
entity or family member of any of these persons . . .
6 Loans and other receivables from other disqualified persons (as defined under
section 4958(f)(1)), and persons described in section 4958(c)(3)(B) . ol 6 0
| 7 Notes and loans receivable, net . . . . . . . . . . . of 7 0
4
$ 8 Inventories forsaleoruse . . . . . . . . . . . of 8 0
:(’ 9  Prepaid expenses and deferred charges . . . . 467,116 9 394,629
10a Land, buildings, and equipment: cost or other
basis. Complete Part VI of Schedule D 10a 12,441,823
b Less: accumulated depreciation 10b 2,773,644 7,315,783| 10c 9,668,179
11 Investments—publicly traded securities . 0| 11 0
12 Investments—other securities. See Part IV, line 11 . . . . . 0| 12 0
13 Investments—program-related. See Part 1V, line 11 . . o 13 0
14 Intangibleassets . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . o 14 0
15 Other assets. See Part 1V, line 11 . . . e e 435,126( 15 -3,826,250
16 Total assets. Add lines 1 through 15 (must equal line 34) 20,613,176| 16 20,981,179
17  Accounts payable and accrued expenses . . . 2,906,957| 17 2,214,076
18  Grants payable . o| 18 )
19 Deferred revenue . . . . . . . . . 0| 19 0
20 Tax-exempt bond liabilities . . . . . . . . . 0| 20 0
»| 21 Escrow or custodial account liability. Complete Part IV of Schedule D 0| 21 [}
@
i=[22  Loans and other payables to any current or former officer, director, trustee, key
= employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or 35% controlled ennty
-;-'é or family member of any of these persons . . . . . . o| 22 0
=123 Secured mortgages and notes payable to unrelated third parties . . 1,976,184 23 1,824,056
24  Unsecured notes and loans payable to unrelated third parties . of 24 )
25  Other liabilities (including federal income tax, payables to related third parties, 2,011,515 25 2,243,641
and other liabilities not included on lines 17 - 24).
Complete Part X of Schedule D
26 Total liabilities. Add lines 17 through 25 . . 6,894,656 26 6,281,773
"
@ Organizations that follow FASB ASC 958, check here » M and
e complete lines 27, 28, 32, and 33.
'_'7_' 27  Net assets without donor restrictions . . . . . . . . . 11,712,437 27 12,129,245
@28 Net assets with donor restrictions . . . . . . . 2,006,083 28 2,570,161
§ Organizations that do not follow FASB ASC 958, check here » [ and
- complete lines 29 through 33.
5|29 Capital stock or trust principal, or current funds . . . . . 29
-g 30 Paid-in or capital surplus, or land, building or equipment fund . . . 30
5: 31 Retained earnings, endowment, accumulated income, or other funds 31
<
5 32 Total net assets or fund balances . . . . . . . . . . . 13,718,520( 32 14,699,406
2|33 Total liabilities and net assets/fund balances . . . . . . . . 20,613,176| 33 20,981,179

Form 990 (2019)
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Form 990 (2019) Page 12
Reconcilliation of Net Assets
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any lineinthisPart Xl . . +« + & & &« v v+« 4 4 O
1 Total revenue (must equal Part VIl column (A), line 12) . . . . .« . . . . . . 1 65,910,537
2 Total expenses (must equal Part IX, column (A), line 25) . . . . . . . . . . . 2 64,929,651
3 Revenue less expenses. Subtract line 2 from line1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 980,886
4 Net assets or fund balances at beginning of year (must equal Part X, line 33, column (A)) . . 4 13,718,520
5 Net unrealized gains (losses) on investments . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5
6 Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6
7 Investmentexpenses . . . . . .+ 4 4 4 44w e aaaaa e 7
8 Prior period adjustments . . . . . . . 4.4 e a e 8
9  Other changes in net assets or fund balances (explain in Schedule0) . . . . . . . . 9
10 Net assets or fund balances at end of year. Combine lines 3 through 9 (must equal Part X, line 33, column (B))| 10 14,699,406
Financial Statements and Reporting
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any lineinthisPartXIl . . . . . . . . .+ .« .« . . O
Yes No
1 Accounting method used to prepare the Form 990: [ cash ™ accrual [l other
If the organization changed its method of accounting from a prior year or checked "Other," explain in
Schedule O.
2a Were the organization’s financial statements compiled or reviewed by an independent accountant? 2a Yes
If*Yes,” check a box below to indicate whether the financial statements for the year were compiled or reviewed on a
separate basis, consolidated basis, or both:
[} Separate basis [J consolidated basis Both consolidated and separate basis
b Were the organization’s financial statements audited by an independent accountant? 2b | Yes

If ‘Yes, check a box below to indicate whether the financial statements for the year were audited on a separate basis,
consolidated basis, or both:

] Separate basis [ consolidated basis Both consolidated and separate basis

o

If "Yes," to line 2a or 2b, does the organization have a committee that assumes responsibility for oversight
of the audit, review, or compilation of its financial statements and selection of an independent accountant? 2c Yes

If the organization changed either its oversight process or selection process during the tax year, explain in Schedule O.

3a As a result of a federal award, was the organization required to undergo an audit or audits as set forth in the Single

Audit Act and OMB Circular A-133? 3a | Yes
b If "Yes," did the organization undergo the required audit or audits? If the organization did not undergo the required
audit or audits, explain why in Schedule O and describe any steps taken to undergo such audits. 3b Yes

orm 990 (2019)

Additional Data

Software ID:
Software Version:
EIN: 23-7223078
Name: FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Form 990 (2019)
Form 990, Part III, Line 4a:

DISASTER RELIEF - ENDEAVORS PROVIDES CLIENT-FOCUSED SERVICES FOR SHORT-TERM RELIEF AND LONG-TERM RECOVERY. WE DEVELOP RECOVERY PLANS, CREATE
SAFE ENVIRONMENTS, AND PROVIDE RESOURCE REFERRALS FOR INDIVIDUALS IMPACTED BY PRESIDENTIALLY DECLARED DISASTERS.

Form 990, Part III, Line 4b:

MENTAL HEALTH - ENDEAVORS PROVIDES HIGH-QUALITY, ACCESSIBLE, AND INTEGRATED MENTAL HEALTH CARE TO VETERANS AND THEIR FAMILIES, REGARDLESS OF
ROLE WHILE IN UNIFORM, DISCHARGE STATUS, OR ABILITY TO PAY.

Form 990, Part III, Line 4c:

VETERAN SERVICES - ENDEAVORS PROVIDES SUPPORTIVE SERVICES FOR VETERANS AND THEIR MILITARY FAMILIES FOCUSES ON HOMELESSNESS PREVENTION &
STABILIZATION, PARENTING SKILLS, AND MENTAL HEALTH CARE.

Form 990, Part lll - 4 Program Service A (See the Instr i )

Describe the exempt purpose achievements for each of the organization’s three largest program services by expenses.
Section 501(c)(3) and (4) organizations and 4947(a)(1) trusts are required to report the amount of grants and allocations to
others, the total expenses, and revenue, if any, for each program service reported.

(Code: ) (Expenses $ including grants of $ ) (Revenue $ )
[COMMUNITY SERVICES - ENDEAVORS PROVIDES CASE

(Code: ) (Expenses $ including grants of $ ) (Revenue s )
MANAGEMENT, CLINICAL SERVICES, AND LIFE-SKILLS
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Form 990, Part lll - 4 Program Service A (See the Instr i )

Describe the exempt purpose achievements for each of the organization’s three largest program services by expenses.
Section 501(c)(3) and (4) organizations and 4947(a)(1) trusts are required to report the amount of grants and allocations to
others, the total expenses, and revenue, if any, for each program service reported.

(Code: ) (Expenses $ including grants of $ ) (Revenue $ )
TRAINING FOR FAMILIES, SENIORS, CHILDREN, AND
(Code: ) (Expenses $ 2,290,262 including grants of $ 1,507 ) (Revenue $ 198,845 )
INDIVIDUALS
|efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS | As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493321097750]
OMB No. 1545-0047
SCHEDULE A Public Charity Status and Public Support VOV
(Form 990 or Complete if the organization is a section 501(c)(3) organization or a section 2 0 1 9
990EZ) 4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust.
P Attach to Form 990 or Form 990-EZ

Departnent of the Treasury P Go to www.irs.qgov/Form990 for instructions and the latest information. Open to Public
Intermal R ¢ Servic Inspection

Name of the organization Employer identification number
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

23-7223078

.E!. Reason for Public Charity Status (All organizations must complete this part.) See instructions.

The organization is not a private foundation because it is: (For lines 1 through 12, check only one box.)

1 [ Achurch, convention of churches, or association of churches described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(i).

2 [] Aschool described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(ii). (Attach Schedule E (Form 990 or 990-EZ).)

3 [ Ahospital or a cooperative hospital service organization described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(iii).

4 [J A medical research organization operated in conjunction with a hospital described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(iii). Enter the hospital's
name, city, and state:

5 [0 An organization operated for the benefit of a college or university owned or operated by a governmental unit described in section 170
(b)(1)(A)(iv). (Complete Part I1.)

6 [0 A federal, state, or local government or governmental unit described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(v).

7 [ Anorganization that normally receives a substantial part of its support from a governmental unit or from the general public described in
section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi). (Complete Part II.)

8 [ Acommunity trust described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi). (Complete Part IL.)

9 [ Anagricultural research organization described in 170(b)(1)(A)(ix) operated in conjunction with a land-grant college or university or a
non-land grant college of agriculture. See instructions. Enter the name, city, and state of the college or university:

10 [ Anorganization that normally receives: (1) more than 331/3% of its support from contributions, membership fees, and gross receipts
from activities related to its exempt functions—subject to certain exceptions, and (2) no more than 331/3% of its support from gross
investment income and unrelated business taxable income (less section 511 tax) from businesses acquired by the organization after June
30, 1975. See section 509(a)(2). (Complete Part III.)

11 [] Anorganization organized and operated exclusively to test for public safety. See section 509(a)(4).

12 [0 An organization organized and operated exclusively for the benefit of, to perform the functions of, or to carry out the purposes of one or
more publicly supported organizations described in section 509(a)(1) or section 509(a)(2). See section 509(a)(3). Check the box
in lines 12a through 12d that describes the type of supporting organization and complete lines 12e, 12f, and 12g.

a [J Type L. A supporting organization operated, supervised, or controlled by its supported organization(s), typically by giving the supported
organization(s) the power to regularly appoint or elect a majority of the directors or trustees of the supporting organization. You must
complete Part 1V, Sections A and B.

b [] Type IL A supporting organization supervised or controlled in connection with its supported organization(s), by having control or
management of the supporting organization vested in the same persons that control or manage the supported organization(s). You
must complete Part IV, Sections A and C.

¢ [J Type III functionally integrated. A supporting organization operated in connection with, and functionally integrated with, its
supported organization(s) (see instructions). You must complete Part IV, Sections A, D, and E.

4.0

Type pess non-functlonallv lntegrated A supporting organization operated in connection with its supported organization(s) that is not
y X 1 generally must satisfy a distribution requlrement and an attentiveness requirement (see
InStruct\ons)A You must complete Part 1V, Sections A and D, and Part V

e [ Check this box if the organization received a written determination from the IRS that it is a Type I, Type II, Type II functionally
integrated, or Type III non-functionally integrated supporting organization.

f  Enter the number of supported organizations

9 Provide the followin:

information about the supported organization(s).

(i) Name of supported (ii) EIN i) Type of (iv) Is the organization listed | (v) Amount of (vi) Amount of
organization organization in your governing document? | monetary support | other support (see
(described on lines (see instructions) instructions)

1- 10 above (see
instructions))

Total

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Cat. No. 11285F Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2019
Form 990 or 990-EZ.
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Support Schedule for Organizations Described in Sections 170(b)(1)(A)(iv) and 170(b)(1)(A)(vi)
(Complete only if you checked the box on line 5, 7, or 8 of Part I or if the organization failed to qualify under Part III.

If the organization failed to qualify under the tests listed below, please complete Part III.)
Section A. Public Support
Calendar year
(or fiscal year in) > (a) 2015 (b) 2016 (c) 2017 (d) 2018 (e) 2019 (f) Total
1 Gifts, grants, contributions, and
membership fees received. (Do not 18,134,311 23,673,720 28,017,739 38,773,370 60,603,880 169,203,020
include any "unusual grant.") .
2 Tax revenues levied for the
organization's benefit and either
paid to or expended on its behalf

3 The value of services or facilities
furnished by a governmental unit to 0
the organization without charge..
Total. Add lines 1 through 3 18,134,311 23,673,720) 28,017,739 38,773,379) 60,603,880) 169,203,020
The portion of total contributions by
each person (other than a
governmental unit or publicly
supported organization) included on 0
line 1 that exceeds 2% of the
amount shown on line 11, column
). .
6 Public support. Subtract line 5
from line 4.
Section B. Total Support
(or nscaf;:::r"“ year > (a) 2015 (b) 2016 (c) 2017 (d) 2018 (e) 2019 (F) Total
Amounts from line 4. . 18,134,311 23,673,720 28,017,739 38,773,379) 60,603,880) 169,203,020
Gross income from interest,
dividends, payments received on
securities loans, rents, royalties 37,444 333,327 40,339 240,142 239,138 890,390
and income from similar sources

LY

169,203,020

N

]

Net income from unrelated
business activities, whether or not 11,054 4.422) 15,476
the business is regularly carried on

©

10 Other income. Do not include gain
or loss from the sale of capital 30,508 30,006 45,857| 65,051 19,681 191,103
assets (Explain in Part V1.). .

11 Total support. Add lines 7 through
10

170,299,989

12 Gross receipts from related activities, etc. (see instructions) . . . . . . . . . ..o 12 66,646,293
13 First five years. If the Form 990 is for the organization's first, second, third, fourth, or fifth tax year as a section 501(c)(3) organization,
check thisbox and stop here . . . . v v v v v v v v v e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e P
Section C. Computation of Public Support Percentage
14 Public support percentage for 2019 (line 6, column (f) divided by line 11, column (f)) . . . . . . . . . 14 99.356 %
15 Public support percentage for 2018 Schedule A, PartII, line 14 . . . . . 99.245 %
16a 33 1/3% support test—2019. If the organization did not check the box on Ilne 13 and ||ne 14 is 33 1/3% or more, check this box
and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . . B, 2
b 33 1/3% support test—2018. If the organization did not check a box on line 13 or 16a and Ime 15 is 33 1/3% or more, check this
box and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . . . . ....»O
17a 10%-facts-and-circumstances test—2019. If the organization did not check a box on line 13 16a or isb and Ime 14

is 10% or more, and if the organization meets the 'facts -and- clrcumstances test, check this box and stop here. Explain
in Part VI how the ization meets the "fact: " test. The ization qualifies as a publicly supported
organization . . . R |
b 10%-facts-and-cnrcumstances test—zols lf the orgamzatlon dld not check a box on Ime 13 léa, lsb or 17a, and I|ne
15 is 10% or more, and if the organization meets the "facts-and-circumstances” test, check this box and stop here.
Explain in Part VI how the organization meets the "facts-and-circumstances" test. The organization qualifies as a publicly

supported organization . . . . R |
18 Private foundation. If the orgamzat\on dld notcheckabox on I|ne !.3 lsa 16b !.7a or 17b check thls box and see
INSEAUCHONS .+ o o o o o oo e 0

Schedule A IForm 990 or 990 EZ) 2019
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m Support Schedule for Organizations Described in Section 509(a)(2)
(Complete only if you checked the box on line 10 of Part I or if the organization failed to qualify under Part II. If

the organization fails to qualify under the tests listed below, please complete Part II.)

Section A. Public Support
(or ﬁscaf:':a“rdar year i (a) 2015 (b) 2016 (c) 2017 (d) 2018 (e) 2019 (f) Total

1 Gifts, grants, contributions, and
membership fees received. (Do not
include any "unusual grants.") .

2 Gross receipts from admissions,
merchandise sold or services
performed, or facilities furnished in
any activity that is related to the
organization's tax-exempt purpose

3 Gross receipts from activities that are
not an unrelated trade or business
under section 513 . . .

4 Tax revenues levied for the
organization's benefit and either paid
to or expended on its behalf.

5 The value of services or facilities
furnished by a governmental unit to
the organization without charge

6 Total. Add lines 1 through 5

7a Amounts included on lines 1, 2, and
3 received from disqualified persons
b Amounts included on lines 2 and 3
received from other than disqualified
persons that exceed the greater of
$5,000 or 1% of the amount on line
13 for the year.
c Add lines 7a and 7b. .
8 Public support. (Subtract line 7¢
from line 6.)
Section B. Total Support
(or ﬁscaf:':a“r"ar year > (a) 2015 (b) 2016 (c) 2017 (d) 2018 (e) 2019 (f) Total
9 Amounts from line 6.
10a  Gross income from interest,
dividends, payments received on
securities loans, rents, royalties and
income from similar sources. .

b Unrelated business taxable income
(less section 511 taxes) from
businesses acquired after June 30,
1975.

¢ Add lines 102 and 10b.

11 Netincome from unrelated business
activities not included in line 10b,
whether or not the business is
regularly carried on.

12 Other income. Do not include gain or
loss from the sale of capital assets
(Explain in Part VL) .

13 Total support. (Add lines 9, 10c,
11, and 12.). .

14 First five years. If the Form 990 is for the organization's first, second, third, fourth, or fifth tax year as a section 501(c)(3) organization,
0

check this box and stop here. . . .
Section C. Computation of Publlc Support Percent ge

15  Public support percentage for 2019 (line 8, column () divided by line 13, column () . . . . . . . . . 15

16 Public support percentage from 2018 Schedule A, Part III, line 15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16
ion D. C ion of Inv Income Per

17 Investment income percentage for 2019 (line 10c, column (f) divided by line 13, column (f)) . . . . . . 17

18 Investment income percentage from 2018 Schedule A, Part III, line 17 . . . .
19a 331/3% support tests—2019. If the organization did not check the box on Ime 14, and Mne 15 is more than 33 1/3%, and line 17 is not

more than 33 1/3%, check this box and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . . .
b 33 1/3% support tests—2018. If the organization did not check a box on line 14 or line 19a, and line 16 is more than 33 1/3% and line 18 is

not more than 33 1/3%, check this box and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization. . . . P O

20  private foundation. If the organization did not check a box on line 14, 19a, or 19b, check this box and see instructions . . . . P[]
Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2019
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=li#\"M Supporting Organizations
(Complete only if you checked a box on line 12 of Part I. If you checked 12a of Part I, complete Sections A and B. If you checked 12b of
Part I, complete Sections A and C. If you checked 12c of Part I, complete Sections A, D, and E. If you checked 12d of Part I, complete

Sections A and D, and complete Part V.)

Section A. All Supporting Or

Page 4

3a

4a

9a

10a

No

Are all of the organization’s supported organizations Msted by name |n the organization’s governing documents?
If "No," describe in Part VI how the supported are If by class or purpose,

describe the designation. If historic and continuing relationship, explain.

Did the organization have any supported organization that does not have an IRS determination of status under section 509
(2)(1) or (2) If "Yes," explain in Part VI how the organization determined that the supported organization was described

in section 509(a)(1) or (2).

Did the organization have a supported organization described in section 501(c)(4), (5), or (6)? If "Yes," answer (b) and (c)

below.

3a

Did the organization confirm that each supported organization qualified under section 501(c)(4), (5), or (6) and satisfied
the public support tests under section 509(a)(2)? If "Yes," describe in Part VI when and how the organization made the

determination.

3b

Did the organization ensure that all support to such organizations was used exclusively for section 170(c)(2)(B) purposes?

If "Yes," explain in Part VI what controls the organization put in place to ensure such use.

Was any supported organization not organized in the United States (“foreign supported organization")? If “Yes” and if you

checked 12a or 12b in Part I, answer (b) and (c) below.

Did the organization have ultimate control and discretion in deciding whether to make grants to the foreign supported

organization? If "Yes,” describe in Part VI how the organization had such control and discretion despite being controlled or

supervised by or in connection with its supported organizations.

Did the organization support any foreign supported organization that does not have an IRS determination under sections
501(c)(3) and 509(a)(1) or (2)? If "Yes,” explain in Part VI what controls the organization used to ensure that all support

to the foreign supported organization was used exclusively for section 170(c)(2)(B) purposes.

4c

Did the organization add, substitute, or remove any supported organizations during the tax year? If “Yes,” answer (b) and
(c) below (if applicable). Also, provide detail in Part VI, including (i) the names and EIN numbers of the supported
orgamzat/ons added subsm‘uted or removed; (ii) the reasons for each such action; (iii) the authority under the

g document authorizing such action; and (iv) how the action was accomplished (such as by
amendment to the organizing document).

Type I or Type II only. Was any added or substituted supported organization part of a class already in the

organization's organizing document?

5b

Substitutions only. Was the substitution the result of an event beyond the organization's control?

5c

Did the organization provide support (whether in the form of grants or the provision of services or facilities) to anyone other
than (i) its supported organizations, (ii) individuals that are part of the charitable class benefited by one or more of its
supported organizations, or (iii) other supporting organizations that also support or benefit one or more of the filing

organization’s supported organizations? If "Yes,” provide detail in Part VI.

Did the organization provide a grant, loan, compensation, or other similar payment to a substantial contributor (defined in
section 4958(c)(3)(C)), a family member of a substantial contributor, or a 35% controlled entity with regard to a

substantial contributor? If "Yes,” Part I of dule L (Form 990 or 990-EZ) .

Did the organization make a loan to a disqualified person (as defined in section 4958) not described in line 7? If “Yes,”

complete Part I of Schedule L (Form 990 or 990-EZ).

Was the organization controlled directly or indirectly at any time during the tax year by one or more disqualified persons as
defined in section 4946 (other than foundation managers and organizations described in section 509(a)(1) or (2))? If "Yes,”

provide detail in Part VI.

9a

Did one or more disqualified persons (as defined in line 9a) hold a controlling interest in any entity in which the supporting

organization had an interest? If "Yes,” provide detail in Part VI.

9b

Did a disqualified person (as defined in line 9a) have an ownership interest in, or derive any personal benefit from, assets in|

which the supporting organization also had an interest? If "Yes, ” provide detail in Part VI.

Was the organization subject to the excess business holdings rules of section 4943 because of section 4943(f) (regarding
certain Type II supporting organizations, and all Type III non-functionally integrated supporting organizations)? If "Yes,”

answer line 10b below.

Did the organization have any excess business holdings in the tax year? (Use Schedule C, Form 4720, to determine whethej

the organization had excess business holdings).

10b

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2019
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m Supporting Organizations (continued)
Yes | No
11 Has the organization accepted a gift or contribution from any of the following persons?
a A person who directly or indirectly controls, either alone or together with persons described in (b) and (c) below, the
governing body of a supported organization? 112
b A family member of a person described in (a) above? 11b
¢ A 35% controlled entity of a person described in (a) or (b) above? If "Yes” to a, b, or ¢, provide detail in Part VI. 11c
Section B. Type I Supporting Organizations
Yes | No
1 Did the directors, trustees, or membership of one or more supported organizations have the power to regularly appoint or
elect at least a majority of the organization’s directors or trustees at all times during the tax year? If "No,” describe in Part
VI how the supported or ization(s) operated, supervised, or controlled the organization’s activities. If the
organization had more than one supported organization, describe how the powers to appoint and/or remove directors or
trustees were allocated among the supported organizations and what conditions or restrictions, if any, applied to such
powers during the tax year. I
2 Did the organization operate for the benefit of any supported organization other than the supported organization(s) that
operated, supervised, or controlled the supporting organization? If "Yes,” explain in Part VI how providing such benefit
carried out the purposes of the supported organization(s) that operated, supervised or controlled the supporting 2
organization.
Section C. Type II Supporting Organizations
Yes | No
1 Were a majority of the organization’s directors or trustees during the tax year also a majority of the directors or trustees of
each of the organization’s supported organization(s)? If "No,” describe in Part VI how control or of the
supporting organization was vested in the same persons that led or the supported ization(s). 1
Section D. All Type III Supporting Organizations
Yes | No
1 Did the organization provide to each of its supported organizations, by the last day of the fifth month of the organization’s
tax year, (i) a written notice describing the type and amount of support provided during the prior tax year, (ii) a copy of the
Form 990 that was most recently filed as of the date of notification, and (iii) copies of the organization’s governing
documents in effect on the date of notification, to the extent not previously provided? 1
2 Were any of the organization’s officers, directors, or trustees either (i) appointed or elected by the supported organization
(s) or (ii) serving on the governing body of a supported organization? If "No," explain in Part VI how the organization
a close and ¢ working r ip with the supported organization(s). 5
3 By reason of the relationship described in (2), did the organization’s supported organizations have a significant voice in the
organization’s investment policies and in directing the use of the organization’s income or assets at all times during the tax
year? If "Yes," describe in Part VI the role the ion’s supported izati played in this regard. 3
Section E. Type III Functionally-Integrated Supporting Organizations
1 Check the box next to the method that the organization used to satisfy the Integral Part Test during the year (see instructions):
a [ The organization satisfied the Activities Test. Complete line 2 below.
b [ The organization is the parent of each of its supported organizations. Complete line 3 below.
¢ [ Theor supported a governmental entity. Describe in Part VI how you supported a government entity (see instructions)
2 Activities Test. Answer (a) and (b) below.
Yes | No
a Did substantially all of the organization’s activities during the tax year directly further the exempt purposes of the
supported organization(s) to which the organization was responsive? If "Yes, " then in Part VI identify those supported
organizations and explain how these activities directly furthered their exempt purposes, how the organization was
responsive to those supported organizations, and how the or ined that these activities constituted
substantially all of its activities. 2a
b Did the activities described in (a) constitute activities that, but for the organization’s involvement, one or more of the
organization’s supported organization(s) would have been engaged in? If "Yes," explain in Part VI the reasons for the
organization’s position that its supported organization(s) would have engaged in these activities but for the organization’s
involvement. 2b
3 Parent of Supported Organizations. Answer (a) and (b) below.
a Did the organization have the power to regularly appoint or elect a majority of the officers, directors, or trustees of each of | 3a
the supported organizations? Provide details in Part VI.
b Did the organization exercise a substantial degree of direction over the policies, programs and activities of each of its
supported organizations? If "Yes, " describe in Part VL. the role played by the organization in this regard. ™

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2019
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P: \/Ml Type III Non-Functionally Integrated 509(a)(3) Supporting Organizations
1 [0 Check here if the organization satisfied the Integral Part Test as a qualifying trust on Nov. 20, 1970 (explain in Part VI). See
instructions. All other Type III non-functionally integrated supporting organizations must complete Sections A through
Section A - Adjusted Net Income (A) Prior Year (B) Current Year
(optional)
1 Net short-term capital gain 1
2 Recoveries of prior-year distributions 2
3 Other gross income (see instructions) 3
4 Add lines 1 through 3 4
5 Depreciation and depletion 5
6 Portion of operating expenses paid or incurred for production or collection of gross 6
income or for management, conservation, or maintenance of property held for
production of income (see instructions)
7 Other expenses (see instructions) 7
8 Adjusted Net Income (subtract lines 5, 6 and 7 from line 4) 8
Section B - Minimum Asset Amount (A) Prior Year (B) Current Year
(optional)
1 Aggregate fair market value of all non-exempt-use assets (see instructions for short
tax year or assets held for part of year): 1
a Average monthly value of securities 1a
b Average monthly cash balances 1ib
¢ Fair market value of other non-exempt-use assets 1c
d Total (add lines 1a, 1b, and 1c) id
e Discount claimed for blockage or other factors
(explain in detail in Part VI):
2 Acquisition indebtedness applicable to non-exempt use assets 2
3 Subtract line 2 from line 1d 3
4 Cash deemed held for exempt use. Enter 1-1/2% of line 3 (for greater amount, see
instructions). 4
5  Net value of non-exempt-use assets (subtract line 4 from line 3) 5
6 Multiply line 5 by .035 6
7 Recoveries of prior-year distributions 7
8 Minimum Asset Amount (add line 7 to line 6) 8
ion C - Distril A t Current Year
1 Adjusted net income for prior year (from Section A, line 8, Column A) 1
2 Enter 85% of line 1 2
3 Minimum asset amount for prior year (from Section B, line 8, Column A) 3
4 Enter greater of line 2 or line 3 4
5 Income tax imposed in prior year 5
6 Distributable Amount. Subtract line 5 from line 4, unless subject to emergency 6
temporary reduction (see instructions)
7 Check here if the current year is the or ion's first as a non-functionally-integrated Type I1I supporting organization (see

instructions)

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2019
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Type III Non-Functionally Integrated 509(a)(3) Supporting Organizations (continued)

Section D - Distributions

Current Year

1 Amounts paid to supported organizations to accomplish exempt purposes

2 Amounts paid to perform activity that directly furthers exempt purposes of supported organizations, in
excess of income from activity

3 Administrative expenses paid to accomplish exempt purposes of supported organizations

4 Amounts paid to acquire exempt-use assets

5 Qualified set-aside amounts (prior IRS approval required)

6 Other distributions (describe in Part VI). See instructions

7 Total annual distri i Add lines 1 through 6.

8 Distributions to attentive supported organizations to which the organization is responsive (provide
details in Part VI). See instructions

9 Distributable amount for 2019 from Section C, line 6

10 Line 8 amount divided by Line 9 amount

-  Dictribut : (i)
Section E - Distribution Allocations Underdistributions

(see instructions) Excess Distributions Pre-2010

(iii)
Distributable
Amount for 2019

1 Distributable amount for 2019 from Section C, line 6

2 Underdistributions, if any, for years prior to 2019
(reasonable cause required-- explain in Part VI).
See instructions.

3 _Excess distributions carryover, if any, to 2019:
a From2014. . . .

b From 2015. . . .

¢ From2016. . . . . . .

d From2017. . . . . . .

e From2018. . . . . .

f Total of lines 3a through e

g _Applied to underdistributions of prior years

h_Applied to 2019 distributable amount

i Carryover from 2014 not applied (see
instructions)

j_Remainder. Subtract lines 3g, 3h, and 3i from 3f.

4 Distributions for 2019 from Section D, line 7:
$

a_Applied to underdistributions of prior years

b Applied to 2019 distributable amount

c Remainder. Subtract lines 4a and 4b from 4.

5 Remaining underdistributions for years prior to
2019, if any. Subtract lines 3g and 4a from line 2.
If the amount is greater than zero, explain in Part VI.
See instructions.

6 Remaining underdistributions for 2019. Subtract
lines 3h and 4b from line 1. If the amount is greater
than zero, explain in Part VI. See instructions.

7 Excess distributions carryover to 2020. Add lines
3j and 4c.

8 Breakdown of line 7:

Excess from 2015. . . . .

Excess from 2016. . . . .

Excess from 2017.

Excess from 2018, . . . .

olafo|o|e

Excess from 2019. . . . .

Schedule A (F

Additional Data
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Supplemental Information. Provide the explanations required by Part 11, line 10; Part II, line 17a or 17b; Part III, line 12; Part IV,
Section A, lines 1, 2, 3b, 3¢, 4b, 4c, 5a, 6, 9a, 9b, 9¢, 11a, 11b, and 11c; Part IV, Section B, lines 1 and 2; Part IV, Section C, line 1;
Part IV, Section D, lines 2 and 3; Part 1V, Section E, lines 1¢, 2a, 2b, 3a and 3b; Part V, line 1; Part V, Section B, line 1e; Part V
Section D, lines 5, 6, and 8; and Part V, Section E, lines 2, 5, and 6. Also complete this part for any additional information. (See

instructions)

Facts And Circumstances Test




191

|efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS | As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493321097750]
. . OMB No. 1545-0047
(SFocr:‘Eg:"-E D Supplemental Financial Statements —
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Name of the organization
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Employer identification number

23-7223078
Organizations Maintaining Donor Advised Funds or Other Similar Funds or Accounts.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 6
(a) Donor advised funds (b) Funds and other accounts

Total number at end of year .

Aggregate value of contributions to (during year)

Aggregate value of grants from (during year)

Aggregate value at end of year .

oA W N R

Did the organization inform all donors and donor advisors in writing that the assets held in donor advised funds are the
organization’s property, subject to the organization’s exclusive legal control? . . . . . . . . . . . . O ves O No

6 Did the organization inform all grantees, donors, and donor advisors in writing that grant funds can be used only for

charitable purposes and not for the benefit of the donor or donor advisor, or for any other purpose conferring impermissible

private benefit? . . . . . .. o.o.o.o. O ves [ No
Lls#*fl Conservation Easements.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 7.

1 Purpose(s) of conservation easements held by the organization (check all that apply).
[ Ppreservation of land for public use (e.g., recreation or education) [0 preservation of an historically important land area
[0 Protection of natural habitat [0 preservation of a certified historic structure

[ Preservation of open space

2 Complete lines 2a through 2d if the organization held a qualified conservation contribution in the form of a conservation
easement on the last day of the tax year. Held at the End of the Year
a Total number of conservation easements . . . . . . . .. ... L 2a
b Total acreage restricted by conservation easements . . . . . e 2b
¢ Number of conservation easements on a certified historic structure included in (a) P 2¢c
d Number of conservation easements included in (c) acquired after 7/25/06, and not on a historic 2d

structure listed in the National Register .

3 Number of conservation easements modified, transferred, released, extinguished, or terminated by the organization during the
tax year

4 Number of states where property subject to conservation easement is located b

5  Does the organization have a written policy regarding the permdlc monltorlng, |nspectlon handling of violations,
and enforcement of the conservation easements it holds? . . . [ Yes [ No

&  Staff and volunteer hours devoted to monitoring, inspecting, handling of violations, and enforcing conservation easements during the year
»

7 Amount of expenses incurred in monitoring, inspecting, handling of violations, and enforcing conservation easements during the year
»$

8 Does each conservation easement repcrted on line Z(d) above satlsfy the requ\rements of section 170(h)(4)(B)(i)
and section 170(h)(4)(B)(ii)? . . . Oves [no
9 In Part XIII, describe how the organization reports conservation easements in its revenue and expense statement, and
balance sheet and include, if applicable, the text of the footnote to the organization’s financial statements that describes
the ‘s accounting for conservation easements.
Or izati intaining C i of Art, Historical Treasures, or Other Similar Assets.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 8.
1a If the organization elected, as permitted under SFAS 116 (ASC 958), not to report in its revenue statement and balance sheet works of
art, historical treasures, or other similar assets held for public exhibition, education, or research in furtherance of public service,
provide, in Part XIII, the text of the footnote to its financial statements that describes these items.
b If the organization elected, as permitted under SFAS 116 (ASC 958), to report in its revenue statement and balance sheet works of art,
historical treasures, or other similar assets held for public exhibition, education, or research in furtherance of public service, provide the
following amounts relating to these items:

(i) Revenue included on Form 990, Part VIIL, linel1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. ... P$

(ii)Assets included in Form 990, Part X . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ..o S

2 Ifthe organization received or held works of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets for financial gain, provide the
following amounts required to be reported under SFAS 116 (ASC 958) relating to these items:

a Revenueincluded on Form 990, Part VIIL linel. . . . . . . . . . . . . v v v v v v i v i e P
b Assetsincluded in Form 990, Part X . . . . . . . . . PS
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 52283D  Schedule D (Form 990) 2019
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|E!i“ Organizations Maintaining Collections of Art, Historical Treasures, or Other Similar Assets (continued)

3

4

Using the organization’s acquisition, accession, and other records, check any of the following that are a significant use of its collection
items (check all that apply):

O  public exhibition d [0 Loan or exchange programs

e [ other

[ scholarly research

[0 Ppreservation for future generations

Provide a description of the organization’s collections and explain how they further the organization’s exempt purpose in
Part XIII.

During the year, did the organization solicit or receive donations of art, historical treasures or other similar
assets to be sold to raise funds rather than to be maintained as part of the organization’s collection?. . . Oves [ no

i #AM Escrow and Custodial Arrangements.

Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 9, or reported an amount on Form 990, Part
X, line 21.

1a

b
c
d
e
f

2a
b

Is the organization an agent, trustee, custodian or other intermediary for contributions or other assets not

included on Form 990, PartX? . . . . . . . . . . . .. O Yes O No
If "Yes," explain the arrangement in Part XIII and complete the following table: Amount

Beginning balance . . . . . . . . L L. L Lo e e ic

Additions during the year . . . . . . . . . . . o u e 1d

Distributions during the year . . . . . . . . . . . ... le

Ending balance . . . . . . . e e e e e e e e 1f

Did the organization include an amount on Form 990, Part X, line 21, for escrow or custodial account liability? . . . [ ves [ No

If "Yes," explain the arrangement in Part XIII. Check here if the explanation has been provided in Part XIII . . . . [J

LCUA'M Endowment Funds.

Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 10.

I

o a0 o

@ -

3a

b
4

(a) Current year (b) Prior year | (c) Two years back |(d) Three years back| (e) Four years back

Beginning of year balance . . . .

Contributions . . .

Net investment earnings, gains, and losses

Grants or scholarships . . .

Other expenditures for facilities
and programs . . .

Administrative expenses . . . .

End of year balance . . . .

Provide the estimated percentage of the current year end balance (line 1g, column (a)) held as:
Board designated or quasi-endowment®

Permanent endowment »

Temporarily restricted endowment

The percentages on lines 2a, 2b, and 2¢ should equal 100%.

Are there endowment funds not in the possession of the organization that are held and administered for the
organization by:
(i) unrelated organizations . . . . . . . . . 4 444w

No

(ii) related organizations . . . . . . . . . . 4444w
If "Yes" on 3a(ii), are the related organizations listed as required on ScheduleR? . . . . . . . . .
Describe in Part XIII the intended uses of the organization's endowment funds.

m Land, Buildings, and Equipment.

Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 11a. See Form 990, Part X, line 10.

Description of property (a) Cost or other basis (b) Cost or other basis (other) | (c) Accumulated depreciation (d) Book value
(investment)

la land . . . . . 0 863,594 863,504
b Buildings . . . . 0 10,516,076 2,430,986 8,085,090
¢ Leasehold improvements
d Equipment . . . . 0 579,391 231,973 347,418
e Other . . . . . 0 482,762 110,685 372,077

Total. Add lines 1a through 1e. (Column (d) must equal Form 990, Part X, column (B), line 10(c).) . . » 9,668,179

Schedule D (Form 990) 2019
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Schedule D (Form 990) 2019 Page 3
Investments—Other Securities.
Complete if the ization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 11b.See Form 990, Part X, line 12.
(a) Description of security or category (b) (c) Method of valuation:
(including name of security) Book Cost or end-of-year market value

(1) Financial derivatives
(2) Closely-held equity interests
(3)Other

(A)

(8)

(©)

(©)

(E)

(F)
©)
(H)

Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col. (B) line 12.) »

[EXR%:] Investments—Program Related.
Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 11c. See Form 990, Part X, line 13.

(a) Description of Investment (b) Book value | (<) Method of valuation:
Cost or end-of-year market

1)

(2)
3)
[O)
(5)

(6)

@
()
)

Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col.(8) line 13.) >
Other Assets.

Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 11d. See Form 990, Part X, line 15.
(a) Description (b) Book value

1)

@)

3)

(@)

(5)

(6)

@

(®)
O]

Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col.(B) line 15.) P
Other Liabilities.

Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 11e or 11f.See Form 990, Part X, line 25.
1. (a) Description of liability (b) Book value

(1) Federal income taxes 0
@)

3)
@

(5)

(6)

@)

(8)
)

Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col.(B) line 25.) > 2,243,641

2. Liability for uncertain tax positions. In Part XIII, provide the text of the footnote to the organization’s financial statements that reports the
organization’s lability for uncertain tax positions under FIN 48 (ASC 740). Check here if the text of the footnote has been provided in Part X111
Schedule D (Form 990) 2019
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Schedule D (Form 990) 2019 Page 4
Reconciliation of Revenue per Audited Fi With per Return.
Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part IV, line 12a.
Total revenue, gains, and other support per audited financial statements . . . . . . . 1 65,499,889
2 Amounts included on line 1 but not on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12:
a  Net unrealized gains (losses) on investments . . . . 2a
b Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . 2b 19,280
c Recoveries of prior year grants . . . . . . . 4 . . . 2¢
d Other (Describe in Part XIIL) . . . . . . . . . . . . 2d 6,538,467
e Addlines2athrough2d . . . . . . .+ « & .+ 4 4 4 a4 2e 6,557,747
Subtract line 2e from linet . . . . . . . . . . . 3 58,942,142
4 Amounts included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12, but not on line 1:
a Investment expenses not included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 7b .
b Other (Describe in Part XIIL) . . . .« .+ . & .+ . .
c Addlines4aandd4b . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0w e e e e 4c 6,968,395
5 Total revenue. Add lines 3 and 4c. (This must equal Form 990, Part I, line 12.) . . . . . . 5 65,910,537
Reconciliation of Expenses per Audited Fi i With Exp per Return.
Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 12a.
Total expenses and losses per audited financial statements . . . . . . . . . . . 1 65,083,081
2 Amounts included on line 1 but not on Form 990, Part IX, line 25:
a Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . 2a 19,280
b Prioryearadjustments . . . . . . . . . . . 2b
Otherlosses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2c
d Other (Describe in Part XIIL.) . . . . .+ .+ +« + + « . . 2d 134,150
Add lines 2a through2d . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2e 153,430
3 Subtract line 2e from linet . . . . . . . . . . 3 64,929,651
4 Amounts included on Form 990, Part IX, line 25, but not on line 1:
a Investment expenses not included on Form 990, Part VIIL, line 7b . . 4a
b Other (Describe in Part XIIL.) . . . . . . . . . . . . H
¢ Addlines4aandd4b . . . . . . . . . . . ... e e 4c
Total expenses. Add lines 3 and 4c. (This must equal Form 990, Part I, line 18.) . . . . . 5 64,929,651

Supplemental Information

Provide the descriptions required for Part I, lines 3, 5, and 9; Part III, lines 1a and 4; Part IV, lines 1b and 2b; Part V, line 4; Part X, line 2; Part

XI, lines 2d and 4b; and Part XII, lines 2d and 4b. Also complete this part to provide any additional information.

Return Reference Explanation
See Additional Data Table
Schedule D (Form 990) 2019
Schedule D (Form 990) 2019 Page 5
Supplemental Information (continued)
Return Reference Explanation
Schedule D (Form 990) 2019
Additional Data
Software ID:
Software Version:
EIN: 23-7223078
Name: FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Supplemental Information

Return Reference Explanation

SCHEDULE D, PART XI, LINE 2D
- AMOUNTS INCLUDED ON LINE
1 BUT NOT ON

FORM 990, PART VIII, LINE 12: $ 6,538,467 NET ASSETS RELEASED FROM RESTRICTIONS
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Supplemental Informa

Return Reference Explanation

SCHEDULE D, PART XI, LINE 4B - | INCLUDED IN FINANCIALS: $ 7,102,545 INCREASE IN TEMPORARILY RESTRICTED NET ASSETS $ (134,1
AMOUNTS INCLUDED ON FORM 50) RENTAL EXPENSES RECLASSED -- $ 6,968,395 TOTAL
990 NOT

Supplemental Information

Return Reference Explanation

SCHEDULE D, PART XII, LINE 2D | FORM 990, PART IX, LINE 25: $ 134,150 RENTAL EXPENSE RECLASSED
- AMOUNTS INCLUDED ON LINE
1 BUT NOT ON

Ieﬁle GRAPHIC Erinl - DO NOT PROCESS I As Filed Data - I DLN: 93493321097750'
Note: To capture the full content of this document, please select landscape mode (11" x 8.5") when printing.
Schedule I Acci. P
(Form 990) Grants and Other to Or
Governments and Individuals in the United States
Complete if the organization answered "Yes," on Form 990, Part IV, line 21 or 22.
Department of the Attach to Form 990.
reasury »Goto i 'm990 for the latest i

OMB No. 1545-0047

2019

Open to Public
Inspection

Internal Revenue Service
Name of the organization
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Employer identification number

23-7223078
X3l General ion on Grants and
L Does the organization malntain ecords to substantiste the amount of the grants or assstance, the grantees' elgblty for the grants or assistance, and
the selection criteria used to award the grants or assistance? e & ves [ no
2 Describe in Part IV the organization's procedures for monitoring the use of grant funds i the United States.
[ZTFEN Grants and Other Assistance to Domesti nd Complete f the answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 21, for any recipient
ot received mor than $5,000. part 1 can be duplicated If aadtional space is nesded
(a) Name and address of (b) EIN (c) IRC section (d) Amount of cash | () Amount of non- | () Method of valuation (g) Description of (h) Purpose of grant
organization (i applicable) grant cash (book, FMV, appraisal, noncash assistance | or assistance
or government assistance other)
(1) 74-2618398 501(C)(3) 480,000 SUPPORT
ENDEAVORS UNLIMITED INC
6363 DE ZAVALA RD
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249
2 Enter total number of section 501(c)(3) and government organizations listed in the fine 1table . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . B 1
3 Enter total number of other organizations listed inthe line 1 table. . . . . . . 4 4 o 0 4 0 4 e e e e e e e . . P
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 50055P Schedule I (Form 990) 2019
Schedule I (Form 990) 2019 Page 2

[ZTTETEd Grants and Other Assistance to Domestic Individuals, Complete If the organization answered "Yes” on Form 990, Part 1V, line 22.
rt [11 can be duplicated if additional space is needed.

(a) Type of grant or assistance (b) Number of (c) Amount of (d) Amount of () Method of valuation (bool () Description of noncash assistance
recipients cash grant noncash assistance FMV, appraisal, other)
Part IV ion. Provide the information required in Part 1, line 2; Part I1I, column (b); and any other additional information.
Return Reference Explanation
SCHEDULE I, PARTT, LINE 2 - |FUNDS: DURING THE YEAR, THE ORGANIZATION PROVIDED ASSISTANCE TO A CONTROLLED ORGANIZATION. AS SUCH, THE ORGANIZATION HAS INTERNAL

PROCEDURES FOR MONITORING ~ [CONTROLS IN PLACE TO DETERMINE THE USE OF THE FUNDS.
THE USE OF GRANT
SCHEDULE 1, PART 111 - GRANTS | THE ORGANIZATION PROVIDES ASSISTANCE TO INDIVIDUALS. NO GRANTS ARE GIVEN DIRECTLY TO AN INDIVIDUAL. RECORDS ARE MAINTAINED TO SUBSTANTIATE
AND OTHER ASSISTANCE TO [THE PEOPLE THAT RECEIVE ASSISTANCE.

INDIVIDUALS:

Schedule I (Form 990) 2019

Addi

Software ID:
Software Version:
EIN: 23-7223078
Name: FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Form 990, Schedule I, Part III, Grants and Other to Domestic Individuals.
RENT/HOUSING AND UTILITIES 49962 1,292,622 ACTUAL COST
RENT/HOUSING AND UTILITIES 49962 1,292,622 ACTUAL COST
MOVING COSTS 11426 3,441 ACTUAL cosT
EMERGENCY SUPPLIES & HOUSING 13058 22,234 ACTUAL CoST
EDUCATIONAL SERVICES 15377 1,500 ACTUAL cosT
GENERAL HOUSING STABILITY ASSISTANCE 260 234,926 ACTUAL cosT

Form 990, Schedule I, Part III, Grants and Other Assistance to Domestic Individuals.

CHILDCARE 5962| 48,677 ACTUAL cosT
CHILDCARE 5962 48,677 ACTUAL cosT
CEGAL SERVICES AN LFE SRS Al e oA cosT
EMPLOYMENT/JOB SKILLS 262| 26 ACTUAL cosT
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|efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS | As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493321097750])
Schedule J Compensation Information OMB No. 1545-0047
(Form 990)

For certain Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, and Highest
ompensated Employees
» Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 23.
» Attach to Form 990.
Department of the Treasury » Go to www.irs.gov/Form990 for instructions and the latest information.
Internal Revenue Service
Name of the organization
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

23-7223078

Employer identifica

1a Check the appropiate box(es) if the organization provided any of the following to or for a person listed on Form
990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a. Complete Part III to provide any relevant information regarding these items.

[ First-class or charter travel [ Housing allowance or residence for personal use
O Travel for companions O Payments for business use of personal residence
[ Tax idemnification and gross-up payments [0 Health or social club dues or initiation fees

[0  Discretionary spending account [0 Personal services (e.g., maid, chauffeur, chef)

b If any of the boxes on Line 1a are checked, did the organization follow a written policy regarding payment or
reimbursement or provision of all of the expenses described above? If "No," complete Part III to explain

2 Did the organization require substantiation prior to reimbursing or allowing expenses incurred by all
directors, trustees, officers, including the CEO/Executive Director, regarding the items checked on Line 1a? .

3 Indicate which, if any, of the following the filing organization used to establish the compensation of the
organization's CEO/Executive Director. Check all that apply. Do not check any boxes for methods
used by a related organization to establish compensation of the CEO/Executive Director, but explain in Part III.

[0 compensation committee [ written employment contract
O Independent compensation consultant Compensation survey or study
[ Form 990 of other organizations Approval by the board or compensation committee

4 During the year, did any person listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, with respect to the filing organization or a
related organization:
a Receive a severance payment or change-of-control payment? .
b Participate in, or receive payment from, a supplemental nonqualified retirement plan7 .
¢ Participate in, or receive payment from, an equity-based compensation arrangement? .
If "Yes" to any of lines 4a-c, list the persons and provide the applicable amounts for each item in Part II1.

Only 501(c)(3), 501(c)(4), and 501(c)(29) organizations must complete lines 5-9.
5 For persons listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, did the organization pay or accrue any
compensation contingent on the revenues of:
a The organization? .
b Any related organization? .
If "Yes," on line 5a or 5b, descrlbe in Part III
6 For persons listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, did the organization pay or accrue any
compensation contingent on the net earnings of:
a The organization? .
b Any related organization? .
If "Yes," on line 6a or 6b, describe in Part IIL.
7 For persons listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, did the crgamzatlon pmvlde any nonfixed
payments not described in lines 5 and 6? If "Yes," describe in Part IIT .

8  Were any amounts reported on Form 990, Part VII, paid or accured pursuant to a contract that was
subject to the initial contract exceptlon described in Regu\atlons section 53.4958- 4(3)(3)’ If "Yes," describe
in Part IIT . . .

9 If "Yes" on line 8, did the orgamzat\on also follow the rebuttable presumpt\on procedure described in Regulat\ons section
53.4958-6(c)?

Yes | No

1b

2
4a | Yes
4b No
4c No
5a No
5b No
6a No
6b No
7 No
8 No
9

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 50053T Schedule J (Form 990) 2019
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Schedule J (Form 990) 2019

Page 2

Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key and Highest Use duplicate copies if additional space is needed.

For each individual whose compensation must be reported on Schedule J, report compensation from the organization on row (1) and from related organizations, described in the
instructions, on row (ii). Do not list any individuals that are not listed on Form 990, Part VIL.

Note. The sum of columns (8)(1)-(i) for each listed individual must equal the total amount of Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, applicable column (D) and (E) amounts for that individual
(A) Name and Title (B) Breakdown of W-2 and/or 1099-MISC compensation (C) Retirement and (D) Nontaxable (E) Total of columns | (F) Compensation in
(i) Base (ii) Bonus & incentive (iii) Other other deferred benefits (B)(1)-(D) column (B) reported
compensation compensation reportable compensation as deferred on prior
T JON ALVAN 292,003 ° o o o 292,013
enoeavors prestoenT & (LU T | ] ] el e
o 0 o o o
2 STEVEN LEFEVER 302,266 7% o o o 202,516
L A IRt rE e U aptpURpRRp [N Up NN U upupup ) U [ [T ——
(i) o 0 o o o o
3_MELINDA FIERROS ) 163,885 o o o o 163,886
psvcHIARIST M e | e ee e cmceeeeea ] mmmeeemeeeea | eea T e
(i) o 0 o o o o
@ o) 162,121 3 o o o 162,121
oawmeL avernanoez R || oo cUo T T ot
CHIEF HUMAN RESOURCES | o
OFFICER (i) o ° © ¢ °
5 MINA WOODARD ) 52,777 o 7,500 o o 150,277
Forvercoo W) oo o o T LT AR R R [ e
(i) ° 0 o o o 0

Schedule J (Form 990) 2019

Schedule J (Form 990) 2019

Page 3

Part III
Provide the information, explanation, or descriptions required for Part I, lines 1a, 1b, 3, 4a, 4b, 4c, Sa, 5b, 6a, 6b, 7, and 8, and for Part II. Also complete this part for any additional information.
Return Reference Explanation

SCHEDULE J, PART I, LINE 4C [N ACCORDANCE WITH AGREED SETTLEMENT, MS. MINA WOODARD RECEIVED $97,500 IN SEVERANCE

Sehadule 1 (Farm 990 7014
|efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS | As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493321097750]

OMB No. 1545-0047
SCHEDULE O Supplemental Information to Form 990 or 990-EZ
(Form 990 or 990- Complete to provide information for responses to specific questions on 20 1 9
EZ) Form 990 or 990-EZ or to provide any additional information.
# Attach to Form 990 or 990-EZ. Open to Public
Department of the Treasury » Go to www.irs.gov/Form990 for the latest information. Inspection
Nérmel BEthraiobgaiization Employer identification number
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC
23-7223078
990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information
Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, THE MISSION OF FAMILY ENDEAVORS IS TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE, EFFECTIVE, AND INNOVATIVE SER

HEAL, CHANGE, SUCCEED, AND AFFECT OTHERS POSITIVELY.

