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In this refugee population, there are 

many elements that neither Europe 
nor the United States would ever invite 
in, and the challenge is separating 
them. Europe is dealing with a stark 
reality that it does not want to face 
and would prefer to turn a blind eye. 

Police in the Bavarian town of 
Mering have issued a warning to Ger-
man parents not to allow their children 
to go outside unaccompanied. In an-
other Bavarian town of Pocking, ad-
ministrators at the Wilhelm-Diess- 
Gymnasium have told parents not to 
let their daughters wear revealing 
clothes to avoid ‘‘misunderstandings’’ 
by the large number of refugees in 
their town. 

These are not the only troubling ac-
tions unfolding in Germany, a country 
which has pledged to take more refu-
gees than any other country in the Eu-
ropean Union. Levels of violent crime 
brought about by the groups from the 
Balkans and the Middle East have 
turned certain cities such as Duisburg 
into no-go zones for police, according 
to a police report from their head-
quarters in the North Rhine-West-
phalia region. This is the most popu-
lous state in Germany. This report 
states that the ability of the police to 
maintain public order ‘‘cannot be guar-
anteed over the long term,’’ according 
to Der Spiegel, the newsmagazine 
which leaked the report. 

There are districts where immigrant 
gangs are taking over entire metro 
trains for themselves. Local residents 
and businesspeople are being intimi-
dated and silenced. People taking 
trams during the evening and night-
time describe their experiences as liv-
ing nightmares. Policemen, and espe-
cially policewomen, are subject to high 
levels of aggressiveness and disrespect. 

Unassimilated refugees and immi-
grants have turned large sections of 
Europe’s great cities into no-go zones 
where even the police will not go. Jew-
ish emigration from France is the high-
est since World War II. 

In the near term, nothing will 
change, according to this report. The 
reasons for this: the high rate of unem-
ployment, the lack of job prospects for 
immigrants without qualifications for 
the German labor market, and ethnic 
tensions among the migrants them-
selves. The Duisburg police department 
now wants to reinforce its presence on 
the streets and track offenders much 
more consistently than before. 

I am not suggesting that every ref-
ugee or even the majority of these refu-
gees are engaged in such criminal ac-
tivity. It is a very small number. But 
what I am suggesting is that there are 
some among them who have terrorist 
intentions that have infiltrated these 
communities, and it is difficult to 
screen them out. Even one is too many. 

President Obama’s plan is a potential 
national disaster waiting to happen. No 
one is saying that we should not help 
those who are in refugee camps. We 
should. America is the most generous 
and compassionate country in the 

world. We already are spending $4.5 bil-
lion in humanitarian aid, food, shelter, 
and medicine for these displaced per-
sons in these refugee camps. What we 
should not do is endanger the Amer-
ican people and the safety of our chil-
dren and our grandchildren. 

Each of us serving in this body took 
an oath to support and defend the Con-
stitution against enemies, both foreign 
and domestic, and ISIS has already ex-
ploited this U.N. program to infiltrate 
Europe. We have a sworn duty to pre-
vent foreign enemies from entering the 
United States and allowing them to be-
come domestic enemies, particularly at 
taxpayer expense. The President’s plan 
and the current policy of the Refugee 
Resettlement Act defies all logic. 

I am sure that I will be criticized and 
attacked for making this speech and 
sharing these very disturbing facts 
with you today, but I am compelled by 
the oath of office that I took when I 
was sworn in as a Member of the 
United States Congress to put the safe-
ty and security of the American people 
above political correctness. 

I didn’t come to Congress to be po-
litically correct. I came to uphold the 
U.S. Constitution and to protect our 
national security. Protecting our 
American way of life, the greatest ex-
periment in liberty and freedom in all 
human history, is our highest calling 
as elected leaders of this great Nation. 

Those who criticize me for these re-
marks should instead turn their criti-
cism toward those who are exploiting 
refugees and to the terrorists who are 
infiltrating these very refugees who are 
entering Europe and the United States. 

I encourage my colleagues to further 
investigate the Federal Refugee Reset-
tlement Program and to join me in 
calling for a moratorium on the Presi-
dent’s proposal while we fully examine 
the costs to the American taxpayer and 
the national security implications of 
his policies. 