PART Ill, LINE 1 | VICES THAT EMPOWER PEOPLE TO BUILD BETTER LIVES FOR THEMSELVES, THEIR FAMILIES, AND THEIR

- COMMUNITIES. ENDEAVORS PASSIONATELY SERVES VULNERABLE PEOPLE IN CRISIS THROUGH OUR INNOVAT
ORGANIZATION | IVE, PERSONALIZED APPROACH. WE SEEK TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE, EFFECTIVE, AND INNOVATIVE SE
MISSION: RVICES THAT ENCOURAGE GROWTH, APEOPLE TO BUILD BETTER LIVES FOR THEMSELVES, THEIR FAMILIES

, AND THEIR COMMUNITIES. WHY? BECAUSE WE BELEIVE THAT EVERYONE HOLDS THE CAPACITY TO GROW,

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Reference Explanation

SERVICE
ACCOMPLISHMENTS: | CATION.

FORM 990, PART Ill, | MORE THAN JUST MENTAL HEALTH CARE, OUR MILITARY FAMILY CLINICS HELP VETERAN FAMILIES WITH
LINE 4C - PROGRAM | SUPPORT AND REFERRALS FOR RELATED NEEDS, INCLUDING UNEMPLOYMENT, HOUSING, FINANCE, AND
EDU
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990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, FAIRWEATHER FAMILY LODGE (FFL) - PROVIDES SHELTER AND TRAINING FOR HOMELESS WOMEN WITH CHR
PART IIl, LINE | ONIC MENTAL ILLNESS AND THEIR CHILDREN. IT SERVES AS A PERMANENT LIVING FACILITY FOR ITS R
4D - OTHER ESIDENTS. THIS PROGRAM IS FUNDED THROUGH GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE GRANTS AND CONTRACTS. FAIR
PROGRAMS WEATHER LODGE PROGRAM (FWL) - PROVIDES HOUSING, TRAINING, AND EMPLOYMENT FOR ADULTS WITH C
DESCRIPTION: | HRONIC MENTAL ILLNESS WHO HAVE BEEN DISCHARGED FROM A PSYCHIATRIC FACILITY. THIS PROGRAM |

S FUNDED THROUGH GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE GRANTS AND CONTRACTS. COMMUNITY BASED SERVICE - OU
R COMMUNITY SERVICES PROVIDE AN ARRAY OF SUPPORTIVE SERVICES. THIS INCLUDES CASE MANAGEMEN

T, PROFESSIONAL COUNSELING, AND CRISIS INTERVENTION FOR FAMILIES, SENIORS, CHILDREN, AND IN
DIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES. WE ALSO PROVIDE SUPPORT TO OVER 2,500 ABUSED AND/OR NEGLECTED
CHILDREN ACROSS TEXAS EACH YEAR. OUR STAFF PROVIDES ESSENTIAL SUPPORTIVE SERVICES TO IMPR
OVE THE QUALITY OF LIFE FOR OVER 150 LOW-INCOME SENIORS, SHUT-INS, AND ADULTS WITH DISABIL

ITIES EACH YEAR THROUGH REGULARLY SCHEDULED IN-HOME VISITS.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return
Reference

Explanation

PART VI,
SECTION B,
LINE 11B -
FORM 990
REVIEW
PROCESS:

FORM 990, | THE ORGANIZATION'S BOARD OF DIRECTORS WILL CONDUCT A REVIEW OF FORM 990 AND IT WILL DOCUME
NT THE REVIEW PROCESS IN THE BOARD MEETING MINUTES PRIOR TO FILING.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

OF

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, MONITORING AND ENFORCEMENT OF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST: THE ORGANIZATION HAS A WRITTEN CONFLI
PART VI, CT OF INTEREST POLICY THAT IS REGULARLY MONITORED BY THE GOVERNING BODY. IN THE EVENT OF A
SECTION B, CONFLICT OF INTEREST, THE MEMBER WITH THE CONFLICT SHALL NOTIFY THE BOARD AND REFRAIN FRO
LINE 12C - M VOTING.
EXPLANATION

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return
Reference

Explanation

FORM 990,
PART VI,
SECTION B,
LINE 15A -

REVIEW

COMPENSATION

AND APPROVAL PROCESS - CEO AND TOP MANAGEMENT: THE COMPENSATION IS DETERMINED USING COMPAR
ABILITY DATA, AT A LOCAL AS WELL AS A NATIONAL LEVEL. THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS APPROVES THE
COMPENSATION.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

REVIEW

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, OFFICERS AND KEY EMPLOYEES: THE ORGANIZATION DETERMINES THE COMPENSATION LEVELS BY USING L
PART VI, OCAL MARKET DATA WHICH IS OBTAINED BY PARTICIPATING IN AN ANNUAL NOT-FOR-PROFIT WAGE AND B
SECTION B, ENEFIT SURVEY. CURRENT MARKETPLACE ISSUES AND TRENDS ARE REVIEWED. THIS MODIFIED MARKET-BA
LINE 15B - SED PROCESS ENABLES THE ORGANIZATION TO ESTABLISH A BASE PAY SCALE USING TWO SETS OF INFOR

COMPENSATION | MATION: MARKET DATA AND JOB CHARACTERISTICS.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

LINE 19

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | DOCUMENTS MADE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC: THE ORGANIZATION MAKES ITS GOVERNING DOCUMENTS, CO
PART VI, NFLICT OF INTEREST POLICY AND FINANCIAL STATEMENTS AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC UPON REQUEST.
SECTION C,
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990 Schedule O, Supplemental Informa:

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990 | DESCRIPTION:CONTRACT SERVICES TOTAL FEES:27293904
PART IX
LINE 11G

efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS As Filed Data - I DLN. 93493321097750'
A N 'OMB No. 1545-0047
SCHEDULE R Related Organizations and Unrelated Partnerships e —
(Form 990) » Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 33, 34, 35b, 36, or 37. 20 1 9
» Attach to Form 990. i X
Depatmentof th Tresy »Goto i and the latest Open to Public
Intommel Revemne Servioe Inspection
Name of the organization Employer identification number
FAVILY ENDEAVORS ING
23-7223078
Identification of Disregarded Entities. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 33.
@ ) © @ © Q)
Narme, address, and EIN (f applicable)of disegarded entity primary actvty | Legal domile (state | Totalmtome | End-ot-year assets Direct conraling
offoeign country) ety
(1) INTREPID STAFFING SERVICES LLC - PR STAFFING COM PR -189,850 1,520,270 [Endeavors.
£330 ZEVALA RO
SAN ANTONIO, TX 76249
60907656
(2) INTREPID STAFFING SERVICES LLC - TX STAFFING COM ™ 369,061 4,591,724 [ENDEAVORS
§333'0¢ ZEVALA ROAD
S TON0, T T2
51047
ification of Related P izations. Complete If the answered "Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, Iine 34 because It had one or more
related tax-exemp! during the tax year.
@ ] © @ © Q) ©
Name, address, and EIN of related organization Primary activity Legal domicile (state | Exempt Code section Public charity status Direct controlling Section 512(b)
o foreon couniry) (F ecton 01O ity (15 conraled
eniy
Ves [ o
(EEoRs INLTTES e [RoutT SeRvice = EEE) g pEAvoRs Vs
4508 AvAA R
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78228
72618308
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 50135Y

Schedule R (Form 990) 2019
Schedule R (Form 990) 2019

Page 2
Part 111 ification of Related izations Taxable as a Partnership. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 34, because it had
one or more related organizations treated as a partnership during the tax year.
(@ () © (@ (&) 0] (9) [O) ) ) O]
Neme, address, and EIN of primary | Legal irect predominant | Share of | Share of Code V-UBI [General or| Percentage
Teiated organization actiuty  |domiclle| contrlling | income(related, [total income [end-of-year| allocations? [amount in box| managing | ownership
entity unrelated, assets of | partner?
or excluded from Schedule K-1
foreign tax under (Form 1065)
ountry) sections 512-
s18)
Yes | No Ves [ No

ation of Related Organizations Taxable as a Corporation or Trust. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 34
because it had one or more related organizations treated as a corporation o trust during the tax year

@ ®) © (@ (© ® o) () [0)
Name, address, and EIN of Primary activity Legal Direct conrolling | Type of entiy | ‘Share of total | Share of end-of-|  Percentage  [Secton 512(6)
related organization domicie entity  |(Ccorp, S com,|  income year ownership |(13) controled
(sate or foreign or trust) assets
country) o

Schedule R (Form 990) 2019
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Schedule R (Form 990) 2019 Page 3
IEZIXA Transactions With Related i Complete if the answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 34, 35b, or 36.
Note. Complete line 1 if any entity is listed in Parts IL, 11L, or IV of this schedule. Yes | No
1 During the tax year, did the orgranization engage in any of the following transactions with one or more related organizations listed in Parts 11-1V?
a Receipt of (i) interest, (ii)annuities, (iii) royalties, or (iv) rent from a controlled entity .« . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... 1a No
b Gift, grant, or capital contribution to related Organization(s) +  + « « .+ .+ .+ . . . 4 e e e e e e e [1b | Yes
© Gift, grant, or capital contribution from related organization(s) » . . . .« .« . . . . . . 0 0 . . . e . ... ic No
d Loans orloan guarantees to or for related organization(s) .+« .+ . . 4 . 4 e 4. e e e 1d No
e Loans or loan guarantees by related organization(s) . . . .. e e e C e e e .. . . 1e No
f Dividends from related organization(s) . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 . e e e e e e 1f No
g Saleofassetstorelated organization(s) . . . . . . . . . . . . T P L g No
h Purchase of assets from related organization(s) « .+ . . . . .+« .« . . . . . . w e ... [h No
i Exchange of assets with related organization(s) . . B T 1 No
j Lease of facilities, equipment, or other assets to related nrgamzatmn(s) T . . L B No
K Lease of facilities, equipment, or other assets from related organization(s) » . . . e [Tk No
1 Performance of services or membership or fundraising solicitations for related orgammtvon(s) e £l No
m Performance of services or membership or fundraising solicitations by related organization(s) - .« .« . . . . o+ . . . . . . . . . im No
n Sharing of facilties, equipment, mailing lists, or other assets with related organization(s) « « « « .+ .+ + . .+ . 4 4 4 e . e 4 . in| Yes
© Sharing of paid employees with related organization(s) « « « « .« .+ 4 .+ 0 . . e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 1o Ves
P Reimbursement paid to related organization(s) for expenses . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 . . . .. . ... . ip No
q Reimbursement paid by related organization(s) for expenses . . . . . . . . . . . 4 . e e e .. . 1q No
© Other transfer of cash or property to related organization(s) -« .« . . . . . . . 0 0 . . e . e e e .. ir No

s Other transfer of cash or property from related organization(s) . . .

2

If the answer to any of the above is "Yes," see the instructions for information on who must complete this line, including covered relationships and transaction thresholds.

) ©
Transaction Amount involved

(@
Name of related organization
type (a-s)

()
Method of determining amount involved

[AMOUNTS PAID

UNLIMITED NG g 480,000

Schedule R (Form 990) 2019

Schedule R (Form 990) 2019

Page 4

[ZIAZH Unrelated Organizations Taxable as a Partnership. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 37.

Provide the following Tnformation for sach ently taxed 2= » parinership Ehrough WHich e organization conductad more thian five parcent of s acivites (measured by total assas or gross revenue) that

was not a related organization. See instructions regarding exclusion for certain investment partnershi
@ ® © o) © ® @ 0] ® [0} 0]
Name, address, and EIN of entty imary sy Lagal | predominant | arellpartners | shareot | e of | Dispoprionate | Code V-8t | Generalor | percntage
domice | incom Sedion total | end-of year | alocations? . [smount n box|  managing | ownersnip
(statoor | (related, 501(c)(3) | income | assets 20 partner?
foreign eioted, | organizations? of Schedule
country) [ excluded ro $
 under (Form 1065)
sections 512-
(it
ves|  No Yes  |No Yes Mo
Schedule R (Form 990) 2019
Schedule R (Form 990) 2019 Page 5
Il Supplemental Information
Provide additional information for responses to questions on Schedule R. (sse instructions).
[ Return Reference | Explanation
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|efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS _| As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493319142031
990 Return of Organization Exempt From Income Tax | OV No. 15450047
orm

Under section 501(c), 527, or 4947(a)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code (except private foundations) 2020
» Do not enter social security numbers on this form as it may be made public.

Open to Public

Department of the > Goto i Form990 for i fons and the latest information. !
Treasury Inspection
nternal Revenue Service

A For the 2020 calendar year, or tax year beginning 0 020, and ending 1. 020

CName of organization D Employer identification number
B Check if applicable: § ™ cay1 v ENDEAVORS INC oY
0O Address change

23-7223078
O Name change 9% STEVE LEFEVER
Doing business as
O Initial return R

O Final return/terminated|

O Amended return Number and street (or P.O. box If mall 1s not delivered to street address) | Room/sute. E Telephone number

O Application pending] 6763 DE ZAVALARD (210) 431-6466
ity or town, state or province, country, and ZIP or foreign postal code
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249

G Gross receipts $ 52,588,605

F_Name and address of principal officer: H(a) Is this a group retum for
JON ALLMAN -
5363 DE ZAVALA RD subordinates? Oves Mo
Are all subordinates
SAN ANTONIO, TX_78249 H(b) Are all o Oves Civo
T Tax-exempt status: s01()3) [ so1(c)( ) A(insertnoy [ 49azayyor [ 527 1f "No," attach a list. (see instructions)
3 Website: » WWW .ENDEAVORS.ORG H(c) Group exemption number »
K Form of organization: [ Corporation [ Trust [ association [ other L vear of formation: 1971 | M State of legal domicile: TX

.ﬁl. Summary

1 Briefly describe the organization’s mission or most significant activities:
ENDEAVORS IS A FAMILY OF PROGRAMS THAT WEAVES CREATIVE IDEAS WITH MEASURABLE OUTCOMES TO BUILD SOCIAL AND COMMON
@ GOOD. ULTIMATELY, WE EMPOWER PEOPLE (CONTINUED ON SCHEDULE 0)
£
g
$ 2 Check this box » [ if the organization discontinued its operations or msposed of more than 25% of its net assets.
= 3 Number of voting members of the governing body (Part VI, line 1a) . . 3 11
g 4 Number of independent voting members of the governing body (Part VI, line 1b) . . . . . 4 10
€ 5 Total number of individuals employed in calendar year 2020 (Part V, line 2a) 5 834
g 6 Total number of volunteers (estimate if necessary) . 6 229
< |7a Total unrelated business revenue from Part Vi, column (C), line 12 . . . . . . . 7a 0
b Net unrelated business taxable income from Form 990-T, line39 . . . . . . . . . 7b 0
Prior Year Current Year
o | 8 Contributions and grants (Part VIl line th) . . . . . . . . . 60,603,880 50,236,720
T | o Programservice revenue (Part VIll, line 2g) . . . . . . . . . 4,581,176 2,291,644
§ 10 Investment income (Part VIll, column (A), lines 3, 4, and 7d) . . . . 616,080 20,304
11 Other revenue (Part VIll, column (A), lines 5, 6d, 8c, 9¢, 10c, and 11e) 109,401 39,937
12 Total revenue—add lines 8 through 11 (must equal Part VIIl, column (A), line 12) 65,910,537| 52,588,605
13 Grants and similar amounts paid (Part IX, column (A), lines 1-3) . . . 2,099,058| 5,479,875
14 Benefits paid to or for members (Part IX, column (A), line 4) . . . 0 0
@ |15 Salaries, other compensation, employee benefits (PartIX, column (4), lines 5- 10) 25,352,707 24,307,264
£ | 16a Professional fundraising fees (PartIX, column (A), line 11e) . . . . . 0 0
2| b o fundraising expenses (Part IX, column (D), line 25) #1,359,588
& |17 other expenses (Part X, column (A), lines 11a-11d, 11F-24¢) + . . . 37,477,886 21,733,971
18 Total expenses. Add lines 13-17 (must equal Part IX, column (A), line 25) 64,929,651 51,521,110
19 Revenue less expenses. Subtract line 18 from line 12 . . . . . . . 980,886 1,067,495
5% Beginning of Current Year End of Year
g
3: 20 Totalassets (PartX, line 16) . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20,981,179 60,983,971
S |21 Total liabllities (PartX, line 26) . . . . . . e 6,281,773 45,819,939
Z:Z |22 Net assets or fund balances. Subtract line 21 from line 20 . . . . . 14,699,406 15,164,032
Part Il Signature Block

Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I have examined this return, including accompanying schedules and statements, and to the best of my
knowledge and belief, it is true, correct, and complete. Declaration of preparer (other than officer) is based on all information of which preparer has
an

| 2021-11-15
" Signature of officer Date

Sign fse
Here \ sTeven LerFever cro

'Type or print name and title

Print/Type preparer’s name Preparer's signature Date O 7N
. 2021-11-15 | Check if | P01310558
Paid self-employed
Preparer Firm's name % BKD LLP Firm's EIN >
Use Only Firm's address # 8200 W Interstate 10 Suite 900 Phone no. (210) 341-0400
San Antonio, TX 782303806

May the IRS discuss this return with the preparer shown above? (see instructions) e e e Yes [Ino
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the separate instructions. Cat. No. 11282Y Form 990 (2020)
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Form 990 (2020) Page 2
Part Il Statement of Program Service Accomplishments
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any lineinthis Partlll «  « .+« & W . . . . .

1 Briefly describe the organization’s mission:

THE MISSION OF FAMILY ENDEAVORS IS TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE, EFFECTIVE, AND INNOVATIVE SERVICES THAT EMPOWER PEOPLE TO
BUILD BETTER LIVES FOR THEMSELVES, THEIR FAMILIES, AND THEIR COMMUNITIES. (CONTINUED ON SCHEDULE O)

2 Did the organization undertake any significant program services during the year which were not listed on

the prior Form 990 or 990-EZ? . . . . . . . . e e e Oves Mno
If "Yes," describe these new services on Schedule O.

3 Did the organization cease conducting, or make significant changes in how it conducts, any program
services? . . . . F Oves Mno

If "Yes," describe these changes on Schedule O

4 Describe the organization’s program service accomplishments for each of its three largest program services, as measured by expenses.
Section 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organizations are required to report the amount of grants and allocations to others, the total
expenses, and revenue, if any, for each program service reported.

4a  (Code: ) (Expenses $ 23,463,813 including grants of $ 1,967 ) (Revenue $ 1,181,201 )
See Additional Data

4b  (Code: ) (Expenses § 6,658,244  including grants of § 15,756 ) (Revenue § 421,559 )
See Additional Data

4c  (Code: ) (Expenses $ 11,501,461  including grants of § 5,461,523 ) (Revenue $ 571,152 )
See Additional Data

See Additional Data Table
4d  Other program services (Describe in Schedule O.)

(Expenses $ 2,117,489 including grants of $ 628 ) (Revenue $ 117,732 )
4e Total program service expenses P 43,741,007

Form 990 (2020)



203

Form 990 (2020)

10

11

-

o

o

o

-

-

13

14

T

15

16

17

18

19

3

Page 3
.mlm Checklist of Required Schedules

Yes No
Is the organization described in section 501(c)(3) or 4947(a){1) (other than a private foundatmn)? If "Yes," complete Yes
Schedule A% . .. L L L L L 1
s the organization required to 5 of Contributors (see |nstructlons) ... 2 | Yes
Did the organization engage in direct or indirect political :ampalgn activities on behalf of or in cpposltlcn to candidates No
for public office? If "Yes,” complete Schedule C, Part| . P P - 3
Section 501(c)(3) izati Did the organization engage in lobbying activities, or have a section 501(h)
election in effect during the tax year? If "Yes,"” complete Schedule C, Partll . . e 4 No
Is the organization a section 501(c)(4), 501(c)(5), or 501(c)(6) organization that receives membership dues,
assessments, or similar amounts as defined in Revenue Procedure 98-19? If "Yes,” complete Schedule C, Part il . . s No
Did the organization maintain any donor advised funds or any similar funds or accounts for which donors have the right
to provide advice on the distribution or investment of amounts in such funds or accounts? If "Yes," complete N
Schedule D,Part | %, . . . . e I °
Did the organization receive or hold a conservation easement, including easements to preserve open space, N
the environment, historic land areas, or historic structures? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part Il ® L. 7 °
Did the organization maintain collections of works of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets? If "Yes," 8 No
complete Schedule D, Part Il ® ...
Did the organization report an amount in Part X, line 21 for escrow or custodial account liability; serve as a custodian
for amounts not listed in Part X; or provide credit counseling, debt management, credit repair, or debt negotiation N
services? If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part V¥ . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 ©
Did the organization, directly or through a related organization, hold assets in temporarily restricted endowments, 10 No
permanent endowments, or quasi endowments? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part V% . . . . . .
If the organization’s answer to any of the following questions is "Yes," then complete Schedule D, Parts VI, VII, VIII, IX,
or X as applicable.
Did the organization report an amount for land, buildings, and equipment in Part X, line 10? I "Yes, " complete v
Schedule D, Partvi. & . . . . . . P 11a| '€
Did the organization report an amount for Investments—nther securities in Part X, line 12 that is 5°/n or more of its total N
assets reported in Part X, line 162 If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part VIl ® . . ... 1b °
Did the organization report an amount for investments—program related in Part X, line 13 that is 5% or more of its N
total assets reported in Part X, line 16? If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part Vil ® . ... L. 1ic °
Did the organization report an amount for other assets in Part X, line 15 that is 5% or more of its total assets reported Y
in Part X, line 162 If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part X% . . . . . . . . . . . 11d| 'es
Did the organization report an amount for other liabilities in Part X, line 25? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part X @) 11e| Yes
Did the organization’s separate or i financial statements for the tax year include a footnote that addresses
the organization’s liability for uncertain tax positions under FIN 48 (ASC 740)? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part X %) 11f No
Did the organization obtain separate, independent audited financial statements for the tax year? If "Yes," complete
Schedule D, Parts XI and XII e . . e ... |12a] Yes
Was the organization included in consolldated mdependent audlted ﬂnanc\al statements for the tax year7 12b| vYes
If "Yes," and if the organization answered "No" to line 12a, then completing Schedule D, Parts XI and XII is optional &)
Is the organization a school described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(ii)? If "Yes," complete Schedule E 13 No
Did the organization maintain an office, employees, or agents outside of the United States? . . . . . 14a No
Did the o ion have nues or exp: of more than $10,000 from grantmaking, fundraising,
business, investment, and program service activities outside the United States, or aggregate foreign investments
valued at $100,000 or more? If “Yes, " complete Schedule F, Parts Iand IV . . L. . 14b No
Did the organization report on Part IX, column (A), line 3, more than $5,000 of grants or other assistance to or for any
foreign organization? If “Yes,” complete Schedule F, Parts Il and IV . . 15 No
Did the organization report on Part IX, column (A), line 3, more than $5,000 of aggregate grants or other assistance to
or for foreign individuals? If "Yes,” complete Schedule F, Parts Ill and IV . . . 16 No
Did the organization report a total of more than $15,000 of expenses for professional fundraising services on Part IX, 17 No
column (A), lines 6 and 11e? If "Yes,” complete Schedule G, Part I(see instructions)
Did the organization report more than $15,000 total of fundra\slng event gross income and contributions on Part VIII,
lines 1c and 8a? If "Yes," complete Schedule G, Partll . . s & & & & 18 No
Did the organization report more than $15,000 of gross income from gaming activities on Part VI, line 9a? If "Yes,”
complete Schedule G, Partlll . .« « + & o« 4 e e e e e e e 19 No
Did the organization operate one or more hospital facilities? If "Yes," complete Schedule H . . . . 20a No
If "Yes" to line 20a, did the organization attach a copy of its audited financial statements to this return? 20b
Did the organization report more than $5,000 of grants or other assistance to any domestic organization or demestlc 21 No

21

government on Part IX, column (A), line 1? If "Yes,” complete Schedule I, Parts IandII . . . . .

orm 990 (2020)
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Form 990 (2020) Page 4
Checklist of Required Schedules (continued)

Yes No

22 Did the organization report more than $5,000 of grants or other assistance to or for domestic individuals on Part IX, 22
column (A), line 2? If "Yes,” complete Schedule I, Parts I and III . . %)

23 Did the organization answer "Yes" to Part VII, Section A, line 3, 4, or 5 about compensatlcn of the organization’s current|
and former officers, directors, trustees, key emp\cyees and highest compensated employees’ If "Yes," complete 23
Schedule] . . . . . . . . &)

24a Did the organization have a tax- exempt bond issue with an eutstandmg prlnclpal amount of more than $100,000 as of
the last day of the year, that was issued after December 31, 2002? If "Yss, answer lines 24b rhrough 24d and
complete Schedule K. If "No,” go to line 252 . . . 24a No

o

Did the organization invest any proceeds of tax-exempt bonds beyond a temporary period exception? . . . 24b

a

Did the organization maintain an escrow account other than a refundmg escrow at any time durlng the year
to defease any tax-exempt bonds? . . . . . . 24c

o

Did the organization act as an “on behalf of" issuer for bonds outstanding at any time during the year? . . . 24d

25a Section 501(c)(3), 501(c)(4), and 501(c)(29) organizations. Did the organization engage in an excess benefit
transaction with a disqualified person during the year? If "Yes,” complete Schedule L, Part] . . 25a No

-

Is the organization aware that it engaged in an excess benefit transaction with a disqualified person in a prior year, and
that the transaction has not been reported on any of the organization’s prior Forms 990 or 990-EZ? If ”Yes, complete | 25b No
Schedule L, Partl . . . . . . . . . ... a e e e e e

26 Did the organization report any amount on Part X, line 5 or 22 for receivables from or payables to any current or former|
officer, director, trustee, key employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or 35% controlled entity or family | 26 No
member of any of these persons? If "Yes,” complete Schedule L, Partll . . . . . . .+ .« .+« . .

27 Did the organization provide a grant or other assistance to any current or former officer, director, trustee, key
employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or employee thereof, a grant selection committee member, orto | 27 No
a 35% controlled entity (including an employee thereof) or family member of any of these persons? If "Yes," Comp/ete
Schedule L,Partlll . . . . . . . . . ... e e e e .

28 Was the organization a party to a business transaction with one of the following parties (see Schedule L, Part IV

instructions for filing thresholds, , and
a A current or former officer, director, trustee, key emp\oyee creator or founder, or substantial contributor? If "Yes,”
complete Schedule L, Part1V . . .
28a No
b A family member of any individual described in line 28a? If "Yes," complete Schedule L, Part IV .
28b No
c© A 35% controlled entity of one or more individuals and/ur organlzatlons described in lines 28a or 28b? If "Yes,”
complete Schedule L, PartIV . . . . . . P . . . 28c No
29 Did the organization receive more than $25,000 in non-cash contributions? If "Yes,” complete Schedule M . . 29 No

30 Did the organization receive contributions of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets, or quallﬂed conservation
contributions? If "Yes,” complete Schedule M . . P 30 No

31 Did the organization liquidate, terminate, or dissolve and cease operations? If "Yes," complete Schedule N, Part |

31 No
32 Did the organization sell, exchange, dispose of, or transfer more than 25% of its net assets? If "Yes,"” complete
Schedule N, Partll « « « « « e e e e 32 No
33 Did the organization own 100% of an entity disregarded as separate from the organization under Regulations sections
301.7701-2 and 301.7701-3? If "Yes," complete Schedule R, Part| . . . - L. . . . % |33 Yes
34 Was the organization related to any tax-exempt or taxable entity? If “Yes," comp/ete Schedule R, Part I, 111, or IV, and
34 Yes
PartV,line 1 . . . . . . e e e e e e @)
35a Did the organization have a controlled entity within the meaning of section 512(b)(13)? 35a | Yes
b If ‘Yes’ to line 35a, did the organization receive any payment from or engage in any transaction with a controlled entity asb| v
within the meaning of section 512(b)(13)? If "Yes," complete Schedule R, Part V, line 2 ) e
36 Section 501(c)(3) organizati Did the organization make any transfers to an exempt non-charitable related N
organization? If "Yes,” complete Schedule R, PartV, line2 . . . Lo 36 ©
37 Did the organization conduct more than 5% of its activities through an entlty that is not a related organization and that N
is treated as a partnership for federal income tax purposes? If "Yes," complete Schedule R, Part VI @) 37 °
38 Did the organization complete Schedule O and provide explanations in Schedule O for Part VI, lines 11b and 19? Note.
All Form 990 filers are required to complete Schedule 0. . . . . Ce e 38 | Yes
Statements Regarding Other IRS Filings and Tax Compluance
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any linein thisPartv . . . . . . . . . . . O
Yes No
1a Enter the number reported in Box 3 of Form 1096. Enter -0- if not applicable 889
b Enter the number of Forms W-2G included in line 1a. Enter -0- if not applicable 0
¢ Did the organization comply with backup withholding rules for reportable payments to vendors and reportab\e gaming
(gambling) winnings to prize winners? . . . . . P PR . 1c

'orm 990 (2020)
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Page 5
Statements Regarding Other IRS Filings and Tax Compliance (continued)

Enter the number of employees reported on Form W-3, Transmittal of Wage and
Tax Statements, filed for the calendar year ending with or within the year covered by
thisreturn . . . . . . . o o0 e 2a 834
If at least one is reported on line 2a, did the organization file all required federal employment tax returns? 2b Yes
Note. If the sum of lines 1a and 2a is greater than 250, you may be required to e-file (see instructions)
Did the organization have unrelated business gross income of $1,000 or more during the year? . 3a | Yes
If “Yes,” has it filed a Form 990-T for this year?If "No” to line 3b, provide an explanation in Schedule O . 3b Yes
At any time during the calendar year, did the organization have an interest in, or a signature or other authority over, a | 4a No
financial account in a foreign country (such as a bank account, securities account, or other financial account)? . .
If "Yes," enter the name of the foreign country: ».
See instructions for filing requirements for FINCEN Form 114, Report of Foreign Bank and Financial Accounts (FBAR).
Was the organization a party to a prohibited tax shelter transaction at any time during the tax year? . . 5a No
Did any taxable party notify the organization that it was or is a party to a prohibited tax shelter transaction? 5b No
If "Yes," to line 5a or 5b, did the organization file Form 8886-T? . . . . . . . . . . 5¢c
Does the organization have annual gross receipts that are normally greater than $100 000, and did the organization 6a No
solicit any contributions that were not tax deductible as charitable contributions? . .
If "Yes," did the organization include with every solicitation an expres< statement that such contributions or gifts were
not tax deductible? . . . . e e 6b
Organizations that may receive deductible contributions under section 170(c).
Did the organization receive a payment in excess of $75 made partly as a contribution and partly for goods and services| 7a No
provided to the Payor? + .+ 4 4 4 e e e e e e
If "Yes," did the organization notify the donor of the value of the goods or services provided? . . . . . 7b
Did the orgamzatlon sell, exchange or otherwise dlspose of tanglble personal property for which it was requ\red to file
Form 82827 . 7c No
If "Yes," indicate the number of Forms 8282 filed during the year . . . . 7d
Did the organization receive any funds, directly or indirectly, to pay premiums on a personal benefit contract?

7e No
Did the organization, during the year, pay premiums, directly or indirectly, on a personal benefit contract? . . 7f No
If the organlzat\on received a contribution of qual\ﬂed intellectual prcperty, did the orgamzatlon file Form 8899 as
required? 79
If the orgamzanon received a contribution of cars, boats, alrplanss or other vehicles, did the organization file a Form
1098-C? . e e e e e e e . e e e e e e e e 7h
Sponsoring organizations maintaining donor advised funds. Did a donor advised fund maintained by the
sponsoring organization have excess business holdings at any time during the year? . . . . e 8
Sponsoring organizations maintaining donor advised funds.
Did the sponsoring organization make any taxable distributions under section 4966? . . . . . . . . 9a
Did the sponsoring organization make a distribution to a donor, donor advisor, or related person? . . . 9b
Section 501(c)(7) organizations. Enter:
Initiation fees and capital contributions included on Part VIII, line 12 . . . 10a
Gross receipts, included on Form 990, Part VIIl, line 12, for public use of club facilities m
Section 501(c)(12) organizations. Enter:
Gross income from members or shareholders . . . . . . . . . 1la
Gross income from other sources (Do not net amounts due or paid to other sources
against amounts due or received from them.) . . . . . . . . . . 11b
Section 4947(a)(1) non-exempt charitable trusts. Is the organization filing Form 990 in lieu of Form 10417 12a
If "Yes," enter the amount of tax-exempt interest received or accrued during the year. "

12|

Section 501(c)(29) qualified nonprofit health insurance issuers.
Is the organization licensed to issue qualified health plans in more than one state? . FE 13a
Note. See the instructions for additional information the organization must report on Schedule O
Enter the amount of reserves the organization is required to maintain by the states in
which the organization is licensed to issue qualified health plans . . . . 3b
Enter the amount of reservesonhand . . . . . . . . . . . . 13c
Did the organization receive any payments for indoor tanning services during the tax year? . . . 14a No
If "Yes," has it filed a Form 720 to report these payments?If "No," provide an explanation in Schedule O . 14b
Is the organization subject to the section 4960 tax on payment( ) of more than $1,000,000 in remuneration or excess
parachute payment(s) during the year? . . . e e e e e 15 No
If "Yes," see instructions and file Form 4720, Schedule N
Is the organization an educational institution subject to the section 4968 excise tax on net investment income? . . 16 No
If "Yes," complete Form 4720, Schedule O.

orm 990 (2020)
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Page 6

[l Governance, Management, and Disclosure For each “Yes" response to lines 2 through 7b below, and for a "No" response to lines

8a, 8b, or 10b below, describe the circumstances, processes, or changes in Schedule O. See instructions.
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Part VI . . . .

Section A. Governing Body and Management

Yes No
1a Enter the number of voting members of the governing body at the end of the tax year | 1a 11
If there are material differences in voting rights among members of the governing
body, or if the governing body delegated broad authority to an executive committee or
similar committee, explain in Schedule O.
b Enter the number of voting members included in line 1a, above, who are independent
ib 10
2 Did any officer, director, trustee, or key employee have a Famlly relatlonsh\p or a business re\auonsh\p with any other
officer, director, trustee, or key employee? . . . 2 No
3 Did the organization delegate control over management duties customarily performed by or under the direct supervision| 5 No
of officers, directors or trustees, or key employees to a management company or other person? .
4 Did the organization make any significant changes to its governing documents since the prior Form 990 was filed? . 4 No
5 Did the organization become aware during the year of a significant diversion of the organization’s assets? . 5 No
6 Did the organization have members or stockholders? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 No
7a Did the organization have members, , or other persons who had the power to elect or appoint one or more
members of the governing body? . . . . . . . . . . 4 .4 a e e 7a No
b Are any governance decisions of the organlzatlon reserved to (or subject to approva\ by) members, stockholders, or 7b No
persons other than the governing body? . P . e
8 Did the organization contemporaneously document the meetings held or written actions undertaken during the year by
the following:
a Thegoverning body? + « « v+ v . e e e e e e e 8a | Yes
b Each committee with authority to act on behalf of the governing bedy? . . . . . . . . . . . . 8b | Yes
9 Is there any officer, director, trustee, or key employee listed in Part VIl, Section A, who cannot be reached at the
organization’s mailing address? If "Yes," provide the names and addresses in Schedule O . . . 9 No
Section B. Policies (This Section B requests information about policies not required by the Internal Revenue Code.)
Yes No
10a Did the organization have local chapters, branches, or affiliates? . . . . . . . . . . . . 10a No
b If "Yes," did the organization have written policies and procedures governing the activities of such chapters, affiliates,
and branches to ensure their operations are consistent with the organization's exempt purposes? 10b
11a Has the organization provided a complete copy of this Form 990 to all members of its governing body before filing the
OrM? v v v 4 e h e e e e e e e e e 11a | Yes
b Describe in Schedule O the process, if any, used by the organization to review this Form 990. . . . . .
12a Did the organization have a written conflict of interest policy? If “No," go to fine 13 . . . . . . . 12a| Yes
b Were officers, directors, or trustees, and key employees requlred to disclose annually interests that could give rise to
conflicts? . . . . . . . . ... 12b | Yes
¢ Did the organization regularly and consistently monitor and enforce comphance with the pohcy’ If "Yes, describe in
Schedule O how this was done . e e e e e e e e 12c | Yes
13 Did the organization have a written whistleblower policy? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 Yes
14 Did the organization have a written document retention and destruction policy? . 14 Yes
15  Did the process for determining compensation of the following persons include a review and approval by independent
persons, comparability data, and contemporaneous substantiation of the deliberation and decision?
a The organization’s CEO, Executive Director, or top management official . . . . . . . . . . . 15a | Yes
b Other officers or key employees of the organization + + « + + & « & o« o+ o« . e e . 15b | Yes
If "Yes" to line 15a or 15b, describe the process in Schedule O (see instructions)
16a Did the organization invest in, contribute assets to, or par‘tlclpate ina ]omt venture or similar arrangement with a
taxable entity during the year? . . . . e e e e e 16a No
b If "Yes," did the organization follow a written policy or procedure requiring the or ion to evaluate its partici
in joint venture arrangements under applicable federal tax Iaw, and take steps to safeguard the organization’s exempt
status with respect to such arrangements? . . . . . e e 16b

Section C. Disclosure

17  List the states with which a copy of this Form 990 is required to be filed®

18 Section 6104 requires an organization to make its Form 1023 (or 1024-A if applicable), 990, and 990-T (501(c)(3)s
only) available for public inspection. Indicate how you made these available. Check all that apply.
[0 own website [ Another's website M Upon request [ Other (explain in Schedule 0)

19 Describe in Schedule O whether (and if so, how) the organization made its governing documents, conflict of interest
policy, and financial statements available to the public during the tax year.

20 State the name, address, and telephone number of the person who possesses the organization's books and records:
»STEVE LEFEVER 6363 DE ZAVALA RD SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249 (210) 431-6466

Form 990 (2020)



Form 990 (2020)

207

Page 7
Compensation of Officers, Directors,Trustees, Key Employees, Highest Compensated Employees,
and Independent Contractors
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Part VIl . e P |

Section A. Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key p

y , and Higl C

p

y

1a Complete this table for all persons required to be listed. Report compensation for the calendar year ending with or within the organization’s tax
ear.

 List all of the organization’s current officers, directors, trustees (whether i

of compensation. Enter -0- in columns (D), (E), and (F) if no compensation was paid.

@ List all of the organization’s current key employees, if any. See instructions for definition of "key employee."

or or

), regard|

of amount

® List the organization's five current highest compensated employees (other than an officer, director, trustee or key employee)
who received reportable compensation (Box 5 of Form W-2 and/or Box 7 of Form 1099-MISC) of more than $100,000 from the

or and any related organizations.
@ List all of the organization's former officers, key

or highest

of reportable compensation from the organization and any related organizations.
@ List all of the organization’s former directors or trustees that received, in the capacity as a former director or trustee of the

organization, more than $10,000 of reportable compensation from the organization and any related organizations.

See instructions for the order in which to list the persons above.

[ Check this box if neither the organization nor any related organization compensated any current officer, director, or trustee

who received more than $100,000

[QON (B) . (c (D) (E) (F)

Name and title Average | Position (do not check more |  Reportable Reportable Estimated
hours per than one box, unless compensation | compensation | amount of other
week (list person is both an officer from the from related compensation
any hours and a director/trustee) organization organizations from the
for related 5= <Tex[o] (W-2/1099- (W-2/1089- | organization and

organizations | = 2 | 3 8 ENErE MISC) MISC) related
below dotted | & 218 (s z|3 organizations
line) B =13 2%
5 S T |Eq
3 2 T2
=2 A E]
T g 2
T 2
z
(1) JON ALLMAN
X X 317,301 0 0
ENDEAVORS PRESIDENT & CEO 40
(2) CHIP FULGHUM 40.0)
- X 249,869| 0 0
coo 4.0
(3) STEVEN LEFEVER 40.0
. X 242,562 0 0
cFo 40
(4) DANNIEL HERNANDEZ 40.0)
. X 167,057, 0 0
CHIEF HUMAN RESOURCES OFFICER 40
(5) DAVID HERNANDEZ 40.0)
- X 160,371, 0 0
SENIOR DIRECTOR OF EMERGENCY S 0.0
(6) ANNIE ERICKSON 40.0
. X 147,179 0 0
SENIOR DIRECTOR 2.0
(7) JILL PALMER 40.0]
. X 134,807 0 0
SENIOR DIRECTOR 0.0
(8) JEFF JEWELL 40.0)
. X 123,794 0 0
COMPLIANCE OFFICER 0.0
(9) TRENTON CLARK 40.0
. X 114,350 0 0
DIRECTOR OF OPERATIONAL DEVELO 0.0
(10) SHANNON GOWEN 40.0]
. X 114,217, 0 0
CHIEF MARKETING OFFICER
(11) MA) GENERAL ALFRED K FLOWERS
X X 0 0 0
CHAIR
(12) BERENICE VILLARREAL
X X 0 0 0
VICE CHAIR 0.0
(13) ANDY APPLE
X X 0 0 0
TREASURER 0.0
(14) SHIRLEY SCHULTZ
X X 0| 0] 0
SECRETARY 0.0)
(15) DORIS BEAULIEU
X X 0 0 0
MEMBER 00
(16) NICK GRANT 1.0}
|| ox X 0 0 0
MEMBER 0.0)
(17) AMY DAVIS
X X 0| 0] 0
MEMBER 0.0)

Form 990 (2020)
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Form 990 (2020) Page 8
Part VI Section A. Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, and Highest Compensated Employees (continued)
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E) (F)
Name and title Average Position (do not check more Reportabl Reportabl i
hours per | than one box, unless person | compensation | compensation | amount of other
week (list is both an officer and a from the from related compensation
any hours director/trustee) organization organizations from the
for related ST=To T (W-2/1099- (W-2/1099- | organization and
organizations ERESHER MISC) MISC) related
below dotted 2138 : |27 organizations
line) S I
S =Nk
H [
2 = 3
| 2
L
@
R
°
-3
(18) TIFFANY COX STACY 1.0
X 0 0| 0
MEMBER 0.0
(19) WILLIAM OWEN 1.0
0 0| 0
MEMBER AND CLIENT LIASON 0.0)
(20) CHRIS TALLEY 1.0
X 0 0| 0
MEMBER 0.0
ibSub-Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . L d
c Total from continuation sheets to Part VIl, SectionA . . . . »
dTotal (add lines tband1c) . . . . . . . . . . . » 1,771,507 0 0
2 Total number of individuals (including but not limited to those listed above) who received more than $100,000
of reportable compensation from the organization » 20
Yes No
3 Did the organization list any former officer, director or trustee, key employee, or highest compensated employee on
line 1a? If "Yes," complete Schedule J for such individual . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 No
4 For any individual listed on line 1a, is the sum of reportable compensation and other compensation from the
organization and related organizations greater than $150,0007? If "Yes," complete Schedule J for such
individual . . . ... oo o e e e e e e e e e g Yes
5 Did any person listed on line 1a receive or accrue compensation from any unrelated organization or individual for
services rendered to the organization?If "Yes,"” complete Schedule J for such person . . . . .« . . . 5 No

Section B. Independent Contractors

1 Complete this table for your five highest compensated independent contractors that received more than $100,000 of compensation

from the organization. Report compensation for the calendar year ending with or within the organization's tax year.

(A) (B)
Name and business address Description of services

)
Compensation

2 Total number of independent contractors (including but not limited to those listed above) who received more than $100,000 of

compensation from the organization # 0

Form 990 (2020)
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Page 9

[V Statement of Revenue

Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to an:

line in this Part VIl

O
(D)

Revenue
excluded from
tax under sections

©)
Unrelated
business.
revenue

(B)
Related or
exempt
function
revenue

(A)
Total revenue

Federated campaigns .

-

Membership dues .

Fundraising events . .

. Grants
lar Amounts

a o

Related organizations

Government grants (contributions) 44,174,552

All other contributions, gifts, grants,
and similar amounts not included

6,062,168

contributions included in
-1fig 1g

h Total. Add lines 1a-1f . >

Noncash
lines 1a

Contributions, Gil
@

and Other Si

50,236,720

Business Code

2a PROGRAM FEES 500099)

2,291,649 2,251,644

d

e

Program Service Revenue

£ Al other program service revenue.

9 Total. Add lines 2a-2f. . . . . »

2,291,644

similar amounts

3 Investment incom
)

4 Income from investment of tax-exempt bond proceeds
5 Royalties .

e (including dividends, interest, and other
. B >

20,304 20,304

>

(i) Real (ii) Personal

6a Gross rents

3

Less: rental
expenses

Rental income
o (loss)

B

of

d Net rental income or ce e

(loss)

(i) Securities (i) Other

7a Gross amount

than inventory

-

st or
other basis and
sales expenses

7c

B

Gain or (loss)

d Netgainor(loss) . . . . . .

8a Gross income from fundraising events
(not including $. of
contributions reported

on fine 10).
SeePartIV, line 18 . . .

bless: direct expenses . . . |8b

et income or (loss) from fundraising events . .

Other Revenue

[9a Gross income from gaming
See Part IV, line 19

acti

9a

bless: direct expenses . . . |9b

c Net income or (loss) from gaming activiti

[10aGross sales of inventory, less
returns and allowances .

10a

. 10b|

bLess: cost of goods sold

< Net income or (loss) from sales of inventory . . »

Miscellaneous Revenue Business Code

11aMISCELLANEOUS REVENUE

500099

39,937 39,037

dAll other revenue . . . .

eTotal. Add lines 11a-11d . .

12 Total revenue. See instructions .

39,937

52,588,603

2,201,644 60241

Form 990 (2020)
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.@Im Statement of Functional Expenses
Section 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organizations must complete all columns. All other organizations must complete column (A).
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Part IX . . . .. .
7b, 8b, 9b, and 10b of Part VIl Total expenses P o e e
1 Grants and other assistance to domestic organizations and 1,979 1,979
domestic governments. See Part IV, line21 . . . .
2 Grants and other assistance to domestic individuals. See 5,477,896 5,477,896
PartlV,line22 . . . . . . . . . .
3 Grants and other assistance to foreign organizations, foreign )
governments, and foreign individuals. See Part IV, lines 15
and16. . . . . . . . . ... .
4 Benefits paid to or for members . 0
5 Compensation of current officers, directors, trustees, and 1,137,160 1,137,160
key employees . . . . . . . . . . .
6 Compensation not included above, to disqualified persons (as| 0
defined under section 4958(f)(1)) and persons described in
section 4958(c)(3)(B) T
7 Other salaries and wages . . . . . . . 18,284,398 15,536,816 2,080,264 667,318
8 Pension plan accruals and contributions (include section 401 o
(k) and 403(b) employer contributions) . . . .

9 Other employee benefits . . . . . . . 3,459,313 2,609,623 706,398 143,292
10 Payrolltaxes . . . . . . . . . . . 1,426,393 1,162,266 214,490 49,637
11 Fees for services (non-employees):

aManagement . . . . . . 0
blegal . . . . . . . . . 0
cAccounting . . . . . . . . . .. 1,297,264 220,150 1,046,530 30,584
dlobbying . . . . .+ . . . . . 0
e Professional fundraising services. See Part IV, line 17 0
f Investment management fees . . . 0
g Other (If line 11g amount exceeds 10% of line 25, column 12,561,290 12,396,936 223 164,131
(A) amount, list line 11g expenses on Schedule O)
12 Advertising and promotion . . 0
13 Office expenses . . . . . . . 428,032 158,776 227,284 41,972
14 Information technology . . . . 0
15 Royalties o
16 Occupancy . . . . 5,875,162 5,164,353 650,401 60,408
17 Travel . . . . . . . . ... 556,742 499,738 54,467 2,537
18 Payments of travel or entertainment expenses for any )
federal, state, or local public officials
19 Conferences, conventions, and meetings . . . 0
20 Interest 48,386 48,386
21 Payments to affiliates o
22 Depreciation, depletion, and amortization 457,625 323,524 128,077 6,024
23 Insurance . o
24 Other expenses. Itemize expenses not covered above (List
miscellaneous expenses in line 24e. If line 24e amount
exceeds 10% of line 25, column (A) amount, list line 24e
expenses on Schedule O.)
a PROGRAM ACTIVITIES 103,225 100,470 2,342 413
b RECRUITING 225,833 15,018 37,083 173,732
¢ MISCELLANEOUS 180,412 73,462 87,410 19,540
d
e All other expenses
51,521,110 43,741,007 6,420,515 1,359,588

25 Total functional expenses. Add lines 1 through 24e

26 Joint costs. Complete this line only if the organization
reported in column (B) joint costs from a combined
educational campaign and fundraising solicitation.

Check here » [ if following SOP 98-2 (ASC 958-720).

Form 990 (2020)
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Form 990 (2020) Page 11
Part X Balance Sheet
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Part IX . . . .. O
(B)
Beginning of year End of year
1 Cash-non-interest-bearing . . . P 2/455,195| 1 7,672,706
2 Savings and temporary cash investments . . . . . . . . . 210,736 2 [
3 Pledges and grants receivable, net . . . . . ol 3 7,553,004
4 Accounts receivable,net . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,078,690 4 2,212,635
5  Loans and other payables to any current or former officer, director, trustee,
key employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or 35% controlled ol s 0
entity or family member of any of these persons . . .
6 Loans and other receivables from other disqualified persons (as defined under
section 4958(f)(1)), and persons described in section 4958(c)(3)(B) . ol 6 0
| 7 Notes and loans receivable, net . . . . . . . . . . . of 7 0
4
$ 8 Inventories forsaleoruse . . . . . . . . . . . of 8 0
:(’ 9  Prepaid expenses and deferred charges . . . . 394629 © 458,716
10a Land, buildings, and equipment: cost or other
basis. Complete Part VI of Schedule D 10a 21,420,578
b Less: accumulated depreciation 10b 3,223,960 9,668,179| 10c 18,196,618
11 Investments—publicly traded securities . 0| 11 0
12 Investments—other securities. See Part IV, line 11 . . . . . 0| 12 0
13 Investments—program-related. See Part 1V, line 11 . . 0o 13 0
14 Intangibleassets . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . o 14 0
15 Other assets. See Part 1V, line 11 . . . e e -3,826,250( 15 24,890,202
16 Total assets. Add lines 1 through 15 (must equal line 33) 20,981,179 16 60,983,971
17  Accounts payable and accrued expenses . . . 2214,076| 17 5,838,945
18  Grants payable . o| 18 0
19 Deferred revenue . . . . . . . . . 0| 19 0
20 Tax-exempt bond liabilities . . . . . . . . . 0| 20 [
»| 21 Escrow or custodial account liability. Complete Part IV of Schedule D 0 21 o
@
i=[22  Loans and other payables to any current or former officer, director, trustee, key
= employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or 35% controlled ennty
-;-'é or family member of any of these persons . . . . . . o| 22 0
=123 Secured mortgages and notes payable to unrelated third parties . . 1,824,056 23 4,569,373
24  Unsecured notes and loans payable to unrelated third parties . of 24 0
25  Other liabilities (including federal income tax, payables to related third parties, 2243641| 25 35,411,621
and other liabilities not included on lines 17 - 24).
Complete Part X of Schedule D
26 Total liabilities. Add lines 17 through 25 . . 6,281,773| 26 45,819,939
"
@ Organizations that follow FASB ASC 958, check here » M and
e complete lines 27, 28, 32, and 33.
'_'7_' 27  Net assets without donor restrictions . . . . . . . . . 12,129,245 27 12,717,047
@28 Net assets with donor restrictions . . . . . . . 2,570,161| 28 2,446,985
§ Organizations that do not follow FASB ASC 958, check here » [ and
- complete lines 29 through 33.
5|29 Capital stock or trust principal, or current funds . . . . . 29
-g 30 Paid-in or capital surplus, or land, building or equipment fund . . . 30
5: 31 Retained earnings, endowment, accumulated income, or other funds 31
<
5 32 Total net assets or fund balances . . . . . . . . . . . 14,699,406( 32 15,164,032
2|33 Total liabilities and net assets/fund balances . . . . . . . . 20,981,179| 33 60,983,971

Form 990 (2020)
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rt XI Reconcilliation of Net Assets
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any lineinthisPart Xl . . +« + & & &« v &« « a4« 4 O
1 Total revenue (must equal Part VIII, column (A), line 12) . . . . .« . . . . . . 1 52,588,605
2 Total expenses (must equal Part IX, column (A), line 25) . . . . . . . . . . . 2 51,521,110
3 Revenue less expenses. Subtract line 2 from line1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 1,067,495
4 Net assets or fund balances at beginning of year (must equal Part X, line 32, column (A)) . . 4 14,699,406
5 Net unrealized gains (losses) on investments . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 -602,869
6 Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6
7 Investmentexpenses . . . . . .+ 4 4 4 44w e aaaaa e 7
8 Prior period adjustments . . . . . . . 4.4 e a e 8
9  Other changes in net assets or fund balances (explain in Schedule0) . . . . . . . . 9
10 Net assets or fund balances at end of year. Combine lines 3 through 9 (must equal Part X, line 32, column (B))| 10 15,164,032
Financial Statements and Reporting
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any lineinthisPartXIl . . . . . . . . .+ .+ .« . . O
Yes No
1 Accounting method used to prepare the Form 990: [ cash ™ accrual [l other
If the organization changed its method of accounting from a prior year or checked "Other," explain in
Schedule O.
2a Were the organization’s financial statements compiled or reviewed by an independent accountant? 2a Yes
If*Yes,” check a box below to indicate whether the financial statements for the year were compiled or reviewed on a
separate basis, consolidated basis, or both:
[} Separate basis [J consolidated basis Both consolidated and separate basis
b Were the organization’s financial statements audited by an independent accountant? 2b | Yes
If ‘Yes,” check a box below to indicate whether the financial statements for the year were audited on a separate basis,
consolidated basis, or both:
] Separate basis [ consolidated basis Both consolidated and separate basis
c If"Yes," to line 2a or 2b, does the organization have a committee that assumes responsibility for oversight
of the audit, review, or compilation of its financial statements and selection of an independent accountant? 2c | Yes
If the organization changed either its oversight process or selection process during the tax year, explain in Schedule O.
3a As a result of a federal award, was the organization required to undergo an audit or audits as set forth in the Single
Audit Act and OMB Circular A-133? 3a | Yes
b If "Yes," did the organization undergo the required audit or audits? If the organization did not undergo the required
audit or audits, explain why in Schedule O and describe any steps taken to undergo such audits. 3b | Yes

'orm 990 (2020)
Additional Data

Software ID:
Software Version:
EIN: 23-7223078
Name: FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Form 990 (2020)
Form 990, Part III, Line 4a:

DISASTER RELIEF - ENDEAVORS PROVIDES CLIENT-FOCUSED SERVICES FOR SHORT-TERM RELIEF AND LONG-TERM RECOVERY. OUR CASE MANAGERS OFFER
INDIVIDUALIZED RECOVERY PLANS, CREATE SAFE ENVIRONMENTS, AND PROVIDE RESOURCE REFERRALS FOR INDIVIDUALS IMPACTED BY PRESIDENTIALLY DECLARED
NATURAL DISASTERS AND EMERGENCIES

Form 990, Part III, Line 4b:

MENTAL HEALTH - ENDEAVORS PROVIDES HIGH-QUALITY, ACCESSIBLE, AND INTEGRATED MENTAL HEALTH CARE TO VETERANS AND THEIR FAMILIES, REGARDLESS OF
ROLE WHILE IN UNIFORM, DISCHARGE STATUS, OR ABILITY TO PAY.

Form 990, Part III, Line 4c:

VETERAN SERVICES - ENDEAVORS PROVIDES SUPPORTIVE SERVICES FOR VETERANS AND THEIR MILITARY FAMILIES FOCUSES ON HOMELESSNESS PREVENTION AND
STABILIZATION, PARENTING SKILLS, AND MENTAL HEALTH CARE.

Form 990, Partlll - 4 Program Service A (See the Instr i )

Describe the exempt purpose achievements for each of the organization’s three largest program services by expenses.
Section 501(c)(3) and (4) organizations and 4947(a)(1) trusts are required to report the amount of grants and allocations to
others, the total expenses, and revenue, if any, for each program service reported.

(Code: ) (Expenses $ including grants of $ ) (Revenue $ )
[COMMUNITY SERVICES - ENDEAVORS PROVIDES CASE

(Code: ) (Expenses $ including grants of $ ) (Revenue s )
MANAGEMENT, CLINICAL SERVICES, AND LIFE-SKILLS
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Form 990, Partlll - 4 Program Service A (See the Instr i )

Describe the exempt purpose achievements for each of the organization’s three largest program services by expenses.
Section 501(c)(3) and (4) organizations and 4947(a)(1) trusts are required to report the amount of grants and allocations to
others, the total expenses, and revenue, if any, for each program service reported.

(Code: ) (Expenses $ including grants of $ ) (Revenue $ )
TRAINING FOR FAMILIES, SENIORS, CHILDREN, AND
(Code: ) (Expenses $ 2,117,489 including grants of $ 628 ) (Revenue $ 117,732)
INDIVIDUALS.
|efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS | As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493319142031])
OMB No. 1545-0047
SCHEDULE A Public Charity Status and Public Support VUV
(Form 990 or Complete if the organization is a section 501(c)(3) organization or a section 2 020
990EZ) 4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust.
P Attach to Form 990 or Form 990-EZ

Department of the Treasury P Go to www.irs.qgov/Form990 for instructions and the latest information. Open to Public
Intemal R & Service— Inspection

Name of the organization Employer identification number
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

23-7223078

.E!. Reason for Public Charity Status (All organizations must complete this part.) See instructions.

The organization is not a private foundation because it is: (For lines 1 through 12, check only one box.)

1 [ Achurch, convention of churches, or association of churches described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(i).

2 [] Aschool described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(ii). (Attach Schedule E (Form 990 or 990-EZ).)

3 [ Ahospital or a cooperative hospital service organization described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(iii).

4 [J A medical research organization operated in conjunction with a hospital described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(iii). Enter the hospital's
name, city, and state:

5 [0 An organization operated for the benefit of a college or university owned or operated by a governmental unit described in section 170
(b)(1)(A)(iv). (Complete Part I1.)

6 [0 A federal, state, or local government or governmental unit described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(v).

7 [ Anorganization that normally receives a substantial part of its support from a governmental unit or from the general public described in
section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi). (Complete Part II.)

8 [ Acommunity trust described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi). (Complete Part IL.)

9 [ Anagricultural research organization described in 170(b)(1)(A)(ix) operated in conjunction with a land-grant college or university or a
non-land grant college of agriculture. See instructions. Enter the name, city, and state of the college or university:

10 [ Anorganization that normally receives: (1) more than 331/3% of its support from contributions, membership fees, and gross receipts
from activities related to its exempt functions—subject to certain exceptions, and (2) no more than 331/3% of its support from gross
investment income and unrelated business taxable income (less section 511 tax) from businesses acquired by the organization after June
30, 1975. See section 509(a)(2). (Complete Part III.)

11 [] Anorganization organized and operated exclusively to test for public safety. See section 509(a)(4).

12 [0 An organization organized and operated exclusively for the benefit of, to perform the functions of, or to carry out the purposes of one or
more publicly supported organizations described in section 509(a)(1) or section 509(a)(2). See section 509(a)(3). Check the box
in lines 12a through 12d that describes the type of supporting organization and complete lines 12e, 12f, and 12g.

a [J Type L. A supporting organization operated, supervised, or controlled by its supported organization(s), typically by giving the supported
organization(s) the power to regularly appoint or elect a majority of the directors or trustees of the supporting organization. You must
complete Part 1V, Sections A and B.

b [] Type IL A supporting organization supervised or controlled in connection with its supported organization(s), by having control or
management of the supporting organization vested in the same persons that control or manage the supported organization(s). You
must complete Part IV, Sections A and C.

¢ [J Type III functionally integrated. A supporting organization operated in connection with, and functionally integrated with, its
supported organization(s) (see instructions). You must complete Part IV, Sections A, D, and E.

4.0

Type pess non-functlonallv lntegrated A supporting organization operated in connection with its supported organization(s) that is not
y X 1 generally must satisfy a distribution requlrement and an attentiveness requirement (see
InStruct\ons)A You must complete Part 1V, Sections A and D, and Part V

e [ Check this box if the organization received a written determination from the IRS that it is a Type I, Type II, Type II functionally
integrated, or Type III non-functionally integrated supporting organization.

f  Enter the number of supported organizations

9 Provide the followin:

information about the supported organization(s).

(i) Name of supported (ii) EIN i) Type of (iv) Is the organization listed | (v) Amount of (vi) Amount of
organization organization in your governing document? | monetary support | other support (see
(described on lines (see instructions) instructions)

1- 10 above (see
instructions))

Total

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Cat. No. 11285F Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2020
Form 990 or 990-EZ.
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Support Schedule for Organizations Described in Sections 170(b)(1)(A)(iv) and 170(b)(1)(A)(vi)
(Complete only if you checked the box on line 5, 7, or 8 of Part I or if the organization failed to qualify under Part III.

If the organization failed to qualify under the tests listed below, please complete Part III.)
Section A. Public Support
Calendar year
(or fiscal year in) > (a) 2016 (b) 2017 (c) 2018 (d) 2019 (e) 2020 (f) Total
1 Gifts, grants, contributions, and
membership fees received. (Do not 23,673,720 28,017,739 38,773,370 60,603,880 50,236,720 201,305,429
include any "unusual grant.") .
2 Tax revenues levied for the
organization's benefit and either
paid to or expended on its behalf

3 The value of services or facilities
furnished by a governmental unit to 0
the organization without charge..
Total. Add lines 1 through 3 23,673,720 28,017,739 38,773,379) 60,603,880] 50,236,720) 201,305,429
The portion of total contributions by
each person (other than a
governmental unit or publicly
supported organization) included on 0
line 1 that exceeds 2% of the
amount shown on line 11, column
). .
6 Public support. Subtract line 5
from line 4.
Section B. Total Support
(or nscaf;:::r"“ year > (a) 2016 (b) 2017 (c) 2018 (d) 2019 (e) 2020 (F) Total
Amounts from line 4. . 23,673,720) 28,017,739 38,773,370 60,603,880] 50,236,720| 201,305,429
Gross income from interest,
dividends, payments received on
securities loans, rents, royalties 333,327, 40,339 240,142 239,138 20,304 873,250
and income from similar sources

LY

201,305,429

N

]

Net income from unrelated
business activities, whether or not 4422 4422
the business is regularly carried on

©

10 Other income. Do not include gain
or loss from the sale of capital 30,006 45,857| 65,051 19,681 39,937| 200,532
assets (Explain in Part V1.). .

11 Total support. Add lines 7 through 202,383,633

12 Glrgss receipts from related activities, etc. (see instructions) . . . . . . . . .. ... L L L 12 73,519,113
13 First 5 years. If the Form 990 is for the organization's first, second, third, fourth, or fifth tax year as a section 501(c)(3) organization, check
thisboxand stophere . . v . v v v v v v v i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e P
Section C. Computation of Public Support Percentage
14 Public support percentage for 2020 (line 6, column (f) divided by line 11, column (f)) . . . . . . . . . 14 99.467 %
15 Public support percentage for 2019 Schedule A, PartII, line 14 . . . . . 99.356 %
16a 33 1/3% support test—2020. If the organization did not check the box on Ilne 13 and ||ne 14 is 33 1/3% or more, check this box
and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . . B, 2
b 33 1/3% support test—2019. If the organization did not check a box on line 13 or 16a and Ime 15 is 33 1/3% or more, check this

box and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . . . . ....»O
17a 10%-facts-and-circumstances test—2020. If the organization did not check a box on line 13 16a or isb and Ime 14

is 10% or more, and if the organization meets the 'facts -and- clrcumstances test, check this box and stop here. Explain

in Part VI how the ization meets the "fact: " test. The ization qualifies as a publicly supported
organization . . . R |

b 10%-facts-and-cnrcumstances test—zols lf the orgamzatlon dld not check a box on Ime 13 léa, lsb or 17a, and I|ne
15 is 10% or more, and if the organization meets the "facts-and-circumstances” test, check this box and stop here.
Explain in Part VI how the organization meets the "facts-and-circumstances" test. The organization qualifies as a publicly

supported organization . . . . R |
18 Private foundation. If the orgamzat\on dld notcheckabox on I|ne !.3 lsa 16b !.7a or 17b check thls box and see
INSEAUCHONS .+ o o o o o oo e 0

Schedule A IForm 990 or 990 EZ) 2020
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m Support Schedule for Organizations Described in Section 509(a)(2)
(Complete only if you checked the box on line 10 of Part I or if the organization failed to qualify under Part II. If

the organization fails to qualify under the tests listed below, please complete Part II.)

Section A. Public Support
(or ﬁscaf:':a“rdar year i (a) 2016 (b) 2017 (c) 2018 (d) 2019 (e) 2020 (f) Total

1 Gifts, grants, contributions, and
membership fees received. (Do not
include any "unusual grants.") .

2 Gross receipts from admissions,
merchandise sold or services
performed, or facilities furnished in
any activity that is related to the
organization's tax-exempt purpose

3 Gross receipts from activities that are
not an unrelated trade or business
under section 513 . . .

4 Tax revenues levied for the
organization's benefit and either paid
to or expended on its behalf.

5 The value of services or facilities
furnished by a governmental unit to
the organization without charge

6 Total. Add lines 1 through 5

7a Amounts included on lines 1, 2, and
3 received from disqualified persons
b Amounts included on lines 2 and 3
received from other than disqualified
persons that exceed the greater of
$5,000 or 1% of the amount on line
13 for the year.
c Add lines 7a and 7b. .
8 Public support. (Subtract line 7¢
from line 6.)
Section B. Total Support
(or ﬁscaf:':a“r"ar year > (a) 2016 (b) 2017 (c) 2018 (d) 2019 (e) 2020 (f) Total
9 Amounts from line 6.
10a  Gross income from interest,
dividends, payments received on
securities loans, rents, royalties and
income from similar sources. .

b Unrelated business taxable income
(less section 511 taxes) from
businesses acquired after June 30,
1975.

¢ Add lines 102 and 10b.

11 Netincome from unrelated business
activities not included in line 10b,
whether or not the business is
regularly carried on.

12 Other income. Do not include gain or
loss from the sale of capital assets
(Explain in Part VL) .

13 Total support. (Add lines 9, 10c,
11, and 12.). .

14 First 5 years. If the Form 990 is for the organization's first, second, third, fourth, or fifth tax year as a section 501(c)(3) organization,

0

check this box and stop here. . . .
Section C. Computation of Publlc Support Percent ge

15  Public support percentage for 2020 (line 8, column (F) divided by line 13, column () . . . . . . . . . 15

16 Public support percentage from 2019 Schedule A, Part III, line 15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16
ion D. C ion of Inv Income Per

17  Investment income percentage for 2020 (line 10c, column (f) divided by line 13, column (f)) . . . . . . 17

18 Investment income percentage from 2019 Schedule A, Part III, line 17 . . . .
19a 331/3% support tests—2020. If the organization did not check the box on Ime 14, and Mne 15 is more than 33 1/3%, and line 17 is not

more than 33 1/3%, check this box and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . . .
b 33 1/3% support tests—2019. If the organization did not check a box on line 14 or line 19a, and line 16 is more than 33 1/3% and line 18 is

not more than 33 1/3%, check this box and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization. . . . P

20  private foundation. If the organization did not check a box on line 14, 19a, or 19b, check this box and see instructions . . . . P[]
Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2020
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=li#\"M Supporting Organizations
(Complete only if you checked a box on line 12 of Part I. If you checked box 12a, of Part I, complete Sections A and B. If you checked
box 12b, of Part I, complete Sections A and C. If you checked box 12c, of Part I, complete Sections A, D, and E. If you checked box

12d, of Part I, complete Sections A and D, and complete Part V.)

Section A. All Supporting Or

Page 4

3a

4a

9a

10a

No

Are all of the organization’s supported organizations Msted by name |n the organization’s governing documents?
If "No," describe in Part VI how the supported are If by class or purpose,

describe the designation. If historic and continuing relationship, explain.

Did the organization have any supported organization that does not have an IRS determination of status under section 509
(2)(1) or (2) If "Yes," explain in Part VI how the organization determined that the supported organization was described

in section 509(a)(1) or (2).

Did the organization have a supported organization described in section 501(c)(4), (5), or (6)? If "Yes," answer lines 3b and|

3c below.

3a

Did the organization confirm that each supported organization qualified under section 501(c)(4), (5), or (6) and satisfied
the public support tests under section 509(a)(2)? If "Yes," describe in Part VI when and how the organization made the

determination.

3b

Did the organization ensure that all support to such organizations was used exclusively for section 170(c)(2)(B) purposes?

If "Yes," explain in Part VI what controls the organization put in place to ensure such use.

Was any supported organization not organized in the United States (“foreign supported organization")? If “Yes” and if you
checked box 12a or 12b in Part 1, answer lines 4b and 4c below.

Did the organization have ultimate control and discretion in deciding whether to make grants to the foreign supported

organization? If "Yes,” describe in Part VI how the organization had such control and discretion despite being controlled or

supervised by or in connection with its supported organizations.

Did the organization support any foreign supported organization that does not have an IRS determination under sections
501(c)(3) and 509(a)(1) or (2)? If "Yes,” explain in Part VI what controls the organization used to ensure that all support

to the foreign supported organization was used exclusively for section 170(c)(2)(B) purposes.

4c

Did the organization add, substitute, or remove any supported organizations during the tax year? If "Yes,” answer lines 5b
and 5c¢ below (if applicable). Also, provide detail in Part VI, including (i) the names and EIN numbers of the supported
orgamzat/ons added subsm‘uted or removed; (ii) the reasons for each such action; (iii) the authority under the

g document authorizing such action; and (iv) how the action was accomplished (such as by
amendment to the organizing document).

Type I or Type II only. Was any added or substituted supported organization part of a class already in the

organization's organizing document?

5b

Substitutions only. Was the substitution the result of an event beyond the organization's control?

5c

Did the organization provide support (whether in the form of grants or the provision of services or facilities) to anyone other
than (i) its supported organizations, (ii) individuals that are part of the charitable class benefited by one or more of its
supported organizations, or (iii) other supporting organizations that also support or benefit one or more of the filing

organization’s supported organizations? If "Yes,” provide detail in Part VI.

Did the organization provide a grant, loan, compensation, or other similar payment to a substantial contributor (defined in
section 4958(c)(3)(C)), a family member of a substantial contributor, or a 35% controlled entity with regard to a

substantial contributor? If "Yes,” Part I of dule L (Form 990 or 990-EZ) .

Did the organization make a loan to a disqualified person (as defined in section 4958) not described in line 7? If “Yes,”

complete Part I of Schedule L (Form 990 or 990-EZ).

Was the organization controlled directly or indirectly at any time during the tax year by one or more disqualified persons, as|
defined in section 4946 (other than foundation managers and organizations described in section 509(a)(1) or (2))? If "Yes,”

provide detail in Part VI.

9a

Did one or more disqualified persons (as defined in line 9a) hold a controlling interest in any entity in which the supporting

organization had an interest? If "Yes,” provide detail in Part VI.

9b

Did a disqualified person (as defined in line 9a) have an ownership interest in, or derive any personal benefit from, assets in|

which the supporting organization also had an interest? If "Yes, ” provide detail in Part VI.

Was the organization subject to the excess business holdings rules of section 4943 because of section 4943(f) (regarding
certain Type II supporting organizations, and all Type III non-functionally integrated supporting organizations)? If "Yes,”

answer line 10b below.

Did the organization have any excess business holdings in the tax year? (Use Schedule C, Form 4720, to determine whethej

the organization had excess business holdings).

10b

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2020
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Supporting Organizations (continued)
Yes | No
11 Has the organization accepted a gift or contribution from any of the following persons?
a A person who directly or indirectly controls, either alone or together with persons described in lines 11b and 11c below, the
governing body of a supported organization? 11a
b A family member of a person described in 11a above? 11b
¢ A 35% controlled entity of a person described in line 11a or 11b above? If "Yes” to 11a, 11b, or 11c, provide detail in Part | 11c
VL
Section B. Type I Supporting Organizations
Yes | No
1 Did the officers, directors, trustees, or membership of one or more supported organizations have the power to regularly
appoint or elect at least a majority of the organization’s directors or trustees at all times during the tax year? If "No,”
describe in Part VI how the supported organization(s) effectively operated, supervised, or controlled the organization’s
activities. If the organization had more than one supported organization, describe how the powers to appoint and/or
remove directors or trustees were allocated among the supported organizations and what conditions or restrictions, if any,
applied to such powers during the tax year. 1
2 Did the organization operate for the benefit of any supported organization other than the supported organization(s) that
operated, supervised, or controlled the supporting organization? If “Yes, ” explain in Part VI how providing such benefit
carried out the purposes of the supported organization(s) that operated, supervised or controlled the supporting 2
organization.
Section C. Type II Supporting Organizations
Yes | No
1 Were a majority of the organization’s directors or trustees during the tax year also a majority of the directors or trustees of
each of the or ization’s supported organization(s)? If “No,” describe in Part VI how control or of the
supporting organization was vested in the same persons that controlled or the supp ol s). 1
Section D. All Type III Supporting Organizations
Yes | No
1 Did the organization provide to each of its supported organizations, by the last day of the fifth month of the organization’s
tax year, (i) a written notice describing the type and amount of support provided during the prior tax year, (ii) a copy of the
Form 990 that was most recently filed as of the date of notification, and (iii) copies of the organization’s governing
documents in effect on the date of notification, to the extent not previously provided? 1
2 Were any of the organization’s officers, directors, or trustees either (i) appointed or elected by the supported organization
(s) or (ii) serving on the governing body of a supported organization? If “"No, " explain in Part VI how the organization
a close and working ip with the supported organization(s). 2
3 By reason of the relationship described in line 2 above, did the i s supported organi have a
voice in the organization’s investment policies and in directing the use of the organization’s income or assets at all times
during the tax year? If "Yes," describe in Part VI the role the or Ipp! played in this regard. 3

Section E. Type III Functionally-Integrated Supporting Organizations

Check the box next to the method that the organization used to satisfy the Integral Part Test during the year (see instructions):

1
a

b

c

o

[ The organization satisfied the Activities Test. Complete line 2 below.

[0 The organization is the parent of each of its supported organizations. Complete line 3 below.

[ The organization supported a governmental entity. Describe in Part VI how you supported a government entity (see instructions)

Activities Test. Answer lines 2a and 2b below.

Did ially all of the or fon’s activities during the tax year directly further the exempt purposes of the
supported organization(s) to which the organization was responsive? If "Yes, " then in Part VI identify those supported
organizations and explain how these activities directly furt their exempt purposes, how the organi. was

ive to those supported organizations, and how the i that these activities

Yes

No

substantially all of its activities.
Did the activities described in line 2a constitute activities that, but for the organization’s involvement, one or more of the
organization’s supported organization(s) would have been engaged in? If "Yes," explain in Part VI the reasons for the
organization’s position that its supported organization(s) would have engaged in these activities but for the organization’s
involvement.

Parent of Supported Organizations. Answer lines 3a and 3b below.

Did the organization have the power to regularly appoint or elect a majority of the officers, directors, or trustees of each of
the supported organizations?If "Yes” or "No" provide details in Part VI.

Did the organization exercise a substantial degree of direction over the policies, programs and activities of each of its
supported organizations? If "Yes," describe in Part VL. the role played by the organization in this regard.

2a

2b

3b

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2020
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P: \/Ml Type III Non-Functionally Integrated 509(a)(3) Supporting Organizations
1 [0 Check here if the organization satisfied the Integral Part Test as a qualifying trust on Nov. 20, 1970 (explain in Part VI). See
instructions. All other Type III non-functionally integrated supporting organizations must complete Sections A through
Section A - Adjusted Net Income (A) Prior Year (B) Current Year
(optional)
1 Net short-term capital gain 1
2 Recoveries of prior-year distributions 2
3 Other gross income (see instructions) 3
4 Add lines 1 through 3 4
5 Depreciation and depletion 5
6 Portion of operating expenses paid or incurred for production or collection of gross 6
income or for management, conservation, or maintenance of property held for
production of income (see instructions)
7 Other expenses (see instructions) 7
8 Adjusted Net Income (subtract lines 5, 6 and 7 from line 4) 8
Section B - Minimum Asset Amount (A) Prior Year (B) Current Year
(optional)
1 Aggregate fair market value of all non-exempt-use assets (see instructions for short
tax year or assets held for part of year): 1
a Average monthly value of securities 1a
b Average monthly cash balances 1ib
¢ Fair market value of other non-exempt-use assets 1c
d Total (add lines 1a, 1b, and 1c) id
e Discount claimed for blockage or other factors
(explain in detail in Part VI):
2 Acquisition indebtedness applicable to non-exempt use assets 2
3 Subtract line 2 from line 1d 3
4 Cash deemed held for exempt use. Enter 0.015 of line 3 (for greater amount, see
instructions). 4
5  Net value of non-exempt-use assets (subtract line 4 from line 3) 5
6 Multiply line 5 by 0.035 6
7 Recoveries of prior-year distributions 7
8 Minimum Asset Amount (add line 7 to line 6) 8
ion C - Distril A t Current Year
1 Adjusted net income for prior year (from Section A, line 8, Column A) 1
2 Enter 85% of line 1 2
3 Minimum asset amount for prior year (from Section B, line 8, Column A) 3
4 Enter greater of line 2 or line 3 4
5 Income tax imposed in prior year 5
6 Distributable Amount. Subtract line 5 from line 4, unless subject to emergency 6
temporary reduction (see instructions)
7 Check here if the current year is the or ion's first as a non-functionally-integrated Type I1I supporting organization (see

instructions)

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2020
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Type III Non-Functionally Integrated 509(a)(3) Supporting Organizations (continued)

Section D - Distributions

Current Year

1 Amounts paid to supported organizations to accomplish exempt purposes 1
2 Amounts paid to perform éc‘tivity that directly furthers exempt purposes of supported organizations, in 2
excess of income from activity
3 Administrative expenses paid to accomplish exempt purposes of supported organizations 3
4 Amounts paid to acquire exempt-use assets 4
5 Qualified set-aside amounts (prior IRS approval required - provide details in Part VI) 5
6 Other distributions (describe in Part VI). See instructions 6
7 Total annual distri i Add lines 1 through 6. 7
8 Distributions to attentive supported organizations to which the organization is responsive (provide s
details in Part VI). See instructions
9 Distributable amount for 2020 from Section C, line 6 9
10 Line 8 amount divided by Line 9 amount 10

Section E - Distribution Allocations
(see instructions) Excess Distributions

Pre-

(i)
Underdistributions
2020

(iii)
Distributable
Amount for 2020

1 Distributable amount for 2020 from Section C, line 6

2 Underdistributions, if any, for years prior to 2020
(reasonable cause required-- explain in Part VI).
See instructions.

3 Excess distributions carryover, if any, to 2020:
a From 2015.

b From20i6. . . .

¢ From2017. . . . . . .

d From2018. . . . . . .

e From2019. . . . . .

f Total of lines 3a through e

g _Applied to underdistributions of prior years

h_Applied to 2020 distributable amount

i Carryover from 2015 not applied (see
instructions)

j Remainder. Subtract lines 3g, 3h, and 3i from line 3f.

4 Distributions for 2020 from Section D, line 7:
$

a_Applied to underdistributions of prior years

b Applied to 2020 distributable amount

c Remainder. Subtract lines 4a and 4b from line 4.

5 Remaining underdistributions for years prior to
2020, if any. Subtract lines 3g and 4a from line 2.
If the amount is greater than zero, explain in Part VI.
See instructions.

6 Remaining underdistributions for 2020. Subtract
lines 3h and 4b from line 1. If the amount is greater
than zero, explain in Part VI. See instructions.

7 Excess distributions carryover to 2021. Add lines
3j and 4c.

8 Breakdown of line 7:

a Excess from 2016. . . . .
b Excess from 2017. . . . .
c Excess from 2018. . . . .
d_Excess from 2019, . . . .
e

Excess from 2020.

Schedule A (F

Schedule A (Form 990 or 990-EZ) 2020

‘'orm 990 or 990-EZ) (2020)

Page 8

Supplemental Information. Provide the explanations required by Part II, line 10; Part II, line 17a or 17b; Part 111, line 12; Part 1V,
Section A, lines 1, 2, 3b, 3c, 4b, 4c, 5a, 6, 9a, 9b, 9¢, 11a, 11b, and 11c; Part 1V, Section B, lines 1 and 2; Part IV, Section C, line 1:
Part IV, Section D, lines 2 and 3; Part IV, Section E, lines 1c, 2a, 2b, 3a and 3b; Part V, line 1; Part V, Section B, line le; Part V
Section D, lines 5, 6, and 8; and Part V, Section E, lines 2, 5, and 6. Also complete this part for any additional information. (See

instructions).

Facts And Circumstances Test
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» Complete if the organization answered "Yes," on Form 990, 202 0
Part 1V, line 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11a, 11b, 11c, 11d, 11e, 11f, 12a, or 12b.

Department of the Treasury » Attach to Form 990. Open to Public

Internal Revenue Service » Go to www.irs.qov/Form990 for instructions and the latest information. Inspection
Name of the organization Employer identification number
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

23-7223078
Organizations Maintaining Donor Advised Funds or Other Similar Funds or Accounts.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 6
(a) Donor advised funds (b) Funds and other accounts

Total number at end of year .

Aggregate value of contributions to (during year)

Aggregate value of grants from (during year)

Aggregate value at end of year .

oA W N R

Did the organization inform all donors and donor advisors in writing that the assets held in donor advised funds are the
organization’s property, subject to the organization’s exclusive legal control? . . . . . . . . . . . . O ves O No

6 Did the organization inform all grantees, donors, and donor advisors in writing that grant funds can be used only for

charitable purposes and not for the benefit of the donor or donor advisor, or for any other purpose conferring impermissible

private benefit? . . . . . .. o.o.o.o. O ves [ No
Lls#*fl Conservation Easements.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 7.

1 Purpose(s) of conservation easements held by the organization (check all that apply).
[ Ppreservation of land for public use (e.g., recreation or education) [0 preservation of an historically important land area
[0 Protection of natural habitat [0 preservation of a certified historic structure

[ Preservation of open space

2 Complete lines 2a through 2d if the organization held a qualified conservation contribution in the form of a conservation
easement on the last day of the tax year. Held at the End of the Year
a Total number of conservation easements . . . . . . . .. ... L 2a
b Total acreage restricted by conservation easements . . . . . e 2b
¢ Number of conservation easements on a certified historic structure included in (a) P 2¢c
d Number of conservation easements included in (c) acquired after 7/25/06, and not on a historic 2d

structure listed in the National Register .

3 Number of conservation easements modified, transferred, released, extinguished, or terminated by the organization during the
tax year

4 Number of states where property subject to conservation easement is located b

5  Does the organization have a written policy regarding the permdlc monltorlng, |nspectlon handling of violations,
and enforcement of the conservation easements it holds? . . . [ Yes [ No

&  Staff and volunteer hours devoted to monitoring, inspecting, handling of violations, and enforcing conservation easements during the year
»

7 Amount of expenses incurred in monitoring, inspecting, handling of violations, and enforcing conservation easements during the year
»$

8 Does each conservation easement repcrted on line Z(d) above satlsfy the requ\rements of section 170(h)(4)(B)(i)
and section 170(h)(4)(B)(ii)? . . . Oves [no
9 In Part XIII, describe how the organization reports conservation easements in its revenue and expense statement, and
balance sheet and include, if applicable, the text of the footnote to the organization’s financial statements that describes
the ‘s accounting for conservation easements.
Or izati intaining C i of Art, Historical Treasures, or Other Similar Assets.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 8.
1a If the organization elected, as permitted under FASB ASC 958, not to report in its revenue statement and balance sheet works of art,
historical treasures, or other similar assets held for public exhibition, education, or research in furtherance of public service, provide, in
Part XIII, the text of the footnote to its financial statements that describes these items.

b If the organization elected, as permitted under FASB ASC 958, to report in its revenue statement and balance sheet works of art,
historical treasures, or other similar assets held for public exhibition, education, or research in furtherance of public service, provide the
following amounts relating to these items:

(i) Revenue included on Form 990, Part VIIL, linel1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. ... P$
(ii)Assets included in Form 990, Part X . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ..o S

2 Ifthe organization received or held works of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets for financial gain, provide the
following amounts required to be reported under FASB ASC 958 relating to these items:

a Revenueincluded on Form 990, Part VIIL linel. . . . . . . . . . . . . v v v v v v i v i e P
b Assetsincluded in Form 990, Part X . . . . . . . . . PS
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 52283D  Schedule D (Form 990) 2020
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|E!i“ Organizations Maintaining Collections of Art, Historical Treasures, or Other Similar Assets (continued)
3 Using the organization’s acquisition, accession, and other records, check any of the following that are a significant use of its collection
items (check all that apply):
a [ public exhibition d [0 Loan or exchange programs
b e
[ scholarly research O other
€ [ Preservation for future generations
4 Provide a description of the organization’s collections and explain how they further the organization’s exempt purpose in
Part XIII.
5 During the year, did the organization solicit or receive donations of art, historical treasures or other similar
assets to be sold to raise funds rather than to be maintained as part of the organization’s collection?. O Yes O No

i #AM Escrow and Custodial Arrangements.

Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 9, or reported an amount on Form 990, Part
X, line 21.

1a

b
c
d
e
f

2a
b

Part vV

Is the organization an agent, trustee, custodian or other intermediary for contributions or other assets not
included on Form 990, Part X? . . . . . . . . .. Lo

Oves Ono

If "Yes," explain the arrangement in Part XIII and complete the following table: Amount

ic
1d
le
1f

Beginning balance .

Additions during the year .

Distributions during the year .

Ending balance .

O ves
If "Yes," explain the arrangement in Part XIII. Check here if the explanation has been provided in Part XIII . . . . O

Endowment Funds.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 10.

Did the organization include an amount on Form 990, Part X, line 21, for escrow or custodial account liability? . . .

I

o a0 o

@ -

3a

b
4

(a) Current year (b) Prior year | (c) Two years back |(d) Three years back| (e) Four years back

Beginning of year balance . . . .

Contributions . . .

Net investment earnings, gains, and losses

Grants or scholarships . . .

Other expenditures for facilities
and programs . . .

Administrative expenses . . . .

End of year balance . . . .

Provide the estimated percentage of the current year end balance (line 1g, column (a)) held as:
Board designated or quasi-endowment®

Permanent endowment »

Term endowment #»

The percentages on lines 2a, 2b, and 2¢ should equal 100%.

Are there endowment funds not in the possession of the organization that are held and administered for the
organization by:
(i) Unrelated organizations . . . . .+ .+ .+ .« .+« 440

No

(ii) Related organizations . . . . . . .+ . 4 4w
If "Yes" on 3a(ii), are the related organizations listed as required on ScheduleR? . . . . . . . . .
Describe in Part XIII the intended uses of the organization's endowment funds.

m Land, Buildings, and Equipment.

Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 11a. See Form 990, Part X, line 10.

Description of property

(a) Cost or other basis
(investment)

(b) Cost or other basis (other)

(<) Accumulated depreciation

(d) Book value

1a Land

863,504

863,594

b Buildings

10,595,416

2,836,813

7,758,603

¢ Leasehold improvements

d Equipment

760,005

242,886

517,119

e Other

9,201,563

144,261

9,057,302

Total. Add lines 1a through le. (Column (d) must equal Form

90, Part X, column (B), line

10(c).) . . »

18,196,618

Schedule D (Form 990) 2020
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[ZYA7E] Investments—Other Securities.

omplete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, i

ne 11b.See Form 990, Part X, line 12.

(a) Description of security or category
(including name of security)

(b)
Book
value

(c) Method of valuation:
Cost or end-of-year market value

(1) Financial derivatives e
(2) Closely-held equity interests Coe e e e
(3)Other

(8)

©

(©)

(E)

(F)

(Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col. (B) line 12.)

>

[EYRZit Investments—Program Related.
Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 11c. See Form 990, Part X, line 13.

(a) Description of investment

(b) Book value | (c) Method of valuation
ost or end-of-year market

value

Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col.(8) line 13.)

EZEESA other Assets.

Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 11d. See Form 990, Par

X, line 15.

(a) Description

(b) Book value

(1)DEPOSITS

221,344

(2)RELATED PARTY RECEIVABLES

24,668,858

[O)

)

(6)

@

(®)

(O

(10)

Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, c

24,890,202

Other

Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 11e or 11f.See Form 990, Part X, line 25.

1. (a) Description of liability

(b) Book
value

(1) Federal income taxes

[

(2) RELATED PARTY PAYABLES

34,274,457

(3) INTEREST RATE SWAP.

(4) TENANTS DEPOSITS

602,869
534,295

(5)

(6)

@

(®)

9

Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col.(B) line 25.)

»[35,411,621

2. Liability for uncertain tax positions. In Part XIII, provide the text of the footnote to the organization's financial statements that reports the organization's liability for
uncertain tax positions under FIN 48 (ASC 740). Check here if the text of the footnote has been provided in Part XIII

Schedule D (Form 990) 2020
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Schedule D (Form 990) 2020 Page 4
Reconciliation of Revenue per Audited Fi With per Return.
Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part IV, line 12a.
Total revenue, gains, and other support per audited financial statements . . . . . . . 1 52,141,276
2 Amounts included on line 1 but not on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12:
a  Net unrealized gains (losses) on investments . . . . 2a -602,869
b Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . 2b 32,364
c Recoveries of prior year grants . . . . . . . 4 . . . 2¢
d Other (Describe in Part XIIL) . . . . . . . . . . . . 2d 5,790,115
e Addlines2athrough2d . . . . . . .+ « & .+ 4 4 4 a4 2e 5,219,610
Subtract line 2e from linet . . . . . . . . . . . 3 46,921,666
4 Amounts included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12, but not on line 1:
a Investment expenses not included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 7b .
b Other (Describe in Part XIIL) . . . .« .+ . & .+ . .
c Addlines4aandd4b . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0w e e e e 4c 5,666,939
5 Total revenue. Add lines 3 and 4c. (This must equal Form 990, Part I, line 12.) . . . . . . 5 52,588,605
Reconciliation of Expenses per Audited Fi i With Exp per Return.
Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 12a.
Total expenses and losses per audited financial statements . . . . . . . . . . . 1 51,553,474
2 Amounts included on line 1 but not on Form 990, Part IX, line 25:
a Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . 2a 32,364
b Prioryearadjustments . . . . . . . . . . . 2b
Otherlosses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2c
d Other (Describe in Part XIIL.) . . . . .+ .+ +« + + « . . 2d
Add lines 2a through2d . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2e 32,364
3 Subtract line 2e from linet . . . . . . . . . . 3 51,521,110
4 Amounts included on Form 990, Part IX, line 25, but not on line 1:
a Investment expenses not included on Form 990, Part VIIL, line 7b . . 4a
b Other (Describe in Part XIIL.) . . . . . . . . . . . . H
¢ Addlines4aandd4b . . . . . . . . . . . ... e e 4c
Total expenses. Add lines 3 and 4c. (This must equal Form 990, Part I, line 18.) . . . . . 5 51,521,110

Supplemental Information

Provide the descriptions required for Part I, lines 3, 5, and 9; Part III, lines 1a and 4; Part IV, lines 1b and 2b; Part V, line 4; Part X, line 2; Part

XI, lines 2d and 4b; and Part XII, lines 2d and 4b. Also complete this part to provide any additional information.

Return Reference Explanation
See Additional Data Table
Schedule D (Form 990) 2020
Schedule D (Form 990) 2020 Page 5
Supplemental Information (continued)
Return Reference Explanation
Schedule D (Form 990) 2020
Additional Data
Software ID:
Software Version:
EIN: 23-7223078
Name: FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Supplemental Information

Return Reference Explanation

SCHEDULE D, PART XI, LINE 2D
- AMOUNTS INCLUDED ON LINE
1 BUT NOT ON

FORM 990, PART VIII, LINE 12: $ 5,790,115 NET ASSETS RELEASED FROM RESTRICTIONS
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Supplemental Informa

Return Reference Explanation

SCHEDULE D, PART XI, LINE 4B - | INCLUDED IN FINANCIALS: $ 5,666,939 INCREASE IN TEMPORARILY RESTRICTED NET ASSETS
AMOUNTS INCLUDED ON FORM
990 NOT

[Efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS ] As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493319142031]

Note: To capture the full content of this document, please select landscape mode (11" x 8.5") when printing.
Schedule I Acci. (Y
(Form 990) Grants and Other to Or

Governments and Individuals in the United States
Complete if the orga n answered "Yes," on Form 990, Part IV, line 21 or 22.
Department of the > Attach to Form 990.
Treasury. » Goto i 0rm990 for the latest i
Interna Revenue Service
Nome of the organization
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

OMB No. 1545-0047

2020

Open to Public
Inspection

Employer identification number

23-7223078
General ion on Grants and
1 Does the organization maintain records to substantiate the amount of the grants or assistance, the grantees eligibiity for the grants or assistance, and
the selection criteria used to award the grants o assiStance? .+ . . .+ + 4 4 . b . w04 o4 aoa s . ves O no
2 Describe in Part IV the organization’s procedures for monitoring the use of grant funds in the United States.
[EYTSTH Grants and Other Assistance to Domestic izations and Domes Complete 1 the answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, Iine 21, for any recipient
that received more than $5,000. Part Il can be duplicated if additional space is needed.
(a) Name and address of (b) EIN (c) IRC section (d) Amount of cash | (e) Amount of non- | (f) Method of valuation (g) Description of (h) Purpose of grant
organization (if applicable) cash (book, FMV, appraisal, |  noncash assistance | or assistance
or government assistance other)
[63)
@
©)
@
5)
®
)
®)
©
(10)
(1)
(12)
2 Enter total number of section 501(c)(3) and government organizations listed in the line 1table .+ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . P
3 Enter total number of other organizations listed inthe line 1table .+« + . . .« 4 . . 4 4 e e e . P
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 50055P Schedule I (Form 990) 2020
Schedule I (Form 990) 2020 Page 2
[ZTTETEA Grants and Other Assistance to Domestic Individuals. Complete If the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 22
Part IIl can be duplicated if additional space is needed
(a) Type of grant or assistance (b) Number of (c) Amount of (d) Amount of  [(e) Method of valuation (book|  (f) Description of noncash assistance
recipients cash grant noncash assistance FMV, appraisal, other)
(1) RENT/HOUSING AND UTILITIES 6498 2,669,265] ACTUAL COST
(2) MOVING COSTS 2 7,388 ACTUAL COST
(3) EMERGENCY SUPPLIES & HOUSING 38506 2,391,790) ACTUAL COST
(4) EDUCATIONAL SERVICES 78 318,114 ACTUAL COST
(5) s 27,833 ACTUAL COST
GENERAL HOUSING STABILITY ASSISTANCE
(6) CHILDCARE 4896 9,138 ACTUAL COST
™) 712, 54,350 ACTUAL COST
LEGAL SERVICES AND LIFE AND JOB SKILLS
@
ion. Provide the required in Part I, line 2; Part 111, column (b); and any other additional information.

Return Reference Explanation

SCHEDULE 1, PART 1II - GRANTS | THE ORGANIZATION PROVIDES ASSISTANCE TO INDIVIDUALS. NO GRANTS ARE GIVEN DIRECTLY TO AN INDIVIDUAL. RECORDS ARE MAINTAINED TO SUBSTANTIATE
AND OTHER ASSISTANCE TO [THE PEOPLE THAT RECEIVE ASSISTANCE.
INDIVIDUALS:

Schedule T (Form 990) 2020

Addif

ional Data

Software ID:
Software Version:
EIN: 23-7223078
Name: FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Form 990, Schedule I, Part III, Grants and Other Assistance to Domestic Individuals.
RENT/HOUSING AND UTILITIES 6498 2,669,285 ACTUAL COST
RENT/HOUSING AND UTILITIES 6498 2,669,285 ACTUAL COST
MOVING COSTS 2 7,386 ACTUAL COST
EMERGENCY SUPPLIES & HOUSING 38506 2,391,790 ACTUAL CoST
EDUCATIONAL SERVICES 78 318,114] ACTUAL cosT
GENERAL HOUSING STABILITY ASSISTANCE 8 27,833 ACTUAL cosT

Form 990, Schedule I, Part III, Grants and Other Assistance to Domestic Individuals.
CHILDCARE 9,138 |acTuaL cost |
CHILDCARE Asi{ 9,13 |acruat cost |
LEGAL SERVICES AND LIFE AND OB SKILLS 712 54,350 |acTuac cost |
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|efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS | As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493319142031)
Schedule J Compensation Information OMB No. 1545-0047
(Form 990)

For certain Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, and Highest
ompensated Employees
» Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 23.
» Attach to Form 990.
Department of the Treasury » Go to www.irs.gov/Form990 for instructions and the latest information.
Internal Revenue Service
Name of the organization
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Employer identifica

23-7223078
Yes | No
la Check the appropiate box(es) if the organization provided any of the following to or for a person listed on Form
990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a. Complete Part III to provide any relevant information regarding these items.
[ First-class or charter travel [ Housing allowance or residence for personal use
O Travel for companions O Payments for business use of personal residence
[ Tax idemnification and gross-up payments [0 Health or social club dues or initiation fees
[0  Discretionary spending account [0 Personal services (e.g., maid, chauffeur, chef)
b If any of the boxes on Line 1a are checked, did the organization follow a written policy regarding payment or
reimbursement or provision of all of the expenses described above? If "No," complete Part III to explain 1b
2 Did the organization require substantiation prior to reimbursing or allowing expenses incurred by all 2
directors, trustees, officers, including the CEO/Executive Director, regarding the items checked on Line 1a? .
3 Indicate which, if any, of the following the filing organization used to establish the compensation of the
organization's CEO/Executive Director. Check all that apply. Do not check any boxes for methods
used by a related organization to establish compensation of the CEO/Executive Director, but explain in Part III.
[0 compensation committee [ written employment contract
O Independent compensation consultant Compensation survey or study
[ Form 990 of other organizations Approval by the board or compensation committee
4 During the year, did any person listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, with respect to the filing organization or a
related organization:
a Receive a severance payment or change-of-control payment? . . N 4a No
b Participate in, or receive payment from, a supplemental nonqualified retirement plan7 L e 4b No
¢ Participate in, or receive payment from, an equity-based compensation arrangement? . . R 4c No
If "Yes" to any of lines 4a-c, list the persons and provide the applicable amounts for each item in Part II1.
Only 501(c)(3), 501(c)(4), and 501(c)(29) organizations must complete lines 5-9.
5 For persons listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, did the organization pay or accrue any
compensation contingent on the revenues of:
a Theorganization?. . . . . . . . . . . . ... 5a No
b Any related organization? . . L A 5b No
If "Yes," on line 5a or 5b, descrlbe in Part III
6  For persons listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, did the organization pay or accrue any
compensation contingent on the net earnings of:
a Theorganization?. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. ... 6a No
b Any related organization? . . . o oL 6b No
If "Yes," on line 6a or 6b, describe in Part IIL.
7 For persons listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, did the crgamzatlon pmvlde any nonfixed
payments not described in lines 5 and 6? If "Yes," describe in Part I1I . Lo 7 No
8  Were any amounts reported on Form 990, Part VII, paid or accured pursuant to a contract that was
subject to the initial contract exceptlon described in Regu\atlons section 53.4958- 4(a)(3)’ If "Yes," describe
in Part I1I . .
8 No
9 If "Yes" on line 8, did the orgamzat\on also follow the rebuttable presumpt\on procedure described in Regulat\ons section
53.4958-6(c)? 9

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 50053T Schedule J (Form 990) 2020
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Schedule J (Form 990) 2020 Page 2

cers, Directors, Trustees, Key and Highest Cq Use duplicate copies if additional space is needed.

For each individual whose compensation must be reported on Schedule J, report compensation from the organization on row (1) and from related organizations, described in the
instructions, on row (ii). Do not list any individuals that are not listed on Form 990, Part VIL.

Note. The sum of columns (B)(i)-(ii) for each listed individual must equal the total amount of Form 990, Part VI, Section A, line 1a, applicable column (D) and (E) amounts for that individual
(A) Name and Title (B) Breakdown of W-2 and/or 1099-MISC compensation (C) Retirement and (D) Nontaxable (E) Total of columns | () Compensation in
(i) Base (i) Bonus & incentive (iii) Other other deferred benefits (B)()-(D) column (B) reported
compensation compensation reportable compensation as deferred on prior
T JON ALVAN ® 15,000 3
enpeavors prestoent s (V) Lo ZIT Lol T AP ) i R
i) ° °
2 CHIP FULGRUM ® o o o °
coo O e e e LB
(i) o o o o o
3 STEVEN LEFEVER o) o o ) 3 242,562
co M e | i e e ool e,
(i) o o o o o
7 DAVID HERNANDEZ o) o o o 3 160,371
SENIOR DIRECTOR OF | W oo ea e | | o i aaallT T
EMERGENCY S (i) 3 ] o ° °
S DANNIEL RERNANDEZ | (7) o o 167,057
e uman Resources |V oL CTU Lo T ] | Y s
OFFICER ™ o o o o o
Schedule J (Form 990) 2020
Schedule J (Form 990) 2020 Page 3

Supplemental Information

Provide the information, explanation, or descriptions required for Part T, lnes 1a, 1b, 3, 4a, &b, 4c, 5a, 5b, 6a, 6b, 7, and 8, and for Part II. Also complete this part for any additional information

Return Reference [ Explanation
Sehedula 1 (Farm 99 5020
|efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS | As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493319142031])
OMB No. 1545-0047
SCHEDULE O Supplemental Information to Form 990 or 990-EZ
(Form 990 or 990- Complete to provide information for responses to specific questions on 2 02 0
EZ) Form 990 or 990-EZ or to provide any additional information.
# Attach to Form 990 or 990-EZ. Open to Public
Department of the Treasury » Go to www.irs.gov/Form990 for the latest information. Inspection
Nirmel BEthaiobgaidization Employer identification number
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC
23-7223078
990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information
Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, THE MISSION OF FAMILY ENDEAVORS IS TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE, EFFECTIVE, AND INNOVATIVE SER

PART Ill, LINE 1 | VICES THAT EMPOWER PEOPLE TO BUILD BETTER LIVES FOR THEMSELVES, THEIR FAMILIES, AND THEIR

- COMMUNITIES. ENDEAVORS PASSIONATELY SERVES VULNERABLE PEOPLE IN CRISIS THROUGH OUR INNOVAT
ORGANIZATION | IVE, PERSONALIZED APPROACH. WE SEEK TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE, EFFECTIVE, AND INNOVATIVE SE
MISSION: RVICES THAT ENCOURAGE GROWTH, APEOPLE TO BUILD BETTER LIVES FOR THEMSELVES, THEIR FAMILIES

, AND THEIR COMMUNITIES. WHY? BECAUSE WE BELEIVE THAT EVERYONE HOLDS THE CAPACITY TO GROW,
HEAL, CHANGE, SUCCEED, AND AFFECT OTHERS POSITIVELY.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Reference Explanation

FORM 990, PART Ill, | MORE THAN JUST MENTAL HEALTH CARE, OUR MILITARY FAMILY CLINICS HELP VETERAN FAMILIES WITH
LINE 4C - PROGRAM | SUPPORT AND REFERRALS FOR RELATED NEEDS, INCLUDING UNEMPLOYMENT, HOUSING, FINANCE, AND
SERVICE EDU

ACCOMPLISHMENTS: | CATION.
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990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, FAIRWEATHER FAMILY LODGE (FFL) - PROVIDES SHELTER AND TRAINING FOR HOMELESS WOMEN WITH CHR
PART I, LINE | ONIC MENTAL ILLNESS AND THEIR CHILDREN. IT SERVES AS A PERMANENT LIVING FACILITY FOR ITS R
4D - OTHER ESIDENTS. THIS PROGRAM IS FUNDED THROUGH GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE GRANTS AND CONTRACTS. FAIR
PROGRAMS WEATHER LODGE PROGRAM (FWL) - PROVIDES HOUSING, TRAINING, AND EMPLOYMENT FOR ADULTS WITH C
DESCRIPTION: | HRONIC MENTAL ILLNESS WHO HAVE BEEN DISCHARGED FROM A PSYCHIATRIC FACILITY. THIS PROGRAM |

S FUNDED THROUGH GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE GRANTS AND CONTRACTS. COMMUNITY BASED SERVICE - OU
R COMMUNITY SERVICES PROVIDE AN ARRAY OF SUPPORTIVE SERVICES. THIS INCLUDES CASE MANAGEMEN
T, PROFESSIONAL COUNSELING, AND CRISIS INTERVENTION FOR FAMILIES, SENIORS, CHILDREN, AND |
NDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES. WE ALSO PRO SUPPORT TO OVER 2,500 ABUSED AND/OR NEGLECTED CH
ILDREN ACROSS TEXAS EACH YEAR. OUR STAFF PROVIDES ESSENTIAL SUPPORTIVE SERVICES TO IMPROVE
THE QUALITY OF LIFE FOR OVER 150 LOW-INCOME SENIORS, SHUT-INS, AND ADULTS WITH DISABILITI

ES EACH YEAR THROUGH REGULARLY SCHEDULED IN-HOME VISITS.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return
Reference

Explanation

SECTION B,
LINE 11B -
FORM 990
REVIEW
PROCESS:

FORM 990, | THE ORGANIZATION'S BOARD OF DIRECTORS WILL CONDUCT A REVIEW OF FORM 990 AND IT WILL DOCUME
PART VI, NT THE REVIEW PROCESS IN THE BOARD MEETING MINUTES PRIOR TO FILING.