Let us reassert our congressional au-
thority over the refugee program and 
put the safety and security of the 
American people above all else. It is 
crucial that Congress take a look at 
the results of my proposed reassess-
ment of the Refugee Resettlement Pro-
gram, its cost to the American tax-
payer, its threat to our national secu-
rity, and its impact on our small towns 
and communities by passing H.R. 3314, 
the Resettlement Accountability Na-
tional Security Act of 2015. 

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

f 

THE HONORABLE FRANK M. JOHN-
SON, THE HIDDEN HAND OF JUS-
TICE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the leadership for allowing 
us to have this time to discuss H. Con. 

Res. 84. This recognizes the works of 
the Honorable Frank M. Johnson, a 
Federal judge. 

Not only was he a Federal judge, he 
was one of the greatest unsung heroes 
of the civil rights movement, a lawyer 
par excellence, a great student of juris-
prudence, and, I would daresay, he was 
the hidden hand of justice in the civil 
rights movement. 

Before continuing, however, let me 
just thank some additional persons. It 
is appropriate that I thank the six 
original cosponsors of this resolution. 
Of course, we would mention the Hon-
orable ALCEE HASTINGS of Florida, and 
we thank him for signing on to this 
resolution. We also would like to thank 
the Honorable SHEILA JACKSON LEE of 
Texas, the Honorable GREGORY MEEKS 
of New York, the Honorable ELEANOR 
HOLMES NORTON of Washington, D.C., 
and I especially want to thank the 
Honorable TERRI SEWELL of Alabama, 
because Judge Johnson was from Ala-
bama. She has signed on to this resolu-
tion, meaning that she has given her 
approval. I am grateful to her. She is a 
great, great Member of this body and 
has done quite well in representing the 
people of her district and, indeed, her 
State and her country. And, finally, 
the Honorable FREDERICA WILSON of 
Florida. All of these Members have 
signed on to this resolution honoring 
the Honorable Frank M. Johnson. 

The Honorable Frank M. Johnson 
was a unique person in American his-
tory, unique in that he was one of 
those people that made real the great 
and noble American ideals: liberty and 
justice for all; government of the peo-
ple, by the people, for the people. He 
truly—he truly—made justice more 
than a word. It meant something to 
him, and, as a result, people were able 
to benefit from justice. Justice was 
more than a word for the Honorable 
Frank Johnson. 

He did not have it easy, however. He 
was appointed to this Federal District 
Court by the Honorable President 
Dwight Eisenhower in November of 
1955. After being appointed, he imme-
diately had a very difficult case come 
before him. This is when we learned of 
the character of Frank M. Johnson. His 
character was such that he refused to 
allow himself to be intimidated. 

Over the course of his life, he had a 
cross burned on the lawn of his yard. 
Over the course of his life, and he lived 
for 80 years, his mother’s house was 
bombed. It was thought that it was his 
home. It was bombed by the KKK. He 
was a person who had, as a classmate 
in law school, Governor George Wal-
lace. 

He was a person who probably could 
not have been predicted to be one of 
the most significant persons in the 
civil rights movement at the time he 
was appointed to the bench. There are 
people who, for whatever reasons, de-
cide that they are going to do the just 
and honorable thing, and Frank M. 
Johnson was such a person. 

While he lived, he had to have 24- 
hour protection—24-hour protection— 
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for his very life because there were 
those who saw him as a threat to the 
way of life that existed at that time. 
They wanted to end his life because of 
his being perceived as a threat to their 
way of life. 

What is it about him that caused peo-
ple to want to burn a cross on his lawn, 
that caused persons to bomb his moth-
er’s house thinking that it was his? 
What was it about this man that 
caused people to believe that he was 
such a huge instrumentality that was 
moving the South in a direction that 
they did not want to see it move into? 

Well, he was one of those persons who 
actually proved, Mr. Speaker, that 
Black lives matter. He proved that 
Black lives were as important as any 
other lives, that all lives matter, but 
he proved that Black lives matter by 
his decisions that he made. 