990 Schedule O,

, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, MONITORING AND ENFORCEMENT OF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST: THE ORGANIZATION HAS A WRITTEN CONFLI
PART VI, CT OF INTEREST POLICY THAT IS REGULARLY MONITORED BY THE GOVERNING BODY. IN THE EVENT OF A
SECTION B, CONFLICT OF INTEREST, THE MEMBER WITH THE CONFLICT SHALL NOTIFY THE BOARD AND REFRAIN FRO
LINE 12C - M VOTING.
EXPLANATION
OF
990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information
Return Explanation

Reference
FORM 990, AND APPROVAL PROCESS - CEO AND TOP MANAGEMENT: THE COMPENSATION IS DETERMINED USING COMPAR
PART VI, ABILITY DATA, AT A LOCAL AS WELL AS A NATIONAL LEVEL. THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS APPROVES THE
SECTION B, COMPENSATION.
LINE 15A -
COMPENSATION
REVIEW

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation

Reference
FORM 990, OFFICERS AND KEY EMPLOYEES: THE ORGANIZATION DETERMINES THE COMPENSATION LEVELS BY USING L
PART VI, OCAL MARKET DATA WHICH IS OBTAINED BY PARTICIPATING IN AN ANNUAL NOT-FOR-PROFIT WAGE AND B
SECTION B, ENEFIT SURVEY. CURRENT MARKETPLACE ISSUES AND TRENDS ARE REVIEWED. THIS MODIFIED MARKET-BA
LINE 15B - SED PROCESS ENABLES THE ORGANIZATION TO ESTABLISH A BASE PAY SCALE USING TWO SETS OF INFOR
COMPENSATION | MATION: MARKET DATA AND JOB CHARACTERISTICS.
REVIEW

990 Schedule O,

, Supplemental Information

LINE 19

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | DOCUMENTS MADE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC: THE ORGANIZATION MAKES ITS GOVERNING DOCUMENTS, CO
PART VI, NFLICT OF INTEREST POLICY AND FINANCIAL STATEMENTS AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC UPON REQUEST.
SECTION C,
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990 Schedule O, Supplemental Informa:

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990 | DESCRIPTION:CONTRACT SERVICES TOTAL FEES: 12561290
PART IX
LINE 11G

efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS As Filed Data - I DLN. 93493319141031'
A N 'OMB No. 1545-0047
SCHEDULE R Related Organizations and Unrelated Partnerships e —
(Form 990) » Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 33, 34, 35b, 36, or 37. 2020
» Attach to Form 990. i X
Deparimentof he Ty »Goto i and the latest Open to Public
iteene] Revenne Service Inspection
Name of the organization Employer identification number
FAVILY ENDEAVORS ING
23-7223078
Identification of Disregarded Entities. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 33.
@ ® © @ © ©
Namme, address, and EIN ( applicable) of disegarded entity Primary actvty | Legal domie (state | Tota ntome | End-of-year assets Diret controling
offoreign country) ity
(1) INTREPID STAFFING SERVICES LLC - PR STAFFING COM PR 412,000 14,044,611 [ENDEAVORS
5330 2AvA
SAN ANTONIO, TX 76249
60907656
(2) lNTREPlD STAFFING SERVICES LLC - TX STAFFING COM ™ 363,544 36,082,682 [ENDEAVORS
33308 ZAVALA RO,
AN Amomo ™ 78209
51047
ification of Related P izations. Complete If the answered "Yes' on Form 990, Part IV, Iine 34 because It had one or more
related tax-exemp! during the tax year.
@ ] © @ © Q) ©
Name, address, and EIN of related organization Primary activity Legal domicile (state | Exempt Code section Public charity status Direct controlling Section 512(b)
o foreon couniry) (F ecton 01O ity (15 conraled
eniy
Ves [ o
O)FAILY ENDEAVORS T [RoutT SeRvice = EEE) g pEAvoRs Vs
U 0E ZAvAA RO
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249
72618308
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 50135Y

Schedule R (Form 990) 2020
Schedule R (Form 990) 2020

Page 2
Part 111 ification of Related izations Taxable as a Partnership. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 34, because it had
one or more related organizations treated as a partnership during the tax year.
(@ () © (@ (&) 0] (9) [O) ) ) O]
Neme, address, and EIN of primary | Legal irect predominant | Share of | Share of Code V-UBI [General or| Percentage
Teiated organization actiuty  |domiclle| contrlling | income(related, [total income [end-of-year| allocations? [amount in box| managing | ownership
entity unrelated, assets of | partner?
or excluded from Schedule K-1
foreign tax under (Form 1065)
ountry) sections 512-
s18)
Yes | No Ves [ No

ation of Related Organizations Taxable as a Corporation or Trust. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 34
because it had one or more related organizations treated as a corporation o trust during the tax year

@ ®) © (@ (© ® o) () [0)
Name, address, and EIN of Primary activity Legal Direct conrolling | Type of entiy | ‘Share of total | Share of end-of-|  Percentage  [Secton 512(6)
related organization domicie entity  |(Ccorp, S com,|  income year ownership |(13) controled
(sate or foreign or trust) assets
country) o

Schedule R (Form 990) 2020
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[ZXA Transactions With Related ions. Complete if the ization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 34, 35b, or 36.
Note. Complete line 1 if any entity is listed in Parts IL, 111, or IV of this schedule. Yes [ No
1 During the tax year, did the orgranization engage in any of the following transactions with one or more related organizations listed in Parts I1-IV?
a Receipt of (i) interest, (il)annuities, (iii) royalties, or (iv) rent from a controlled entity . =« . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... 1a No
b Gift, grant, or capital contribution to related organization(s) .+ . . . . . 4 . . 4 4.4 e e e e e e e e e e 1b No
© Gift, grant, or capital contribution from related organization(s) « .« .+« .+ ¢ . . . . e e e e e e e e e 1c No
d Loans or loan guarantees to o for related organization(s) .+ . . . .« .« . . . . . . 4 . . . . e e .. 1d No
e Loans or loan guarantees by related organization(s) .« .+ .+ .+ o+ .« 4 4 . . . a e 4 .. e e e .. e No
f Dividends from related organization(s) + . . .« .« . . . . . . 0 . .. e e e .. e ... 1f No
g Saleof assetstorelated organization(s) + .+ .+« 4 4 . . . e w e e e e e e e e e e e . ig No
h Purchase of assets from related organization(s) « . . .+ . . . . . . 4 . . . . e 4 ... ... ih No
i Exchange of assets with related organization(s) . . L e e e e e e e e e e e e e 1i No
j Lease of facilities, equipment, or other assets to related orgamxanon(s) e 1 No
K Lease of facilities, equipment, or other assets from related organization(s) . - . e 1k No
I Performance of services or membership or fundraising solicitations for related crgamzatlon(s) e i No
m Performance of services or membership or fundraising solicitations by related organization(s) « .+ . .+ . . . .+ . . . . . . . . . 1m| No
n Sharing of facilities, equipment, mailing lists, or other assets with related organization(s) « « « .+ . . .« . . 4 0 00 . .. ... 1n| Yes
o Sharing of paid employees with related organization(s) -+« . . .+« .« . . . . . e . e e e ... 1o Yes
P Reimbursement paid to related organization(s) for expenses . . . . . . . . . . . e B 1 No
Q Reimbursement paid by related organization(s) for expenses « . . . . . . . . . . . . . . w ... 1a No
© Other transfer of cash or property to related Organization(s) « + .+ .+ .+« + . . 4 . . . . 4 e e e e e e e .. ir No
s Other transfer of cash or property from related Organization(s) « + .+« + .+« 4 4+ e e e e e e e e e a4 e ... is No

If the answer to any of the above is "Yes," see the instructions for information on who must complete this line, including covered relationships and transaction thresholds.

2
@ ®) © @
Name of related organization Transaction Amount involved Method of determining amount involved
type (a-s)
Schedule R (Form 990) 2020
Schedule R (Form 990) 2020 Page 4
Part VI izations Taxable as a Partnership. Complete if the organization answered "Yes” on Form 990, Part 1V, line 37.

Provide the following information for each entity taxed as  partnership through which the organization conducted more than five percent of its activities (measured by total assets o gross revenue) that

was not a related organization. See instructions regarding exclusion for certain investment partnerships.
@ ®) © (@ (©) ) @ ) [0 G) )
Name, address, and EIN of entity primary activity| Legal | Predominant | Are all partners | Shere of | Shareof | Disproprtionate | Code V-uBI | General or | Percentage
domicile | income ion total | end-of-year [ allocations?  [amount in box|  managing | ownership
(stateor | (related, 501(c)(3) income | assets partner?
foreign | unrelated, | organizations? of Schedule
country) |excluded from $
tax under (Form 1065)
sections 512-
o ves|  No Yes  [mo Yes  [no

Schedule R (Form 990) 2020

Schedule R (Form 990) 2020 Page 5
Supplemental Information

Provide additional information for responses to questions on Schedule R. (see instructions).
[ Explanation

Return Reference
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|efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS | As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493319213262]

. . OMB No. 1545-0047
. 990 Return of Organization Exempt From Income Tax P
orm
Under section 501(c), 527, or 4947(a)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code (except private foundations) 2 02 1
» Do not enter social security numbers on this form as it may be made public.
Department of the » Go to www.irs.gov/Form990 for instructions and the latest information. Openito Public

Treasury Inspection
Internal Revenue Service

A For the 2021 calendar year, or tax year hesinninﬂ 01-01-2021 , and endinH 12-31-2021

€Name of organization D Employer identification number
BDC:§:k if aD:“cable FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC
ress change
23-7223078

O Name change 9% STEVE LEFEVER

Doing business as
O Initial return ENDEAVORS.
O Final return/terminated|
O Amended return Number and street (or P.O. box if mail is not delivered to street address) | Room/suite E Telephone number
O Application pendingl] 8363 DE ZAVALA RD (210) 431-6466

City or town, State or province, country, and ZIP or foreign postal code
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249

G Gross receipts § 658,534,944

F Name and address of principal officer: H(a) Is this a group return for
JON ALLMAN
5363 DE ZAVALA RD subordinates? Olves Mno
Are all subordinates
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249 Hb) A o e Cves Cvo
T Texeemptstetus: [ so10@) O sou0( ) dansertnoy [ aoarywyor [ 527 If "No," attach a list. See instructions.
T Website: > WWW.ENDEAVORS.ORG H(c) Group exemption number »

L Year of formation: 1971 | M State of legal domicile: TX

K Form of organization: corporation [ Trust [ association [ other »

-MI. Summary

1 Briefly describe the organization’s mission or most significant activities:
ENDEAVORS IS A FAMILY OF PROGRAMS THAT COMBINES IDEAS WITH MEASURABLE OUTCOMES TO BUILD SOCIAL AND COMMON GOOD.
@ WE EMPOWER PEOPLE (CONTINUED ON SCHEDULE O)
g
g
,3 2 Check this box » O if the organization discontinued its operations or d\spcsed of more than 25% of its net assets.
- 3 Number of voting members of the governing body (Part VI, line 1a) 3 10
¢ 4 Number of independent voting members of the governing body (Part VI, line 1b) e e 4 9
g 5 Total number of individuals employed in calendar year 2021 (PartV, line2a) . . . . . . 5 2,480
3 6 Total number of volunteers (estimate if necessary) 6 26
< |7a Total unrelated business revenue from PartVIll, column (C), ine 12 . . . . . . . . 7a 0
b Net unrelated business taxable income from Form 990-T, Part I, line11 . . . . . . . . . 7b 0
Prior Year Current Year
o | 8 Contributions and grants (PartVIIl, line th) . . . . . . . . . 50,236,720 657,293,643
g 9 Program service revenue (Part VIll, line 2g) . . . P 2,291,644 1,050,035
é 10 Investment income (Part VIll, column (A), lines 3, 4, and 7d ) P 20,304 75,960
11 Other revenue (Part VIIl, column (A), lines 5, 6d, 8¢, 9¢, 10¢, and 11e) 39,937, 25,303
12 Total revenue—add lines 8 through 11 (must equal Part VIII, column (A), line 12) 52,588,605 658,444,941
13 Grants and similar amounts paid (Part IX, column (A), lines 1-3) . . . 5,479,875 109,857,217
14 Benefits paid to or for members (Part IX, column (A), lined) . . . . . 0 0
@ |15 Salaries, other compensation, employee benefits (Part IX, column (A), lines 5-10) 24,307,264 109,042,684
£ | 16a Professional fundraising fees (Part IX, column (A), line 11e) . . . . . 0 0
g b Total fundraising expenses (Part IX, column (D), line 25) 1,801,975
& |17 other expenses (Part IX, column (A), lines 11a-11d, 11f-24e) . . . . 21,733,971 406,305,566
18 Total expenses. Add lines 13-17 (must equal Part IX, column (A), line 25) 51,521,110 625,205,467
19 Revenue less expenses. Subtract line 18 fromline 12 . . . . . . . 1,067,495] 33,239,474
59 Beginning of Current Year, End of Year
2%
;: 20 Total assets (PartX, line 16) « . . . . . . . . . . . . 60,983,971 137,813,903
;g 21 Total liabilities (Part X, line 26) . . . e 45,819,939 88,807,528
ZZ |22 Net assets or fund balances. Subtract line 21 from line 20 . . . . . 15,164,032 49,006,375

Signature Block
Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I have examined this return, including accompanying schedules and statements, and to the best of my
knowledge and belief, it is true, correct, and complete. Declaration of preparer (other than officer) is based on all information of which preparer has
any knowledge.

| 2022-11-15
. Signature of officer Date
Sign ' <
Here STEVEN LEFEVER CFO
Type or print name and title
Print/Type preparer's name Preparer's signature Date O
- 2022-11-15 | Check if P00742631
Paid self-employed
Preparer Firm's name ~ » FORVIS LLP Firm's EIN b
Use Only Firm's address # 8200 W Interstate 10 Suite 900 Phone no. (210) 341-9400
SAN ANTONIO, TX 782303806

May the IRS discuss this return with the preparer shown above? (see instructions) e e e Yes [INo
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the separate instructions. Cat. No. 11282Y Form 990 (2021)
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Form 990 (2021) Page 2
Part 11l Statement of Program Service Accomplishments
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Partll . . . . . . . L.

1 Briefly describe the organization’s mission:

THE MISSION OF FAMILY ENDEAVORS IS TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE, EFFECTIVE, AND INNOVATIVE SERVICES THAT EMPOWER PEOPLE TO
BUILD BETTER LIVES FOR THEMSELVES, THEIR FAMILIES, AND THEIR COMMUNITIES. (CONTINUED ON SCHEDULE O)

2 Did the organization undertake any significant program services during the year which were not listed on
the prior Form 990 or 990-EZ? .+ . . .+ 4 . e e e e e e e e e Oves Mno
If "Yes," describe these new services on Schedule O.

3 Did the organization cease conducting, or make significant changes in how it conducts, any program
Services? . . . u u e e e e e e e e e Oves Mno
If "Yes," describe these changes on Schedule O.

4 Describe the organization’s program service accomplishments for each of its three largest program services, as measured by expenses

Section 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organizations are required to report the amount of grants and allocations to others, the total
expenses, and revenue, if any, for each program service reported.

4a (Code: ) (Expenses $ 572,199,563  including grants of § 3,077,237 ) (Revenue $ 992,837 )
See Additional Data

4b  (Code: ) (Expenses $ 21,278,096  including grants of $ 35,882,374 ) (Revenue $ 28,291 )
See Additional Data

4c  (Code: ) (Expenses $ 12,227,867  including grants of $ 70,864,289 ) (Revenue $ 18,074 )
See Additional Data

4d  Other program services (Describe in Schedule O.)
(Expenses $ 7,274,072 including grants of $ 33,317 ) (Revenue $ 10,833 )
4e Total program service expenses P 612,979,598

Form 990 (2021)
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Page 3
.mlm Checklist of Required Schedules

Yes No
Is the organization described in section 501(c)(3) or 4947(a){1) (other than a private foundatmn)? If "Yes," complete Yes
Schedule A% . .. L L L L L 1
s the organization required to 5 of Contributors? See instructions. % . . . 2 | Yes
Did the organization engage in direct or indirect political :ampalgn activities on behalf of or in cpposltlcn to candidates No
for public office? If "Yes,” complete Schedule C, Part| . P P - 3
Section 501(c)(3) izati Did the organization engage in lobbying activities, or have a section 501(h)
election in effect during the tax year? If "Yes,"” complete Schedule C, Partll . . e 4 No
Is the organization a section 501(c)(4), 501(c)(5), or 501(c)(6) organization that receives membership dues,
assessments, or similar amounts as defined in Rev. Proc. 98-19? If "Yes," complete Schedule C, Partlll . . s No
Did the organization maintain any donor advised funds or any similar funds or accounts for which donors have the right
to provide advice on the distribution or investment of amounts in such funds or accounts? If "Yes," complete N
Schedule D,Part | %, . . . . e I °
Did the organization receive or hold a conservation easement, including easements to preserve open space, N
the environment, historic land areas, or historic structures? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part Il ® L. 7 °
Did the organization maintain collections of works of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets? If "Yes," 8 No
complete Schedule D, Part Il ® ...
Did the organization report an amount in Part X, line 21 for escrow or custodial account liability; serve as a custodian
for amounts not listed in Part X; or provide credit counseling, debt management, credit repair, or debt negotiation N
services? If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part V¥ . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 ©
Did the organization, directly or through a related organization, hold assets in temporarily restricted endowments, 10 No
permanent endowments, or quasi endowments? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part V% . . . . . .
If the organization’s answer to any of the following questions is "Yes," then complete Schedule D, Parts VI, VII, VIII, IX,
or X, as applicable.
Did the organization report an amount for land, buildings, and equipment in Part X, line 10? I "Yes, " complete v
Schedule D, Partvi. & . . . . . . P 11a| '€
Did the organization report an amount for Investments—nther securities in Part X, line 12 that is 5°/n or more of its total N
assets reported in Part X, line 162 If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part VIl ® . . ... 1b °
Did the organization report an amount for investments—program related in Part X, line 13 that is 5% or more of its N
total assets reported in Part X, line 16? If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part Vil ® . ... L. 1ic °
Did the organization report an amount for other assets in Part X, line 15 that is 5% or more of its total assets reported N
in Part X, line 162 If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part X% . . . . . . . . . . . 11d °
Did the organization report an amount for other liabilities in Part X, line 25? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part X @) 11e No
Did the organization’s separate or i financial statements for the tax year include a footnote that addresses
the organization’s liability for uncertain tax positions under FIN 48 (ASC 740)? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part X %) 11f No
Did the organization obtain separate, independent audited financial statements for the tax year? If "Yes," complete
Schedule D, Parts XI and XII e . . e ... |12a No
Was the organization included in consolldated mdependent audlted ﬂnanc\al statements for the tax year7 12b| vYes
If "Yes," and if the organization answered "No" to line 12a, then completing Schedule D, Parts XI and XII is optional &)
Is the organization a school described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(ii)? If "Yes," complete Schedule E 13 No
Did the organization maintain an office, employees, or agents outside of the United States? . . . . . 14a No
Did the o ion have nues or exp: of more than $10,000 from grantmaking, fundraising,
business, investment, and program service activities outside the United States, or aggregate foreign investments
valued at $100,000 or more? If “Yes, " complete Schedule F, Parts Iand IV . . L. . 14b No
Did the organization report on Part IX, column (A), line 3, more than $5,000 of grants or other assistance to or for any
foreign organization? If “Yes,” complete Schedule F, Parts Il and IV . . 15 No
Did the organization report on Part IX, column (A), line 3, more than $5,000 of aggregate grants or other assistance to
or for foreign individuals? If "Yes,” complete Schedule F, Parts Ill and IV . . . 16 No
Did the organization report a total of more than $15,000 of expenses for professional fundralsmg services on Part IX, 17 No
column (A), lines 6 and 11e? If "Yes,” complete Schedule G, Part I. See instructions. . .
Did the organization report more than $15,000 total of fundra\slng event gross income and contributions on Part VIII,
lines 1c and 8a? If "Yes," complete Schedule G, Partll . . s & & & & 18 No
Did the organization report more than $15,000 of gross income from gaming activities on Part VI, line 9a? If "Yes,”
complete Schedule G, Partlll . .« « + & o« 4 e e e e e e e 19 No
Did the organization operate one or more hospital facilities? If "Yes," complete Schedule H . . . . 20a No
If "Yes" to line 20a, did the organization attach a copy of its audited financial statements to this return? 20b
Did the organization report more than $5,000 of grants or other assistance to any domestic organization or demestlc 21 Yes

21

government on Part IX, column (A), line 1? If "Yes,” complete Schedule I, Parts IandII . . . . .

orm 990 (2021)
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Form 990 (2021) Page 4
Checklist of Required Schedules (continued)
Yes No
22 Did the organization report more than $5,000 of grants or other assistance to or for domestic individuals on Part IX, 22
column (A), line 2? If “Yes,” complete Schedule I, Parts I and III . 2] Yes

23 Did the organization answer "Yes" to Part VII, Section A, line 3, 4, or 5, about compensatlcn of the organization’s
current and former officers, directors, trustees, key employees, and highest ccmpensated employees> If "Yes," 23 Yes
complete ScheduleJ . . . . . . L. .. &)

24a Did the organization have a tax-exempt bond issue with an eutstandmg prlnclpal amount of more than smo 000 as of
the last day of the year, that was issued after December 31, 2002? If "Yss, answer lines 24b rhrough 24d and

complete Schedule K. If "No,” go to line 25a . . . 24a No
b Did the organization invest any proceeds of tax-exempt bonds beyond a temporary period exception? . . . 2ab
¢ Did the organization maintain an escrow account other than a refundmg escrow at any time durlng the year

to defease any tax-exempt bonds? . . . . . . 24c
d Did the organization act as an "on behalf of" issuer for bonds outstanding at any time during the year? . . . 24d

25a Section 501(c)(3), 501(c)(4), and 501(c)(29) organizations. Did the organization engage in an excess benefit
transaction with a disqualified person during the year? If "Yes,” complete Schedule L, Part] . . 25a No

-

Is the organization aware that it engaged in an excess benefit transaction with a disqualified person in a prior year, and
that the transaction has not been reported on any of the organization’s prior Forms 990 or 990-EZ? If ”Yes, complete | 25b No
Schedule L, Partl . . . . . . . . . ... a e e e e e

26 Did the organization report any amount on Part X, line 5 or 22 for receivables from or payables to any current or former|
officer, director, trustee, key employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or 35% controlled entity or family | 26 No
member of any of these persons? If "Yes,” complete Schedule L, Partll . . . . . . .+ .« .+« . .

27 Did the organization provide a grant or other assistance to any current or former officer, director, trustee, key
employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or employee thereof, a grant selection committee member, orto | 27 No
a 35% controlled entity (including an employee thereof) or family member of any of these persons? If "Yes," Comp/ete
Schedule L,Partlll . . . . . . . . . ... e e e e .

28 Was the organization a party to 2 business transaction with one of the following parties (see the Schedule L, Part IV

instructions for filing thresholds, , and
a A current or former officer, director, trustee, key emp\oyee creator or founder, or substantial contributor? If "Yes,”
complete Schedule L, Part1V . . .
28a No
b A family member of any individual described in line 28a? If "Yes," complete Schedule L, Part IV .
28b No
c© A 35% controlled entity of one or more individuals and/ur organlzatlons described in line 28a or 28b? If "Yes," complete
Schedule L, PartlV . . . R Lo 28¢ No
29 Did the organization receive more than $25,000 in non-cash contributions? If "Yes,” complete Schedule M . . 29 No

30 Did the organization receive contributions of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets, or quallﬂed conservation
contributions? If "Yes,” complete Schedule M . . P 30 No

31 Did the organization liquidate, terminate, or dissolve and cease operations? If "Yes," complete Schedule N, Part |

31 No
32 Did the organization sell, exchange, dispose of, or transfer more than 25% of its net assets? If "Yes,"” complete
Schedule N, Partll « « « « « e e e e 32 No
33 Did the organization own 100% of an entity disregarded as separate from the organization under Regulations sections
301.7701-2 and 301.7701-3? If "Yes," complete Schedule R, Part| . . . - L. . . . % |33 Yes
34 Was the organization related to any tax-exempt or taxable entity? If “Yes," comp/ete Schedule R, Part I, 111, or IV, and
34 Yes
PartV,line 1 . . . . . . e e e e e e @)
35a Did the organization have a controlled entity within the meaning of section 512(b)(13)? 35a | Yes
b If ‘Yes’ to line 35a, did the organization receive any payment from or engage in any transaction with a controlled entity asb| v
within the meaning of section 512(b)(13)? If "Yes," complete Schedule R, Part V, line 2 ) e
36 Section 501(c)(3) organizati Did the organization make any transfers to an exempt non-charitable related N
organization? If "Yes,” complete Schedule R, PartV, line2 . . . Lo 36 ©
37 Did the organization conduct more than 5% of its activities through an entlty that is not a related organization and that N
is treated as a partnership for federal income tax purposes? If "Yes," complete Schedule R, Part VI @) 37 °
38 Did the organization complete Schedule O and provide explanations on Schedule O for Part VI, lines 11b and 19? Note.
All Form 990 filers are required to complete Schedule 0. . . . . e e 38 | Yes
Statements Regarding Other IRS Filings and Tax Compluance
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any linein thisPartv . . . . . . . . . . . O
Yes No
1a Enter the number reported in box 3 of Form 1096. Enter -0- if not applicable . 1,179
b Enter the number of Forms W-2G included on line 1a. Enter -0- if not applicable 0

¢ Did the organization comply with backup withholding rules for reportable payments to vendors and reportab\e gaming
(gambling) winnings to prize winners? . . . . . P PR . 1c Yes

'orm 990 (2021)




234

Form 990 (2021)

2a

o

3a

-

4a

-

o

a

6a

o

N

o

-

o

o

o

@ =

Ed

T oo

10

C

11

C

-

13

o

a

14a

-

15

16

17

Page 5
Statements Regarding Other IRS Filings and Tax Compliance (continued)
Enter the number of employees reported on Form W-3, Transmittal of Wage and
Tax Statements, filed for the calendar year ending with or within the year covered by
this retUrn v« v e e e e e e e e e 2a 2,480|
If at least one is reported on line 2a, did the organization file all required federal employment tax returns? 2b | Yes
Note. If the sum of lines 1a and 2a is greater than 250, you may be required to e-file. See instructions.
Did the organization have unrelated business gross income of $1,000 or more during the year? . 3a No
If “Yes,” has it filed a Form 990-T for this year?If "No” to line 3b, provide an explanation in Schedule O . . 3b
At any time during the calendar year, did the organization have an interest in, or a signature or other authority over, a | 4a No
financial account in a foreign country (such as a bank account, securities account, or other financial account)? . .
If "Yes," enter the name of the foreign country: .
See instructions for filing requirements for FInCEN Form 114, Report of Foreign Bank and Financial Accounts (FBAR).
Was the organization a party to a prohibited tax shelter transaction at any time during the tax year? 5a No
Did any taxable party notify the organization that it was or is a party to a prohibited tax shelter transaction? 5b No
If "Yes," to line 5a or 5b, did the organization file Form 8886-T2 . . . . . . . . . . 5¢
Does the organization have annual gross receipts that are normally greater than $100,000, and did the organization 6a No
solicit any contributions that were not tax deductible as charitable contributions? . . .
If "Yes," did the organization include with every solicitation an express statement that such contributions or gifts were
not tax deductible? . . . . e e e 6b
Oraganizations that may receive deductible contributions under section 170(c).
Did the organization receive a payment in excess of $75 made parrly as a contribution and part\y for goods and services| 7a No
provided to the payor? . . . P . .
If "Yes," did the organization notify the donor of the value of the goods or services pravlded? e e 7b
Did the organization sell, exchange or otherwise d\spase of tanglble perscnal prnperty for which it was required to file
Form 82827 . . . . P P e 7c No
If "Yes," indicate the number of Forms 8282 filed during the year . . . . 7d
Did the organization receive any funds, directly or indirectly, to pay premiums on a personal benefit contract?
7e No

Did the organization, during the year, pay premiums, directly or indirectly, on a personal benefit contract? . . 7f No
If the orgamzamon received a contribution of quallfled intellectual prcperty, did the organlzatlon file Form 8899 as
required? . . o 79
If the organization received a contribution of cars, boats, a\rplanes or other vehicles, did the organization file a Form
1098-C? . . . . . . ... .. . « e e e e e e e e 7h
Sponsoring organizations maintaining donor advised funds. Did 2 donor advised fund maintained by the
sponsoring organization have excess business holdings at any time during theyear? . . . . . . . . 8
Sponsoring organizations maintaining donor advised funds.
Did the sponsoring organization make any taxable distributions under section 49662 . . . . . . . . 9a
Did the sponsoring organization make a distribution to a donor, donor advisor, or related person? . . . 9b
Section 501(c)(7) organizations. Enter:
Initiation fees and capital contributions included on Part VIII, line 12 . . . 10a
Gross receipts, included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12, for public use of club facilities m
Section 501(c)(12) organizations. Enter:
Gross income from members or shareholders . . . . . . . . . 1ia
Gross income from other sources. (Do not net amounts due or pald to other sources
against amounts due or received from them.) . . . . . . 11b
Section 4947(a)(1) non-exempt charitable trusts. Is the organization filing Form 990 in lieu of Form 10412 12a
If "Yes," enter the amount of tax-exempt interest received or accrued during the year.

12b
Section 501(c)(29) qualified nonprofit health insurance issuers.
Is the organization licensed to issue qualified health plans in more than one state? . L. 13a
Note. See the instructions for additional information the organization must report on Schedule 0
Enter the amount of reserves the organization is required to maintain by the states in
which the organization is licensed to issue qualified health plans . . . . 3b
Enter the amount of reservesonhand . . . . . . . . . . . . 13¢
Did the organization receive any payments for indoor tanning services during the tax year? . . . 14a No
If "Yes," has it filed a Form 720 to report these payments?If "No," provide an explanation in Schedule O . 14b
Is the organization subject to the section 4960 tax on payment(s] of more than $1 000,000 in remuneration or excess
parachute payment(s) during the year? . . . . Coe e 15 No
If "Yes," see the instructions and file Form 4720 Schedu\e N
Is the organization an educational institution subject to the section 4968 excise tax on net investment income? . 16 No
If "Yes," complete Form 4720, Schedule O.
Section 501(c)(21) organizations. Did the trust, any disqualified person, or mine operatar engage in any activities | 37
that would result in the imposition of an excise tax under section 4951, 4952, or 4953?
If "Yes," complete Form 6069.
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Page 6

[ZMll Governance, Management, and Disclosure. For each "Yes" response to lines 2 through 7b below, and for a "No" response to

lines  8a, 8b, or 10b below, describe the circumstances, processes, or Changes in Schedule 0. See instructions.
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Part VI . . .« .

Section A. Governing Body and Management

Yes No
1a Enter the number of voting members of the governing body at the end of the tax year | 1a 10
If there are material differences in voting rights among members of the governing
body, or if the governing body delegated broad authority to an executive committee or
similar committee, explain in Schedule O.
b Enter the number of voting members included in line 1a, above, who are independent
ib 9
2 Did any officer, director, trustee, or key employee have a Famlly relatlonsh\p or a business re\auonsh\p with any other
officer, director, trustee, or key employee? . . . 2 No
3 Did the organization delegate control over management duties customarily performed by or under the direct supervision| 5 No
of officers, directors or trustees, or key employees to a management company or other person? .
4 Did the organization make any significant changes to its governing documents since the prior Form 990 was filed? . 4 No
5 Did the organization become aware during the year of a significant diversion of the organization’s assets? . 5 No
6 Did the organization have members or stockholders? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 No
7a Did the organization have members, , or other persons who had the power to elect or appoint one or more
members of the governing body? . . . . . . . . . . 4 .4 a e e 7a No
b Are any governance decisions of the organlzatlon reserved to (or subject to approva\ by) members, stockholders, or 7b No
persons other than the governing body? . P . e
8 Did the organization contemporaneously document the meetings held or written actions undertaken during the year by
the following:
a Thegoverning body? + « « v+ v . e e e e e e e 8a | Yes
b Each committee with authority to act on behalf of the governing bedy? . . . . . . . . . . . . 8b | Yes
9 Is there any officer, director, trustee, or key employee listed in Part VIl, Section A, who cannot be reached at the
organization’s mailing address? If "Yes," provide the names and addresses in Schedule O . . . 9 No
Section B. Policies (This Section B requests information about policies not required by the Internal Revenue Code.)
Yes No
10a Did the organization have local chapters, branches, or affiliates? . . . . . . . . . . . . 10a No
b If "Yes," did the organization have written policies and procedures governing the activities of such chapters, affiliates,
and branches to ensure their operations are consistent with the organization's exempt purposes? 10b
11a Has the organization provided a complete copy of this Form 990 to all members of its governing body before filing the
OrM? v v v 4 e h e e e e e e e e e 11a | Yes
b Describe on Schedule O the process, if any, used by the organization to review this Form 990. . . . . .
12a Did the organization have a written conflict of interest policy? If “No," go to fine 13 . . . . . . . 12a| Yes
b Were officers, directors, or trustees, and key employees requlred to disclose annually interests that could give rise to
conflicts? . . . . . . . . ... 12b | Yes
¢ Did the organization regularly and consistently monitor and enforce comphance with the pohcy’ If "Yes, describe on
Schedule O how this was done . e e e e e e e e 12c | Yes
13 Did the organization have a written whistleblower policy? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 Yes
14 Did the organization have a written document retention and destruction policy? . 14 Yes
15  Did the process for determining compensation of the following persons include a review and approval by independent
persons, comparability data, and contemporaneous substantiation of the deliberation and decision?
a The organization’s CEO, Executive Director, or top management official . . . . . . . . . . . 15a | Yes
b Other officers or key employees of the organization + + « + + & « & o« o+ o« . e e . 15b | Yes
If "Yes" to line 15a or 15b, describe the process on Schedule O. See instructions.
16a Did the organization invest in, contribute assets to, or par‘tlclpate ina ]omt venture or similar arrangement with a
taxable entity during the year? . . . . e e e e e 16a No
b If "Yes," did the organization follow a written policy or procedure requiring the or ion to evaluate its partici
in joint venture arrangements under applicable federal tax Iaw, and take steps to safeguard the organization’s exempt
status with respect to such arrangements? . . . . . e e 16b

Section C. Disclosure

17  List the states with which a copy of this Form 990 is required to be filed®

18 Section 6104 requires an organization to make its Form 1023 (1024 or 1024-A, if applicable), 990, and 990-T (section
501(c)(3)s only) available for public inspection. Indicate how you made these available. Check all that apply.
[0 own website [ Another's website M Upon request [ Other (explain in Schedule 0)

19 Describe in Schedule O whether (and if so, how) the organization made its governing documents, conflict of interest
policy, and financial statements available to the public during the tax year.

20 State the name, address, and telephone number of the person who possesses the organization's books and records:
»STEVE LEFEVER 6363 DE ZAVALA RD SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249 (210) 431-6466
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Form 990 (2021) Page 7
Compensation of Officers, Directors,Tr! , Key ploy , Highest Comp ploy y

and Independent Contractors

Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any lineinthisPartVIl . . . . . . . « s 4 s e s

Section A. Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, and Highest Compensated Employees
1a Complete this table for all persons required to be listed. Report compensation for the calendar year ending with or within the organization’s tax
year.

® List all of the organization’s current officers, directors, trustees (whether individuals or organizations), regardless of amount
of compensation. Enter -0- in columns (D), (E), and (F) if no compensation was paid.

@ List all of the organization’s current key employees, if any. See the instructions for definition of "key employee.”

® List the organization’s five current highest compensated employees (other than an officer, director, trustee or key employee)
who received reportable compensation (box 5 of Form W-2, Form 1099-MISC, and/or box 1 of Form 1099-NEC) of more than $100,000 from the
organization and any related organizations.

® List all of the organization’s former officers, key employees, or highest compensated employees who received more than $100,000
of reportable compensation from the organization and any related organizations.

® List all of the organization’s former directors or trustees that received, in the capacity as a former director or trustee of the
organization, more than $10,000 of reportable compensation from the organization and any related organizations.

See the instructions for the order in which to list the persons above.

[J Check this box if neither the organization nor any related organization compensated any current officer, director, or trustee.

(A) (B) ©) (D) (E) (F)

Name and title Average | Position (do not check more | Reportable Reportable Estimated
hours per than one box, unless compensation | compensation | amount of other
week (list person is both an officer from the from related compensation
any hours and a director/trustee) organization organizations from the
for related = T (W-2/1099- (W-2/1099- organization and

elate 25 - |QIFEE[T
organizations | = 3 | 5 |2 2 MISC/1099- MISC/1099- related
below dotted | &= | £ [T |2 3 NEC) NEC) organizations
line) P2 |73 x
733 E
S |3
5l=
Tls
T
k3
(1) JON ALLMAN
el X 509,146 o 106,218
CEO 10
(2) CHIP FULGHUM 40.0]
X 469,139) o 67,200
coo 10
(3) STEVEN LEFEVER 40.0
X 395,658 o 78,836
cFO 1.0
(4) DANNIEL HERNANDEZ 40.0
- X 338,907 o 64,515
CHIEF HR OFFICER 1.0
(5) ANDREW LORENZEN-STRAIT 40.0
X 327,680 o 18,000
SR. DIRECTOR OF MIGRANT SERVIC 09|
(6) CARMEN QUALIA 40.0]
X 320,182| o 0
SENIOR STRATEGIC ADVISOR 00
(7) ANDREA HELLING 40.0]
X 303,887, o 10,907
SR. DIRECTOR OF MIGRANT SERVIC 0.0
(8) DAVID HERNANDEZ 40.0
X 275,381 0| 18,000
SENIOR DIRECTOR OF EMERGENCY S 0.0
(9) BASEL MOUSSLLY 40.0
X 260,892 o 10,972
DEPUTY DIRECTOR FOR MIGRANT SE 0.0
(10) TRACI BURKHART GOMEZ 40.0
X 190,493 o 17,000
CHIEF OF DEVELOPMENT AND COMMU 04
(11) JEFFREY JEWELL 40.0]
X 153,705 o 0
DEPUTY CHIEF RISK / ETHICS OFF 00
(12) BERENICE VILLARREAL 2.0]
I M o o 0
CHAIR 00
(13) MAJOR GENERAL ALFRED FLOWERS
X X 0 ol 0
VICE CHAIR 0.0
(14) SHIRLEY SCHULTZ 2.0
| x M 0 o 0
SECRETARY 0.0
(15) ANDY APPLE
X X 0 o 0
TREASURER 0.0
(16) AMY DAVIS
X 0 o 0
DIRECTOR 0.0
(17) CHRIS TALLEY 1.0
X 0 ol 0
DIRECTOR 0.0
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Form 990 (2021) Page 8
Part VI Section A. Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, and Highest C ploy ( )
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E) (F)

Name and title Average Position (do not check more Reportable Reportable Estimated
hours per | than one box, unless person | compensation | compensation | amount of other
week (list is both an officer and a from the from related compensation
any hours director/trustee) organization organizations from the
for related P (W-2/1099- (W-2/1099- organization and

elate FEA FEEIE]
organizations | = 2 | 5 g T (35 |2| MIsc/1099- MISC/1099- related
below dotted =212 s g,{ El NEC) NEC) organizations
line) AR ER R
3 |T
E Z|mE
3 =z |5
% E
g12] |"| ®
L 3
g g
-
(18) DORIS BEAULIEU 1.0
0| 0| 0
DIRECTOR 0.0
(19) GARY SKIDMORE 1.0
0| 0| 0
DIRECTOR 0.0
(20) JOHN SANDERS 1.0
0| 0| 0
DIRECTOR 0.0
ibSub-Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . P
c Total from continuation sheets to Part VIl, SectionA . . . . »
dTotal (add lines1iband1c) . . . . . . . . . . . » 3,545,070 0| 391,648
2 Total number of individuals (including but not limited to those listed above) who received more than $100,000
of reportable compensation from the organization » 126
Yes No
3 Did the organization list any former officer, director or trustee, key employee, or highest compensated employee on
line 1a? If "Yes," complete Schedule J for such individual . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 No
4 For any individual listed on line 1a, is the sum of reportable compensation and other compensation from the
organization and related organizations greater than $150,000? If "Yes,” complete Schedule J for such
individual .. . .. ..o e e e e e e e e e | yes
5 Did any person listed on line 1a receive or accrue compensation from any unrelated organization or individual for
services rendered to the or ion?If "Yes," hedule J for such person . . . . . . . . 5 No
Section B. Independent Contractors
1 Complete this table for your five highest compensated independent contractors that received more than $100,000 of compensation
from the organization. Report compensation for the calendar year ending with or within the organization's tax year.
(A) (B) (©)
Name and business address Description of services C
ESPERANTO DEVELOPMENTS LLC, OTHER CONTRACT SER. 8,259,924
300 EAST MAIN
EL PASO, TX_79901
JAY SHREE KRISN INC, OTHER CONTRACT SER. 976,220
1760 S SUNRIDGE DR
YUMA, AZ 85365
CHRISTY MERRELL, OTHER CONTRACT SER. 533,306
7466 TEASDALE AVENUE
STLOUIS, MO 63130
CARLA L PROVOST, OTHER CONTRACT SER. 342,854
227 GREYSTONE CIRCLE
BOERNE, TX 78006
284,968

CHRISTINA EYRE, OTHER CONTRACT SER.
1111 OSAGE STREET UNIT 32
DENVER, CO 80204

2 Total number of independent contractors (including but not limited to those listed above) who received more than $100,C00 of|
compensation from the organization » 10

Form 990 (2021)
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Form 990 (2021) Page 9
Part VIl Statement of Revenue
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this PartVill . . . . . . . . . . . . . O
(A) (B) (©) (D)
Total revenue Related or Unrelated Revenue
exempt business excluded from
function revenue tax under sections
revenue
[ta Federated campaigns . . 1a
®3
E | b Membership dues . . 1b
g3
G| © Fundraising events . . 1c
i | d Related organizations 1d
bl
O =| e Government grants (contributions) le 653,089,028
i |
4 2| ¢ A other contributons,gits, grants,
S o e omouns e induces " 204,615
3 5| g Noncash contributions included in
T O| 7 lines ta- 18 19
g3
S & h Total. Add lines 1a-1f . . . . . . . » 657,293,643
Business Code
2a PROGRAM FEES 00000 1,050,035 1,050,035
3
g
R
gl e
H
&l
13
g
3
Sle
&
 All other program service revenue.
9 Total. Add lines 2a-2f. . . . . » 1,050,035
3 Investment income (including dividends, interest, and other
similar amounts) .« . . . . . > 3,846) 3846
4 Income from investment of tax-exempt bond proceeds » 0|
SRoyalties . . . . . . . . . . . 0|
(i) Real (ii) Personal
6a Gross rents 6a
b Less: rental
expenses 6b|
c Rental income
o (loss) 6c 0 o
d Netrental income or (loss) . . . . . . . 9
(i) Securities (ii) Other.
7a Gross amount
from sales of 7a 162,117
assets other
than inventory
b st or
other basis and 7b) 90,003
sales expenses
¢ Gain or (loss) 7c! 72,114
d Netgainor(loss) . . . . . . . . . 72,114 72,114
8a Gross income from fundraising events
8 | (ot including s of
H contributions reported on e 10).
3 SeePartlV,line18 . . . . |g, °
@
& | bless: directexpenses . . . |8b 0
8 | cNetincome or (loss) from fundraising events . . o
o
[9a Gross income from gaming acti
SeePartlV, line19 . . . 9 0
bless: direct expenses . . . |9b )
< Net income or (loss) from gaming activities . . ) o
[10aGross sales of inventory, less
returns and allowances . . 10a 0
bless: costof goodssold . . [10b) 0
© Net income o (loss) from sales of inventory . . _ » °
Miscellaneous Revenue Business Code
11aMISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 900099) 25,303 25,303
b
c
dAll other revenue . . . .
eTotal. Add lines 11a-11d . . . . . . >
25,303
12 Total revenue. See instructions . . . . .
658,444,941 1,050,035] 101,263
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Page 10

.@Im Statement of Functional Expenses

Section 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organizations must complete all columns. All other organizations must complete column (A).

Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Part IX

(B)

<)

(D)

Do not include amounts reported on lines 6b, (A) Program service Management and Fundraising
7b, 8b, 9b, and 10b of Part VIIl. Total expenses general expenses expenses
1 Grants and other assistance to domestic organizations and 100,572,690 100,572,690
domestic governments. See Part IV, line21 . . . .
2 Grants and other assistance to domestic individuals. See 9,284,527 9,284,527
PartIV,line22 « . v v o« . . ..o
3 Grants and other assistance to foreign organizations, foreign )
governments, and foreign individuals. See Part IV, lines 15
and16. . . . . 4 e 0 e e e
4 Benefits paid to or for members . o
5 Compensation of current officers, directors, trustees, and 2,029,619 1,898,605 113,744 17,270
key employees . . . . . . . . . . .
6 Compensation not included above, to disqualified persons (as| 0
defined under section 4958(f)(1)) and persons described in
section 4958(c)(3)(B) P
7 Other salaries and wages . . . . . . . 90,979,161 85,106,342 5,098,655 774,164
8 Pension plan accruals and contributions (include section 401 o
(k) and 403(b) employer contributions) . . .

9 Other employee benefits . . . . . . . 9,145,648 8,689,072 266,923 189,653
10 Payrolltaxes . . . . . . . . . . . 6,888,256 6,522,745 309,658 55,853
11 Fees for services (non-employees):

aManagement . . . . . . 0

blegal . . . . . . . . . 486,581 376,007 88,804 21,770
cAccounting . . . . 4 4 4 . a .. 115,180 89,006 21,021 5,153
dlobbying . . . . . . . . . . . 0
e Professional fundraising services. See Part 1V, line 17 0
f Investment management fees . . . . . . 0
g Other (If line 11g amount exceeds 10% of line 25, column 365,242,672 362,742,836 2,000,117 499,719
(A) amount, list line 11g expenses on Schedule 0)
12 Advertising and promotion . . . . )
13 Office expenses . . . . . . . 9,398,393 9,230,402 156,468 11,523
14 Information technology . . . . . . 6,340,108 5,637,685 634,599 67,824
15 Royalties 0
16 Occupancy . . . . 11,007,203 10,604,194 382,785 20,224
17 Travel . v . v e e e e 10,524,488 10,472,635 48,083 3,770
18 Payments of travel or entertainment expenses for any 0
federal, state, or local public officials .
19 Conferences, conventions, and meetings . . . . 659,650 324,657 277,437 57,556
20 Interest . . . . . . . . ... 406,629 406,629
21 Payments to affiliates . . . . . . . 0
22 Depreciation, depletion, and amortization 961,595 677,468 271,817 12,310
23 Insurance . 604,987 502,260 98,751 3,976
24 Other expenses. Itemize expenses not covered above (List
miscellaneous expenses in line 24e. If line 24e amount
exceeds 10% of line 25, column (A) amount, list line 24e
expenses on Schedule O.)
a RECRUITING 383,280 176,931 149,788 56,561
b. 0
<. 0
d. 0
e All other expenses 174,800 71,536 98,615 4,649
625,205,467 612,979,598 10,423,894 1,801,975

25 Total functional expenses. Add lines 1 through 24e

26 Joint costs. Complete this line only if the organization
reported in column (B) joint costs from a combined
educational campaign and fundraising solicitation.

Check here » [ if following SOP 98-2 (ASC 958-720).
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Form 990 (2021) Page 11
Part X Balance Sheet
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Part IX . . . .. O
(B)
Beginning of year End of year
1 Cash-non-interest-bearing . . . P 7,672,706 1 23,690,780
2 Savings and temporary cash investments . . . . . . . . . of 2 31,087,336
3 Pledges and grants receivable, net . . . . . 7,553,094| 3 11,549,918
4 Accounts receivable,net . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,212,635 4 39,441,749
5 Loans and other receivables from any current or former officer, director,
trustee, key employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or 35% ol s 0
controlled entity or family member of any of these persons
6 Loansand other receivables from other disqualified persons (as defined under
section 4958(f)(1)), and persons described in section 4958(c)(3)(B) . ol 6 0
| 7 Notes and loans receivable, net . . . . . . . . . . . of 7 0
4
$ 8 Inventories forsaleoruse . . . . . . . . . . . of 8 0
:(’ 9  Prepaid expenses and deferred charges . . . . 458,716 9 5,352,869
10a Land, buildings, and equipment: cost or other
basis. Complete Part VI of Schedule D 10a 28,750,620
b Less: accumulated depreciation 10b 4,071,005 18,196,618 10c 24,679,615
11 Investments—publicly traded securities . 0| 11 0
12 Investments—other securities. See Part IV, line 11 . . . . . 0| 12 0
13 Investments—program-related. See Part 1V, line 11 . . 0o 13 0
14 Intangibleassets . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . o 14 0
15 Other assets. See Part 1V, line 11 . . . e e 24,890,202| 15 2,011,636
16 Total assets. Add lines 1 through 15 (must equal line 33) 60,983,971| 16 137,813,903
17  Accounts payable and accrued expenses . . . 5838945 17 88,784,608
18  Grants payable . o| 18 0
19 Deferred revenue . . . . . . . . . 0| 19 22,920
20 Tax-exempt bond liabilities . . . . . . . . . 0| 20 [
»| 21 Escrow or custodial account liability. Complete Part IV of Schedule D 0| 21 0
@
i=[22  Loans and other payables to any current or former officer, director, trustee, key
= employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or 35% controlled ennty
-;-'é or family member of any of these persons . . . . . . o| 22 0
=123 Secured mortgages and notes payable to unrelated third parties . . 4,569,373| 23 )
24  Unsecured notes and loans payable to unrelated third parties . of 24 0
25  Other liabilities (including federal income tax, payables to related third parties, 35411621 25 )
and other liabilities not included on lines 17 - 24).
Complete Part X of Schedule D
26 Total liabilities. Add lines 17 through 25 . . 45,819,939 26 88,807,528
"
@ Organizations that follow FASB ASC 958, check here » M and
e complete lines 27, 28, 32, and 33.
'_'7_' 27  Net assets without donor restrictions . . . . . . . . . 12,717,047 27 48,306,532
@28 Net assets with donor restrictions . . . . . . . 2,446,985 28 699,843
§ Organizations that do not follow FASB ASC 958, check here » [ and
- complete lines 29 through 33.
5|29 Capital stock or trust principal, or current funds . . . . . 29
-g 30 Paid-in or capital surplus, or land, building or equipment fund . . . 30
5: 31 Retained earnings, endowment, accumulated income, or other funds 31
<
= 32 Total net assets or fund balances . . . . . . . . . . . 15,164,032| 32 49,006,375
2|33 Total liabilities and net assets/fund balances . . . . . . . . 60,983,971| 33 137,813,903
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Form 990 (2021)
rt XI Reconcilliation of Net Assets

Page 12

Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any lineinthisPart Xl . . +« + & & &« v &« « a4« 4
1 Total revenue (must equal Part VIIl, column (A), line 12) . . . . . 1 658,444,941
2 Total expenses (must equal Part IX, column (A), line 25) . P . 2 625,205,467
3 Revenue less expenses. Subtract line 2 from line1 . . . . fe e e e e e e . 3 33,239,474
4 Net assets or fund balances at beginning of year (must equal Part X, line 32, column (A)) . 4 15,164,032
5  Net unrealized gains (losses) on investments . . . 5
6 Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 6
7 Investmentexpenses . . . . . .+ 4 4 4 44w e aaaaa e 7
8 Prior period adjustments . . . . . . . 4.4 e a e 8
9  Other changes in net assets or fund balances (explain in Schedule0) . . . . . . . . 9 602,869
10 Net assets or fund balances at end of year. Combine lines 3 through 9 (must equal Part X, line 32, column (B))| 10 49,006,375
Financial Statements and Reporting
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any lineinthisPartXIl . . . . . . . . .+ .+ .« . . O
Yes No
1 Accounting method used to prepare the Form 990: [ cash ™ accrual [l other
If the organization changed its method of accounting from a prior year or checked "Other," explain on
Schedule O.
2a Were the organization’s financial statements compiled or reviewed by an independent accountant? 2a No
If*Yes,” check a box below to indicate whether the financial statements for the year were compiled or reviewed on a
separate basis, consolidated basis, or both:
[} Separate basis [J consolidated basis [ Both consolidated and separate basis
b Were the organization’s financial statements audited by an independent accountant? 2b | Yes
If ‘Yes,” check a box below to indicate whether the financial statements for the year were audited on a separate basis,
consolidated basis, or both:
] Separate basis Consolidated basis [ Both consolidated and separate basis
c If "Yes," to line 2a or 2b, does the organization have a committee that assumes responsibility for oversight
of the audit, review, or compilation of its financial statements and selection of an independent accountant? 2c | Yes
If the organization changed either its oversight process or selection process during the tax year, explain in Schedule O.
3a As a result of a federal award, was the organization required to undergo an audit or audits as set forth in the Single
Audit Act and OMB Circular A-133? 3a | Yes
b If "Yes," did the organization undergo the required audit or audits? If the organization did not undergo the required
audit or audits, explain why in Schedule O and describe any steps taken to undergo such audits. 3b | Yes

orm 990 (2021)

Additional Data

Software ID:
Software Version:
EIN: 23-7223078
Name: FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Form 990 (2021)
Form 990, Part III, Line 4a:

MIGRANT WELLNESS SERVICES-OUR SERVICES INCLUDED HOME STUDIES AND POST-RELEASE SERVICES FOR UNACCOMPANIED MIGRANT CHILDREN AND THEIR
SPONSORS, MIGRANT WELLNESS SERVICES FOR FAMILIES AND INDIVIDUALS SEEKING ASYLUM (PARENTING EDUCATION/TRAINING, FAMILY AND INDIVIDUAL THERAPY,
TRAFFICKING SCREENINGS), AND SHELTERING OF MIGRANT CHILDREN AND FAMILIES AT THE BORDER.

Form 990, Part I1II, Line 4b:

EMERGENCY SERVICES-DISASTER RELIEF - ENDEAVORS PROVIDES CLIENT-FOCUSED SERVICES FOR SHORT-TERM RELIEF AND LONG-TERM RECOVERY. OUR CASE
MANAGERS OFFER INDIVIDUALIZED RECOVERY PLANS, CREATE SAFE ENVIRONMENTS, AND PROVIDE RESOURCE REFERRALS FOR INDIVIDUALS IMPACTED BY
PRESIDENTIALLY DECLARED NATURAL DISASTERS AND EMERGENCIES.

Form 990, Part III, Line 4c:

VETERAN SERVICES - ENDEAVORS PROVIDES SUPPORTIVE SERVICES FOR VETERANS AND THEIR MILITARY FAMILIES FOCUSES ON HOMELESSNESS PREVENTION AND
STABILIZATION, PARENTING SKILLS, AND MENTAL HEALTH CARE.
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[efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS | As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493319213262]
OMB No. 1545-0047
SCHEDULE A Public Charity Status and Public Support VUV
(Form 990) Complete if the organization is a section 501(c)(3) organization or a section 2 02 1
4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust,
Department of the Treasury P Attach to Form 990 or Form 990-EZ.

Internal Revenue Service P Go to www.irs.gov/Form990 for instructions and the latest information. Open to Public
Inspection

Name of the organization
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Employer iden n number

23-7223078

for Public Charity Status (All organizations must complete this part.) See instructions.

The organization is not a private foundation because it is: (For lines 1 through 12, check only one box.)

1 [ Achurch, convention of churches, or association of churches described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(i).

2 [ Aschool described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(ii). (Attach Schedule E (Form 990).)

3 [ A hospital or a cooperative hospital service organization described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(iii).

4 [0 A medical research organization operated in conjunction with a hospital described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(iii). Enter the hospital's
name, city, and state:

5 [] Anorganization operated for the benefit of a college or university owned or operated by a governmental unit described in section 170
(b)(1)(A)(iv). (Complete Part I1.)

6 [J A federal, state, or local government or governmental unit described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(v).

7 [ Anorganization that normally receives a substantial part of its support from a governmental unit or from the general public described in
section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi). (Complete Part II.)

[J A community trust described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi). (Complete Part I1.)

9 [J An agricultural research organization described in 170(b)(1)(A)(ix) operated in conjunction with a land-grant college or university or a
non-land grant college of agriculture. See instructions. Enter the name, city, and state of the college or university:

10 [] Anorganization that normally receives: (1) more than 331/3% of its support from contributions, membership fees, and gross receipts
from activities related to its exempt functions—subject to certain exceptions, and (2) no more than 33 1/3% of its support from gross
investment income and unrelated business taxable income (less section 511 tax) from businesses acquired by the organization after June
30, 1975. See section 509(a)(2). (Complete Part IIL.)

11 [ An organization organized and operated exclusively to test for public safety. See section 509(a)(4).

12 [ An organization organized and operated exclusively for the benefit of, to perform the functions of, or to carry out the purposes of one or
more publicly supported organizations described in section 509(a)(1) or section 509(a)(2). See section 509(a)(3). Check the box
on lines 12a through 12d that describes the type of supporting organization and complete lines 12e, 12f, and 12g.

a [ Type L Asupporting organization operated, supervised, or controlled by its supported organization(s), typically by giving the supported
organization(s) the power to regularly appoint or elect a majority of the directors or trustees of the supporting organization. You must
complete Part IV, Sections A and B.

b [] Type IL A supporting organization supervised or controlled in connection with its supported organization(s), by having control or
management of the supporting organization vested in the same persons that control or manage the supported organization(s). You
must complete Part 1V, Sections A and C.

¢ [J Type III functionally integrated. A supporting organization operated in connection with, and functionally integrated with, its
supported organization(s) (see instructions). You must complete Part IV, Sections A, D, and E.

d [0 Type III non-functionally integrated. A supporting organization operated in connection with its supported organization(s) that is not
functionally The ization g y must satisfy a distribution requirement and an attentiveness requirement (see
instructions). You must complete Part IV, Sections A and D, and Part V.

e [ Check this box if the organization received a written determination from the IRS that it is a Type I, Type II, Type II functionally
integrated, or Type IIT non-functionally integrated supporting organization.

f  Enter the number of supported organizations

9 Provide the following information about the supported organization(s).

(i) Name of supported (i) EIN ) Type of (iv) Is the organization listed (v) Amount of (vi) Amount of
organization organization in your governing document? | monetary support | other support (see
(described on lines (see instructions) instructions)
1- 10 above (see
instructions))
Yes No
Total |
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Cat. No. 11285F Schedule A (Form 990) 2021

Form 990 or 990-EZ.
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Schedule A (Form 990) 2021 Page 2
Support Schedule for Organizations Described in Sections 170(b)(1)(A)(iv) and 170(b)(1)(A)(vi)
(Complete only if you checked the box on line 5, 7, or 8 of Part I or if the organization failed to qualify under Part III.

If the organization failed to qualify under the tests listed below, please complete Part III.)
Section A. Public Support

(o fiscal s bacieatg ) b (a) 2017 (b) 2018 (c) 2019 (d) 2020 (e) 2021 (9 Total
1 Gifts, grants, contributions, and
membership fees received. (Do not 28,017,739 38,773,370 60,603,880 50,236,720 657,293,643 834,925,352

include any "unusual grant.") .
2 Tax revenues levied for the

organization's benefit and either 0

paid to or expended on its behalf

3 The value of services or facilities
furnished by a governmental unit to 0
the organization without charge..
Total. Add lines 1 through 3 28,017,739 38,773,379 60,603,880) 50,236,720| 657,293,643 834,925,352
The portion of total contributions by
each person (other than a
governmental unit or publicly
supported organization) included on 0
line 1 that exceeds 2% of the
amount shown on line 11, column
. .
6 Public support. Subtract line 5
from line 4.
Section B. Total Support
(or ﬁscaf;';"rd” year m» (a) 2017 (b) 2018 () 2019 (d) 2020 (e) 2021 (F) Total
Amounts from line 4. . 28,017,739 38,773,370) 60,603,880) 50,236,720| 657,293,643 834,925,352
Gross income from interest,
dividends, payments received on
securities loans, rents, royalties 40,339 240,142 239,138 20,304 3,846 543,769
and income from similar sources

LY

834,925,352

LN

Net income from unrelated
business activities, whether or not o
the business is regularly carried on

©

10  Other income. Do not include gain

or loss from the sale of capital 45,857 65,051 19,681 39,937 25,303 195,829
assets (Explain in ParF VL). .
11 'lfgtal support. Add lines 7 through 835,664,950
12 Gross receipts from related activities, etc. (see instructions) . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... .. 12 17,944,718
13 First 5 years. If the Form 990 is for the organization's first, second, third, fourth, or fifth tax year as a section 501(c)(3) organization, check
thisboxand stophere . . v . v v v v v v v i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e P
Section C. Computation of Public Support Percentage
14 Public support percentage for 2021 (line 6, column (f) divided by line 11, column (f)) . . . . . . . . . 14 99.911 %
15 Public support percentage for 2020 Schedule A, PartII, line 14 . . . . . 99.467 %
16a 33 1/3% support test—2021. If the organization did not check the box on Ilne 13 and ||ne 14 is 33 1/3% or more, check this box
and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . . B, 2

b 33 1/3% support test—2020. If the organization did not check a box on line 13 or 16a and Ime 15 is 33 1/3% or more, check this

box and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . . . . ....»O
17a 10%-facts-and-circumstances test—2021. If the organization did not check a box on line 13 16a or isb and Ime 14

is 10% or more, and if the organization meets the 'facts -and- clrcumstances test, check this box and stop here. Explain

in Part VI how the ization meets the "fact: " test. The ization qualifies as a publicly supported
organization . . . R |

b 10%-facts-and-cnrcumstances test—zozo lf the orgamzatlon dld not check a box on Ime 13 léa, lsb or 17a, and I|ne
15 is 10% or more, and if the organization meets the "facts-and-circumstances” test, check this box and stop here.
Explain in Part VI how the organization meets the "facts-and-circumstances" test. The organization qualifies as a publicly

supported organization . . . . R |
18 Private foundation. If the orgamzat\on dld notcheckabox on I|ne !.3 lsa 16b !.7a or 17b check thls box and see
INSEUCHONS .+ o o o o o oo o e e e 0

Schedule A {Fnrm 990\ 2021
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Schedule A (Form 990) 2021 Page 3

m Support Schedule for Organizations Described in Section 509(a)(2)
(Complete only if you checked the box on line 10 of Part I or if the organization failed to qualify under Part II. If

the organization fails to qualify under the tests listed below, please complete Part II.)

Section A. Public Support
(or ﬁscaf:':a“rdar year i (a) 2017 (b) 2018 (c) 2019 (d) 2020 (e) 2021 (f) Total

1 Gifts, grants, contributions, and
membership fees received. (Do not
include any "unusual grants.") .

2 Gross receipts from admissions,
merchandise sold or services
performed, or facilities furnished in
any activity that is related to the
organization's tax-exempt purpose

3 Gross receipts from activities that are
not an unrelated trade or business
under section 513 . . .

4 Tax revenues levied for the
organization's benefit and either paid
to or expended on its behalf.

5 The value of services or facilities
furnished by a governmental unit to
the organization without charge

6 Total. Add lines 1 through 5

7a Amounts included on lines 1, 2, and
3 received from disqualified persons
b Amounts included on lines 2 and 3
received from other than disqualified
persons that exceed the greater of
$5,000 or 1% of the amount on line
13 for the year.
c Add lines 7a and 7b. .
8 Public support. (Subtract line 7¢
from line 6.)
Section B. Total Support
(or ﬁscaf:':a“r"ar year > (a) 2017 (b) 2018 (c) 2019 (d) 2020 (e) 2021 (f) Total
9 Amounts from line 6.
10a  Gross income from interest,
dividends, payments received on
securities loans, rents, royalties and
income from similar sources. .

b Unrelated business taxable income
(less section 511 taxes) from
businesses acquired after June 30,
1975.

¢ Add lines 102 and 10b.

11 Netincome from unrelated business
activities not included on line 10b,
whether or not the business is
regularly carried on.

12 Other income. Do not include gain or
loss from the sale of capital assets
(Explain in Part VL) .

13 Total support. (Add lines 9, 10c,
11, and 12.). .

14 First 5 years. If the Form 990 is for the organization's first, second, third, fourth, or fifth tax year as a section 501(c)(3) organization,

0

check this box and stop here. . . .
Section C. Computation of Publlc Support Percent ge

15  Public support percentage for 2021 (line 8, column (F) divided by line 13, column () . . . . . . . . . 15

16 Public support percentage from 2020 Schedule A, Part III, line15. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16
ion D. C ion of Inv Income Per

17 Investment income percentage for 2021 (line 10c, column (f) divided by line 13, column (f)) . . . . . . 17

18 Investment income percentage from 2020 Schedule A, Part III, line 17 . . . .
19a 331/3% support tests—2021. If the organization did not check the box on Ime 14, and Mne 15 is more than 33 1/3%, and line 17 is not

more than 33 1/3%, check this box and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . . .
b 33 1/3% support tests—2020. If the organization did not check a box on line 14 or line 19a, and line 16 is more than 33 1/3% and line 18 is

not more than 33 1/3%, check this box and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization. . . . P

20  private foundation. If the organization did not check a box on line 14, 19a, or 19b, check this box and see instructions . . . . P[]
Schedule A (Form 990) 2021
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=li#\"M Supporting Organizations
(Complete only if you checked a box on line 12 of Part I. If you checked box 12a, of Part I, complete Sections A and B. If you checked

Page 4

box 12b, of Part I, complete Sections A and C. If you checked box 12c, of Part I, complete Sections A, D, and E. If you checked box

12d, of Part I, complete Sections A and D, and complete Part V.)

Section A. All Supporting Or

3a

4a

9a

10a

No

Are all of the organization’s supported organizations Msted by name |n the organization’s governing documents?
If "No," describe in Part VI how the supported are If by class or purpose,

describe the designation. If historic and continuing relationship, explain.

Did the organization have any supported organization that does not have an IRS determination of status under section 509
(2)(1) or (2) If "Yes," explain in Part VI how the organization determined that the supported organization was described

in section 509(a)(1) or (2).

Did the organization have a supported organization described in section 501(c)(4), (5), or (6)? If "Yes," answer lines 3b and|

3c below.

3a

Did the organization confirm that each supported organization qualified under section 501(c)(4), (5), or (6) and satisfied
the public support tests under section 509(a)(2)? If "Yes," describe in Part VI when and how the organization made the

determination.

3b

Did the organization ensure that all support to such organizations was used exclusively for section 170(c)(2)(B) purposes?

If "Yes," explain in Part VI what controls the organization put in place to ensure such use.

Was any supported organization not organized in the United States (“foreign supported organization")? If “Yes” and if you
checked box 12a or 12b in Part 1, answer lines 4b and 4c below.

Did the organization have ultimate control and discretion in deciding whether to make grants to the foreign supported

organization? If "Yes,” describe in Part VI how the organization had such control and discretion despite being controlled or

supervised by or in connection with its supported organizations.

Did the organization support any foreign supported organization that does not have an IRS determination under sections
501(c)(3) and 509(a)(1) or (2)? If "Yes,” explain in Part VI what controls the organization used to ensure that all support

to the foreign supported organization was used exclusively for section 170(c)(2)(B) purposes.

4c

Did the organization add, substitute, or remove any supported organizations during the tax year? If "Yes,” answer lines 5b
and 5c¢ below (if applicable). Also, provide detail in Part VI, including (i) the names and EIN numbers of the supported
orgamzat/ons added subsm‘uted or removed; (ii) the reasons for each such action; (iii) the authority under the

g document authorizing such action; and (iv) how the action was accomplished (such as by
amendment to the organizing document).

Type I or Type II only. Was any added or substituted supported organization part of a class already in the

organization's organizing document?

5b

Substitutions only. Was the substitution the result of an event beyond the organization's control?

5c

Did the organization provide support (whether in the form of grants or the provision of services or facilities) to anyone other
than (i) its supported organizations, (ii) individuals that are part of the charitable class benefited by one or more of its
supported organizations, or (iii) other supporting organizations that also support or benefit one or more of the filing

organization’s supported organizations? If "Yes,” provide detail in Part VI.

Did the organization provide a grant, loan, compensation, or other similar payment to a substantial contributor (defined in
section 4958(c)(3)(C)), a family member of a substantial contributor, or a 35% controlled entity with regard to a

substantial contributor? If "Yes,” Part I of dule L (Form 990) .

Did the organization make a loan to a disqualified person (as defined in section 4958) not described on line 7? If "Yes,”

complete Part I of Schedule L (Form 990).

Was the organization controlled directly or indirectly at any time during the tax year by one or more disqualified persons, as|
defined in section 4946 (other than foundation managers and organizations described in section 509(a)(1) or (2))? If "Yes,”

provide detail in Part VI.

9a

Did one or more disqualified persons (as defined on line 9a) hold a controlling interest in any entity in which the supporting

organization had an interest? If "Yes,” provide detail in Part VI.

9b

Did a disqualified person (as defined on line 9a) have an ownership interest in, or derive any personal benefit from, assets

in which the supporting organization also had an interest? If "Yes,” provide detail in Part VI.

Was the organization subject to the excess business holdings rules of section 4943 because of section 4943(f) (regarding
certain Type II supporting organizations, and all Type III non-functionally integrated supporting organizations)? If "Yes,”

answer line 10b below.

Did the organization have any excess business holdings in the tax year? (Use Schedule C, Form 4720, to determine whethej

the organization had excess business holdings).

10b

Schedule A (Form 990) 2021
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Supporting Organizations (continued)
Yes | No
11 Has the organization accepted a gift or contribution from any of the following persons?
a A person who directly or indirectly controls, either alone or together with persons described on lines 11b and 11c below, the|
governing body of a supported organization? 11a
b A family member of a person described on 11a above? 11b
¢ A 35% controlled entity of a person described on line 11a or 11b above? If “Yes” to 11a, 11b, or 11c, provide detail in Part | 11c
VL
Section B. Type I Supporting Organizations
Yes | No
1 Did the officers, directors, trustees, or membership of one or more supported organizations have the power to regularly
appoint or elect at least a majority of the organization’s directors or trustees at all times during the tax year? If "No,”
describe in Part VI how the supported organization(s) effectively operated, supervised, or controlled the organization’s
activities. If the organization had more than one supported organization, describe how the powers to appoint and/or
remove directors or trustees were allocated among the supported organizations and what conditions or restrictions, if any,
applied to such powers during the tax year. 1
2 Did the organization operate for the benefit of any supported organization other than the supported organization(s) that
operated, supervised, or controlled the supporting organization? If “Yes, ” explain in Part VI how providing such benefit
carried out the purposes of the supported organization(s) that operated, supervised or controlled the supporting 2
organization.
Section C. Type II Supporting Organizations
Yes | No
1 Were a majority of the organization’s directors or trustees during the tax year also a majority of the directors or trustees of
each of the or ization’s supported organization(s)? If “No,” describe in Part VI how control or of the
supporting organization was vested in the same persons that controlled or the supp ol s). 1
Section D. All Type III Supporting Organizations
Yes | No
1 Did the organization provide to each of its supported organizations, by the last day of the fifth month of the organization’s
tax year, (i) a written notice describing the type and amount of support provided during the prior tax year, (ii) a copy of the
Form 990 that was most recently filed as of the date of notification, and (iii) copies of the organization’s governing
documents in effect on the date of notification, to the extent not previously provided? 1
2 Were any of the organization’s officers, directors, or trustees either (i) appointed or elected by the supported organization
(s) or (ii) serving on the governing body of a supported organization? If “"No, " explain in Part VI how the organization
a close and working ip with the supported organization(s). 2
3 By reason of the relationship described in line 2 above, did the i s supported organi have a
voice in the organization’s investment policies and in directing the use of the organization’s income or assets at all times
during the tax year? If "Yes," describe in Part VI the role the or Ipp! played in this regard. 3

Section E. Type III Functionally-Integrated Supporting Organizations

Check the box next to the method that the organization used to satisfy the Integral Part Test during the year (see instructions):

1
a

b

c

o

[ The organization satisfied the Activities Test. Complete line 2 below.

[0 The organization is the parent of each of its supported organizations. Complete line 3 below.

[ The organization supported a governmental entity. Describe in Part VI how you supported a government entity (see instructions)

Activities Test. Answer lines 2a and 2b below.

Did ially all of the or fon’s activities during the tax year directly further the exempt purposes of the
supported organization(s) to which the organization was responsive? If "Yes, " then in Part VI identify those supported
organizations and explain how these activities directly furt their exempt purposes, how the organi. was

ive to those supported organizations, and how the i that these activities

Yes

No

substantially all of its activities.

Did the a:tlvltles described on line 2a, above constitute activities that, but for the orgamzatmn 's involvement, one or more
of the or s supported s) would have been engaged in? I "Yes, " explain in Part VI the reasons for
the organization’s position that its supported organization(s) would have engaged in these activities but for the
organization’s involvement.

Parent of Supported Organizations. Answer lines 3a and 3b below.

Did the organization have the power to regularly appoint or elect a majority of the officers, directors, or trustees of each of
the supported organizations?If “Yes” or "No", provide details in Part VI.

Did the organization exercise a substantial degree of direction over the policies, programs and activities of each of its
supported organizations? If "Yes," describe in Part VI. the role played by the organization in this regard.

2a

2b

3b

Schedule A (Form 990) 2021
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Page 6

P: \/Ml Type III Non-Functionally Integrated 509(a)(3) Supporting Organizations
1 [0 Check here if the organization satisfied the Integral Part Test as a qualifying trust on Nov. 20, 1970 (explain in Part VI). See
instructions. All other Type III non-functionally integrated supporting organizations must complete Sections A through
Section A - Adjusted Net Income (A) Prior Year (B) Current Year
(optional)
1 Net short-term capital gain 1
2 Recoveries of prior-year distributions 2
3 Other gross income (see instructions) 3
4 Add lines 1 through 3 4
5 Depreciation and depletion 5
6 Portion of operating expenses paid or incurred for production or collection of gross 6
income or for management, conservation, or maintenance of property held for
production of income (see instructions)
7 Other expenses (see instructions) 7
8 Adjusted Net Income (subtract lines 5, 6 and 7 from line 4) 8
Section B - Minimum Asset Amount (A) Prior Year (B) Current Year
(optional)
1 Aggregate fair market value of all non-exempt-use assets (see instructions for short
tax year or assets held for part of year): 1
a Average monthly value of securities 1a
b Average monthly cash balances 1ib
¢ Fair market value of other non-exempt-use assets 1c
d Total (add lines 1a, 1b, and 1c) id
e Discount claimed for blockage or other factors
(explain in detail in Part VI):
2 Acquisition indebtedness applicable to non-exempt use assets 2
3 Subtract line 2 from line 1d 3
4 Cash deemed held for exempt use. Enter 0.015 of line 3 (for greater amount, see
instructions). 4
5  Net value of non-exempt-use assets (subtract line 4 from line 3) 5
6 Multiply line 5 by 0.035 6
7 Recoveries of prior-year distributions 7
8 Minimum Asset Amount (add line 7 to line 6) 8
ion C - Distril A t Current Year
1 Adjusted net income for prior year (from Section A, line 8, Column A) 1
2 Enter 85% of line 1 2
3 Minimum asset amount for prior year (from Section B, line 8, Column A) 3
4 Enter greater of line 2 or line 3 4
5 Income tax imposed in prior year 5
6 Distributable Amount. Subtract line 5 from line 4, unless subject to emergency 6
temporary reduction (see instructions)
7 Check here if the current year is the or ion's first as a non-functionally-integrated Type I1I supporting organization (see

instructions)

Schedule A (Form 990) 2021
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Type III Non-Functionally Integrated 509(a)(3) Supporting Organizations (continued)

Section D - Distributions

Current Year

1 Amounts paid to supported organizations to accomplish exempt purposes 1
2 Amounts paid to perform éc‘tivity that directly furthers exempt purposes of supported organizations, in 2
excess of income from activity
3 Administrative expenses paid to accomplish exempt purposes of supported organizations 3
4 Amounts paid to acquire exempt-use assets 4
5 Qualified set-aside amounts (prior IRS approval required - provide details in Part VI) 5
6 Other distributions (describe in Part VI). See instructions 6
7 Total annual distri Add lines 1 through 6. 7
8 Distributions to attentive supported organizations to which the organization is responsive (provide s
details in Part VI). See instructions
9 Distributable amount for 2021 from Section C, line 6 9
10 Line 8 amount divided by Line 9 amount 10

Section E - Distribution Allocations
(see instructions)

Excess Distributions
Pre-

(i)
Underdistributions
2021

(iii)
Distributable
Amount for 2021

1 Distributable amount for 2021 from Section C, line 6

2 Underdistributions, if any, for years prior to 2021
(reasonable cause required-- explain in Part VI).
See instructions.

3 _Excess distributions carryover, if any, to 2021:
a From 2016.

b From 2017. . . .

¢ From2018. . . . . . .

d From2019. . . . . . .

e From2020. . . . . .

f Total of lines 3a through e

g _Applied to underdistributions of prior years

h_Applied to 2021 distributable amount

i Carryover from 2016 not applied (see
instructions)

j Remainder. Subtract lines 3g, 3h, and 3i from line 3f.

4 Distributions for 2021 from Section D, line 7:
$

a_Applied to underdistributions of prior years

b Applied to 2021 distributable amount

c Remainder. Subtract lines 4a and 4b from line 4.

5 Remaining underdistributions for years prior to
2021, if any. Subtract lines 3g and 4a from line 2.
If the amount is greater than zero, explain in Part VI.
See instructions.

6 Remaining underdistributions for 2021. Subtract
lines 3h and 4b from line 1. If the amount is greater
than zero, explain in Part VI. See instructions.

7 Excess distributions carryover to 2022. Add lines
3j and 4c.

8 Breakdown of line 7:

a Excess from 2017. . . . .
b Excess from 2018. . . . .
c Excess from 2019. . . . .
d_Excess from2020. . . . .
e

Excess from 2021.

Schedule A (Form 990) 2021
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[TihZ8l Supplemental Information. Provide the explanations required by Part 11, line 10; Part 11, line 17a or 17b; Part 111, line 12; Part IV,

Section A, lines 1, 2, 3b, 3¢, 4b, 4c, 5a, 6, 9a, 9b, 9¢, 11

a, 11b, and 11c; Part 1V, Section B, lines 1 and 2; Part 1V, Section C, line 1;

Part IV, Section D, lines 2 and 3; Part 1V, Section E, lines 1c, 2a, 2b, 3a and 3b; Part V, line 1; Part V, Section B, line le; Part V
Section D, lines 5, 6, and 8; and Part V, Section E, lines 2, 5, and 6. Also complete this part for any additional information. (See

instructions).

Facts And Circumstances Test
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|efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS | As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493319213262|
. . OMB No. 1545-0047
(SFocr:‘Eg:"-E D Supplemental Financial Statements —
» Complete if the organization answered "Yes," on Form 990, 202 1
Part 1V, line 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11a, 11b, 11c, 11d, 11e, 11f, 12a, or 12b.
Department of the Treasury| » Attach to Form 990. Open to Public
Internal Revenue Service » Go to www.irs.qov/Form990 for instructions and the latest information. Inspection

Name of the organization
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Employer identification number

23-7223078
Organizations Maintaining Donor Advised Funds or Other Similar Funds or Accounts.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 6
(a) Donor advised funds (b) Funds and other accounts

Total number at end of year .

Aggregate value of contributions to (during year)

Aggregate value of grants from (during year)

Aggregate value at end of year .

oA W N R

Did the organization inform all donors and donor advisors in writing that the assets held in donor advised funds are the
organization’s property, subject to the organization’s exclusive legal control? . . . . . . . . . . . . O ves O No

6 Did the organization inform all grantees, donors, and donor advisors in writing that grant funds can be used only for

charitable purposes and not for the benefit of the donor or donor advisor, or for any other purpose conferring impermissible

private benefit? . . . . . .. o.o.o.o. O ves [ No
Lls#*fl Conservation Easements.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 7.

1 Purpose(s) of conservation easements held by the organization (check all that apply).
[ Ppreservation of land for public use (e.g., recreation or education) [0 preservation of an historically important land area
[0 Protection of natural habitat [0 preservation of a certified historic structure

[ Preservation of open space

2 Complete lines 2a through 2d if the organization held a qualified conservation contribution in the form of a conservation
easement on the last day of the tax year. Held at the End of the Year
a Total number of conservation easements . . . . . . . .. ... L 2a
b Total acreage restricted by conservation easements . . . . . e 2b
¢ Number of conservation easements on a certified historic structure included in (a) P 2¢c
d Number of conservation easements included in (c) acquired after 7/25/06, and not on a historic 2d

structure listed in the National Register .

3 Number of conservation easements modified, transferred, released, extinguished, or terminated by the organization during the
tax year

4 Number of states where property subject to conservation easement is located b

5  Does the organization have a written policy regarding the permdlc monltorlng, |nspectlon handling of violations,
and enforcement of the conservation easements it holds? . . . [ Yes [ No

&  Staff and volunteer hours devoted to monitoring, inspecting, handling of violations, and enforcing conservation easements during the year
»

7 Amount of expenses incurred in monitoring, inspecting, handling of violations, and enforcing conservation easements during the year
»$

8 Does each conservation easement repcrted on line Z(d) above satlsfy the requ\rements of section 170(h)(4)(B)(i)
and section 170(h)(4)(B)(ii)? . . . Oves [no
9 In Part XIII, describe how the organization reports conservation easements in its revenue and expense statement, and
balance sheet and include, if applicable, the text of the footnote to the organization’s financial statements that describes
the ‘s accounting for conservation easements.
Or izati intaining C i of Art, Historical Treasures, or Other Similar Assets.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 8.
1a If the organization elected, as permitted under FASB ASC 958, not to report in its revenue statement and balance sheet works of art,
historical treasures, or other similar assets held for public exhibition, education, or research in furtherance of public service, provide, in
Part XIII, the text of the footnote to its financial statements that describes these items.

b If the organization elected, as permitted under FASB ASC 958, to report in its revenue statement and balance sheet works of art,
historical treasures, or other similar assets held for public exhibition, education, or research in furtherance of public service, provide the
following amounts relating to these items:

(i) Revenue included on Form 990, Part VIIL, linel1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. ... P$
(ii)Assets included in Form 990, Part X . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ..o S

2 Ifthe organization received or held works of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets for financial gain, provide the
following amounts required to be reported under FASB ASC 958 relating to these items:

a Revenueincluded on Form 990, Part VIIL linel. . . . . . . . . . . . . v v v v v v i v i e P
b Assetsincluded in Form 990, Part X . . . . . . . . . PS
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 52283D  Schedule D (Form 990) 2021
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Schedule D (Form 990) 2021 Page 2
|E!i“ Organizations Maintaining Collections of Art, Historical Treasures, or Other Similar Assets (continued)
3 Using the organization’s acquisition, accession, and other records, check any of the following that are a significant use of its collection
items (check all that apply):
a [ public exhibition d [0 Loan or exchange programs
b e
[ scholarly research O other
€ [ Preservation for future generations
4 Provide a description of the organization’s collections and explain how they further the organization’s exempt purpose in
Part XIII.
5 During the year, did the organization solicit or receive donations of art, historical treasures or other similar
assets to be sold to raise funds rather than to be maintained as part of the organization’s collection?. O Yes O No

i #AM Escrow and Custodial Arrangements.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 9, or reported an amount on Form 990, Part

X, line 21.
1a Is the organization an agent, trustee, custodian or other intermediary for contributions or other assets not
included on Form 990, Part X? . . . . . . . . .. Lo O Yes O No
b If "Yes," explain the arrangement in Part XIII and complete the following table: Amount
€ Beginning balance . ic
d  Additions during the year . 1d
e Distributions during the year . le
f  Ending balance . 1f
2a  Did the organization include an amount on Form 990, Part X, line 21, for escrow or custodial account liability? . . . [J Yes [ No
b If "Yes," explain the arrangement in Part XIII. Check here if the explanation has been provided in Part XIII . . . . O
LA Endowment Funds.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 10.
(a) Current year (b) Prior year | (<) Two years back | (d) Three years back] (e) Four years back
1la Beginning of year balance . . . .

o a0 o

@ -

3a

b
4

Contributions . . .

Net investment earnings, gains, and losses

Grants or scholarships . . .

Other expenditures for facilities
and programs . . .

Administrative expenses . . . .

End of year balance . . . .

Provide the estimated percentage of the current year end balance (line 1g, column (a)) held as:

Board designated or quasi-endowment®

Permanent endowment »

Term endowment #»

The percentages on lines 2a, 2b, and 2¢ should equal 100%.

Are there endowment funds not in the possession of the organization that are held and administered for the
organization by:

(i) Unrelated organizations . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...

(ii) Related organizations . . . . . . .+ . 4 4w

If "Yes" on 3a(ii), are the related organizations listed as required on ScheduleR? . . . . . .
Describe in Part XIII the intended uses of the organization's endowment funds.

No

m Land, Buildings, and Equipment.

rt X, line 10.

Complete if the ort

anization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 11a. See Form 990, P:

Description of property

(a) Cost or other basis
(investment)

(b) Cost or other basis (other)

(<) Accumulated depreciation

(d) Book value

1a Land

872,245

872,245

b Buildings

10,428,643

3,504,576

6,924,067

¢ Leasehold improvements

2,652,749

197,560

2,455,189

d Equipment

1,612,136

368,869

1,243,267

e Other

13,184,847

13,184,847

Total. Add lines 1a through le. (Column (d) must equal Form

90, Part X, column (B), line

10(c).) . . »

24,679,615

Schedule D (Form 990) 2021



251

Schedule D (Form 990) 2021

Page 3

LEAS8] Investments - Other Securities.
Complete if the or: ion an:

swered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, |

ine 11b.See Form 990, Part X, line 12.

(a) Description of security or category
(including name of security)

(b)
Book
value

(c) Method of valuation:
Cost or end-of-year market value

(1) Financial derivatives
(2) Closely-held equity interests
(3)Other

(A)

©)

(©)

(E)

(F)

©)

(H)

(H)

Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col. (8) line 12.) >

LEUREH Investments - Program Related.

Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 11c. See Form 990, Part X, line 13.

(a) Description of investment

(b) Book value

(<) Method of valuation:
Cost or end-of-year market value

(1)

(2)

3)

[©)

)

(6)

@

(8)

)

(10)

Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col.(B) line 13.)

Other Assets.

Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 11d. See Form 990, Part X, line 1!

(a) Description

5.
(b) Book value

)

)

3)

(@)

()

(6)

@

(8)

[©)

(10)

Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col.(B) line 15.) .

Other Liabi

1 (a) Description of liability

(b) Book value

(1) Federal income taxes

)

3)

(@)

(5)

(O]

@

(®)

[©)

Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col.(B) line 25.)

»]

2. Liability for uncertain tax positions. In Part XIII, provide the text of the footnote to the organization's financial statements that reports the

organization's liability for uncertain tax positions under FIN 48 (ASC 740). Check here if the text of the footnote has been provided in Part XIII

[m]

Schedule D (Form 990) 2021
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Schedule D (Form 990) 2021 Page 4
Reconciliation of Revenue per Audited Fi With per Return.
Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part IV, line 12a.
Total revenue, gains, and other support per audited financial statements . . . . . . . 1 659,337,993
2 Amounts included on line 1 but not on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12:
a  Net unrealized gains (losses) on investments . . . . 2a
b Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . 2b 108,690
c Recoveries of prior year grants . . . . . . . 4 . . . 2¢
d Other (Describe in Part XIIL) . . . . . . . . . . . . 2d 784,362
e Addlines2athrough2d . . . . . . .+ « & .+ 4 4 4 a4 2e 893,052
Subtract line 2e from linet . . . . . . . . . . . 3 658,444,941
4 Amounts included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12, but not on line 1:
a Investment expenses not included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 7b . 4a
b Other (Describe in Part XIIL) . . . .« .+ . & .+ . . H
c Addlines4aandd4b . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0w e e e e 4c
5 Total revenue. Add lines 3 and 4c. (This must equal Form 990, Part I, line 12.) . . . . . . 5 658,444,941
Reconciliation of Expenses per Audited Fi i With Exp per Return.
Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 12a.
Total expenses and losses per audited financial statements . . . . . . . . . . . 1 625,314,157
2 Amounts included on line 1 but not on Form 990, Part IX, line 25:
a Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . 2a 108,690
b Prioryearadjustments . . . . . . . . . . . 2b
Otherlosses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2c
d Other (Describe in Part XIIL.) . . . . .+ .+ +« + + « . . 2d
Add lines 2a through2d . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2e 108,690
3 Subtract line 2e from linet . . . . . . . . . . 3 625,205,467
4 Amounts included on Form 990, Part IX, line 25, but not on line 1:
a Investment expenses not included on Form 990, Part VIIL, line 7b . . 4a
b Other (Describe in Part XIIL.) . . . . . . . . . . . . H
¢ Addlines4aandd4b . . . . . . . . . . . ... e e 4c
Total expenses. Add lines 3 and 4c. (This must equal Form 990, Part I, line18.) . . . . . 5 625,205,467

Supplemental Information

Provide the descriptions required for Part I, lines 3, 5, and 9; Part III, lines 1a and 4; Part IV, lines 1b and 2b; Part V, line 4; Part X, line 2; Part

XI, lines 2d and 4b; and Part XII, lines 2d and 4b. Also complete this part to provide any additional information.

Return Reference Explanation
See Additional Data Table
Schedule D (Form 990) 2020
Schedule D (Form 990) 2020 Page 5
Supplemental Information (continued)
Return Reference Explanation
Schedule D (Form 990) 2021
Additional Data
Software ID:
Software Version:
EIN: 23-7223078
Name: FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Supplemental Information

Return Reference Explanation

FORM 990, SCHEDULE D, PART
X, LINE 2

ASC 740 FOOTNOTE: MANAGEMENT HAS EVALUATED THEIR INCOME TAX POSITIONS UNDER THE GUIDANCE I
NCLUDED IN ASC 740. BASED ON THEIR REVIEW, MANAGEMENT HAS NOT IDENTIFIED ANY MATERIAL UNCE
RTAIN TAX POSITIONS TO BE RECORDED OR DISCLOSED IN THE FINANCIAL STATEMENTS.
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Supplemental Informa

Return Reference Explanation

FORM 990, SCHEDULE D, PART AMOUNTS INCLUDED ON LINE 1 BUT NOT ON FORM 990, PART VIII, LINE 12: $ 181,493 NET ASSETS R
XI, LINE 2D ELEASED FROM RESTRICTIONS $ 602,869 CHANGE IN INTEREST RATE SWAP - $ 784,362 TOTA
L

[Efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS ] As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493319213262]

Note: To capture the full content of this document, please select landscape mode (11" x 8.5") when printing.

Schedule I M

(Form 990) Grants and Other A to Or

Governments and Individuals in the United States

Complete if the orga n answered "Yes," on Form 990, Part IV, line 21 or 22.

Department of the P Attach to Form 990.

Treasury. » Goto i 0rm990 for the latest i

Interna Revenue Service

Nome of the organization

FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

OMB No. 1545-0047

2021

Open to Public
Inspection

Employer identification number

23-7223078
General ion on Grants and
1 Does the organization maintain records to substantiate the amount of the grants or assistance, the grantees' eligibility for the grants or assistance, and
the selection criteria used to award the grants or assistance? . . . . . . . . . . o+ . ow e 4w e 44 e s Yes [ No
2 Describe in Part IV the organization’s procedures for monitoring the use of grant funds in the United States.
[EXTETH Grants and Other Assistance to Domestic izations and es Complete If the answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 21, for any recipient
that received more than $5,000. Part II can be duplicated if additional space is needed.
(a) Name and address of (b) EIN (c) IRC section (d) Amount of cash | (e) Amount of non- | (f) Method of valuation (g) Description of (h) Purpose of grant
organization (if applicable) cash (book, FMV, appraisal, noncash assistance or assistance
or government assistance other)

(1) See Additional Data
@
[©))
@
5)
6
™
®)
©)
(10)
(11)
(12)
2 Enter total number of section 501(c)(3) and government organizations listed inthe line1table. . . . . . .+« . . .+ .+ .+« . . . . P 8
3 Enter total number of other organizations listed inthe line 1table . . . . . . . . . . . 4 . 0 4 e e . . . . . B
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990, Cat. No. 50055 Schedule I (Form 990) 2021
Schedule I (Form 990) 2021 Page 2

[ZTTETd Grants and Other Assistance to Domestic Individuals, Complete if the organization answered "Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 22.
Part I11 can be duplicated if additional space is needed

(a) Type of grant or assistance l (b) Number of l (c) Amount of (d) Amount of [(e) Method of valuation (boo (f) Description of noncash assistance
recipients cash grant noncash assistance FMV, appraisal, other)

(1) RENT/HOUSING AND UTILITIES 4857 8,771,855
(2) MOVING COSTS o 27,507
(3) EMERGENCY SUPPLIES & HOUSING, 1224] 104,460|
(4) EDUCATIONAL SERVICES 400 17,501
(5) 1887] 272,807
GENERAL HOUSING STABILITY ASSISTANCE

(6) CHILDCARE 98| 90,397

(6)

@
ZIIVA Supplemental Information. Provide the information required in Part 1, line 2; Part 111, column (b); and any other additional information.

Return Reference [Explanation
SCHEDULE T, PART T, LINE 2____|MONITORING THE USE OF GRANT FUNDS: ENDEAVORS FOLLOWS THE POLICIES OF CFR 200 FOR ALL GRANT PAYMENTS.

SCHEDULE 1, PART 11T [GRANTS AND OTHER ASSISTANCE TO INDIVIDUALS: THE ORGANIZATION PROVIDES ASSISTANCE TO INDIVIDUALS. NO GRANTS ARE GIVEN DIRECTLY TO AN
[NDIVIDUAL. RECORDS ARE MAINTAINED TO SUBSTANTIATE THE PEOPLE THAT RECEIVE ASSISTANCE.

Schedule T (Form 990) 2021

Software ID:
Software Version:
EIN: 23-7223078
Name: FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Form 990,Schedule I, Part 11, Grants and Other Assi: to Domestic izations and Domestic
(a) Name and address of (b) EIN (c) IRC section (d) Amount of cash | () Amount of non- | (f) Method of valuation | (g) Description of | (h) Purpose of grant.
organization if applicable cash (book, FMV, appraisal, | non-cash assistance | or assistance
or government assistance oth

FAMILY ENDEAVORS 87-1424761 501(C)(3) 100,000,000 BENEVOLENCE
FOUNDATION

6363 DE ZAVALA RD

SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249
ENDEAVORS UNLIMITED INC 74-2618398 501(C)(3) 500,000 GENERAL SUPPORT
6363 DE ZAVALA RD

SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249




Form 990,Schedul

1, Part I1, Grants and Other Assi s

Domestic

254

and Domestic

(a) Name and address of
organization

or government

(b) EIN

(€) IRC section
if applicable

(d) Amount of cash
grant

(e) Amount of non-
cash

assistance

(f) Method of valuation
(book, FMV, appraisal,
other)

(g) Description of
non-cash assistance

(h) Purpose of grant
or assistance

FAYETTEVILLE STATE
UNIVERSITY FOUNDATION INC
1200 MURCHISON ROAD
FAYETTEVILLE, NC_28301

23-7029901

501(C)(3)

10,000

GENERAL SUPPORT

Independent Housing
ivocates Inc

3400 CAMINO REAL

SAN ANTONIO, TX_78238

74-2731735

501(C)(3)

8,000

GENERAL SUPPORT

Form 990,Schedul.

1, Part I1, Grants and

Other Assi: t

Domestic

and Domestic

(a) Name and address of (b) EIN (c) IRC section (d) Amount of cash | (e) Amount of non- | (f) Method of valuation (g) Description of (h) Purpose of grant
organization if applicable grant book, FMV, appraisal, | non-cash assistance | or assistance
or government assistance other)
RED CROSS WEST TEXAS 53-0196605 501(C)(3) 21,247] GENERAL SUPPORT
3620 ADMIRAL STREET
EL PASO, TN 79925
TEXAS SOUTHERN 74-1620415 501(C)(3) 10,000 (GENERAL SUPPORT
UNIVERSITY FOUNDATION
3100 CLEBURNE ST
HOUSTON, TX_77004
Form 990,Schedule I, Part I1, Grants and Other Assi: to Domestic izations and Domestic
(a) Name and address of (b) EIN (c) IRC section (d) Amount of cash | (e) Amount of non- | (f) Method of valuation (g) Description of (h) Purpose of grant
organization if applicable grant cash (book, FMV, appraisal, |  non-cash assistance | or assistance
or government assistance oth
URBAN ALLIANCE INC 74-2584682 501(C)(3) 8,000 GENERAL SUPPORT
169 DECHANTEL RD
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78201
VICEROY VILLAGE 74-2939624 501(C)(3) 8,000 (GENERAL SUPPORT
APARTMENTS

5802 PECAN VALLEY DR
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78223
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Schedule J Compensation Information OMB No. 1545-0047
(Form 990)

For certain Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, and Highest
Compensated Employees
» Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 23.
» Attach to Form 990.

Department of the Treasury » Go to www.irs.gov/Form990 for instructions and the latest information.

Internal Revenue Service
Name of the organization
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Employer identification number

23-7223078
IEEEN Guestions Regarding Comp
Yes | No
1a Check the appropiate box(es) if the organization provided any of the following to or for a person listed on Form
990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a. Complete Part III to provide any relevant information regarding these items.
[ First-class or charter travel ] Housing allowance or residence for personal use
[ Travel for companions [ Payments for business use of personal residence
O Tax idemnification and gross-up payments [ Health or social club dues or initiation fees
[J Dpiscretionary spending account ] personal services (e.g., maid, chauffeur, chef)
b If any of the boxes on Line 1a are checked, did the organization follow a written policy regarding payment or
reimbursement or provision of all of the expenses described above? If "No," complete Part III to explain 1b
2 Did the organization require substantiation prior to reimbursing or allowing expenses incurred by all
directors, trustees, officers, including the CEO/Executive Director, regarding the items checked on Line 1a? . 2
3 Indicate which, if any, of the following the filing organization used to establish the compensation of the
organization's CEO/Executive Director. Check all that apply. Do not check any boxes for methods
used by a related organization to establish compensation of the CEO/Executive Director, but explain in Part III.
[0 compensation committee [ written employment contract
Independent compensation consultant Compensation survey or study
Form 990 of other organizations Approval by the board or compensation committee
4 During the year, did any person listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, with respect to the filing organization or a
related organization:
a Receive a severance payment or change-of-control payment? . Lo 4a No
b Participate in, or receive payment from, a supplemental nonquahf.ed retirement plan? N . 4b | Yes
c Participate in, or receive payment from, an equity-based compensation arrangement? . . P 4c No
If "Yes" to any of lines 4a-c, list the persons and provide the applicable amounts for each Item in Part HI
Only 501(c)(3), 501(c)(4), and 501(c)(29) organizations must complete lines 5-9.
5 For persons listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, did the organization pay or accrue any
compensation contingent on the revenues of:
a Theorganization?. . . . . . . . . . Lo P 5a No
b Any related organization? . . e A 5b No
If "Yes," on line 5a or 5b, descrlbe in Part III
6 For persons listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, did the organization pay or accrue any
compensation contingent on the net earnings of:
a Theorganization?. . . . . . . . . . Lo 6a No
b Any related organization? . . L e e 6b No
If "Yes," on line 6a or 6b, describe in Part III.
7 For persons listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, did the urganlzatlon prcvlde any nonfixed
payments not described in lines 5 and 6? If "Yes," describe in Part II . . Lo 7 | Yes
8  Were any amounts reported on Form 990, Part VII, paid or accured pursuant to a contract that was
subject to the initial contract exceptlon described in Regu\atlons section 53.4958- 4(3)(3)7 If "Yes," describe
in Part IIT . P
8 No
9 If "Yes" on line 8, did the organization also follow the rebuttable presumpnun procedure described in Regulanans section
53.4958-6()?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 50053T Schedule J (Form 990) 2021



Schedule J (Form 990) 2021

256

Page 2

Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key

and Highest C

Use duplicate copies if additional space is needed.

For each individual whose compensation must be reported on Schedule J, report compensation from the organization on row (i) and from related organizations, described in the
instructions, on row (ii). Do not list any individuals that are not listed on Form 990, Part VI

Note. The sum of columns (8)(i)-(ii) for each

ed individual must equal the total amount of Form 990, Part VI, Section A, line 12, a

plicable column (

) and (E) amounts for that indi

idual.

(A) Name and Title

(B) Breakdown of W-2, 1099-MISC compensation,
and/or 1099-NEC

(i) Base (iii) Other
compensation [Bonus & incentive|  reportable
compensation | compensation

(C) Retirement

deferred
compensation

(D) Nontaxable| (E) Total of
benefits columns
(8)()-(D)

(F)
Compensation in

deferred on prior
rm 990

See Additional Data Table

Schedule J (Form 990) 2021

Schedule J (Form 990) 2021

Page 3

[ZLEEH Supplemental Information
nformation, explanation, or descript

SCHEDULE J, PART 1, LINE 4B

MEZ

NONQUALIFIED RETIREMENT PLAN: THE ORGANIZATION ADOPTED A 457(F) PLAN COVERING CERTAIN KEY EMPLOYEES THAT PROVIDES UPON DISABILITY OR
RETIREMENT A LUMP SUM PAYMENT. THE FOLLOWING INDIVIDUALS WERE PARTICIPANTS OF THIS PLAN, BUT RECEIVED NO BENEFITS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2021
[JON ALLMAN CHIP FULGHUM STEVEN LEFEVER DANNIEL HERNANDEZ ANDREW STRAIT-LORENZEN DAVID HERNANDEZ ANNIE ERICKSON JILL PALMER TRACI

BUCKHART GOI

SCHEDULE J, PART 1, LINE 7 [HOW BONUSES ARE DETERMINED: In any gi

bonus pool

n year that Endeavors operates at a surge capacity and surge revenues increase by more than 15%, the bonus pool
[would become active or be "funded". At the end of the year, the CEO will make surge bonus recommendations for each eligible Executive and the Compensation
[Committee will (1) review and approve the CEO's recommendations for the executive team and (2) determine the amount of surge bonus for the CEO out of the

Form 990, Schedule 3, Part II - Officers, Directors, Trustees,

Software ID:
Software Version:
EIN:

Name:

Key Employees, and Highest

23-7223078
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Schedule J (Form 990) 2021

(A) Name and Title (B) Breakdown of W-2, 1099-MISC and/or 1099-NEC (C) Retirement and (D) Nontaxable (E) Total of columns (F) Compensation in
(i) Base Compensation i other deferred benefits (B)(i)-(D) column (B)
Bonus & incentive Other reportable compensation reported as deferred on
prior Form 990

I G

Anorew torenzen- || L. 0 q . 18,000 N s -

s

sk, DIRecToR oF MiGranT|(1) o 9 o

SeRvIC

1CARMEN QUALTA [0 0| of 0| 320,182

SENIOR STRATEGIC -
ADVISOR

2ANDREA HELLING
SR. DIRECTOR OF MIGRANT]
SERVIC

IDAVID HERNANDEZ
'SENIOR DIRECTOR OF
EMERGENCY S

ABASEL MOUSSLLY
DEPUTY DIRECTOR FOR
MIGRANT SE

SION ALLMAN
cEo

'6CHIP FULGHUM
o0

FSTEVEN LEFEVER
cFo

of 59,618

‘BDANNIEL HERNANDEZ
(CHIEF HR OFFICER

25,000

‘STRACI BURKHART GOMEZ
(CHIEF OF DEVELOPMENT
AND COMMU

TOJEFFREY JEWELL
DEPUTY CHIEF RISK /
ETHICS OFF
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OMB No. 1545-0047
SCHEDULE O Supplemental Information to Form 990 or 990-EZ
(Form 990) Complete to provide information for responses to specific questions on 202 1
Form 990 or 990-EZ or to provide any additional information.
Department of the Treasury » Attach to Form 990 or 990-EZ. Open to Public
Internal Revenue Service » Go to www.irs.gov/Form990 for the latest information. Inspection

Name of the organization
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Employer identification number

23-7223078
990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information
Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | ORGANIZATION MISSION: THE MISSION OF FAMILY ENDEAVORS IS TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE, EFFECTI
PART III, VE, AND INNOVATIVE SERVICES THAT EMPOWER PEOPLE TO BUILD BETTER LIVES FOR THEMSELVES, THEI
LINE 1 R FAMILIES, AND THEIR COMMUNITIES. ENDEAVORS PASSIONATELY SERVES VULNERABLE PEOPLE IN CRIS

IS THROUGH OUR INNOVATIVE, PERSONALIZED APPROACH. WE SEEK TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE, EFFECT
IVE, AND INNOVATIVE SERVICES THAT ENCOURAGE GROWTH, AND EMPOWER PEOPLE TO BUILD BETTER LIV
ES FOR THEMSELVES, THEIR FAMILIES, AND THEIR COMMUNITIES. WHY? BECAUSE WE BELIEVE THAT EVE
RYONE HOLDS THE CAPACITY TO GROW, HEAL, CHANGE, SUCCEED, AND AFFECT OTHERS POSITIVELY.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | PROGRAM SERVICE ACCOMPLISHMENTS: MORE THAN JUST MENTAL HEALTH CARE, OUR MILITARY FAMILY CL
PART Ill, INICS HELP VETERAN FAMILIES WITH SUPPORT AND REFERRALS FOR RELATED NEEDS, INCLUDING UNEMPL
LINE 4C OYMENT, HOUSING, FINANCE, AND EDUCATION.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference

FORM 990, | OTHER PROGRAMS DESCRIPTION: FAIRWEATHER FAMILY LODGE (FFL) - PROVIDES SHELTER AND TRAINING
PART Ill, FOR HOMELESS WOMEN WITH CHRONIC MENTAL ILLNESS AND THEIR CHILDREN. IT SERVES AS A PERMANE
LINE 4D NT LIVING FACILITY FOR ITS RESIDENTS. THIS PROGRAM IS FUNDED THROUGH GOVERNMENT AND PRIVAT

E GRANTS AND CONTRACTS. FAIRWEATHER LODGE PROGRAM (FWL) - PROVIDES HOUSING, TRAINING, AND
EMPLOYMENT FOR ADULTS WITH CHRONIC MENTAL ILLNESS WHO HAVE BEEN DISCHARGED FROM A PSYCHIAT
RIC FACILITY. THIS PROGRAM IS FUNDED THROUGH GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE GRANTS AND CONTRACTS.
COMMUNITY BASED SERVICE - OUR COMMUNITY SERVICES PROVIDE AN ARRAY OF SUPPORTIVE SERVICES.
THIS INCLUDES CASE MANAGEMENT, PROFESSIONAL COUNSELING, AND CRISIS INTERVENTION FOR FAMILI
ES, SENIORS, CHILDREN, AND INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES. WE ALSO PROVIDE SUPPORT TO OVER

2,500 ABUSED AND/OR NEGLECTED CHILDREN ACROSS TEXAS EACH YEAR. OUR STAFF PROVIDES ESSENTIA
L SUPPORTIVE SERVICES TO IMPROVE THE QUALITY OF LIFE FOR OVER 150 LOW-INCOME SENIORS, SHUT
INS, AND ADULTS WITH DISABILITIES EACH YEAR THROUGH REGULARLY SCHEDULED IN HOME VISITS.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | REVIEW OF THE FORM 990: THE ORGANIZATION'S BOARD OF DIRECTORS WILL CONDUCT A REVIEW OF FOR
PART VI, M 990 AND IT WILL DOCUMENT THE REVIEW PROCESS IN THE BOARD MEETING MINUTES PRIOR TO FILING
SECTION B,
LINE 11B

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | MONITORING AND ENFORCEMENT OF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST: THE ORGANIZATION HAS A WRITTEN CONFLI
PART VI, CT OF INTEREST POLICY THAT IS REGULARLY MONITORED BY THE GOVERNING BODY. IN THE EVENT OF A

SECTION B, [ CONFLICT OF INTEREST, THE MEMBER WITH THE CONFLICT SHALL NOTIFY THE BOARD AND REFRAIN FRO
LINE 12C M VOTING.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | COMPENSATION OF THE CEO AND TOP MANAGEMENT: THE COMPENSATION IS DETERMINED USING COMPARABI
PART VI, LITY DATA, AT A LOCAL AS WELL AS A NATIONAL LEVEL. THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS APPROVES THE COM

SECTION B, [ PENSATION. THIS IS DOCUMENTED IN THE MEETING MINUTES OF THE BOARD.
LINE 15A
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990 Schedule 0O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference

FORM 990, | COMPENSATION OF OFFICERS AND KEY EMPLOYEES: THE ORGANIZATION DETERMINES THE COMPENSATION L

PART VI, EVELS BY USING LOCAL MARKET DATA WHICH IS OBTAINED BY PARTICIPATING IN AN ANNUAL NOT-FOR-P

SECTION B, | ROFIT WAGE AND BENEFIT SURVEY. CURRENT MARKETPLACE ISSUES AND TRENDS ARE REVIEWED. THIS MO

LINE 15B DIFIED MARKET-BASED PROCESS ENABLES THE ORGANIZATION TO ESTABLISH A BASE PAY SCALE USING T
WO SETS OF INFORMATION: MARKET DATA AND JOB CHARACTERISTICS. THIS IS DOCUMENTED IN THE MEE
TING MINUTES OF THE BOARD.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | DOCUMENTS MADE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC: THE ORGANIZATION MAKES ITS GOVERNING DOCUMENTS, CO
PART VI, NFLICT OF INTEREST POLICY AND FINANCIAL STATEMENTS AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC UPON REQUEST.
SECTION C,
LINE 19

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | OTHER CHANGES IN NET ASSETS: $ 602,869 CHANGE IN INTEREST RATE SWAP
PART XI,
LINE 9

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990 | DESCRIPTION:CONTRACT SERVICES TOTAL FEES:356189499
PART IX
LINE 11G

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

LINE 11G

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990 | DESCRIPTION:OTHER PROFESSIONAL FEES TOTAL FEES:9053173
PART IX
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efile GRAPHIC

t - DO NOT PROCESS

DLN: 93403319213262]
. . . ‘OMB No. 1545-0047
SCHEDULE R Related Organizations and Unrelated Partnerships e
(Form 990) » Complete i the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, lne 33, 34, 35, 36, o 37. 2021
» Attach to Farm SBD
Depariment of e Teasury »Goto i 0rm990 for and the latest i

i Open to Public
Internal Revenue Service Inspection
Name of the organization
FAVILY ENDEAVORS ING

Employer identification number

23-7223078

Identification of Disregarded Entities. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 33

@ © @
Name, address, and EIN (if applicable) of disregarded entity Legal domicile (state | Total income
or foreign country)

®) © ®
Primary activity End-of-year assets Direct controlling
entity
(1) INTREPID STAFFING SERVICES LLC - TX STAFFING COM i3 720,507 10,868,853 [ENDEAVORS
6363 DE ZAVALA RD
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249

(2) INTREPID STAFFING SERVICES LLC - PR STAFFING COM R
6363 DE ZAVALA

AN ANTONIO, T 76240
66-0907696

296,778 14,976,674 [ENDEAVORS

Tdentification of Related Tax-Exempt Orgai
related tax-e;

ations. Complete if the organization answered "

‘es” on Form 990, Part 1V, line 34 because it had one or more
during the tax year.

@ ®) ©
Name, address, and EIN of related organization Primary activity Legal domicile (state

@ (o)
Exempt Code section | Public charity status
or foreign country)

[0}
Direct controling
(if section 501(c)(3)) entity
(DENDEAVORS UNLIHITED [ADULT SERVICE i3
6363 DE ZAVALA Rl

5010)3) 10 [ENDEAVORS

SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249
74-2618398

@)FAVILY ENDEAVORS FOUNDATION SUPP. ORG. i3
6363 DE ZAVALA R

50103) ERTH [ENDEAVORS
SN ANTONIO, T 78245
87-14247¢

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 50135V

Schedule R (Form 990) 2021
Schedule R (Form 990) 2021

Page 2
of Relat Taxable as a Partnership. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 34, because it had
one or more related orgamzanons treated as a partnership during the tax year.
@) ®) © (@ © ) © [ [0] ) )
Name, address, and EIN of primary | Legal Direct | Predominant | Share of | Shareof | Disproprtionate | CodeV-UBI [  Generalor | Percentage
related organization activity | domicile | controliing totel | end-of- allocations? amountin | managing ownership
(state or | entity unrelated, | income | year box 20 of partner?
foreign excluded from assets [schedue k-1
country) (Form 1065),
sections 512-
14)
Yes No Yes | Mo
ation of Related i axable as a Trust, Complete

o if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV,
hecause it had one or more related organizations treated as a corporation or tru

3 \ line 34
st during the tax year.
@ ® © @ (@ [0} (9) [D) ®
Neme, address, and EIN of Primary activity Legal Direct controlling | Type of entity | Share of total | Share of end- | Percentage Section 512(b)(13)
related organization domicile entity (Comp, S income of-year controlled entity?
(state o foreign corp, ssets
ountry) or trust) Yes No

Schedule R (Form 990) 2021
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Schedule R (Form 990) 2021 Page 3
IEZIXA Transactions With Related izati Complete if the answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 34, 35b, or 36.
Note. Complete line 1 if any entity is listed in Parts IL, 11L, or IV of this schedule. Yes | No
1 During the tax year, did the orgranization engage in any of the following transactions with one or more related organizations listed in Parts 11-1V?

a Receipt of (i) interest, (ii)annuities, (iii) royalties, or (iv) rent from a controlled entity .« . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... 1a No
b Gift, grant, or capital contribution to related Organization(s) +  + « « .+ .+ .+ . . . 4 e e e e e e e [1b | Yes
© Gift, grant, or capital contribution from related organization(s) » .+ . .« . . . .+ . . . 4 4 . . . . . ... . ic No
d Loans or loan guarantees to or for related organization(s) .+ .+« o+ 4+ . 4 . 4 4 . e 4 e e e e e e 1d No
e Lloansorloan guarantees by related organization(s) . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. e e e . 1e No
f Dividends from related organization(s) . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 . e e e e e e 1f No
g Saleofassetstorelatedorganization(s) . . . . . .« . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. L L fr) No
h Purchase of assets from related organization(s) « .+ . . . . .+« .« . . . . . . w e ... [th No
i Exchange of assets with related organization(s) . . B T 1 No
j Lease of facilities, equipment, or other assets to related nrgnmzauon(s) L e B No
K Lease of facilities, equipment, or other assets from related organization(s) » . . . e [Tk No
1 Performance of services or membership or fundraising solicitations for related orgnmzatmn(s) e L £l No
m Performance of services or membership or fundraising solicitations by related organization(s) - .« .« . . . . o+ . . . . . . . . . im| No
 Sharing of facilties, equipment, mailing lists, or other assets with related organization(s) « « « « + + .+ . . . 4 4 4 0 . . . . . in| Yes

© Sharing of paid employees with related organization(s) « .« . . .+ . 4 4 .+ 4 4 . 4 4 e 4 e e e e e e e e 1o | Yes

P Reimbursement paid to related organization(s) for eXpenses . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 4 4 . . . . e e ... mn No
q Reimbursement paid by related organization(s) for expenses . . . . . . . . . . . e .+ e e e e e . ta No
© Other transfer of cash or property to related organization(s) -« .« . . . . . . . 0 0 . . e . e e e .. ir No
s Other transfer of cash or property from related organization(s) « « + « + .« 4 .+ 4 e 4 e e e e e e e e e e e a4 e 1s No
2 If the answer to any of the above is "Yes,” see the instructions for information on who must complete this line, including covered relationships and transaction thresholds.

o J— weBhe | mortons | ot smiBimmorcntes
type (a-5)
TL)FAMILY ENDEAVORS FOUNDATION B 100,000,000 [AMOUNTS PAID
g 500,000 [AMOUNTS PAID

UNLIMITED NG

Schedule R (Form 990) 2021

Schedule R (Form 990) 2021

Page 4

Unrelated Organizations Taxable as a Partnership. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 37.

Provids the Sllowlng iformaion Tor each ey Taxed s » partnerhip Uwough WHIch Uie Orgariaation Condicied more Gran i percen of s SciVHes (Tessured Y ol 2558t o ross revenue) Tt
rships.

was not a related organization. See instructions regarding exclusion for certain investment partner

(@) (b) © (d) (©) (0] @) (h) [0) G) )
Name, address, and EIN of entity Primary Legal | Predominant |  Areallpartners | Shareof | Shareof |  Disproprtionate | CodeV-UBL |  General or Percentage
actvity | domicile | income Section total  [end-of-year| allocations? amount in managing ownership
(stateor | (related, 501(c)(3) income | assets box 20 partner?
foreign | unrelated, organizations? of Schedule
country) | excluded from K1
tax under (Form 1065)
Sections 512-
14)
No Yes No ves | No

Schedule R (Form 990) 2021

Schedule R (Form 990) 2021

Page 5

[ZE3Zil Supplemental Information

Provide additional information for responses to questions on Schedule R. See instructions.

[ Return Reference Explanation
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Iefile GRAPHIC Brint - DO NOT PROCESS I As Filed Data - I DLN: 93493319145333'
990 Return of Organization Exempt From Income Tax | OMB No. 1545-0047
Form

Under section 501(c), 527, or 4947(a)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code (except private foundations) 2022
» Do not enter social security numbers on this form as it may be made public.

Open to Public

Department of the » Go to www.irs.qov/Form990 for i ions and the latest i Tnspection
A" For the 2022 calendar year, or tax year beginning 0 022, and ending L 022
B Check if applicable: | € Name of organization D Employer identification number

FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC
O Address change

23-7223078
O Name change 9% STEVE LEFEVER

Doing business as
O Initial return Deing busine

O Final rezurn/terminated

O Amended return Number and street (or P.O. box If mal 15 not delivered to street address) | Room/sulte E Telephone number

O application pendingl 6363 DE ZAVALA RD (210) 431-6466
City or town, state of province, country, and ZIP of foreign postal code
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249

G Gross receipts § 1,187,899,206

F_Name and address of principal officer: H(a) Is this a group return for
JON ALLMAN
6363 DE ZAVALA RD subordinates? Clves Mo
SAN ANTONIO, TX_78249 H(b) Are all subordinates Oves Cho
T Tax-exempt status 501(0)3) [ s01(c)( ) Ainsertno) [ a0a7(aytyor [ 527 1f "No," attach a list. See instructions
3 Website:» WWW ENDEAVORS.ORG H(e) Group exemption number »
K Form of organization: corporation [ Trust [ Association [ other » L Year of formation: 1971 | M State of legal domicile: T
Summary
1 Briefly describe the organization’s mission or most significant activities:
serves people in crisis through our innovative, personalized approach. We seek to provide
s , effective, (Continued on Schedule 0)
H
g
$ 2 Check this box » [ if the organization discontinued its operations or disposed of more than 25% of its net assets.
3 Number of voting members of the governing body (PartVl, line 1a) + + .+ .+ . . . . 3 12
P 4 Number of independent voting members of the governing body (Part VI, line 1b) . . . . . 4 10
g 5 Total number of individuals employed in calendar year 2022 (PartV, line 2a) . . . . . . 5 3,184
g 6 Total number of volunteers (estimate if necessary) .o 6 26
C | 7a Total unrelated business revenue from Part VI, column (C), fine 12« . . . . . . . 7a 0
b_Net unrelated business taxable income from Form 990-T, Part I, line 11 . . . . . . . . . 7b 0
Prior Year Current Year
. | 8 Contributions and grants (PartVIll, line 1h) . . . . . . . . . 657,293,643 1,185,775,350
% 9 Program service revenue (Part VIIl, line2g) . . . . . . . . . 1,050,035 1,163,317
Z |10 Investment income (Part VIl column (A), lines 3,4, and 7d) . . . . 75,960 769,538
11 Other revenue (Part VI, column (A), lines 5, 6d, 8c, 9c, 10c, and 11e) 25,303 191,001
12 Total revenue—add lines 8 through 11 (must equal Part VI, column (A), line 12) 658,444,941 1,187,899,206
13 Grants and similar amounts paid (Part IX, column (A), lines 1-3) . . . 109,857,217 210,655,391
14 Benefits paid to or for members (Part IX, column (A), line d) . . . . . 0| o
@ |15 Salaries, other compensation, employee benefits (Part IX, column (A), lines 5-10) 109,042,684 180,024,131
£ | 16a Professional fundraising fees (PartIX, column (A), line 11e) . . . . . 0| o
Z | b Total undroising expenses (Part X, column (0),ine 25) $3,021,935
& |17 other expenses (PartIX, column (4), lines 11a-11d, 11F-24¢) » .+ .+ . 406,305,566, 685,624,411
18 Total expenses. Add lines 13-17 (must equal Part IX, column (A), line 25) 625,205,467| 1,076,303,933
19 Revenue less expenses. Subtract line 18 from line 12 . . . . . . . 33,239,474 111,595,273
X Beginning of Current Year| End of Year
8
§; 20 Totalassets (PartX, line 16) . . . . . . . . . . . . . 137,813,903 218,077,391
ég 21 Total liabilities (PartX, ine 26) » . . . . . . . . . . . . 88,807,528 57,475,743
ZZ |22 Net assets or fund balances. Subtract line 21 from ine 20 . . . . . 49,006,375 160,601,648

f

Signature Blocl
Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I have examined this return, including accompanying schedules and statements, and to the best of my
knowledge and belief, it is true, correct, and complete. Declaration of preparer (other than officer) is based on all information of which preparer has
an

| 2023-11-15
. Signature of officer Date

sign fse
Here |\ STEVEN LEFEVER CFO

'TVDe or print name and title

Print/Type preparer's name Preparers signature Date BTN
R 2023-11-15 | check [ if | po19s3izz
Paid self-employed
Preparer Firm's name  ® FORVIS LLP Firm's EIN B
Use Only Firm's address P 8200 W Interstate 10 Suite 900 Phone no. (210) 341-9400
San Antonio, TX_782303806

Yes CIno

May the IRS discuss this return with the preparer shown above? (see instructions) e e
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the separate instructions. Cat. No. 11282Y Form 990 (2022)




262

Form 990 (2022) Page 2
Part 11l Statement of Program Service Accomplishments
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Partll . . . . . . . L.

1 Briefly describe the organization’s mission:

THE MISSION OF FAMILY ENDEAVORS IS TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE, EFFECTIVE, AND INNOVATIVE SERVICES THAT EMPOWER PEOPLE TO
BUILD BETTER LIVES FOR THEMSELVES, THEIR FAMILIES, AND THEIR COMMUNITIES. (CONTINUED ON SCHEDULE O)

2 Did the organization undertake any significant program services during the year which were not listed on
the prior Form 990 or 990-EZ? .+ . . .+ 4 . e e e e e e e e e Oves Mno
If "Yes," describe these new services on Schedule O.

3 Did the organization cease conducting, or make significant changes in how it conducts, any program
Services? . . . u u e e e e e e e e e Oves Mno
If "Yes," describe these changes on Schedule O.

4 Describe the organization’s program service accomplishments for each of its three largest program services, as measured by expenses

Section 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organizations are required to report the amount of grants and allocations to others, the total
expenses, and revenue, if any, for each program service reported.

4a (Code: ) (Expenses $ 1,004,883,789  including grants of § 1,854,398 ) (Revenue $ 1,122,400 )
See Additional Data

4b  (Code: ) (Expenses $ 39,081,815  including grants of $ 135,607,212 ) (Revenue $ 29,779)
See Additional Data

4c  (Code: ) (Expenses $ 12,495,081 including grants of $ 73,193,781 ) (Revenue $ 11,138)
See Additional Data

4d  Other program services (Describe in Schedule O.)
(Expenses $ including grants of $ ) (Revenue $ )
4e Total program service expenses P 1,056,460,685

Form 990 (2022)
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Form 990 (2022)

10

11

-

o

o

o

-

-

13

14

T

15

16

17

18

19

3

Page 3
.mlm Checklist of Required Schedules

Yes No
Is the organization described in section 501(c)(3) or 4947(a){1) (other than a private foundatmn)? If "Yes," complete Yes
Schedule A% . .. L L L L L 1
s the organization required to 5 of Contributors? See instructions. % . . . 2 | Yes
Did the organization engage in direct or indirect political campaign activities on behalf of or in opposition to candidates No
for public office? If "Yes," complete Schedule C, Part | ® e e e e e e e 3
Section 501(c)(3) izati Did the organization engage in lobbying activities, or have a section 501(h)
election in effect during the tax year? If "Yes,"” complete Schedule C, Part Il ® .. e e a4 Yes
Is the organization a section 501(c)(4), 501(c)(5), or 501(c)(6) organization that receives membership dues,
assessments, or similar amounts as defined in Rev. Proc. 98-19? If "Yes," complete Schedule C, Part Il ®J 5 No
Did the organization maintain any donor advised funds or any similar funds or accounts for which donors have the right
to provide advice on the distribution or investment of amounts in such funds or accounts? If "Yes," complete N
Schedule D,Part | %, . . . . e I °
Did the organization receive or hold a conservation easement, including easements to preserve open space, N
the environment, historic land areas, or historic structures? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part Il ® L. 7 °
Did the organization maintain collections of works of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets? If "Yes," 8 No
complete Schedule D, Part Il ® ...
Did the organization report an amount in Part X, line 21 for escrow or custodial account liability; serve as a custodian
for amounts not listed in Part X; or provide credit counseling, debt management, credit repair, or debt negotiation N
services? If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part V¥ . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 ©
Did the organization, directly or through a related organization, hold assets in temporarily restricted endowments, 10 No
permanent endowments, or quasi endowments? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part V% . . . . . .
If the organization’s answer to any of the following questions is "Yes," then complete Schedule D, Parts VI, VII, VIII, IX,
or X, as applicable.
Did the organization report an amount for land, buildings, and equipment in Part X, line 10? I "Yes, " complete v
Schedule D, Partvi. & . . . . . . P 11a| '€
Did the organization report an amount for Investments—nther securities in Part X, line 12 that is 5°/n or more of its total N
assets reported in Part X, line 162 If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part VIl ® . . ... 1b °
Did the organization report an amount for investments—program related in Part X, line 13 that is 5% or more of its N
total assets reported in Part X, line 16? If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part Vil ® . ... L. 1ic °
Did the organization report an amount for other assets in Part X, line 15 that is 5% or more of its total assets reported N
in Part X, line 162 If "Yes,” complete Schedule D, Part X% . . . . . . . . . . . 11d °
Did the organization report an amount for other liabilities in Part X, line 25? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part X @) 11e| Yes
Did the organization’s separate or i financial statements for the tax year include a footnote that addresses
the organization’s liability for uncertain tax positions under FIN 48 (ASC 740)? If "Yes," complete Schedule D, Part X %) 11f No
Did the organization obtain separate, independent audited financial statements for the tax year? If "Yes," complete
Schedule D, Parts XI and XII e . . e ... |12a No
Was the organization included in consolldated mdependent audlted ﬂnanc\al statements for the tax year7 12b| vYes
If "Yes," and if the organization answered "No" to line 12a, then completing Schedule D, Parts XI and XII is optional &)
Is the organization a school described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(ii)? If "Yes," complete Schedule E 13 No
Did the organization maintain an office, employees, or agents outside of the United States? . . . . . 14a No
Did the o ion have nues or exp: of more than $10,000 from grantmaking, fundraising,
business, investment, and program service activities outside the United States, or aggregate foreign investments
valued at $100,000 or more? If “Yes, " complete Schedule F, Parts Iand IV . . L. . 14b No
Did the organization report on Part IX, column (A), line 3, more than $5,000 of grants or other assistance to or for any
foreign organization? If “Yes,” complete Schedule F, Parts Il and IV . . 15 No
Did the organization report on Part IX, column (A), line 3, more than $5,000 of aggregate grants or other assistance to
or for foreign individuals? If "Yes,” complete Schedule F, Parts Ill and IV . . . 16 No
Did the organization report a total of more than $15,000 of expenses for professional fundralsmg services on Part IX, 17 No
column (A), lines 6 and 11e? If "Yes,” complete Schedule G, Part I. See instructions. . .
Did the organization report more than $15,000 total of fundra\slng event gross income and contributions on Part VIII,
lines 1c and 8a? If "Yes," complete Schedule G, Partll . . s & & & & 18 No
Did the organization report more than $15,000 of gross income from gaming activities on Part VI, line 9a? If "Yes,”
complete Schedule G, Partlll . .« « + & o« 4 e e e e e e e 19 No
Did the organization operate one or more hospital facilities? If "Yes," complete Schedule H . . . . 20a No
If "Yes" to line 20a, did the organization attach a copy of its audited financial statements to this return? 20b
Did the organization report more than $5,000 of grants or other assistance to any domestic organization or demestlc 21 Yes

21

government on Part IX, column (A), line 1? If "Yes,” complete Schedule I, Parts IandII . . . . .

orm 990 (2022)
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Form 990 (2022) Page 4
Checklist of Required Schedules (continued)
Yes No
22 Did the organization report more than $5,000 of grants or other assistance to or for domestic individuals on Part IX, 22
column (A), line 2? If “Yes,” complete Schedule I, Parts I and III . 2] Yes

23 Did the organization answer "Yes" to Part VII, Section A, line 3, 4, or 5, about compensatlcn of the organization’s
current and former officers, directors, trustees, key employees, and highest ccmpensated employees> If "Yes," 23 Yes
complete ScheduleJ . . . . . . L. .. &)

24a Did the organization have a tax-exempt bond issue with an eutstandmg prlnclpal amount of more than smo 000 as of
the last day of the year, that was issued after December 31, 2002? If "Yss, answer lines 24b rhrough 24d and

complete Schedule K. If "No,” go to line 25a . . . 24a No
b Did the organization invest any proceeds of tax-exempt bonds beyond a temporary period exception? . . . 2ab
¢ Did the organization maintain an escrow account other than a refundmg escrow at any time durlng the year

to defease any tax-exempt bonds? . . . . . . 24c
d Did the organization act as an "on behalf of" issuer for bonds outstanding at any time during the year? . . . 24d

25a Section 501(c)(3), 501(c)(4), and 501(c)(29) organizations. Did the organization engage in an excess benefit
transaction with a disqualified person during the year? If "Yes,” complete Schedule L, Part] . . 25a No

-

Is the organization aware that it engaged in an excess benefit transaction with a disqualified person in a prior year, and
that the transaction has not been reported on any of the organization’s prior Forms 990 or 990-EZ? If ”Yes, complete | 25b No
Schedule L, Partl . . . . . . . . . ... a e e e e e

26 Did the organization report any amount on Part X, line 5 or 22 for receivables from or payables to any current or former|
officer, director, trustee, key employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or 35% controlled entity or family | 26 No
member of any of these persons? If "Yes,” complete Schedule L, Partll . . . . . . .+ .« .+« . .

27 Did the organization provide a grant or other assistance to any current or former officer, director, trustee, key
employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or employee thereof, a grant selection committee member, orto | 27 No
a 35% controlled entity (including an employee thereof) or family member of any of these persons? If "Yes," Comp/ete
Schedule L,Partlll . . . . . . . . . ... e e e e .

28 Was the organization a party to 2 business transaction with one of the following parties (see the Schedule L, Part IV

instructions for filing thresholds, , and
a A current or former officer, director, trustee, key emp\oyee creator or founder, or substantial contributor? If "Yes,”
complete Schedule L, Part1V . . .
28a No
b A family member of any individual described in line 28a? If "Yes," complete Schedule L, Part IV .
28b No
c© A 35% controlled entity of one or more individuals and/ur organlzatlons described in line 28a or 28b? If "Yes," complete
Schedule L, PartlV . . . R Lo 28¢ No
29 Did the organization receive more than $25,000 in non-cash contributions? If "Yes,” complete Schedule M . . 29 No

30 Did the organization receive contributions of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets, or quallﬂed conservation
contributions? If "Yes,” complete Schedule M . . P 30 No

31 Did the organization liquidate, terminate, or dissolve and cease operations? If "Yes," complete Schedule N, Part |

31 No
32 Did the organization sell, exchange, dispose of, or transfer more than 25% of its net assets? If "Yes,"” complete
Schedule N, Partll « « « « « e e e e 32 No
33 Did the organization own 100% of an entity disregarded as separate from the organization under Regulations sections
301.7701-2 and 301.7701-3? If "Yes," complete Schedule R, Part| . . . - L. . . . % |33 Yes
34 Was the organization related to any tax-exempt or taxable entity? If “Yes," comp/ete Schedule R, Part I, 111, or IV, and
34 Yes
PartV,line 1 . . . . . . e e e e e e @)
35a Did the organization have a controlled entity within the meaning of section 512(b)(13)? 35a | Yes
b If ‘Yes’ to line 35a, did the organization receive any payment from or engage in any transaction with a controlled entity asb| v
within the meaning of section 512(b)(13)? If "Yes," complete Schedule R, Part V, line 2 ) e
36 Section 501(c)(3) organizati Did the organization make any transfers to an exempt non-charitable related N
organization? If "Yes,” complete Schedule R, PartV, line2 . . . Lo 36 ©
37 Did the organization conduct more than 5% of its activities through an entlty that is not a related organization and that N
is treated as a partnership for federal income tax purposes? If "Yes," complete Schedule R, Part VI @) 37 °
38 Did the organization complete Schedule O and provide explanations on Schedule O for Part VI, lines 11b and 19? Note.
All Form 990 filers are required to complete Schedule 0. . . . . e e 38 | Yes
Statements Regarding Other IRS Filings and Tax Compluance
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any linein thisPartv . . . . . . . . . . . O
Yes No
1a Enter the number reported in box 3 of Form 1096. Enter -0- if not applicable . 1,709
b Enter the number of Forms W-2G included on line 1a. Enter -0- if not applicable 0

¢ Did the organization comply with backup withholding rules for reportable payments to vendors and reportab\e gaming
(gambling) winnings to prize winners? . . . . . P PR . 1c Yes
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Page 5
Statements Regarding Other IRS Filings and Tax Compliance (continued)
Enter the number of employees reported on Form W-3, Transmittal of Wage and
Tax Statements, filed for the calendar year ending with or within the year covered by
this retUrn v« v e e e e e e e e e 2a 3,184|
If at least one is reported on line 2a, did the organization file all required federal employment tax returns? 2b | Yes
Note. If the sum of lines 1a and 2a is greater than 250, you may be required to e-file. See instructions.
Did the organization have unrelated business gross income of $1,000 or more during the year? . 3a No
If “Yes,” has it filed a Form 990-T for this year?If "No” to line 3b, provide an explanation in Schedule O . . 3b
At any time during the calendar year, did the organization have an interest in, or a signature or other authority over, a | 4a No
financial account in a foreign country (such as a bank account, securities account, or other financial account)? . .
If "Yes," enter the name of the foreign country: .
See instructions for filing requirements for FInCEN Form 114, Report of Foreign Bank and Financial Accounts (FBAR).
Was the organization a party to a prohibited tax shelter transaction at any time during the tax year? 5a No
Did any taxable party notify the organization that it was or is a party to a prohibited tax shelter transaction? 5b No
If "Yes," to line 5a or 5b, did the organization file Form 8886-T2 . . . . . . . . . . 5¢
Does the organization have annual gross receipts that are normally greater than $100,000, and did the organization 6a No
solicit any contributions that were not tax deductible as charitable contributions? . . .
If "Yes," did the organization include with every solicitation an express statement that such contributions or gifts were
not tax deductible? . . . . e e e 6b
Oraganizations that may receive deductible contributions under section 170(c).
Did the organization receive a payment in excess of $75 made parrly as a contribution and part\y for goods and services| 7a No
provided to the payor? . . . P . .
If "Yes," did the organization notify the donor of the value of the goods or services pravlded? e e 7b
Did the organization sell, exchange or otherwise d\spase of tanglble perscnal prnperty for which it was required to file
Form 82827 . . . . P P e 7c No
If "Yes," indicate the number of Forms 8282 filed during the year . . . . 7d
Did the organization receive any funds, directly or indirectly, to pay premiums on a personal benefit contract?
7e No

Did the organization, during the year, pay premiums, directly or indirectly, on a personal benefit contract? . . 7f No
If the orgamzamon received a contribution of quallfled intellectual prcperty, did the organlzatlon file Form 8899 as
required? . . o 79
If the organization received a contribution of cars, boats, a\rplanes or other vehicles, did the organization file a Form
1098-C? . . . . . . ... .. . « e e e e e e e e 7h
Sponsoring organizations maintaining donor advised funds. Did 2 donor advised fund maintained by the
sponsoring organization have excess business holdings at any time during theyear? . . . . . . . . 8
Sponsoring organizations maintaining donor advised funds.
Did the sponsoring organization make any taxable distributions under section 49662 . . . . . . . . 9a
Did the sponsoring organization make a distribution to a donor, donor advisor, or related person? . . . 9b
Section 501(c)(7) organizations. Enter:
Initiation fees and capital contributions included on Part VIII, line 12 . . . 10a
Gross receipts, included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12, for public use of club facilities m
Section 501(c)(12) organizations. Enter:
Gross income from members or shareholders . . . . . . . . . 1ia
Gross income from other sources. (Do not net amounts due or pald to other sources
against amounts due or received from them.) . . . . . . 11b
Section 4947(a)(1) non-exempt charitable trusts. Is the organization filing Form 990 in lieu of Form 10412 12a
If "Yes," enter the amount of tax-exempt interest received or accrued during the year.

12b
Section 501(c)(29) qualified nonprofit health insurance issuers.
Is the organization licensed to issue qualified health plans in more than one state? . L. 13a
Note. See the instructions for additional information the organization must report on Schedule 0
Enter the amount of reserves the organization is required to maintain by the states in
which the organization is licensed to issue qualified health plans . . . . 3b
Enter the amount of reservesonhand . . . . . . . . . . . . 13¢
Did the organization receive any payments for indoor tanning services during the tax year? . . . 14a No
If "Yes," has it filed a Form 720 to report these payments?If "No," provide an explanation in Schedule O . 14b
Is the organization subject to the section 4960 tax on payment(s] of more than $1 000,000 in remuneration or excess
parachute payment(s) during the year? . . . . Coe e 15 No
If "Yes," see the instructions and file Form 4720 Schedu\e N
Is the organization an educational institution subject to the section 4968 excise tax on net investment income? . 16 No
If "Yes," complete Form 4720, Schedule O.
Section 501(c)(21) organizations. Did the trust, any disqualified person, or other person engage in any activities 17
that would result in the imposition of an excise tax under section 4951, 4952, or 4953?
If "Yes," complete Form 6069.

Form 990 (2022)
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[ZMll Governance, Management, and Disclosure. For each "Yes" response to lines 2 through 7b below, and for a "No" response to

lines  8a, 8b, or 10b below, describe the circumstances, processes, or Changes in Schedule 0. See instructions.
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Part VI . . .« .

Section A. Governing Body and Management

Yes No
1a Enter the number of voting members of the governing body at the end of the tax year | 1a 12
If there are material differences in voting rights among members of the governing
body, or if the governing body delegated broad authority to an executive committee or
similar committee, explain in Schedule O.
b Enter the number of voting members included in line 1a, above, who are independent
ib 10
2 Did any officer, director, trustee, or key employee have a Famlly relatlonsh\p or a business re\auonsh\p with any other
officer, director, trustee, or key employee? . . . 2 No
3 Did the organization delegate control over management duties customarily performed by or under the direct supervision| 5 No
of officers, directors or trustees, or key employees to a management company or other person? .
4 Did the organization make any significant changes to its governing documents since the prior Form 990 was filed? . 4 No
5 Did the organization become aware during the year of a significant diversion of the organization’s assets? . 5 No
6 Did the organization have members or stockholders? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 No
7a Did the organization have members, , or other persons who had the power to elect or appoint one or more
members of the governing body? . . . . . . . . . . 4 .4 a e e 7a No
b Are any governance decisions of the organlzatlon reserved to (or subject to approva\ by) members, stockholders, or 7b No
persons other than the governing body? . P . e
8 Did the organization contemporaneously document the meetings held or written actions undertaken during the year by
the following:
a Thegoverning body? + « « v+ v . e e e e e e e 8a | Yes
b Each committee with authority to act on behalf of the governing bedy? . . . . . . . . . . . . 8b | Yes
9 Is there any officer, director, trustee, or key employee listed in Part VIl, Section A, who cannot be reached at the
organization’s mailing address? If "Yes," provide the names and addresses in Schedule O . . . 9 No
Section B. Policies (This Section B requests information about policies not required by the Internal Revenue Code.)
Yes No
10a Did the organization have local chapters, branches, or affiliates? . . . . . . . . . . . . 10a No
b If "Yes," did the organization have written policies and procedures governing the activities of such chapters, affiliates,
and branches to ensure their operations are consistent with the organization's exempt purposes? 10b
11a Has the organization provided a complete copy of this Form 990 to all members of its governing body before filing the
OrM? v v v 4 e h e e e e e e e e e 11a No
b Describe on Schedule O the process, if any, used by the organization to review this Form 990. . . . . .
12a Did the organization have a written conflict of interest policy? If “No," go to fine 13 . . . . . . . 12a| Yes
b Were officers, directors, or trustees, and key employees requlred to disclose annually interests that could give rise to
conflicts? . . . . . . . . ... 12b | Yes
¢ Did the organization regularly and consistently monitor and enforce comphance with the pohcy’ If "Yes, describe on
Schedule O how this was done . e e e e e e e e 12c | Yes
13 Did the organization have a written whistleblower policy? . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 Yes
14 Did the organization have a written document retention and destruction policy? . 14 Yes
15  Did the process for determining compensation of the following persons include a review and approval by independent
persons, comparability data, and contemporaneous substantiation of the deliberation and decision?
a The organization’s CEO, Executive Director, or top management official . . . . . . . . . . . 15a | Yes
b Other officers or key employees of the organization + + « + + & « & o« o+ o« . e e . 15b | Yes
If "Yes" to line 15a or 15b, describe the process on Schedule O. See instructions.
16a Did the organization invest in, contribute assets to, or par‘tlclpate ina ]omt venture or similar arrangement with a
taxable entity during the year? . . . . e e e e e 16a No
b If "Yes," did the organization follow a written policy or procedure requiring the or ion to evaluate its partici
in joint venture arrangements under applicable federal tax Iaw, and take steps to safeguard the organization’s exempt
status with respect to such arrangements? . . . . . e e 16b

Section C. Disclosure

17  List the states with which a copy of this Form 990 is required to be filed®

18 Section 6104 requires an organization to make its Form 1023 (1024 or 1024-A, if applicable), 990, and 990-T (section
501(c)(3)s only) available for public inspection. Indicate how you made these available. Check all that apply.
[0 own website [ Another's website M Upon request [ Other (explain in Schedule 0)

19 Describe in Schedule O whether (and if so, how) the organization made its governing documents, conflict of interest
policy, and financial statements available to the public during the tax year.

20 State the name, address, and telephone number of the person who possesses the organization's books and records:
»STEVE LEFEVER 6363 DE ZAVALA RD SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249 (210) 431-6466

Form 990 (2022)
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Compensation of Officers, Directors,Trustees, Key Employees, Highest Compensated Employees,
and Independent Contractors

Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Part VIl .

Section A. Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key p

y , and Higl C

p

y

1a Complete this table for all persons required to be listed. Report compensation for the calendar year ending with or within the organization’s tax
year,

 List all of the organization’s current officers, directors, trustees (whether i

of compensation. Enter -0- in columns (D), (E), and (F) if no compensation was paid.
@ List all of the organization’s current key employees, if any. See the instructions for definition of "key employee.”

® List the organization's five current highest compensated employees (other than an officer, director, trustee or key employee

or or

), regard|

of amount

)
who received reportable compensation (box 5 of Form W-2, box 6 of Form 1099-MISC, and/or box 1 of Form 1099-NEC) of more than $100,000 from

the organization and any related organizations.
@ List all of the organization’s former officers, key

or highest

of reportable compensation from the organization and any related organizations.

@ List all of the organization’s former directors or trustees that received, in the capacity as a former director or trustee of the
organization, more than $10,000 of reportable compensation from the organization and any related organizations.

See the instructions for the order in which to list the persons above.

[ Check this box if neither the organization nor any related organization compensated any current officer, director, or trustee

who received more than $100,000

[QON (B) . (c (D) (E) (F)

Name and title Average | Position (do not check more |  Reportable Reportable Estimated
hours per than one box, unless compensation | compensation | amount of other
week (list person is both an officer from the from related compensation
any hours and a director/trustee) organization organizations from the
for related 5= To T (W-2/1099- (W-2/1099- | organization and

25| 3 IlT
organizations | 2 3 | 5 || |32 |2| wmisc/i099- MISC/1099- related
below dotted | & 2128 (s 223 NEC) NEC) organizations
line) B =13 2%
¢ T |Eq
322 =2
=2 A E]
T g 2
T 2
&
(1) JON ALLMAN
X X 696,123| 33,762
CcEo Lol
(2) CHIP FULGHUM 40.0)
- X 582,054 13,989
PRESIDENT AND COO 1.0)
(3) Steven Lefever 40.0
. X 462,463 33,762
cFo 1.0l
(4) JOANN MCGRATH CRAZE 40.0)
. X 469,519) 13,725
PROGRAM COMPLIANCE SPECIALIST 0.0
(5) EDUARDO OROZCO 40.0)
. X 413,424 5,118
DEPUTY DIRECTOR FOR MEDICAL OP 0.0
(6) CARMEN QUALIA 40.0
. X 378,500) 14,530
SENIOR STRATEGIC ADVISOR 2.0
(7) DANNIEL HERNANDEZ 40.0]
. X 347,453 41,878
CHIEF HUMAN RESOURCE OFFICER L0l
(8) TIM ANTHONY PERKINS 40.0)
. X 381,587| 0
SITE DIRECTOR 0.0
(9) ALICIA YVETTE MARTINEZ 40.0
. X 361,414 7,623
ASSOC. DIRECTOR OF CASE MNGMT.
(10) MARK PITRE
X 46,696 12,213
DIRECTOR
(11) AMY DAVIS
X 0 0
DIRECTOR
(12) ANDREW APPLE
X X 0 0
TREASURER .0l
(13) BERENICE VILLARREAL
X X 0 0
CHAIR 1.0)
(14) CHRIS CRAWFORD
X 0 0
DIRECTOR 0.0)
(15) DORIS BEAULIEU
X 0 0
DIRECTOR 0.0
(16) GARY SKIDMORE 10
|| ox 0 0
DIRECTOR 0.0)
(17) JOHN SANDERS
X 0 0
DIRECTOR 0.0)

Form 990 (2022)
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Part VI Section A. Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, and Highest C ploy ( )
(A) (B) ©) (D) (E) (F)

Name and title Average Position (do not check more Reportable Reportable Estimated
hours per | than one box, unless person | compensation | compensation | amount of other
week (list is both an officer and a from the from related compensation
any hours director/trustee) organization organizations from the
for related P (W-2/1099- (W-2/1099- organization and

elate FEA FEEIE]
organizations | = 2 | 5 g T (35 |2| MIsc/1099- MISC/1099- related
below dotted =212 s g,{ El NEC) NEC) organizations
line) AR ER R
3 |T
E Z|mE
2 = 3
g1zl PPl 2
L 3
g g
-
(18) MAJOR GENERAL ALFRED FLOWERS 1.0
X 0| 0| 0
VICE CHAIR 1.0
(19) CHRIS TALLEY 1.0
0| 0| 0
DIRECTOR 0.0
(20) SHIRLEY SCHULTZ 1.0
X 0| 0| 0
SECRETARY 1.0
ibSub-Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . P
c Total from continuation sheets to Part VIl, SectionA . . . . »
dTotal (add lines1iband1c) . . . . . . . . . . . » 4,139,233] 0| 176,600

2 Total number of individuals (including but not limited to those listed above) who received more than $100,000
of reportable compensation from the organization » 371

Yes No

3 Did the organization list any former officer, director or trustee, key employee, or highest compensated employee on

line 1a? If "Yes," complete Schedule J for such individual . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 No
4 For any individual listed on line 1a, is the sum of reportable compensation and other compensation from the

organization and related organizations greater than $150,000? If "Yes,” complete Schedule J for such

individual .. . .. ..o e e e e e e e e e | yes
5 Did any person listed on line 1a receive or accrue compensation from any unrelated organization or individual for

services rendered to the or ion?If "Yes," hedule J for such person . . . . . . . . 5 No

Section B. Independent Contractors
1 Complete this table for your five highest compensated independent contractors that received more than $100,000 of compensation
from the organization. Report compensation for the calendar year ending with or within the organization's tax year.
(A) (B) (©)
Name and business address Description of services C
Velosource Allied LLC, Medical Staffing 5,075,769
20 South Sarah Street
STLOUIS, MO 63108
E3 Federal Solutions LLC, consultant 4,695,394
8281 Greensboro Dr Ste 400
MCLEAN, WA 22102
Lutheran Family Services of Nebrask, Therapy & Parent Edu 1,239,243
124'S 24th Street Suite 230
OMAHA, NE 68102
Acadian Ambulance service Inc, Transport. Service 1,211,943
PO Box 92881
LAFAYETTE, LA 70508
JAB Trading Industries LLC, Housing Supplies 973,794
4907 Callaghan Rd 119
SAN ANTONIO, TX_78228
2 Total number of independent contractors (including but not limited to those listed above) who received more than $100,C00 of
compensation from the organization » 38

Form 990 (2022)
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Part VIl Statement of Revenue
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this PartVill . . . . . . . . . . . . . O
(A) (B) (©) (D)
Total revenue Related or Unrelated Revenue
exempt business excluded from
function revenue tax under sections
revenue
[ta Federated campaigns . . 1a
®3
E | b Membership dues . . 1b
g3
G| © Fundraising events . . 1c
i | d Related organizations 1d
bl
O =| e Government grants (contributions) | 1e 1,180,893,237
i |
4 2| ¢ A other contributons,gits, grants,
&3 and similar amounts rit included " oBB2113
3 5| g Noncash contributions included in
T O 7 linesta-1fig 1g 18,384
g3
S & h Total. Add lines 1a-1f . . . . . . . » 1,185,775,350
Business Code
2a PROGRAM FEES 00000 1,163,317 1,163,317
3
g
R
gl e
H
&l
13
g
Sle
&
£ All other program service revenue.
9 Total. Add lines 2a-2f. . . . . » 1,163,317
3 Investment income (including dividends, interest, and other
similar amounts) . . . .. . > 769,539 769,538
4 Income from investment of tax-exempt bond proceeds » 0f
SRoyalties . . . . . . . . . . . 0]
(i) Real (ii) Personal
6a Gross rents 6a
b Less: rental
expenses 6b|
c Rental income
or (loss) 6c 0 o
d Netrental income or (loss) . . . . . . . 9
(i) Securities (ii) Other.
7a Gross amount
from sales of 7al
assets other
than inventory
b Less: costor
other basis and 7b)
sales expenses,
¢ Gain or (loss) 7c!
d Netgainor(loss) . . . . . . . . . 9
8a Gross income from fundraising events
8 | (ot including s of
H contributions reported on e 10).
2 seePartlV,lineis . . . . |g, 0
@
& | bless: directexpenses . . . |8b 0
8 | cNetincome or (loss) from fundraising events . . 9
o
[9a Gross income from gaming acti
SeePartlV, line19 . . . 9 0
bless: direct expenses . . . |9b )
< Net income or (loss) from gaming activities . . ) 9
[10aGross sales of inventory, less
returns and allowances . . 10a 0
bless: costof goodssold . . [10b) 0
© Net income o (loss) from sales of inventory . . _ » °
Miscellaneous Revenue Business Code
11aMISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 500099| 191,001 191,001
b
c
dAll other revenue . . . .
eTotal. Add lines 11a-11d . . . . . . >
191,001
12 Total revenue. See instructions . . . . .
1,187,899,206| 1,163,317 960,539
Form 990 (2022)
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Page 10

.@Im Statement of Functional Expenses

Section 501(c)(3) and 501(c)(4) organizations must complete all columns. All other organizations must complete column (A).

Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Part IX

(B)

<)

(D)

Do not include amounts reported on lines 6b, (A) Program service Management and Fundraising
7b, 8b, 9b, and 10b of Part VIIl. Total expenses general expenses expenses
1 Grants and other assistance to domestic organizations and 188,371,315 188,371,315
domestic governments. See Part IV, line21 . . . .
2 Grants and other assistance to domestic individuals. See 22,284,076 22,284,076
PartIV,line22 « . v v o« . . ..o
3 Grants and other assistance to foreign organizations, foreign )
governments, and foreign individuals. See Part IV, lines 15
and16. . . . . 4 e 0 e e e
4 Benefits paid to or for members . o
5 Compensation of current officers, directors, trustees, and 2,211,483 2,075,964 117,458 18,061
key employees . . . . . . . . . . .
6 Compensation not included above, to disqualified persons (as| 0
defined under section 4958(f)(1)) and persons described in
section 4958(c)(3)(B) P
7 Other salaries and wages . . . . . . . 149,318,395 140,168,152 7,930,740 1,219,503
8 Pension plan accruals and contributions (include section 401 2,370,518 2,225,253 125,905 19,360
(k) and 403(b) employer contributions) . . . .

9 Other employee benefits . . . . . . . 15,016,534 14,114,192 649,698 252,644
10 Payrolltaxes . . . . . . . . . . . 11,107,201 10,520,317 495,142 91,742
11 Fees for services (non-employees):

aManagement . . . . . . 0

blegal . . . . . . . . . 708,170 315,947 324,391 67,832

cAccounting . . . . . . . .. .. 274,720 122,565 125,841 26,314

dlobbying + « +« .« .+ w0 ... 722,167 336,966 318,655 66,546

e Professional fundraising services. See Part 1V, line 17 0

f Investment management fees . . . . . . 0

g Other (If line 11g amount exceeds 10% of line 25, column 577,141,149 574,223,912 2,405,065 512,172

(A) amount, list line 11g expenses on Schedule 0)
12 Advertising and promotion . . . . )
13 Office expenses . . . . . . . 6,911,783 6,767,341 117,660 26,782
14 Information technology . . . . . . 5,140,912 3,961,632 1,080,414 98,866
15 Royalties 0
16 Occupancy . . . . 85,412,497 84,446,418 941,956 24,123
17 Travel . v . v e e e e 3,283,151 2,976,179 284,112 22,860
18 Payments of travel or entertainment expenses for any 0

federal, state, or local public officials .
19 Conferences, conventions, and meetings . . . . 1,405,723 448,619 532,393 424,711
20 Interest . . . . . . . . ... 24,104 24,104
21 Payments to affiliates . . . . . . . 0
22 Depreciation, depletion, and amortization 1,173,089 923,983 244,385 4,721
23 Insurance . 1,243,447 971,044 265,708 6,695
24 Other expenses. Itemize expenses not covered above (List

miscellaneous expenses in line 24e. If line 24e amount

exceeds 10% of line 25, column (A) amount, list line 24e

expenses on Schedule O.)

a RECRUITING 1,032,736 305,528 590,537 136,671

b PROGRAM ACTIVITIES 763,618 763,618

c 0

d. 0

e All other expenses 387,145 137,664 247,149 2,332
25 Total functional expenses. Add lines 1 through 24e 1,076,303,933 1,056,460,685 16,821,313 3,021,935

26 Joint costs. Complete this line only if the organization
reported in column (B) joint costs from a combined
educational campaign and fundraising solicitation.

Check here » [ if following SOP 98-2 (ASC 958-720).
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Part X Balance Sheet
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any line in this Part IX . . . .. O
(B)
Beginning of year End of year
1 Cash-non-interest-bearing . . . P 23,690,780| 1 131,237,934
2 Savings and temporary cash investments . . . . . . . . . 31,087,336 2 676,422
3 Pledges and grants receivable, net . . . . . 11,549918| 3 11,136,519
4 Accounts receivable,net . . . . . . . . . . . . 39,441,749| 4 30,157,003
5 Loans and other receivables from any current or former officer, director,
trustee, key employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or 35% ol s 0
controlled entity or family member of any of these persons
6 Loansand other receivables from other disqualified persons (as defined under
section 4958(f)(1)), and persons described in section 4958(c)(3)(B) . ol 6 0
| 7 Notes and loans receivable, net . . . . . . . . . . . of 7 0
4
$ 8 Inventories forsaleoruse . . . . . . . . . . . of 8 0
:(’ 9  Prepaid expenses and deferred charges . . . . 5,352,869| 9 7,724,285
10a Land, buildings, and equipment: cost or other
basis. Complete Part VI of Schedule D 10a 41,415,523
b Less: accumulated depreciation 10b 5,282,046 24,679,615( 10c 36,133,477
11 Investments—publicly traded securities . 0| 11 0
12 Investments—other securities. See Part IV, line 11 . . . . . 0| 12 0
13 Investments—program-related. See Part 1V, line 11 . . 0o 13 0
14 Intangibleassets . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . o 14 0
15 Other assets. See Part 1V, line 11 . . . e e 2,011,636| 15 1,011,751
16 Total assets. Add lines 1 through 15 (must equal line 33) 137,813,903 16 218,077,391
17  Accounts payable and accrued expenses . . . 88,784,608| 17 49,141,507
18  Grants payable . o| 18 0
19 Deferred revenue . . . . . . . . . 22,920| 19 22,270
20 Tax-exempt bond liabilities . . . . . . . . . 0| 20 [
»| 21 Escrow or custodial account liability. Complete Part IV of Schedule D 0| 21 0
@
i=[22  Loans and other payables to any current or former officer, director, trustee, key
= employee, creator or founder, substantial contributor, or 35% controlled ennty
-;-'é or family member of any of these persons . . . . . . o| 22 0
=123 Secured mortgages and notes payable to unrelated third parties . . of 23 )
24  Unsecured notes and loans payable to unrelated third parties . of 24 0
25  Other liabilities (including federal income tax, payables to related third parties, o| 25 8,311,966
and other liabilities not included on lines 17 - 24).
Complete Part X of Schedule D
26 Total liabilities. Add lines 17 through 25 . . 88,807,528 26 57,475,743
"
@ Organizations that follow FASB ASC 958, check here » M and
e complete lines 27, 28, 32, and 33.
'_'7_' 27  Net assets without donor restrictions . . . . . . . . . 48,306,532 27 159,883,040
@28 Net assets with donor restrictions . . . . . . . 699,843| 28 718,608
§ Organizations that do not follow FASB ASC 958, check here » [ and
- complete lines 29 through 33.
5|29 Capital stock or trust principal, or current funds . . . . . 29
-g 30 Paid-in or capital surplus, or land, building or equipment fund . . . 30
5: 31 Retained earnings, endowment, accumulated income, or other funds 31
<
= 32 Total net assets or fund balances . . . . . . . . . . . 49,006,375 32 160,601,648
2|33 Total liabilities and net assets/fund balances . . . . . . . . 137,813,903| 33 218,077,391
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rt XI Reconcilliation of Net Assets
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any lineinthisPart Xl . . +« + & & &« v &« « a4« 4 O
1 Total revenue (must equal Part VIIl, column (A), line 12) . . . . . 1 1,187,899,206
2 Total expenses (must equal Part IX, column (A), line 25) . P . 2 1,076,303,933
3 Revenue less expenses. Subtract line 2 from line1 . . . . . .. . 3 111,595,273
4 Net assets or fund balances at beginning of year (must equal Part X, line 32, column (A)) . 4 49,006,375
5  Net unrealized gains (losses) on investments . . . 5
6 Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 6
7 Investmentexpenses . . . . . .+ 4 4 4 44w e aaaaa e 7
8 Prior period adjustments . . . . . . . 4.4 e a e 8
9  Other changes in net assets or fund balances (explain in Schedule0) . . . . . . . . 9
10 Net assets or fund balances at end of year. Combine lines 3 through 9 (must equal Part X, line 32, column (B))| 10 160,601,648
Financial Statements and Reporting
Check if Schedule O contains a response or note to any lineinthisPartXIl . . . . . . . . .+ .+ .« . . O
Yes No
1 Accounting method used to prepare the Form 990: [ cash ™ accrual [l other
If the organization changed its method of accounting from a prior year or checked "Other," explain on
Schedule O.
2a Were the organization’s financial statements compiled or reviewed by an independent accountant? 2a No
If*Yes,” check a box below to indicate whether the financial statements for the year were compiled or reviewed on a
separate basis, consolidated basis, or both:
[} Separate basis [J consolidated basis [ Both consolidated and separate basis
b Were the organization’s financial statements audited by an independent accountant? 2b | Yes
If ‘Yes,” check a box below to indicate whether the financial statements for the year were audited on a separate basis,
consolidated basis, or both:
] Separate basis [ consolidated basis Both consolidated and separate basis
c If "Yes," to line 2a or 2b, does the organization have a committee that assumes responsibility for oversight
of the audit, review, or compilation of its financial statements and selection of an independent accountant? 2c | Yes
If the organization changed either its oversight process or selection process during the tax year, explain in Schedule O.
3a As a result of a federal award, was the organization required to undergo an audit or audits as set forth in the Single
Audit Act and OMB Circular A-133? 3a | Yes
b If "Yes," did the organization undergo the required audit or audits? If the organization did not undergo the required
audit or audits, explain why in Schedule O and describe any steps taken to undergo such audits. 3b | Yes

orm 990 (2022)

Additional Data

Software ID:
Software Version:
EIN: 23-7223078
Name: FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Form 990 (2022)
Form 990, Part III, Line 4a:

MIGRANT WELLNESS SERVICES-OUR SERVICES INCLUDED HOME STUDIES AND POST-RELEASE SERVICES FOR UNACCOMPANIED MIGRANT CHILDREN AND THEIR
SPONSORS, MIGRANT WELLNESS SERVICES FOR FAMILIES AND INDIVIDUALS SEEKING ASYLUM (PARENTING EDUCATION/TRAINING, FAMILY AND INDIVIDUAL THERAPY,
TRAFFICKING SCREENINGS), AND SHELTERING OF MIGRANT CHILDREN AND FAMILIES AT THE BORDER.

Form 990, Part I1II, Line 4b:

EMERGENCY SERVICES-DISASTER RELIEF - ENDEAVORS PROVIDES CLIENT-FOCUSED SERVICES FOR SHORT-TERM RELIEF AND LONG-TERM RECOVERY. OUR CASE
MANAGERS OFFER INDIVIDUALIZED RECOVERY PLANS, CREATE SAFE ENVIRONMENTS, AND PROVIDE RESOURCE REFERRALS FOR INDIVIDUALS IMPACTED BY
PRESIDENTIALLY DECLARED NATURAL DISASTERS AND EMERGENCIES.

Form 990, Part III, Line 4c:

VETERAN SERVICES - ENDEAVORS PROVIDES SUPPORTIVE SERVICES FOR VETERANS AND THEIR MILITARY FAMILIES FOCUSES ON HOMELESSNESS PREVENTION AND
STABILIZATION, PARENTING SKILLS, AND MENTAL HEALTH CARE. (CONTINUED ON SCHEDULE 0)
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[efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS | As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493319145333]
OMB No. 1545-0047
SCHEDULE A Public Charity Status and Public Support M e e~
(Form 990) Complete if the organization is a section 501(c)(3) organization or a section 2 022
4947(a)(1) nonexempt charitable trust,
Department of the Treasury P Attach to Form 990 or Form 990-EZ.

Internal Revenue Service P Go to www.irs.gov/Form990 for instructions and the latest information. Open to Public
Inspection

Name of the organization
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Employer iden n number

23-7223078

for Public Charity Status (All organizations must complete this part.) See instructions.

The organization is not a private foundation because it is: (For lines 1 through 12, check only one box.)

1 [ Achurch, convention of churches, or association of churches described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(i).

2 [ Aschool described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(ii). (Attach Schedule E (Form 990).)

3 [ A hospital or a cooperative hospital service organization described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(iii).

4 [0 A medical research organization operated in conjunction with a hospital described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(iii). Enter the hospital's
name, city, and state:

5 [] Anorganization operated for the benefit of a college or university owned or operated by a governmental unit described in section 170
(b)(1)(A)(iv). (Complete Part I1.)

6 [J A federal, state, or local government or governmental unit described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(v).

7 [ Anorganization that normally receives a substantial part of its support from a governmental unit or from the general public described in
section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi). (Complete Part II.)

[J A community trust described in section 170(b)(1)(A)(vi). (Complete Part I1.)

9 [J An agricultural research organization described in 170(b)(1)(A)(ix) operated in conjunction with a land-grant college or university or a
non-land grant college of agriculture. See instructions. Enter the name, city, and state of the college or university:

10 [] Anorganization that normally receives: (1) more than 331/3% of its support from contributions, membership fees, and gross receipts
from activities related to its exempt functions—subject to certain exceptions, and (2) no more than 33 1/3% of its support from gross
investment income and unrelated business taxable income (less section 511 tax) from businesses acquired by the organization after June
30, 1975. See section 509(a)(2). (Complete Part IIL.)

11 [ An organization organized and operated exclusively to test for public safety. See section 509(a)(4).

12 [ An organization organized and operated exclusively for the benefit of, to perform the functions of, or to carry out the purposes of one or
more publicly supported organizations described in section 509(a)(1) or section 509(a)(2). See section 509(a)(3). Check the box
on lines 12a through 12d that describes the type of supporting organization and complete lines 12e, 12f, and 12g.

a [ Type L Asupporting organization operated, supervised, or controlled by its supported organization(s), typically by giving the supported
organization(s) the power to regularly appoint or elect a majority of the directors or trustees of the supporting organization. You must
complete Part IV, Sections A and B.

b [] Type IL A supporting organization supervised or controlled in connection with its supported organization(s), by having control or
management of the supporting organization vested in the same persons that control or manage the supported organization(s). You
must complete Part 1V, Sections A and C.

¢ [J Type III functionally integrated. A supporting organization operated in connection with, and functionally integrated with, its
supported organization(s) (see instructions). You must complete Part IV, Sections A, D, and E.

d [0 Type III non-functionally integrated. A supporting organization operated in connection with its supported organization(s) that is not
functionally The ization g y must satisfy a distribution requirement and an attentiveness requirement (see
instructions). You must complete Part IV, Sections A and D, and Part V.

e [ Check this box if the organization received a written determination from the IRS that it is a Type I, Type II, Type II functionally
integrated, or Type IIT non-functionally integrated supporting organization.

f  Enter the number of supported organizations

9 Provide the following information about the supported organization(s).

(i) Name of supported (i) EIN ) Type of (iv) Is the organization listed (v) Amount of (vi) Amount of
organization organization in your governing document? | monetary support | other support (see
(described on lines (see instructions) instructions)
1- 10 above (see
instructions))
Yes No
Total |
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Cat. No. 11285F Schedule A (Form 990) 2022

Form 990 or 990-EZ.
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IEETEE Support Schedule for Organizations Described in Sections 170(b)(1)(A)(iv) and 170(b)(1)(A)(vi)
(Complete only if you checked the box on line 5, 7, or 8 of Part I or if the organization failed to qualify under Part III.
If the organization failed to qualify under the tests listed below, please complete Part III.)
Section A. Public Support
(or ﬁscaf::"rda’ year iny > (a) 2018 (b) 2019 (c) 2020 (d) 2021 (e) 2022 (f) Total
1 Gifts, grants, contributions, and
membership fees received. (Do not 38,773,370) 60,603,880 50,236,720| 657,293,643 1,185,775,350) 1,992,682,963
include any "unusual grant.") .
2 Tax revenues levied for the
organization's benefit and either 0
paid to or expended on its behalf

3 The value of services or facilities

furnished by a governmental unit to 0
the organization without charge..
4 Total. Add lines 1 through 3 38,773,370 60,603,880 50,236,720 657,293,643 1,185,775,350) 1,992,682,963

5 The portion of total contributions by
each person (other than a
governmental unit or publicly
supported organization) included on 0
line 1 that exceeds 2% of the
amount shown on line 11, column

). .
6 Public support. Subtract line 5 1,992,682,963

from line 4.
Section B. Total Support

(o ﬂscaf;':a"r""" year > (a) 2018 (b) 2019 (c) 2020 (d) 2021 (e) 2022 (f) Total
7 Amounts from line 4. . 38,773,370) 60,603,880 50,236,720) 657,293,643 1,185,775,350 1,992,682,963
8 Gross income from interest,

dividends, payments received on
securities loans, rents, royalties 240,142 239,138 20,304 3,846 769,538 1,272,968
and income from similar sources

Net income from unrelated
business activities, whether or not 0
the business is regularly carried on

©

10 Other income. Do not include gain

or loss from the sale of capital 65,051 19,681 39,937 25,303 191,001 340,973
assets (Explain in Part VL), .
11 Total support. Add lines 7 1994 296,604
through 10 M
12 Gross receipts from related activities, etc. (see instructions) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 12 13,281,901
13 First 5 years. If the Form 990 is for the organization's first, second, third, fourth, or fifth tax year as a section 501(c)(3) organization, check
this box and stop here . . . . . . . ... w . ... e . .|
Section C. Computation of Publlc Suppurt Percentage
14 Public support percentage for 2022 (line 6, column () divided by line 11, column (F) . . . . . . . . . 13 99.919 %
15 Public support percentage for 2020 Schedule A, PartII, line 14 . . . . . 99.911 %

16a 33 1/3% support test—2022. If the organization did not check the box on Ilne 13, and ||ne 14 is 33 1/3% or more, check this box
and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . .
b 33 1/3% support test—2021. If the organization did not check a box on line 13 or 165 and |II'\E 15 is 33 1/3% or more, check thls
box and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . . . ......»0O
17a 10%-facts-and-circumstances test—2022. If the organlzatlon did not check a box on ||ne 13 lﬁa or 16b and \lne 14 is 10% or more,
and if the organization meets the "facts-and-circumstances" test, check this box and stop here. Explain in Part VI how the organization

meets the "facts-and-cir " test. The or qualifies as a publicly supported organization . . . >
b 10%-facts-and-circumstances test—2021. If the organization did not check a box on line 13, 16a, 16b, or 17a and IIne 15 is 10% or
more, and if the organization meets the "facts-and-circumstances” test, check this box and stop here. Explain in Part VI how the organization

meets the "facts-and-circi " test. The or ization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . . . . N 4
18 Private foundation. If the organization did not check a box on line 13, 16a, 16b, 17a, or 17b, check this box and see
INSEPUCHONS . . . o o o e e e R |

Schedule A (Form 990) 2022
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m Support Schedule for Organizations Described in Section 509(a)(2)
(Complete only if you checked the box on line 10 of Part I or if the organization failed to qualify under Part II. If

the organization fails to qualify under the tests listed below, please complete Part II.)

Section A. Public Support
(or ﬁscaf:':a“rdar year i (a) 2018 (b) 2019 (c) 2020 (d) 2021 (e) 2022 (f) Total

1 Gifts, grants, contributions, and
membership fees received. (Do not
include any "unusual grants.") .

2 Gross receipts from admissions,
merchandise sold or services
performed, or facilities furnished in
any activity that is related to the
organization's tax-exempt purpose

3 Gross receipts from activities that are
not an unrelated trade or business
under section 513 . . .

4 Tax revenues levied for the
organization's benefit and either paid
to or expended on its behalf.

5 The value of services or facilities
furnished by a governmental unit to
the organization without charge

6 Total. Add lines 1 through 5

7a Amounts included on lines 1, 2, and
3 received from disqualified persons
b Amounts included on lines 2 and 3
received from other than disqualified
persons that exceed the greater of
$5,000 or 1% of the amount on line
13 for the year.
c Add lines 7a and 7b. .
8 Public support. (Subtract line 7¢
from line 6.)
Section B. Total Support
(or ﬁscaf:':a“r"ar year > (a) 2018 (b) 2019 (c) 2020 (d) 2021 (e) 2022 (f) Total
9 Amounts from line 6.
10a  Gross income from interest,
dividends, payments received on
securities loans, rents, royalties and
income from similar sources. .

b Unrelated business taxable income
(less section 511 taxes) from
businesses acquired after June 30,
1975.

¢ Add lines 102 and 10b.

11 Netincome from unrelated business
activities not included on line 10b,
whether or not the business is
regularly carried on.

12 Other income. Do not include gain or
loss from the sale of capital assets
(Explain in Part VL) .

13 Total support. (Add lines 9, 10c,
11, and 12.). .

14 First 5 years. If the Form 990 is for the organization's first, second, third, fourth, or fifth tax year as a section 501(c)(3) organization, check

. » 0

this box and stop here. . .
Section C. Computation of Publlc Support Percent ge

15  Public support percentage for 2022 (line 8, column (F) divided by line 13, column () . . . . . . . . . 15

16 Public support percentage from 2021 Schedule A, Part IIL, line 15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16
ion D. C ion of Inv Income Per

17 Investment income percentage for 2022 (line 10c, column (f) divided by line 13, column (f)) . . . . . . 17

18 Investment income percentage from 2021 Schedule A, Part III, line 17 . . . .
19a 33 1/3% support tests-2022. If the organization did not check the box on Ime 14, and Mne 15 is more than 33 1/3%, and line 17 is not

more than 33 1/3%, check this box and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization . .
b 33 1/3% support tests—2021. If the organization did not check a box on line 14 or line 19a, and line 16 is more than 33 1/3% and line 18 is

not more than 33 1/3%, check this box and stop here. The organization qualifies as a publicly supported organization. . . . . P O

20  private foundation. If the organization did not check a box on line 14, 19a, or 19b, check this box and see instructions . . . . P[]
Schedule A (Form 990) 2022
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=li#\"M Supporting Organizations
(Complete only if you checked a box on line 12 of Part I. If you checked box 12a, of Part I, complete Sections A and B. If you checked

Page 4

box 12b, of Part I, complete Sections A and C. If you checked box 12c, of Part I, complete Sections A, D, and E. If you checked box

12d, of Part I, complete Sections A and D, and complete Part V.)

Section A. All Supporting Or

3a

4a

9a

10a

No

Are all of the organization’s supported organizations Msted by name |n the organization’s governing documents?
If "No," describe in Part VI how the supported are If by class or purpose,

describe the designation. If historic and continuing relationship, explain.

Did the organization have any supported organization that does not have an IRS determination of status under section 509
(2)(1) or (2) If "Yes," explain in Part VI how the organization determined that the supported organization was described

in section 509(a)(1) or (2).

Did the organization have a supported organization described in section 501(c)(4), (5), or (6)? If "Yes," answer lines 3b and|

3c below.

3a

Did the organization confirm that each supported organization qualified under section 501(c)(4), (5), or (6) and satisfied
the public support tests under section 509(a)(2)? If "Yes," describe in Part VI when and how the organization made the

determination.

3b

Did the organization ensure that all support to such organizations was used exclusively for section 170(c)(2)(B) purposes?

If "Yes," explain in Part VI what controls the organization put in place to ensure such use.

Was any supported organization not organized in the United States (“foreign supported organization")? If “Yes” and if you
checked box 12a or 12b in Part 1, answer lines 4b and 4c below.

Did the organization have ultimate control and discretion in deciding whether to make grants to the foreign supported

organization? If "Yes,” describe in Part VI how the organization had such control and discretion despite being controlled or

supervised by or in connection with its supported organizations.

Did the organization support any foreign supported organization that does not have an IRS determination under sections
501(c)(3) and 509(a)(1) or (2)? If "Yes,” explain in Part VI what controls the organization used to ensure that all support

to the foreign supported organization was used exclusively for section 170(c)(2)(B) purposes.

4c

Did the organization add, substitute, or remove any supported organizations during the tax year? If "Yes,” answer lines 5b
and 5c¢ below (if applicable). Also, provide detail in Part VI, including (i) the names and EIN numbers of the supported
orgamzat/ons added subsm‘uted or removed; (ii) the reasons for each such action; (iii) the authority under the

g document authorizing such action; and (iv) how the action was accomplished (such as by
amendment to the organizing document).

Type I or Type II only. Was any added or substituted supported organization part of a class already in the

organization's organizing document?

5b

Substitutions only. Was the substitution the result of an event beyond the organization's control?

5c

Did the organization provide support (whether in the form of grants or the provision of services or facilities) to anyone other
than (i) its supported organizations, (ii) individuals that are part of the charitable class benefited by one or more of its
supported organizations, or (iii) other supporting organizations that also support or benefit one or more of the filing

organization’s supported organizations? If "Yes,” provide detail in Part VI.

Did the organization provide a grant, loan, compensation, or other similar payment to a substantial contributor (defined in
section 4958(c)(3)(C)), a family member of a substantial contributor, or a 35% controlled entity with regard to a

substantial contributor? If "Yes,” Part I of dule L (Form 990) .

Did the organization make a loan to a disqualified person (as defined in section 4958) not described on line 7? If "Yes,”

complete Part I of Schedule L (Form 990).

Was the organization controlled directly or indirectly at any time during the tax year by one or more disqualified persons, as|
defined in section 4946 (other than foundation managers and organizations described in section 509(a)(1) or (2))? If "Yes,”

provide detail in Part VI.

9a

Did one or more disqualified persons (as defined on line 9a) hold a controlling interest in any entity in which the supporting

organization had an interest? If "Yes,” provide detail in Part VI.

9b

Did a disqualified person (as defined on line 9a) have an ownership interest in, or derive any personal benefit from, assets

in which the supporting organization also had an interest? If "Yes,” provide detail in Part VI.

Was the organization subject to the excess business holdings rules of section 4943 because of section 4943(f) (regarding
certain Type II supporting organizations, and all Type III non-functionally integrated supporting organizations)? If "Yes,”

answer line 10b below.

Did the organization have any excess business holdings in the tax year? (Use Schedule C, Form 4720, to determine whethej

the organization had excess business holdings).

10b

Schedule A (Form 990) 2022
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Supporting Organizations (continued)
Yes | No
11 Has the organization accepted a gift or contribution from any of the following persons?
a A person who directly or indirectly controls, either alone or together with persons described on lines 11b and 11c below, the|
governing body of a supported organization? 11a
b A family member of a person described on 11a above? 11b
¢ A 35% controlled entity of a person described on line 11a or 11b above? If “Yes” to 11a, 11b, or 11c, provide detail in Part | 11c
VL
Section B. Type I Supporting Organizations
Yes | No
1 Did the officers, directors, trustees, or membership of one or more supported organizations have the power to regularly
appoint or elect at least a majority of the organization’s directors or trustees at all times during the tax year? If "No,”
describe in Part VI how the supported organization(s) effectively operated, supervised, or controlled the organization’s
activities. If the organization had more than one supported organization, describe how the powers to appoint and/or
remove directors or trustees were allocated among the supported organizations and what conditions or restrictions, if any,
applied to such powers during the tax year. 1
2 Did the organization operate for the benefit of any supported organization other than the supported organization(s) that
operated, supervised, or controlled the supporting organization? If “Yes, ” explain in Part VI how providing such benefit
carried out the purposes of the supported organization(s) that operated, supervised or controlled the supporting 2
organization.
Section C. Type II Supporting Organizations
Yes | No
1 Were a majority of the organization’s directors or trustees during the tax year also a majority of the directors or trustees of
each of the or ization’s supported organization(s)? If “No,” describe in Part VI how control or of the
supporting organization was vested in the same persons that controlled or the supp ol s). 1
Section D. All Type III Supporting Organizations
Yes | No
1 Did the organization provide to each of its supported organizations, by the last day of the fifth month of the organization’s
tax year, (i) a written notice describing the type and amount of support provided during the prior tax year, (ii) a copy of the
Form 990 that was most recently filed as of the date of notification, and (iii) copies of the organization’s governing
documents in effect on the date of notification, to the extent not previously provided? 1
2 Were any of the organization’s officers, directors, or trustees either (i) appointed or elected by the supported organization
(s) or (ii) serving on the governing body of a supported organization? If “"No, " explain in Part VI how the organization
a close and working ip with the supported organization(s). 2
3 By reason of the relationship described in line 2 above, did the i s supported organi have a
voice in the organization’s investment policies and in directing the use of the organization’s income or assets at all times
during the tax year? If "Yes," describe in Part VI the role the or Ipp! played in this regard. 3

Section E. Type III Functionally-Integrated Supporting Organizations

Check the box next to the method that the organization used to satisfy the Integral Part Test during the year (see instructions):

1
a

b

c

o

[ The organization satisfied the Activities Test. Complete line 2 below.

[0 The organization is the parent of each of its supported organizations. Complete line 3 below.

[ The organization supported a governmental entity. Describe in Part VI how you supported a government entity (see instructions)

Activities Test. Answer lines 2a and 2b below.

Did ially all of the or fon’s activities during the tax year directly further the exempt purposes of the
supported organization(s) to which the organization was responsive? If "Yes, " then in Part VI identify those supported
organizations and explain how these activities directly furt their exempt purposes, how the organi. was

ive to those supported organizations, and how the i that these activities

Yes

No

substantially all of its activities.

Did the a:tlvltles described on line 2a, above constitute activities that, but for the orgamzatmn 's involvement, one or more
of the or s supported s) would have been engaged in? I "Yes, " explain in Part VI the reasons for
the organization’s position that its supported organization(s) would have engaged in these activities but for the
organization’s involvement.

Parent of Supported Organizations. Answer lines 3a and 3b below.

Did the organization have the power to regularly appoint or elect a majority of the officers, directors, or trustees of each of
the supported organizations?If “Yes” or "No", provide details in Part VI.

Did the organization exercise a substantial degree of direction over the policies, programs and activities of each of its
supported organizations? If "Yes," describe in Part VI. the role played by the organization in this regard.

2a

2b

3b
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P: \/Ml Type III Non-Functionally Integrated 509(a)(3) Supporting Organizations
1 [0 Check here if the organization satisfied the Integral Part Test as a qualifying trust on Nov. 20, 1970 (explain in Part VI). See
instructions. All other Type III non-functionally integrated supporting organizations must complete Sections A through
Section A - Adjusted Net Income (A) Prior Year (B) Current Year
(optional)
1 Net short-term capital gain 1
2 Recoveries of prior-year distributions 2
3 Other gross income (see instructions) 3
4 Add lines 1 through 3 4
5 Depreciation and depletion 5
6 Portion of operating expenses paid or incurred for production or collection of gross 6
income or for management, conservation, or maintenance of property held for
production of income (see instructions)
7 Other expenses (see instructions) 7
8 Adjusted Net Income (subtract lines 5, 6 and 7 from line 4) 8
Section B - Minimum Asset Amount (A) Prior Year (B) Current Year
(optional)
1 Aggregate fair market value of all non-exempt-use assets (see instructions for short
tax year or assets held for part of year): 1
a Average monthly value of securities 1a
b Average monthly cash balances 1ib
¢ Fair market value of other non-exempt-use assets 1c
d Total (add lines 1a, 1b, and 1c) id
e Discount claimed for blockage or other factors
(explain in detail in Part VI):
2 Acquisition indebtedness applicable to non-exempt use assets 2
3 Subtract line 2 from line 1d 3
4 Cash deemed held for exempt use. Enter 0.015 of line 3 (for greater amount, see
instructions). 4
5  Net value of non-exempt-use assets (subtract line 4 from line 3) 5
6 Multiply line 5 by 0.035 6
7 Recoveries of prior-year distributions 7
8 Minimum Asset Amount (add line 7 to line 6) 8
ion C - Distril A t Current Year
1 Adjusted net income for prior year (from Section A, line 8, Column A) 1
2 Enter 85% of line 1 2
3 Minimum asset amount for prior year (from Section B, line 8, Column A) 3
4 Enter greater of line 2 or line 3 4
5 Income tax imposed in prior year 5
6 Distributable Amount. Subtract line 5 from line 4, unless subject to emergency 6
temporary reduction (see instructions)
7 Check here if the current year is the or ion's first as a non-functionally-integrated Type I1I supporting organization (see

instructions)

Schedule A (Form 990) 2022
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Type III Non-Functionally Integrated 509(a)(3) Supporting Organizations (continued)

Section D - Distributions

Current Year

1 Amounts paid to supported organizations to accomplish exempt purposes 1
2 Amounts paid to perform éc‘tivity that directly furthers exempt purposes of supported organizations, in 2
excess of income from activity
3 Administrative expenses paid to accomplish exempt purposes of supported organizations 3
4 Amounts paid to acquire exempt-use assets 4
5 Qualified set-aside amounts (prior IRS approval required - provide details in Part VI) 5
6 Other distributions (describe in Part VI). See instructions 6
7 Total annual distri Add lines 1 through 6. 7
8 Distributions to attentive supported organizations to which the organization is responsive (provide s
details in Part VI). See instructions
9 Distributable amount for 2022 from Section C, line 6 9
10 Line 8 amount divided by Line 9 amount 10

Section E - Distribution Allocations
(see instructions)

Excess Distributions
Pre-

(i)
Underdistributions
2022

(iii)
Distributable
Amount for 2022

1 Distributable amount for 2022 from Section C, line 6

2 Underdistributions, if any, for years prior to 2022
(reasonable cause required-- explain in Part VI).
See instructions.

3 Excess distributions carryover, if any, to 2022:
a From 2017.

b From20i8. . . .

¢ From2019. . . . . . .

d From2020. . . . . . .

e From2021. . . . . .

f Total of lines 3a through e

g _Applied to underdistributions of prior years

h_Applied to 2022 distributable amount

i Carryover from 2017 not applied (see
instructions)

j Remainder. Subtract lines 3g, 3h, and 3i from line 3f.

4 Distributions for 2022 from Section D, line 7:
$

a_Applied to underdistributions of prior years

b Applied to 2022 distributable amount

c Remainder. Subtract lines 4a and 4b from line 4.

5 Remaining underdistributions for years prior to
2022, if any. Subtract lines 3g and 4a from line 2.
If the amount is greater than zero, explain in Part VI.
See instructions.

6 Remaining underdistributions for 2022. Subtract
lines 3h and 4b from line 1. If the amount is greater
than zero, explain in Part VI. See instructions.

7 Excess distributions carryover to 2023. Add lines
3j and 4c.

8 Breakdown of line 7:

a Excess from 2018. . . . .
b Excess from 2019. . . . .
c Excess from 2020. . . . .
d_Excess from2021. . . . .
e

Excess from 2022.

Schedule A (Form 990) 2022

Schedule A (Form 990) (2022)

Page 8

[TihZ8l Supplemental Information. Provide the explanations required by Part 11, line 10; Part 11, line 17a or 17b; Part 111, line 12; Part IV,

Section A, lines 1, 2, 3b, 3¢, 4b, 4c, 5a, 6, 9a, 9b, 9¢, 11

a, 11b, and 11c; Part 1V, Section B, lines 1 and 2; Part 1V, Section C, line 1;

Part IV, Section D, lines 2 and 3; Part 1V, Section E, lines 1c, 2a, 2b, 3a and 3b; Part V, line 1; Part V, Section B, line le; Part V
Section D, lines 5, 6, and 8; and Part V, Section E, lines 2, 5, and 6. Also complete this part for any additional information. (See

instructions).

Facts And Circumstances Test
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|efile GRAPHIC print - DO NOT PROCESS | As Filed Data - | DLN: 93493319145333]
SCHEDULE C Political Campaign and Lobbying Activities OMB No. 1545-0047
(Form 950) For Organizations Exempt From Income Tax Under section 501(c) and section 527 2022

Department of the Treasury

I ; y »Complete if the organization is described below. PAttach to Form 990 or Form 990-EZ. Open to Public
ntemal Revenue Service

»Go to www.irs.gov/Form990 for instructions and the latest information. Inspection

If the organization answered "Yes™ on Form 990, Part IV, Line 3, or Form 990-EZ, Part V, line 46 (Political Campaign Activities), then
 Section 501(c)(3) organizations: Complete Parts I-A and B. Do not complete Part I-C.
@ Section 501(c) (other than section 501(c)(3)) organizations: Complete Parts I-A and C below. Do not complete Part |-B.
@ Section 527 organizations: Complete Part I-A only.

If the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, Line 4, or Form 990-EZ, Part VI, line 47 (Lobbying Activities), then

» Section 501(c)(3) organizations that have filed Form 5768 (election under section 501(h)): Complete Part II-A. Do not complete Part II-B.

@ Section 501(c)(3) organizations that have NOT filed Form 5768 (election under section 501(h)): Complete Part II-B. Do not complete Part II-A.
If the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, Line 5 (Proxy Tax) (see separate instructions) or Form 990-EZ, Part V, line 35¢
(Proxy Tax) (see separate instructions), then

e Section 501(c)(4), (5), or (6) organizations: Complete Part Il

Name of the organization Employer identification number

FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

m Complete if the or

1 Provide a description of the organization’s direct and indirect political campaign activities in Part IV. See instructions for definition of
“political campaign activities.”

23-7223078
under ion 501(c) or is a section 527 organization.

2 Political campaign activity expenditures. See instructions

3 Volunteer hours for political campaign activities. See instructions .
Comp if the organization is under ion 501(c)(3).

1 Enter the amount of any excise tax incurred by the organization under section 4955
2 Enter the amount of any excise tax incurred by organization managers under section 4955 .

OvYes [Ono

3 If the organization incurred a section 4955 tax, did it file Form 4720 for this year? .....
4a  Was a correction made? .. O Yes 0 no
b __If "Yes," describe in Part IV.
C if the or ization is under ion 501(c), except section 501(c)(3).

1 Enter the amount directly expended by the filing organization for section 527 exempt function activities ..... > $
2 Enter the amount of the filing organization's funds contributed to other organizations for section 527 exempt

function activities ......... Y $
3 Total exempt function expenditures. Add lines 1 and 2. Enter here and on Form 1120-POL, line 17b........... » $
4 Did the filing organization file Form 1120-POL for this year? Oves [ No

5 Enter the names, addresses and employer identification number (EIN) of all section 527 political organizations to which the filing
organization made payments. For each organization listed, enter the amount paid from the filing organization’s funds. Also enter the amount
of political contributions received that were promptly and directly delivered to a separate political organization, such as a separate segregated
fund or a political action committee (PAC). If additional space is needed, provide information in Part IV.

(a) Name (b) Address (c) EIN (d) Amount paid from | (e) Amount of political
filing organization's contributions received
funds. If none, enter and promptly and

-0-. directly delivered to a

separate political
organization. If none,
entel

-0-

6

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 500845 Schedule C (Form 990) 2022
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C if the organization is pt under section 501(c)(3) and filed Form 5768 (election under
section 501(h)).

A Check » [ ifthe filing organization belongs to an affiliated group (and list in Part IV each affiliated group member's name, address, EIN,
expenses, and share of excess lobbying expenditures).

B Check » [ if the filing organization checked box A and "limited control” provisions apply.

(a) Filing (b) Affiliated group
its on Lobbying Expenditures organization's totals
(The term "expenditures” means amounts paid or incurred.) totals

-
o

Total lobbying expenditures to influence public opinion (grass roots lobbying)
Total lobbying expenditures to influence a legislative body (direct lobbying) ...
Total lobbying expenditures (add lines 1a and 1b) ....

Other exempt purpose ditures
Total exempt purpose expenditures (add lines 1c and 1d) ....

-0 o0 T

Lobbying nontaxable amount. Enter the amount from the following table in both
columns.

If the amount on line 1e, column (a) or (b) is: [The lobbying nontaxable amount i
INot over $500,000 [20% of the amount on line 1e

[over $500,000 but not over $1,000,000 [£100,000 plus 15% of the excess over $500,000.

[Over $1,000,000 but not over $1,500,000 [§175,000 plus 10% of the excess over $1,000,000.

[Over $1,500,000 but not over $17,000,000 [5225,000 plus 5% of the excess over $1,500,000.
[Over $17,000,000 [$1,000,000.

Grassroots nontaxable amount (enter 25% of line 1f)
Subtract line 1g from line 1a. If zero or less, enter -0-
Subtract line 1f from line 1c. If zero or less, enter -0-.

[

If there is an amount other than zero on either line 1h or line 1i, did the organization file Form 4720 reporting
section 4911 tax for this year?

O ves O No

4-Year Averaging Period Under Section 501(h)
(Some organizations that made a section 501(h) election do not have to complete all of the five
columns below. See the separate instructions for lines 2a through 2f.)

Lobbying Expenditures During 4-Year Averaging Period

Calendar year (or fiscal year

beginning in) (a) 2019 (b) 2020 (c) 2021 (d) 2022 (e) Total

N
o

Lobbying nontaxable amount

-

Lobbying ceiling amount
(150% of line 2a, column(e))

o

Total lobbying expenditures

d__ Grassroots nontaxable amount

e Grassroots ceiling amount
(150% of line 2d, column (e))

-

Grassroots lobbying expenditures

Schedule C (Form 990) 2022
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Complete if the organization is pt under ion 501(c)(3) and has NOT filed
Form 5768 (election under section 501(h)).
For each "Yes" response on lines 1a through 1i below, provide in Part 1V a detailed description of the lobbying (2) (b)
activity. Yes | No Amount
1 During the year, did the filing organization attempt to influence foreign, national, state or local legislation,
including any attempt to influence public opinion on a legislative matter or referendum, through the use of:
a  Volunteers? ... No
b Paid staff or management (include compensation in expenses reported on lines ic through 1i)7 ........ Yes
¢ Media advertisements? ... No
d Mailings to members, legislators, or the public? No
e Publications, or published or broadcast statements? No
f Grants to other organizations for lobbying purposes? ... No
g Direct contact with legislators, their staffs, government officials, or a legislative body? ... Yes 29,994
h  Rallies, demonstrations, seminars, conventions, speeches, lectures, or any similar means? No
i Other activities? ....... Yes 692,173
j  Total. Add lines 1c through 1i . 722,167
2a  Did the activities in line 1 cause the organization to be not described in section 501(c)(3)? No
b If "Yes," enter the amount of any tax incurred under section 4912 ...
¢ If"Yes," enter the amount of any tax incurred by organization managers under section 4912
d If the filing organization incurred a section 4912 tax, did it file Form 4720 for this year?
3 if the organization is under section 501(c)(4), section 501(c)(5), or section
501(c)(6).
Yes | No
1 Were substantially all (90% or more) dues received nondeductible by members? .... 1
2 Did the organization make only in-house lobbying expenditures of $2,000 or less? .... 2
3 Did the organization agree to carry over lobbying and political expenditures from the prior year? 3

Part ITI-B ¢ if the or i ion is under section 501(c)(4), section 501(c)(5), or section 501(c)(6)
and if either (a) BOTH Part III-A, lines 1 and 2, are answered "No" OR (b) Part III-A, line 3, is
answered “Yes."

1 Dues, assessments and similar amounts from members 1
2 Section 162(e) nondeductible lobbying and political expenditures (do not include amounts of political
expenses for which the section 527(f) tax was paid).
a Current year .... 2a
b Carryover from last year . 2b
c . .. 2c
3 Aggregate amount reported in section 6033(e)(1)(A) notices of nondeductible section 162(e) dues . 3
4  If notices were sent and the amount on line 2c exceeds the amount on line 3, what portion of the excess does
the organization agree to carryover to the reasonable estimate of nondeductible lobbying and political
expenditure next year? ... 4
Taxable amount of lobbying and political expenditures. See Instructions ............. 5

Part IV Supplemental Information

Provide the descriptions required for Part I-A, line 1; Part I-B, line 4; Part I-C, line 5; Part II-A (affiliated group list); Part II-A, lines 1 and 2 (see

instructions), and Part line 1. Also, complete this part for any additional information.
Return Reference Explanation
SCH C, PART II-B, LINE 1G: ENDEAVORS SENIOR MANAGEMENT OFFICIALS PARTICIPATED IN VARIOUS MEETINGS WITH GOVERNMENT
[OFFICIALS RELATING TO ENDEAVORS CHARITABLE MISSION AND ACTIVITIES.
SCH C, PART II-B, LINE 1I: FEES TO OUTSIDE LOBBYISTS.

Schedule C (Form 990) 2022
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2 N OMB No. 1545-0047
(SFocr:‘Eg:"-E D Supplemental Financial Statements IR

» Complete if the organization answered "Yes," on Form 990, 2022
Part 1V, line 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11a, 11b, 11c, 11d, 11e, 11f, 12a, or 12b.

Department of the Treasury » Attach to Form 990. Open to Public

Internal Revenue Service » Go to www.irs.qov/Form990 for instructions and the latest information. Inspection
Name of the organization Employer identification number
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

23-7223078
Organizations Maintaining Donor Advised Funds or Other Similar Funds or Accounts.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 6
(a) Donor advised funds (b) Funds and other accounts

Total number at end of year .

Aggregate value of contributions to (during year)

Aggregate value of grants from (during year)

Aggregate value at end of year .

oA W N R

Did the organization inform all donors and donor advisors in writing that the assets held in donor advised funds are the
organization’s property, subject to the organization’s exclusive legal control? . . . . . . . . . . . . O ves O No

6 Did the organization inform all grantees, donors, and donor advisors in writing that grant funds can be used only for

charitable purposes and not for the benefit of the donor or donor advisor, or for any other purpose conferring impermissible

private benefit? . . . . . .. o.o.o.o. O ves [ No
Lls#*fl Conservation Easements.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 7.

1 Purpose(s) of conservation easements held by the organization (check all that apply).
[ Ppreservation of land for public use (e.g., recreation or education) [0 preservation of an historically important land area
[0 Protection of natural habitat [0 preservation of a certified historic structure

[ Preservation of open space

2 Complete lines 2a through 2d if the organization held a qualified conservation contribution in the form of a conservation
easement on the last day of the tax year. Held at the End of the Year
a Total number of conservation easements . . . . . . . .. ... L 2a
b Total acreage restricted by conservation easements . . . . . e 2b
¢ Number of conservation easements on a certified historic structure included in (a) P 2¢c
d Number of conservation easements included in (c) acquired after July 25, 2006, and not on a 2d

historic structure listed in the National Register .

3 Number of conservation easements modified, transferred, released, extinguished, or terminated by the organization during the
tax year

4 Number of states where property subject to conservation easement is located b

5  Does the organization have a written policy regarding the permdlc monltorlng, |nspectlon handling of violations,
and enforcement of the conservation easements it holds? . . . [ Yes [ No

&  Staff and volunteer hours devoted to monitoring, inspecting, handling of violations, and enforcing conservation easements during the year
»

7 Amount of expenses incurred in monitoring, inspecting, handling of violations, and enforcing conservation easements during the year
»$

8 Does each conservation easement repcrted on line Z(d) above satlsfy the requ\rements of section 170(h)(4)(B)(i)
and section 170(h)(4)(B)(ii)? . . . Oves [no
9 In Part XIII, describe how the organization reports conservation easements in its revenue and expense statement, and
balance sheet and include, if applicable, the text of the footnote to the organization’s financial statements that describes
the ‘s accounting for conservation easements.
Or izati intaining C i of Art, Historical Treasures, or Other Similar Assets.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 8.
1a If the organization elected, as permitted under FASB ASC 958, not to report in its revenue statement and balance sheet works of art,
historical treasures, or other similar assets held for public exhibition, education, or research in furtherance of public service, provide, in
Part XIII, the text of the footnote to its financial statements that describes these items.

b If the organization elected, as permitted under FASB ASC 958, to report in its revenue statement and balance sheet works of art,
historical treasures, or other similar assets held for public exhibition, education, or research in furtherance of public service, provide the
following amounts relating to these items:

(i) Revenue included on Form 990, Part VIIL, linel1. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. ... P$
(ii)Assets included in Form 990, Part X . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ..o S

2 Ifthe organization received or held works of art, historical treasures, or other similar assets for financial gain, provide the
following amounts required to be reported under FASB ASC 958 relating to these items:

a Revenueincluded on Form 990, Part VIIL linel. . . . . . . . . . . . . v v v v v v i v i e P
b Assetsincluded in Form 990, Part X . . . . . . . . . PS
For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 52283D  Schedule D (Form 990) 2022
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|E!i“ Organizations Maintaining Collections of Art, Historical Treasures, or Other Similar Assets (continued)
3 Using the organization’s acquisition, accession, and other records, check any of the following that are a significant use of its collection
items (check all that apply):
a [ public exhibition d [0 Loan or exchange programs
b e
[ scholarly research O other
€ [ Preservation for future generations
4 Provide a description of the organization’s collections and explain how they further the organization’s exempt purpose in
Part XIII.
5 During the year, did the organization solicit or receive donations of art, historical treasures or other similar
assets to be sold to raise funds rather than to be maintained as part of the organization’s collection?. O Yes O No

i #AM Escrow and Custodial Arrangements.
Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 9, or reported an amount on Form 990, Part

X, line 21.
1a Is the organization an agent, trustee, custodian or other intermediary for contributions or other assets not
included on Form 990, Part X? . . . . . . . . .. Lo O Yes O No
b If "Yes," explain the arrangement in Part XIII and complete the following table: Amount
€ Beginning balance . ic
d  Additions during the year . 1d
e Distributions during the year . le
f  Ending balance . 1f
2a  Did the organization include an amount on Form 990, Part X, line 21, for escrow or custodial account liability? . . . [J Yes [ No
b If "Yes," explain the arrangement in Part XIII. Check here if the explanation has been provided in Part XIII . . . . O
LA Endowment Funds.

Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 10.

I

o a0 o

@ -

3a

b
4

(a) Current year (b) Prior year | (<) Two years back

(d) Three years back

(e) Four years back

Beginning of year balance . . . .

Contributions . . .

Net investment earnings, gains, and losses

Grants or scholarships . . .

Other expenditures for facilities
and programs . . .

Administrative expenses . . . .

End of year balance . . . .

Provide the estimated percentage of the current year end balance (line 1g, column (a)) held as:

Board designated or quasi-endowment®

Permanent endowment »

Term endowment #»

The percentages on lines 2a, 2b, and 2¢ should equal 100%.

Are there endowment funds not in the possession of the organization that are held and administered for the
organization by:

(i) Unrelated organizations . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...

(ii) Related organizations . . . . . . .+ . 4 4w

If "Yes" on 3a(ii), are the related organizations listed as required on ScheduleR? . . . . . .
Describe in Part XIII the intended uses of the organization's endowment funds.

No

m Land, Buildings, and Equipment.

rt X, line 10.

Complete if the ort

anization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 11a. See Form 990, P:

Description of property

(a) Cost or other basis
(investment)

(b) Cost or other basis (other)

(<) Accumulated depreciation

(d) Book value

1a Land

4,367,050

4,367,050

b Buildings

21,540,117

3,553,577

17,986,540

¢ Leasehold improvements

3,217,226

757,334

2,459,892

d Equipment

2,608,995

971,135

1,637,860

e Other

9,682,135

0

9,682,135

Total. Add lines 1a through le. (Column (d) must equal Form

90, Part X, column (B), line

10(c).) . . »

36,133,477

Schedule D (Form 990) 2022
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[TY{AZ¢] Investments - Other Securities.

Complete if the answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 11b.See Form 990, Part X, line 12.

(a) Description of security or category
(including name of security)

Page 3
(b) (<) Method of valuation:
Book Cost or end-of-year market value
value

(1) Financial derivatives
(2) Closely-held equity interests
(3)Other

(A

(©)

(©)

(E)

(7

(©)

(H)

(H)

Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col. (B) line 12.)

LELRA%88 Investments - Program Related.
Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 11c. See Form 990, Part X, line 13.

(a) Description of investment.

(b) Book value

(<) Method of valuation:
Cost or end-of-year market value

[E)

)

3)

(@)

(5)

(6)

(%]

(®)

O]

(10)

(Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col.(8) line 13.)

Other Assets.

Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 11d. See Form 990, Part X, line 15.

(a) Description

(b) Book value

(1)

@)

3)

@

(5)

(6)

(%]

()

)

(10)

Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col.(B) line 15.)

>

Other Liabi 'S.
i

pl organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 11e or 11f.See Form 990, Part X, line 25.

1 (a) Description of liability

(b) Book value

(1) Federal income taxes

0

RELATED PARTY PAYABLES

7,476,762|

OPERATING LEASE LIABILITIES

835,204

3)

(@)

(5)

(6)

@

(@)

)

Total. (Column (b) must equal Form 990, Part X, col.(B) line 25.)

> 8,311,966

2. Liability for uncertain tax positions. In Part XIII, provide the text of the footnote to the organization's financial statements that reports the
organization's lability for uncertain tax positions under FIN 48 (ASC 740). Check here f the text of the footnote has been provided in Part X1l _[]

Schedule D (Form 990) 2022
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Reconciliation of Revenue per Audited Fi With per Return.
Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part IV, line 12a.
Total revenue, gains, and other support per audited financial statements . . . . . . . 1 1,188,146,002
2 Amounts included on line 1 but not on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12:
a  Net unrealized gains (losses) on investments . . . . 2a
b Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . 2b 265,561
c Recoveries of prior year grants . . . . . . . 4 . . . 2¢
d Other (Describe in Part XIIL) . . . . . . . . . . . . 2d -18,765
e Addlines2athrough2d . . . . . . .+ « & .+ 4 4 4 a4 2e 246,796
Subtract line 2e from lined . . . . . . . . . . . 3 1,187,899,206
4 Amounts included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 12, but not on line 1:
a Investment expenses not included on Form 990, Part VIII, line 7b . 4a
b Other (Describe in Part XIIL) . . . .« .+ . & .+ . . H
c Addlines4aandd4b . . . . . . . 0 0 0 0 0w e e e e 4c
5 Total revenue. Add lines 3 and 4c. (This must equal Form 990, Part I, line 12.) . . . . . . 5 1,187,899,206
Reconciliation of Expenses per Audited Fi i With Exp per Return.
Complete if the organization answered 'Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 12a.
Total expenses and losses per audited financial statements . . . . . . . . . . . 1 1,076,569,494
2 Amounts included on line 1 but not on Form 990, Part IX, line 25:
a Donated services and use of facilities . . . . . . . . . 2a 265,561
b Prioryearadjustments . . . . . . . . . . . 2b
Otherlosses . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2c
d Other (Describe in Part XIIL.) . . . . .+ .+ +« + + « . . 2d
Add lines 2a through2d . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2e 265,561
3 Subtract line 2e from linet . . . . . . . . . . 3 1,076,303,933
4 Amounts included on Form 990, Part IX, line 25, but not on line 1:
a Investment expenses not included on Form 990, Part VIIL, line 7b . . 4a
b Other (Describe in Part XIIL.) . . . . . . . . . . . . H
¢ Addlines4aandd4b . . . . . . . . . . . ... e e 4c
Total expenses. Add lines 3 and 4c. (This must equal Form 990, Part I, line 18.) . . . . . 5 1,076,303,933

Supplemental Information

Provide the descriptions required for Part I, lines 3, 5, and 9; Part III, lines 1a and 4; Part IV, lines 1b and 2b; Part V, line 4; Part X, line 2; Part

XI, lines 2d and 4b; and Part XII, lines 2d and 4b. Also complete this part to provide any additional information.

Return Reference Explanation
See Additional Data Table
Schedule D (Form 990) 2022
Schedule D (Form 990) 2022 Page 5
Supplemental Information (continued)
Return Reference Explanation
Schedule D (Form 990) 2022
Additional Data
Software ID:
Software Version:
EIN: 23-7223078
Name: FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Supplemental Information

Return Reference

Explanation

FORM 990, SCHEDULE D, PART
X, LINE 2

ASC 740 FOOTNOTE: MANAGEMENT HAS EVALUATED THEIR INCOME TAX POSITIONS UNDER THE GUIDANCE I
NCLUDED IN ASC 740. BASED ON THEIR REVIEW, MANAGEMENT HAS NOT IDENTIFIED ANY MATERIAL UNCE
RTAIN TAX POSITIONS TO BE RECORDED OR DISCLOSED IN THE FINANCIAL STATEMENTS.
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Supplemental Informa

Return Reference Explanation

FORM 990, SCHEDULE D, PART AMOUNTS INCLUDED ON LINE 1 BUT NOT ON FORM 990, PART VIII, LINE 12: $ (18,765) NET ASSETS
XI, LINE 2D RELEASED FROM RESTRICTIONS

efile GRAPHIC 1t - DO NOT PROCESS As Filed Data - I DLN: 93493319145333'
Note: To capture the full content of this document, please select landscape mode (11" x 8.5") when printing.
Schedule I M PR
(Form 990) Grants and Other A to Or

Governments and Individuals in the United States
Complete if the organization answered "Yes," on Form 990, Part IV, line 21 or 22.
Depanmemuf the P Attach to Form 990.
Treasury » Goto i 0rm990 for the latest i
Intermal Revenue Service
Name of the organization ‘ Employer identification number

OMB No. 1545-0047

2022

Open to Public
Inspection

FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC 23-7223078

General ion on Grants and

L Does the organization maintain recorcs o substartiate the amount of the grants or assistance, the grantees' ligiilty for the grants or asistance, and
the selection criteria used to award the grants or assistance? e ves [no

2 Describe in Part IV the organization’s procedures for monitoring the use of grant funds in the United States.
[EXTETH Grants and Other Assistance to Domestic nd Domes Complete If the answered "Yes' on Form 990, Part 1V, line 21, for any recipient
hat received more than $5,000. pars If can be Cuplicated f adetional space Is nesded:
(a) Name and address of (b) EIN (c) IRC section (d) Amount of cash | (e) Amount of non- | (f) Method of valuation (g) Description of (h) Purpose of grant
organization (if applicable) grant cash (book, FMV, appraisal, noncash assistance | or assistance
or government assistance other)

(1) See Additional Data

@

3)

@

5)

(6)

(%]

(8)

O]

(10)

(11)

(12)

2 Enter total number of section 501(c)(3) and government organizations listed in the line 1table. .+« . . . . . . . . . . . . . . B
3 Enter total number of other organizations listed inthe line 1table .+« + . . .« 4 . . 4 4 e e e . P

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 500557 Schedule I (Form 990) 2022

Schedule I (Form 990) 2022 Page 2
[FTIFEE Grants and Other Assistance to Domestic Individuals. Complete 1 he organzation answered "Ves' on Form 990, Part 1V, e 22-
Part I11 can be duplicated if additional space is need:

(a) Type of grant or assistance l (b) Number of l (c) Amount of (d) Amount of [(e) Method of valuation (boo (f) Description of noncash assistance
recipients cash grant noncash assistance FMV, appraisal, other)
(1) RENT/HOUSING AND UTILITIES 708 19,559,555'
(2) MOVING COSTS 20 49,933
(3) EMERGENCY SUPPLIES AND HOUSING. 331 645,526
(4) EDUCATIONAL AND MENTAL HEALTH SER 128 439,113
(5) snT‘ 1,432,916]
GENERAL HOUSING STABILITY ASSISTANCE
(6) OTHER ASSISTANCE 237 146,730
©
@

ZIIVA Supplemental Information. Provide the information required in Part 1, line 2; Part 111, column (b); and any other additional information.

Return Reference [Explanation
SCHEDULE T, PART T, LINE 2____|MONITORING THE USE OF GRANT FUNDS: ENDEAVORS FOLLOWS THE POLICIES OF CFR 200 FOR ALL GRANT PAYMENTS.

SCHEDULE 1, PART 11T [GRANTS AND OTHER ASSISTANCE TO INDIVIDUALS: THE ORGANIZATION PROVIDES ASSISTANCE TO INDIVIDUALS. NO GRANTS ARE GIVEN DIRECTLY TO AN
[NDIVIDUAL. RECORDS ARE MAINTAINED TO SUBSTANTIATE THE PEOPLE THAT RECEIVE ASSISTANCE.

Schedule T (Form 990) 2022

Software ID:
Software Version:
EIN: 23-7223078
Name: FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Form 990,Schedule I, Part 11, Grants and Other Assi: to Domestic and Domestic

(a) Name and address of (b) EIN (c) IRC section (d) Amount of cash | () Amount of non- | (f) Method of valuation | (g) Description of | (h) Purpose of grant.
organization if applicable gran cash (book, FMV, appraisal, | non-cash assistance | or assistance
or government assistance oth

FAMILY ENDEAVORS 87-1424761 501(C)(3) 187,500,000 BENEVOLENCE
FOUNDATION

6363 DE ZAVALA RD

SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249
ENDEAVORS UNLIMITED INC 74-2618398 501(C)(3) 500,000 GENERAL SUPPORT
6363 DE ZAVALA RD

SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249




Form 990,Schedul.

1, Part I1, Grants and Other Assi: t

Domestic

288

and Domest

ic

(a) Name and address of
organization

or government

(b) EIN

(c) IRC section
if applicable

(d) Amount of cash
grant

(e) Amount of non-

assistance

(f) Method of valuation
ook, FMV, appraisal,
other)

(g) Description of
non-cash assistance

(h) Purpose of grant
or assistance

INDEPENDENT HOUSING
ADVOCATES INC

3400 CAMINO REAL

SAN ANTONIO, TX 78238

74-2731735

501(C)(3)

78,825

MY

5US PASSES

GENERAL SUPPORT

RED CROSS WEST TEXAS
3620 ADMIRAL STREET
EL PASO, TX 79925

53-0196605

501(C)(3)

7,448|

GENERAL SUPPORT

Form 990,Schedule I, Part

11, Grants and Other Assi: t

Domestic

and Domest

ic

(a) Name and address of
organization
or government

(b) EIN

(c) IRC section
if applicable

(d) Amount of cash

(e) Amount of non-
cash

assistance

(f) Method of valuation
(book, FMV, appraisal,
oth

(g) Description of
non-cash assistance

(h) Purpose of grant
or assistance

URBAN ALLIANCE INC
169 DECHANTEL RD
SAN ANTONIO, TX_78201

74-2584682

501(C)(3)

78,867

MY

5US PASSES

GENERAL SUPPORT

VICEROY VILLAGE
APARTMENTS

5802 PECAN VALLEY DR
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78223

74-2939624

501(C)(3)

78,867

My

BUS PASSES

General Support

Form 990,Schedule I, Part

11, Grants and Other Assi: t

Domestic

and Domest

ic

(a) Name and address of
organization

or government

(b) EIN

(c) IRC section
if applicable

(d) Amount of cash
grant

(e) Amount of non-

assistance

(f) Method of valuation
ook, FMV, appraisal,
other)

(g) Description of
non-cash assistance

(h) Purpose of grant
or assistance

CEO FORUM
2840 VILLAGE PKWY 100
HIGHLAND VILLAGE, TX
75077

20-2012491

501(C)(3)

25,000

GENERAL SUPPORT

HOLDING INSTITUTE
1102 SANTA MARIA AVE
LARADO, TX_78040

74-0687050

501(C)(3)

25,000

GENERAL SUPPORT

Form 990,Schedule I, Part

11, Grants and

Other Assi: e

Domes

and Domest

c Governments.

(a) Name and address of
organization
or government

(b) EIN

(c) IRC section
if applicable

(d) Amount of cash

(e) Amount of non-
cash

assistance

(f) Method of valuation
(book, FMV, appraisal,
other)

(g) Description of
non-cash assistance

(h) Purpose of grant
or assistance

CATHOLIC CHARITIES
ARCHDIOCESE OF SAN
ANTONIO

202 WEST FRENCH PLACE

74-1109743

SAN ANTONIO, TX_78040

501(C)(3)

25,000

GENERAL SUPPORT
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Schedule J Compensation Information OMB No. 1545-0047
(Form 990)

For certain Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, and Highest
Compensated Employees
» Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 23.
» Attach to Form 990.

Department of the Treasury » Go to www.irs.gov/Form990 for instructions and the latest information.

Internal Revenue Service
Name of the organization
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Employer identification number

23-7223078
IEEEN Guestions Regarding Comp
Yes | No
1a Check the appropiate box(es) if the organization provided any of the following to or for a person listed on Form
990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a. Complete Part III to provide any relevant information regarding these items.
[ First-class or charter travel ] Housing allowance or residence for personal use
[ Travel for companions [ Payments for business use of personal residence
O Tax idemnification and gross-up payments [ Health or social club dues or initiation fees
[J Dpiscretionary spending account ] personal services (e.g., maid, chauffeur, chef)
b If any of the boxes on Line 1a are checked, did the organization follow a written policy regarding payment or
reimbursement or provision of all of the expenses described above? If "No," complete Part III to explain 1b
2 Did the organization require substantiation prior to reimbursing or allowing expenses incurred by all
directors, trustees, officers, including the CEO/Executive Director, regarding the items checked on Line 1a? . 2
3 Indicate which, if any, of the following the filing organization used to establish the compensation of the
organization's CEO/Executive Director. Check all that apply. Do not check any boxes for methods
used by a related organization to establish compensation of the CEO/Executive Director, but explain in Part III.
[0 compensation committee Written employment contract
Independent compensation consultant Compensation survey or study
Form 990 of other organizations Approval by the board or compensation committee
4 During the year, did any person listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, with respect to the filing organization or a
related organization:
a Receive a severance payment or change-of-control payment? . Lo 4a No
b Participate in, or receive payment from, a supplemental nonquahf.ed retirement plan? N . 4b | Yes
c Participate in, or receive payment from, an equity-based compensation arrangement? . . P 4c No
If "Yes" to any of lines 4a-c, list the persons and provide the applicable amounts for each Item in Part HI
Only 501(c)(3), 501(c)(4), and 501(c)(29) organizations must complete lines 5-9.
5 For persons listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, did the organization pay or accrue any
compensation contingent on the revenues of:
a Theorganization?. . . . . . . . . . Lo P 5a No
b Any related organization? . . e A 5b No
If "Yes," on line 5a or 5b, descrlbe in Part III
6  For persons listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, did the organization pay or accrue any
compensation contingent on the net earnings of:
a Theorganization?. . . . . . . . . . Lo 6a No
b Any related organization? . . L e e 6b No
If "Yes," on line 6a or 6b, describe in Part III.
7 For persons listed on Form 990, Part VII, Section A, line 1a, did the urganlzatlon prcvlde any nonfixed
payments not described in lines 5 and 6? If "Yes," describe in Part II . . Lo 7 | Yes
8  Were any amounts reported on Form 990, Part VII, paid or accured pursuant to a contract that was
subject to the initial contract exceptlon described in Regu\atlons section 53.4958- 4(3)(3)7 If "Yes," describe
in Part IIT . P
8 No
9 If "Yes" on line 8, did the organization also follow the rebuttable presumpnun procedure described in Regulanans section
53.4958-6()?. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990. Cat. No. 50053T Schedule J (Form 990) 2022
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Schedule J (Form 990) 2022 Page 2.
Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key and Highest C Use duplicate copies if additional space is needed.
For each individual whose compensation must be reported on Schedule J, report compensation from the organization on row (1) and from related organizations, described in the
instructions, on row (). Do not list any individuals that are not listed on Form 990, Part VIL.
lote. The sum of columns (B)(1)-(i h listed individual must equal the total amount of Form 990, Part VI, Section A, line 12, applicable column (D) and (E) amounts for that individual.

(A) Name and Title (B) Breakdown of W-2, 1099-MISC compensation, and/or 1099-NEC _| (C) Retirement and (D) Nontaxable (E) Total of columns [ (F) Compensation in
g other deferred benefits (8)()-(D)

i) Base (if) Bonus & incentive (iif) Other column (8) reported
compensation compensation reportable compensation as deferred on prior
Form 990
T_CHIP FULGHUM 362,712 74,000 45302 oy P "
PRESIDENT AND COO - - _ 174,00 5.3 372 2 596,043 .

0 )

2 JONALLMAN 431,555 240,000 24,568 13,725 20,037

o [ o [ o 0

729,885

496,225

3 Steven Lefever 134,000
o -

&_ALICIA WETTE WARTINEZ] ()
ASSOC. DIRECTOR OF CASE

S _CARMEN QUALIA
‘SENIOR STRATEGIC
ADVISOR

_EDUARDO OR0ZCO
DEPUTY DIRECTOR FOR
MEDICAL OP

7 JOANN NCGRATH CRAZE
PROGRAM COMPLIANCE
SPECIALIST

483,244

o

TIM ANTHONY PERKINS.

8 381,587
SITE DIRECTOR

0

'S DANNIEL HERNANDEZ 389,331
CHIEF HUMAN RESOURCE .- PR I I -
OFFICER i) N 5 o o 5

Schedule J (Form 990) 2022
Schedule J (Form 990) 2022 Page 3

[Z3i] Supplemental Information
Provide the information, explanation, or descriptions required for Part I, Ines 1a, 1b, 3, 42, 4b, 4c, 5a, 5b, 63, 6b, 7, and 8, and for Part IT. Also complete this part for any 2dditional information
Explanation

NONQUALIFIED RETIREMENT PLAN: THE ORGANIZATION ADGPTED A 457(F) PLAN COVERING CERTAIN KEY EMPLOYEES THAT PROVIDES UPON DISABILITY OR
RETIREMENT A LUMP SUM PAYMENT. THE FOLLOWING INDIVIDUALS WERE PARTICIPANTS OF THIS PLAN, BUT RECEIVED NO BENEFITS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2022
[JON ALLMAN CHIP FULGHUM STEVEN LEFEVER DANNIEL HERNANDEZ ANDREA HELLING DAVID HERNANDEZ ANNIE ERICKSON JILL PALMER DANNY MCDONALD
TFarm 9901 2025

Return Reference
SCHEDULE J, PART 1, LINE 4B

Sche:

Schedule ] (Form 990) 2022 Page 3

XX suppiemental Information

Provide the information, explanation, or descriptions required for Part I lines 1a, 1b, 3 4a 4b, d4c, Sa, Sb, 6a, 6b, 7, and 8, and for Part II.

Rety

SCHEDULE J, PART I, LINE 7 [HOW BONUSES ARE DETERMINED: In any given year that Endeavors operates at a surge capacity and surge revenues increase by more than 15%, the bonus pool
would become active or be "funded". At the end of the year, the CEO will make surge bonus recommendations for each eligible Executive and the Compensation
[Committee Will (1) review and approve the CEQ's recommendations for the executive team and (2) determine the amount of surge bonus for the CEO out of the
lbonus pool.

S0 complete this part for any additional information

Reference Explanation

‘Schedule J (Form 990) 2022

Additional Data

Software ID:

23-7223078
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Form 990, Schedule J, Part II - Officers, Directors, Trustees, Key Employees, and Highest
(A) Name and Title (B) Breakdown of W-2, 1099-MISC compensati (C) Retirement and (D) Nontaxable (E) Total of columns | (F) Compensation in
T) Base Compensaton | () | other deferred benefits (8)()-(0)
Bonus & incentive compensation reported as deferred on
prior Form 990
CHIP FULGHUM 362,712
PRESIDENT AND CoO L L. a0 S
o o o
TOVALHA 431,555] 240,000] 729,885|
o| o o
FEeven tever 254,643 134,000 496,225|
o o o
SALICIA YWETTE MARTINEZ 361,414
RSSO DIRECTOR o L I, [N hpscond [
(CASE MNGHT. _°| o o o
‘GCARMEN QUALA 378,500
SENoR STaareic i Y s I -
ADVISOR
9l 9| 9|
SEDUARDO OROZCO 413,429
BEPUTY DIRECTOR For IO s 0 e -
MEDICAL 0P ol
o
"SYORNN MCGRATH CRAZE 469,519
PROGRAM COMPLIANCE R - .. R .
SPECIALIST (i) ol o
7TIM ANTHONY PERKINS | (i 381,587
SITE DIRECTOR o o . 0 0| 0| 381,587 B
i) o o
‘SDANNIEL HERNANDEZ | (1 235,646|
e | O D B B maal -
OFFICER (i) o o o
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SCHEDULE O Supplemental Information to Form 990 or 990-EZ

(Form 990) Complete to provide information for responses to specific questions on 2 02 2
Form 990 or 990-EZ or to provide any additional information.

Department of the Treasury » Attach to Form 990 or 990-EZ. Open to Public

Internal Revenue Service » Go to www.irs.qov/Form990 for the latest information. Inspection

Name of the organization
FAMILY ENDEAVORS INC

Employer identification number

23-7223078

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, ORGANIZATION MISSION: Endeavors passionately serves vulnerable people in crisis through ou
PART I, LINE [ rinnovative, personalized approach. We seek to provide comprehensive, effective, and inno
1 vative services that encourage growth, allowing people to build better lives for themselve

s, their families, and their communities.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | ORGANIZATION MISSION: THE MISSION OF FAMILY ENDEAVORS IS TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE, EFFECTI
PART IIl, VE, AND INNOVATIVE SERVICES THAT EMPOWER PEOPLE TO BUILD BETTER LIVES FOR THEMSELVES, THEI
LINE 1 R FAMILIES, AND THEIR COMMUNITIES. ENDEAVORS PASSIONATELY SERVES VULNERABLE PEOPLE IN CRIS

IS THROUGH OUR INNOVATIVE, PERSONALIZED APPROACH. WE SEEK TO PROVIDE COMPREHENSIVE, EFFECT
IVE, AND INNOVATIVE SERVICES THAT ENCOURAGE GROWTH, AND EMPOWER PEOPLE TO BUILD BETTER LIV
ES FOR THEMSELVES, THEIR FAMILIES, AND THEIR COMMUNITIES. WHY? BECAUSE WE BELIEVE THAT EVE
RYONE HOLDS THE CAPACITY TO GROW, HEAL, CHANGE, SUCCEED, AND AFFECT OTHERS POSITIVELY.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | PROGRAM SERVICE ACCOMPLISHMENTS: MORE THAN JUST MENTAL HEALTH CARE, OUR MILITARY FAMILY CL
PART III, INICS HELP VETERAN FAMILIES WITH SUPPORT AND REFERRALS FOR RELATED NEEDS, INCLUDING UNEMPL
LINE 4C OYMENT, HOUSING, FINANCE, AND EDUCATION.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | OTHER PROGRAMS DESCRIPTION: FAIRWEATHER FAMILY LODGE (FFL) - PROVIDES SHELTER AND TRAINING
PART IIl, FOR HOMELESS WOMEN WITH CHRONIC MENTAL ILLNESS AND THEIR CHILDREN. IT SERVES AS A PERMANE
LINE 4D NT LIVING FACILITY FOR ITS RESIDENTS. THIS PROGRAM IS FUNDED THROUGH GOVERNMENT AND PRIVAT

E GRANTS AND CONTRACTS. FAIRWEATHER LODGE PROGRAM (FWL) - PROVIDES HOUSING, TRAINING, AND
EMPLOYMENT FOR ADULTS WITH CHRONIC MENTAL ILLNESS WHO HAVE BEEN DISCHARGED FROM A PSYCHIAT
RIC FACILITY. THIS PROGRAM IS FUNDED THROUGH GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE GRANTS AND CONTRACTS.
COMMUNITY BASED SERVICE - OUR COMMUNITY SERVICES PROVIDE AN ARRAY OF SUPPORTIVE SERVICES.
THIS INCLUDES CASE MANAGEMENT, PROFESSIONAL COUNSELING, AND CRIS INTERVENTION FOR FAMILIES

, SENIORS, CHILDREN, AND INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES. WE ALSO PROVIDE SUPPORT TO OVER 2,

500 ABUSED AND/OR NEGLECTED CHILDREN ACROSS TEXAS EACH YEAR. OUR STAFF PROVIDES ESSENTIAL
SUPPORTIVE SERVICES TO IMPROVE THE QUALITY OF LIFE FOR OVER 150 LOW-INCOME SENIORS, SHUT |

NS, AND ADULTS WITH DISABILITIES EACH YEAR THROUGH REGULARLY SCHEDULED IN HOME VISITS.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | REVIEW OF THE FORM 990: THE ORGANIZATION'S BOARD OF DIRECTORS WILL CONDUCT A REVIEW OF THE
PART VI, FORM 990 IN THE DECEMBER 2023 BOARD MEETING AND WILL DOCUMENT THE REVIEW PROCESS IN THE B
SECTION B, [ OARD MEETING MINUTES.
LINE 11B

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

LINE 12C

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | MONITORING AND ENFORCEMENT OF CONFLICTS OF INTEREST: THE ORGANIZATION HAS A WRITTEN CONFLI
PART VI, CT OF INTEREST POLICY THAT IS REGULARLY MONITORED BY THE GOVERNING BODY. IN THE EVENT OF A
SECTION B, | CONFLICT OF INTEREST, THE MEMBER WITH THE CONFLICT SHALL NOTIFY THE BOARD AND REFRAIN FRO

M VOTING.

DLN: 93493319145333])
OMB No. 1545-0047
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990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | COMPENSATION OF THE CEO AND TOP MANAGEMENT: THE COMPENSATION IS DETERMINED USING COMPARABI
PART VI, LITY DATA, AT A LOCAL AS WELL AS A NATIONAL LEVEL. THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS APPROVES THE COM
SECTION B, | PENSATION. THIS IS DOCUMENTED IN THE MEETING MINUTES OF THE BOARD.
LINE 15A

990 Schedule 0O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | COMPENSATION OF OFFICERS AND KEY EMPLOYEES: THE ORGANIZATION DETERMINES THE COMPENSATION L
PART VI, EVELS BY ENGAGING AN INDEPENDENT CONSULTING AGENCY THAT USES LOCAL MARKET DATA, CURRENT MA
SECTION B, | RKETPLACE ISSUES AND TRENDS IN ADDITION TO CHARACTERISTICS SPECIFIC TO THE ORGANIZATION. T
LINE 15B HIS MODIFIED MARKET-BASED PROCESS ENABLES THE ORGANIZATION TO ESTABLISH A BASE PAY SCALE U

SING TWO SETS OF INFORMATION: MARKET DATA AND JOB CHARACTERISTICS. THIS IS DOCUMENTED IN T
HE MEETING MINUTES OF THE BOARD.

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990, | DOCUMENTS MADE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC: THE ORGANIZATION MAKES ITS GOVERNING DOCUMENTS, CO
PART VI, NFLICT OF INTEREST POLICY AND FINANCIAL STATEMENTS AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC UPON REQUEST.
SECTION C,
LINE 19

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990 | DESCRIPTION:CONTRACT SERVICES TOTAL FEES:572107343
PART IX
LINE 11G

990 Schedule O, Supplemental Information

LINE 11G

Return Explanation
Reference
FORM 990 | DESCRIPTION:OTHER PROFESSIONAL FEES TOTAL FEES:5033806
PART IX
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. . . ‘OMB No. 1545-0047
SCHEDULE R Related Organizations and Unrelated Partnerships B
(Form 990) » Complete i the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, lne 33, 34, 35, 36, o 37. 2022
» Attach to Farm SBD
Depariment of e Teasury »Goto i 0rm990 for and the latest i
i Revnue S

i Open to Public
Inspection

Name of the organization

FAVILY ENDEAVORS ING

Employer identification number

23-7223078
Identification of Disregarded Entities. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 33

@ ®) © @ © )
Name, address, and EIN (if applicable) of disregarded entity Primary activity Legal domidile (state | Total income | End-of-year assets. Direct controlling
or foreign country) entity
(1) INTREPID STAFFING SERVICES LLC - TX STAFFING COM, i g o
6363 DE ZAVALA RD
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249

[ENDEAVORS
(2) INTREPID STAFFING SERVICES LLC - PR

STAFFING COM
6363 DE ZAVALA
AN ANTONIO, T 76240
66-0907696

0 [ENDEAVORS

Identification of Related Tax-Exempt Organizations. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 34 because it had one or more
related tax-e; during the tax year.

@
Name, address, and EIN of related organization

®) © @ (o) [0}
Primary activity Legal domidile (state | Exempt Code section | Public charity status Direct controling
or foreign country) (if section 501(c)(3)) entity
(DENDEAVORS UNLIHITED [ADULT SERVICE
6363 DE ZAVALA Rl

i3 5010)3) 10 [ENDEAVORS
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249

74-2618398

@)FAVILY ENDEAVORS FOUNDATION SUPP. ORG.
6363 DE ZAVALA R

i 50103) BRCH [ENDEAVORS Yes
SN ANTONIO, T 78245
87-14247¢

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the Instructions for Form 990.

Cat. No. 50135V

Schedule R (Form 990) 2022
Schedule R (Form 990) 2022

Page 2
of Relat Taxable as a Partnership. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 34, because it had
one or more related orgamzanons treated as a partnership during the tax year.

@) ®) © (@ © ) © [ [0] ) )
Name, address, and EIN of primary | Legal Direct | Predominant | Share of | Shareof | Disproprtionate | CodeV-UBI [  Generalor | Percentage
related organization activity | domicile | controliing totel | end-of- allocations? amountin | managing ownership
tate o entity unrelated, | income | year box 20 of partner?
foreig excluded from assets [schedue k-1
country) (Form 1065),
sections 512-
14)
Yes No Yes | Mo

ation of Related i

axable as a or Trust. Complete if the organization answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part 1V, line 34
hecause it had one or more related organizations treated as a corporation or trust Guring the tax year
@ ® © @ (@ [0} (9) [D) ®
Neme, address, and EIN of Primary activity Legal Direct controlling | Type of entity | Share of total | Share of end- | Percentage Section 512(b)(13)
related organization domicile entity (Comp, S income of-year controlled entity?
(state o foreign corp, ssets
" or trust) Yes No

Schedule R (Form 990) 2022
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Schedule R (Form 990) 2022 Page 3
IEZIXA Transactions With Related izati Complete if the answered "Yes" on Form 990, Part IV, line 34, 35b, or 36.
Note. Complete line 1 if any entity is listed in Parts IL, 11L, or IV of this schedule. Yes | No
1 During the tax year, did the orgranization engage in any of the following transactions with one or more related organizations listed in Parts 11-1V?

a Receipt of (i) interest, (ii)annuities, (iii) royalties, or (iv) rent from a controlled entity .« . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... 1a No
b Gift, grant, or capital contribution to related Organization(s) +  + « « .+ .+ .+ . . . 4 e e e e e e e [1b | Yes
© Gift, grant, or capital contribution from related organization(s) » .+ . .« . . . .+ . . . 4 4 . . . . . ... . ic No
d Loans or loan guarantees to or for related organization(s) .+ .+« o+ 4+ . 4 . 4 4 . e 4 e e e e e e 1d No
e Lloansorloan guarantees by related organization(s) . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. e e e . 1e No
f Dividends from related organization(s) . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 . e e e e e e 1f No
g Saleofassetstorelatedorganization(s) . . . . . .« . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. L L fr) No
h Purchase of assets from related organization(s) « .+ . . . . .+« .« . . . . . . w e ... [th No
i Exchange of assets with related organization(s) . . B T 1 No
j Lease of facilities, equipment, or other assets to related nrgnmzauon(s) L e B No
K Lease of facilities, equipment, or other assets from related organization(s) » . . . e [Tk No
1 Performance of services or membership or fundraising solicitations for related orgnmzatmn(s) e L £l No
m Performance of services or membership or fundraising solicitations by related organization(s) - .« .« . . . . o+ . . . . . . . . . im| No
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P Reimbursement paid to related organization(s) for eXpenses . . . . . . . . . . . . 0 4 4 . . . . e e ... mn No
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To Whom it may concern:

HHS-OIG Protected whistleblowers are those who have exposed fraud, waste, abuse, mismanagement or
unlawful activity within an HHS agency, contractor, subcontractor, grantee or subgrantee organization, and the
law prohibits employers from taking retaliatory actions against them. My employment was through a non-
federal employer that received an HHS contract as a subcontractor to oversee compliance.

Endeavors under HHS contract to care for unaccompanied children at the Pecos Children Center (PCC) in
Pecos, Texas violated my rights for disclosing a violation of wrongdoing pursuant to Office of Refugee
Resettlement (ORR) Policy of Preventing, detecting and responding to Sexual Abuse and Harassment.
Endeavors the prime contractor Director of Training and Compliance Emily Gray demanded that sub-
contractor Universal Strategic Advisors terminate my contract at the Pecos Children Center for reporting a
Notice of Concern in which an Endeavors male staff member was observed instructing female Unaccompanied
Children (UC) “twerking” dance moves in violation of ORR Policy Section 4 for Inappropriate Sexual
Behavior and care provider requirement to provide age-appropriate services to the Facility Director and
Director of Training and Compliance. According to the Merriam-Webster Dictionary, Twerking is defined as
“sexually suggestive dancing characterized by rapid, repeated hip thrusts and shaking of the buttocks,
especially while squatting”

The Director of Training and Compliance, Emily Gray took retaliatory action based on my report of concern -
unlawful activity. I wrote the unlawful activity as a concern due to Director’s Gray past occasions of push
back, US Advisors had previously reported conduct concerns with this staff member of inappropriate dance
moves being taught to minor female UCs and nothing had been done. If, Director of Training and Compliance
felt that my report was baseless an investigation should have been initiated to ensure that UCs in care were not
being exposed to sexual inappropriate behavior. It is unclear if Director Gray circumvented ORR Policy and
failed to create a Significant Incident Report on the staff member/incident. The Significate Incident Report
(SIR) Team is under the supervision of Director Gray. I was not interviewed or questioned regarding the
incident by the SIR team. It is my understanding that staff member was allowed to resign and pursue other
employment without answering to his inappropriate behavior with female UCs under the care of ORR at PCC
in Pecos, Texas. I however was removed from the PCC contract and have to answer the question as to why I
was removed. Director Grays discriminatory decision to cover up this incident tarnishes my reputation and
puts in question my ethical obligations to ensure the safety of the children in ORR care at PCC. Director Gray
stated that as the prime contractor she does not need to provide an explanation or written documentation, as the
prime she can remove anyone from the contract.

On August 25", 2022, Director Gray’s decision was affirmed by Andrea Helling, Endeavors Acting senior
Director for Migrant Services & Federal Affairs in a weekly meeting stating that she supported any and all
decision made by Emily Gray. It is unclear if Andrea Helling was aware of the egregious acts being condoned
by PCC leadership and the lack of concern for the minor female population that were subject to this
employees’ inappropriate behavior.

Gabriela B. Pacheco
760 234-9348
Pachecos102(@gmail.com
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To Whom it may concern:

I am reporting this information to HHS-OIG under the Protected whistleblowers act as someone
who has witnesses’ fraud, waste, abuse, mismanagement or unlawful activity within an HHS
agency, contractor, subcontractor, grantee or subgrantee organization, and the law prohibits
employers from taking retaliatory actions against them.

My employment began with Universal Strategic Advisors a non-federal employer that received
an HHS contract as a subcontractor to oversee compliance under HHS contract to care for
unaccompanied children at the Pecos Children Center (PCC) in Pecos, Texas. I was later hired
by the contract prime Endeavors as the Health Safety and Security Chief under HHS contract to
care for unaccompanied children at the Pecos Children Center (PCC) in Pecos, Texas.

I was passive aggressively being pushed out of my job for making safety recommendations and
pushing forth polices as prescribed in the Basic Standards for Emergency Intake Sites (EIS) that
must take the following actions in order to provide basic standards of care: Maintain facilities
that are safe and sanitary.

I was excluded from meetings, not privy to information, and circumvented by the Directors, Tim
Perkins, Emily Gray, Andrea Helling, Endeavors Acting Senior Director for Migrant Services &
Federal Affairs, and the two administrative assistances for Tim Perkins. This was noticeable by
the following personal within the below agencies:

The onsite Federal partners.

Office of Refugee Repatriation.

Public Health and Human Services.

My subordinates within the safety department.
Federal Protective Services Department.

US Adviser Staff members.

The Endeavors Management had a toxic system in place guide by Andrea Helling, Endeavors
Acting Senior Director for Migrant Services & Federal Affairs, which is pushed forward through
Emily Gray at the Pecos Children Center (PCC) in Pecos, Texas.

While working for Universal Strategic Advisors I observed the constant manipulation of reports
being submitted by US Advisor staff members input on the daily journal being redacted from the
daily log regarding major health and safety issues or members would be told not to put that in the
log duty to backlash it would cause from Emily Gray.

The onsite US Adviser staff were given direct orders not to talk with any of the federal partners
and the Contracting Officer overseeing the PCC contract. Tracy Maxwell and I was singled out
by Andrew Helling, the onsite endeavors executive staff members, and the US Advisors
Management because of the Contracting officer and the MITRE Groups staff member skin color
and being predominantly of African American descent under suspicion of talking and giving
them information regarding operation procedures and violations that were found throughout the
campus.

1|Page
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I recall Tim Perkins call me regarding Robert Gaskins given one of the MITRE Groups members
a copy of the daily CCTV log check, telling me to svright write this up because Andrea is going
to want him faired-terminated.

During my tenure as beingthe Lead for US Advisors Andrea Helling talk about her dislike for
Tennille Coombs the onsite Contracting Officer and having someone run interference on her
safety concerns that needed to be implemented through a contact from New York City that
worked for the Office of Health and Human Services.

During my tenure working for Endeavors as the Health Safety and Security Chief, I observed and
witnesses’ fraud, waste, abuse, mismanagement by Endeavors Directors and was excluded from
meetings, not privy to information, and circumvented when making safety and security
recommendations to secure the PCC campus.

Below are some of the safety violations/mismanagement witness and reported to no avail.

¥ Inoperable fire hydrants.

. Fire safety issues.

. Housing units with inoperable fire hoses.

. Electrical hazard.

. Staff bringing in knives and tobacco products.

. Random drug testing needing to be done.

. Trip hazards.

. Inoperable camera system.

. No Radio communication system during emergencies. Was told by all directors and
Tim Perkins to do not ask for radios because Andrea Helling did not want them.

. Entry and exit gates not secure vulnerable to being breach.

. No control of contraband entering the facility.

. No control over access to CCTV System.

. No plan in place for mass evacuation.

. Refusing to follow my training plan with Federal protective service for active shooter.

. Being told by Tim Perkins not to email my plairt plan to have training and fire drills

for the PCC Campus to Andrea Helling.

There were mismanagement issues

. The conflict of interest with the US Advisors compliance staff being control by
Andrea Helling and Emily Gray and not acting as truly independent compliance
personnel.

. Endeavors staff salaries being partially paid by US Advisors.

. Endeavors hiring supervisors with no supervisor experience putting them to oversee
the welfare and life safety issues of the minor children in their care.

. Roy Villanova rejecting the site assessment done by Federal Protective Services.

2|Page
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. Having to get permission to talk or meet with federal officials from Andrea Helling.

. Andrea Helling not wanting me to attend the morning meeting with the federal
partners, and submitting requested safety and security documentation form to Public
Health and Safety Commander when requested.

. When meeting with Richard Zappata and other federal to de conduct a walk-through
of the PCC campus Andrea Helling had to grant me permission and later assigned
Juan Monroy to oversee the escort.

. I requested to work remotely to attend doctor's appointments from May 22 to May 29,
2022, but was told by Tim Perkins he would have to check with his boss to get it
approved. Tim never followed up with me on the approval.

. After not getting a response, I requested to take time off from June 19 to June 27,
2022, to attend doctors’ appointments.
. Roy Villanova referring to Dwayne Frederick as a lying mother-fucker to me after a

meeting had with Andrea Helling regarding who should patrol the parking lot in front
of the Cobblestone building after cars were burglarized by an armed subject with a
semi-automatic 45 caliber handgun.

. I was told by Roy Villanova and Tim Perkins that I nor my staff could not report
safety issues to Target maintenance. Instead, they had to be reported to €hat Chet in
logistic via email.

= After reporting Sarah Abraham for creating a hostile working environment to Tim Perkins at
8:00am. I was later accused by Tim Perkins of making a threat in the workplace for say-to
him “If I had cursed at her, you would have fired me.” On this same day of me being
demobilized, I was told by Tim Perkins that Andrea Helling was very upset with me due to
me continuing to push for handheld radios throughout the PCC campus for security/shelter
managers to have during emergency for better communication. I was called by Bridget the
Human Resource representative for Endeavors around 2pm while driving to El Paso to pick
up my personal vehicle from the Audi dealership. She called to interview me regarding my
statement made to Tim and that due to my health and the long driver drive that I should stay
overnight in a hotel in El Paso and Endeavors would pay for the hotel. She also informed me
that the investigation would take several days to complete, and Endeavors would pay for my
stay at the hotel during this time. At this point I asked her was I-be terminated she stated no
she was concern for my health and I did not need that stress. The next day I was called by
the on duty Federal Protective Service Officer who ask me was I all right and he had heard
that I was being demoralized and was told this by ©B-my health and safety assistant. After
calling Bridget, she was taken back when I confront her asking her, had I been terminated she
ask who did I get this from, I told her from an official at PCC. She then told me I had been
demobilized for making a threat in the workplace. I ask for this in writing, as of September
29, 2022, she has not responded nor the corporate office to my request.

All safety and security issues were reported on a daily reporting form submitted to the Facility
Directors and the executive staff. Text, emails, phone calls, and in person reporting to the
Directors.
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Safety and security issues would also be reported to the Target mai e staff who

the facilities infrastructure. I was instructed by Tim Perkins and the Director of the facility, I nor
my staff could have contact or report issues to Target maintenance, regarding safety matters, it
had to be reported to the logistics department.

1 meetwith-meet met with all three Directors and my directed supervisor Tim Perkins and the
HR department to bring this to their attention. I was asked to put together my job description. I
created a list of everything I was hired to do, all the work that I currently do, and all the
additional assignments and tasks I wasn’t initially hired to do but task with.

. I was not giving new assignments.

. I was not being called into important meetings.

. Constantly taking work off my plate and from my department.

. I was subjected to constant unfair criticism.

. Being demeaned in front of others.

. I was exposed to a hostile working environment being bullied and discriminated against
and Management turning a blind eye to this.

Q) HR refused to address or thoroughly investigate any grievance raised by me.

. My Direct supervisor and Endeavors failed to provide adequate support to do my job.

- Tim Perkins my direct supervisor never had any issues with my job performance and

would only meet with me 3 times after I requested meeting with him.

I complained of such matters, but my employer failed to take all reasonable steps to resolve my
complaints.

Based on all of the above and other actions and incidents by Endeavors management against me
taking retaliatory action based on my reporting of concern. The discriminatory decision
tarnishes my reputation and puts in question my ethical obligations to ensure the safety of the
children in ORR care at PCC.

Derrick Charleston
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APPENDIX II

ROLL CALL VOTES

YEAS AND NAYS
U.S. House of Representatives
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY
119" Congress
Date:___07/16/25 Vote No.__40
Vote on
Motion to table the appeal of the ruling of the Chair regarding the
pertinence of witness testimony

YEAS NAvs
IMr. Green, Tennessee
IMr. McCaul, Texas

X [Mr. Higgins, Louisiana
X Mr. Gimenez, Florida
Mr. Pfluger, Texas

Mr. Garbarino, New York
IMs. Greene, Georgia

IMr. Gonzales, Texas

Mr. Luttrell, Texas

IMr. Strong, Alabama
IMr. Brecheen, Oklahoma
Mr. Crane, Arizona

Mr. Ogles, Tennessee

IMrs. Biggs, South Carolina

I IR

IMr. Evans, Colorado
IMr. Mackenzie, Pennsylvania
Mr. Knott, North Carolina

Ir. Thompson, Mississippi,
Ranking Member

Ir. Swalwell, California

\Mr. Correa, California

Mr. Thanedar, Michigan

\Mr. Magaziner, Rhode Island
\Mr. Goldman, New York
Mrs. Ramirez, Illinois

Mr. Kennedy, New York

Mprs. Mclver, New Jersey

Ik

PR R

\Ms. Johnson, Texas

M. Herndndez, Puerto Rico

\Ms. Pou, New Jersey

\Mr. Carter, Louisiana X
Mr. Green of Texas

Mr. Guest, Mississippi,
Chairman
9 TOTAL 1

(301)
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YEAS AND NAYS
U.S. House of Representatives
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY
119" Congress
Date:___07/16/25 Vote No.__41
Vote on

Motion to table the motion to subpoena Secretary Noem of DHS

YEAS NAYS

IMr. Green, Tennesseel

IMr. McCaul, Texas

IMr. Higgins, Louisiana

Mr. Gimenez, Florida

IMr. Pfluger, Texas

IR

IMr. Garbarino, New York

Ms. Greene, Georgia

IMr. Gonzales, Texas

IMr. Luttrell, Texas

IMr. Strong, Alabama

IMr. Brecheen, Oklahoma

IMr. Crane, Arizona

IMr. Ogles, Tennessee

IMrs. Biggs, South Carolina

e b Bl Rl B

IMr. Evans, Colorado

IMr. Mackenzie, Pennsylvania

Mr. Knott, North Carolina

\Mr. Thompson, Mississippi,
\Ranking Member

o

Mr. Swalwell, California

\Mr. Correa, California

Mr. Thanedar, Michigan

lr. Magaziner, Rhode Island

Mr. Goldman, New York

Mrs. Ramirez, Illinois

lr. Kennedy, New York

\Mrs. Mclver, New Jersey

B e I B B BT

\Ms. Johnson, Texas

Mr. Herndndez, Puerto Rico

\Ms. Pou, New Jersey

P

Mr. Carter, Louisiana

M. Green, Texas

Mr. Guest, Mississippi,
Chairman

1» |[TOTAL 11
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YEAS AND NAYS

U.S. House of Representatives

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND

SECURITY”
119" Congress

Date:__07/16/25 Vote No.

Vote on

42

Motion to table the motion to subpoena Acting Secretary Lyons of ICE

YEAS

NAvYs

Mr. Green, Tennessee

IMr. McCaul, Texas

Mr. Higgins, Louisiana

Mr. Gimenez, Florida

IMr. Pfluger, Texas

X | <

IMr. Garbarino, New York

IMs. Greene, Georgia

Mr. Gonzales, Texas

IMr. Luttrell, Texas

IMr. Strong, Alabama

IMr. Brecheen, Oklahoma

IMr. Crane, Arizona

IMr. Ogles, Tennessee

Mrs. Biggs, South Carolina

N B Bl Rl

IMr. Evans, Colorado

IMr. Mackenzie, Pennsylvania

>

IMr. Knott, North Carolina

lr. Thompson, Mississippi,
Ranking Member

o

Mr. Swalwell, California

Ir. Correa, California

M. Thanedar, Michigan

Mr. Magaziner, Rhode Island

Myr. Goldman, New York

Irs. Ramirez, Illinois

\Mr. Kennedy, New York

Mprs. Mclver, New Jersey

Ms. Johnson, Texas

N B B B e B B

\Mr. Herndndez, Puerto Rico

\Ms. Pou, New Jersey

\Mr. Carter, Louisiana

Rk

\Mr. Green, Texas

Mr. Guest, Mississippi,
Chairman

TOTAL
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YEAS AND NAYS

U.S. House of Representatives

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND
SECURITY’
119" Congress

Vote on

43

YEAS

NAvYs

Mr. Green, Tennessee

IMr. McCaul, Texas

Mr. Higgins, Louisiana

Mr. Gimenez, Florida

IMr. Pfluger, Texas

ISR

IMr. Garbarino, New York

IMs. Greene, Georgia

Mr. Gonzales, Texas

IMr. Luttrell, Texas

IMr. Strong, Alabama

IMr. Brecheen, Oklahoma

IMr. Crane, Arizona

IMr. Ogles, Tennessee

Mrs. Biggs, South Carolina

N B Bl Rl

IMr. Evans, Colorado

IMr. Mackenzie, Pennsylvania

>

IMr. Knott, North Carolina

lr. Thompson, Mississippi,
Ranking Member

Mr. Swalwell, California

Ir. Correa, California

M. Thanedar, Michigan

I Bl S

Mr. Magaziner, Rhode Island

Myr. Goldman, New York

Irs. Ramirez, Illinois

\Mr. Kennedy, New York

Mprs. Mclver, New Jersey

Ms. Johnson, Texas

I e B B

\Mr. Herndndez, Puerto Rico

\Ms. Pou, New Jersey

\Mr. Carter, Louisiana

Rk

\Mr. Green, Texas

Mr. Guest, Mississippi,
Chairman

TOTAL
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YEAS AND NAYS
U.S. House of Representatives

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND

SECURITY’
119" Congress
Date:__07/16/25 Vote No.__44
Vote on
Motion to table the motion to subpoena WH Deputy Chief of Staff Miller

YEAS NAvYs

Mr. Green, Tennessee

IMr. McCaul, Texas

Mr. Higgins, Louisiana

Mr. Gimenez, Florida

IMr. Pfluger, Texas

ISR

IMr. Garbarino, New York

IMs. Greene, Georgia

Mr. Gonzales, Texas

IMr. Luttrell, Texas

IMr. Strong, Alabama

IMr. Brecheen, Oklahoma

IMr. Crane, Arizona

IMr. Ogles, Tennessee

Mrs. Biggs, South Carolina

IMr. Evans, Colorado

IMr. Mackenzie, Pennsylvania

e Bl Bl B e Bl B

IMr. Knott, North Carolina

lr. Thompson, Mississippi,
Ranking Member

Mr. Swalwell, California

Ir. Correa, California

M. Thanedar, Michigan

Mr. Magaziner, Rhode Island

Myr. Goldman, New York

Irs. Ramirez, Illinois

\Mr. Kennedy, New York

Mprs. Mclver, New Jersey

b B s e S e e el S

Ms. Johnson, Texas

\Mr. Herndndez, Puerto Rico

\Ms. Pou, New Jersey

\Mr. Carter, Louisiana

bk

\Mr. Green, Texas

Mr. Guest, Mississippi,
Chairman

14 [TOTAL 12
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YEAS AND NAYS
U.S. House of Representatives

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND

SECURITY’
119" Congress
Date:__07/16/25 Vote No.__45
Vote on
Motion to table the motion to subpoena US AG Bondi and FBI Director Patel

YEAS NAvYs

Mr. Green, Tennessee

IMr. McCaul, Texas

Mr. Higgins, Louisiana

Mr. Gimenez, Florida

IMr. Pfluger, Texas

R PR | <

IMr. Garbarino, New York

IMs. Greene, Georgia

>

Mr. Gonzales, Texas

IMr. Luttrell, Texas

IMr. Strong, Alabama

IMr. Brecheen, Oklahoma

IMr. Crane, Arizona

IMr. Ogles, Tennessee

Mrs. Biggs, South Carolina

IMr. Evans, Colorado

IMr. Mackenzie, Pennsylvania

I B e Bl BT e

IMr. Knott, North Carolina

lr. Thompson, Mississippi,
Ranking Member

Mr. Swalwell, California

Ir. Correa, California

M. Thanedar, Michigan

Mr. Magaziner, Rhode Island

Myr. Goldman, New York

Irs. Ramirez, Illinois

\Mr. Kennedy, New York

Mprs. Mclver, New Jersey

Ms. Johnson, Texas

\Mr. Herndndez, Puerto Rico

\Ms. Pou, New Jersey

\Mr. Carter, Louisiana

b e el ol B i s el S e e el e

\Mr. Green, Texas

Mr. Guest, Mississippi,
Chairman

15 [TOTAL 14
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YEAS AND NAYS
U.S. House of Representatives

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND

SECURITY’
119" Congress
Date:__07/16/25 Vote No.__46
Vote on
Motion to table the motion to subpoena former DHS Secretary Mayorkas

YEAS NAvYs

Mr. Green, Tennessee

IMr. McCaul, Texas

Mr. Higgins, Louisiana

Mr. Gimenez, Florida

IMr. Pfluger, Texas

I R R ke

IMr. Garbarino, New York

IMs. Greene, Georgia

Mr. Gonzales, Texas

IMr. Luttrell, Texas

IMr. Strong, Alabama

IMr. Brecheen, Oklahoma

IMr. Crane, Arizona

IMr. Ogles, Tennessee

Mrs. Biggs, South Carolina

IMr. Evans, Colorado

IMr. Mackenzie, Pennsylvania

R e S S R R R Rl

IMr. Knott, North Carolina

X lr. Thompson, Mississippi,
Ranking Member

Mr. Swalwell, California

Ir. Correa, California

M. Thanedar, Michigan

Mr. Magaziner, Rhode Island

Myr. Goldman, New York

Irs. Ramirez, Illinois

\Mr. Kennedy, New York

Mprs. Mclver, New Jersey

Ms. Johnson, Texas

\Mr. Herndndez, Puerto Rico

S e B B R R e R

\Ms. Pou, New Jersey

\Mr. Carter, Louisiana

>

\Mr. Green, Texas

Mr. Guest, Mississippi, X
Chairman

12 [TOTAL 16
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YEAS AND NAYS

U.S. House of Representatives

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND

SECURITY”
119" Congress

Vote on

47

Motion to table the motion to subpoena Border Czar Homan, Florida

Governor DeSantis, and US Secretary of State Rubio

YEAS

Navs

IMr. Green, Tennessee

IMr. McCaul, Texas

IMr. Higgins, Louisiana

Mr. Gimenez, Florida

IMr. Pfluger, Texas

PR <] =

IMr. Garbarino, New York

IMs. Greene, Georgia

Mr. Gonzales, Texas

IMr. Luttrell, Texas

IMr. Strong, Alabama

Mr. Brecheen, Oklahoma

IMr. Crane, Arizona

IMr. Ogles, Tennessee

Mrs. Biggs, South Carolina

Mr. Evans, Colorado

eI e B B B B ke

IMr. Mackenzie, Pennsylvania

IMr. Knott, North Carolina

\Mr. Thompson, Mississippi,
\Ranking Member

\Mr. Swalwell, California

Mr. Correa, California

Ir. Thanedar, Michigan

Mr. Magaziner, Rhode Island

Ik

lr. Goldman, New York

\Mrs. Ramirez, Illinois

Mr. Kennedy, New York

\Mrs. Mclver, New Jersey

e

Ms. Johnson, Texas

\Mr. Hernandez, Puerto Rico

\Ms. Pou, New Jersey

Mr. Carter, Louisiana

\Mr. Green, Texas

Mr. Guest, Mississippi,
Chairman

TOTAL
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YEAS AND NAYS
U.S. House of Representatives
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND
SECURITY’
119" Congress
Date:__07/16/25 Vote No.__48
Vote on
Motion to table the motion to subpoena Assistant Administration of the
Federal Insurance Directorate at FEMA, Elizabeth Asche

YEAS Navs

IMr. Green, Tennessee

IMr. McCaul, Texas

IMr. Higgins, Louisiana

Mr. Gimenez, Florida

bk

IMr. Pfluger, Texas

IMr. Garbarino, New York

IMs. Greene, Georgia

Mr. Gonzales, Texas

IMr. Luttrell, Texas

IMr. Strong, Alabama

Mr. Brecheen, Oklahoma

IMr. Crane, Arizona

IMr. Ogles, Tennessee

Mrs. Biggs, South Carolina

Mr. Evans, Colorado

IMr. Mackenzie, Pennsylvania

I e e Bl B e Bl e

IMr. Knott, North Carolina

\Mr. Thompson, Mississippi,
\Ranking Member

\Mr. Swalwell, California

X<

Mr. Correa, California

Ir. Thanedar, Michigan

Mr. Magaziner, Rhode Island X

lr. Goldman, New York

\Mrs. Ramirez, Illinois

Mr. Kennedy, New York X

\Mrs. Mclver, New Jersey

Ms. Johnson, Texas

M. Herndndez, Puerto Rico X

\Ms. Pou, New Jersey

M. Carter, Louisiana X

\Mr. Green, Texas X

Mr. Guest, Mississippi,
Chairman

12 [TOTAL 3
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YEAS AND NAYS

U.S. House of Representatives

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND

SECURITY”
119" Congress

Date:__07/16/25 Vote No.

Vote on

49

Motion to table the motion to subpoena Senior Official Performing the

Duties of FEMA Administrator Richardson

YEAS

Navs

IMr. Green, Tennessee

IMr. McCaul, Texas

IMr. Higgins, Louisiana

X |Mr. Gimenez, Florida

IMr. Pfluger, Texas

IMr. Garbarino, New York

IMs. Greene, Georgia

Mr. Gonzales, Texas

IMr. Luttrell, Texas

> <

IMr. Strong, Alabama

Mr. Brecheen, Oklahoma

>

IMr. Crane, Arizona

IMr. Ogles, Tennessee

Mrs. Biggs, South Carolina

Mr. Evans, Colorado

IMr. Mackenzie, Pennsylvania

P | <

IMr. Knott, North Carolina

\Ranking Member

\Mr. Thompson, Mississippi,

\Mr. Swalwell, California

Mr. Correa, California

Ir. Thanedar, Michigan

Mr. Magaziner, Rhode Island

lr. Goldman, New York

\Mrs. Ramirez, Illinois

Mr. Kennedy, New York

\Mrs. Mclver, New Jersey

Ms. Johnson, Texas

\Mr. Hernandez, Puerto Rico

\Ms. Pou, New Jersey

Mr. Carter, Louisiana

\Mr. Green, Texas

Mr. Guest, Mississippi,
Chairman

9 [TOTAL
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