I indicated earlier that one of his 
first decisions, Mr. Speaker, was a dif-
ficult one. It was a case that involved 
the bus boycott in Montgomery, Ala-
bama. It was a case wherein Rosa 
Parks, the Alabama female of African 
ancestry, took a seat on a bus; and 
after taking that seat, she was required 
to move because, as others came on the 
bus who were White, she would have to 
move, as would any other Black per-
son, and give White persons an oppor-
tunity to have seats on the bus. She 
would either have to move back or, if 
all of the other seats were filled, she 
would have to stand. She refused. 

As a result of that refusal, Mr. 
Speaker, a civil rights movement was 
born in Montgomery, Alabama, and a 
protest movement was led by the Hon-
orable Dr. Martin Luther King. As a re-
sult of this protest movement, many 
people galvanized. They came together, 
and they decided that they would not 
ride the buses and that they would 
transport themselves to and from 
work. 

Well, one might think that this boy-
cott was the reason that the bus line 
was eventually integrated after about a 
year of protestations. But, Mr. Speak-
er, the hidden hand of justice was the 
Honorable Frank M. Johnson, because 
he, on a three-judge panel, concluded 
that the Brown decision, which applied 
to schools, should be applied to public 
accommodations, should be applied to 
public transportation. He convinced 
another judge to do so, and, as a result, 
they issued an order that desegregated 
the buses in Montgomery, Alabama. 

b 1930 

He was the hidden hand of justice. 
The protest movement was absolutely 
necessary, but he showed that Black 
lives mattered when he decided that he 
was going to stand for justice and that 
he was going to issue that order inte-
grating the bus lines. 

Later on, in the case of Gomillion v. 
Lightfoot, this is a case that invali-
dated the City of Tuskegee’s plan to di-
lute Black voting strength. 

At that time, it was not unusual for 
Black voting strength to be diluted 

such that Blacks could not get rep-
resentation. We were not represented 
in Congress to the extent that we are 
today. 

At that time, gerrymandering was al-
most commonplace to make sure that 
Blacks did not have the opportunity to 
represent constituents in city councils, 
and not only city councils, but in coun-
ty government, as State Representa-
tives, as State Senators, gerry-
mandering. 

Well, it was the Honorable Frank M. 
Johnson that invalidated that plan 
that they had and ordered the redraw-
ing of the lines. 

In the United States v. Alabama, in 
1961, literacy tests were required for 
Blacks, but they weren’t required for 
Whites. Blacks had to take the test, 
which was impossible to pass, in many 
cases. How many bubbles are there in a 
bar of soap, all sorts of ridiculous 
things, were required of Blacks. 

But this judge, the hidden hand of 
justice, the man who believed that 
Black lives mattered, required Black 
people be registered to vote to the 
same extent as the least qualified 
White person was registered to vote. 
Allowing Black people to register al-
lowed more Black representation to 
manifest itself in the years that fol-
lowed. 

In the case of Lewis v. Greyhound, 
1961, this case involved the Honorable 
JOHN LEWIS, who is now a Member of 
Congress. It involved protesting at a 
bus station. It involved being seated at 
a counter and involved desegregating 
the bus lines and the bus stations. JOHN 
LEWIS was one of several persons who 
were arrested, and this violated his 
civil rights. 

It was the Honorable Frank M. John-
son that required the desegregation of 
the bus depots across the length and 
breadth of the country. By directly 
doing it in Montgomery, Alabama, it 
eventually became the law across the 
land. 

Again he demonstrated that Black 
lives mattered to him, and he moved on 
it. He didn’t just believe it. He acted on 
his beliefs. 

In the case of Sims v. Frink, in 1962, 
this had to do with Alabama reappor-
tioning. Alabama had not reappor-
tioned since 1900. The lines had been 
left as they were because, by leaving 
them as they were, they could keep 
certain people from having a right to 
vote or having their vote really count 
in the scheme of one man, one vote. 

It was Frank M. Johnson who re-
quired that one man, one vote, prin-
ciples be utilized, giving Black people a 
greater voice in voting. 

In Lee v. Macon County Board of 
Education, in 1963, this was the first 
statewide desegregation of schools, and 
it happened in Alabama. It happened 
because Frank M. Johnson concluded 
that Black lives mattered. He ordered 
the desegregation of these schools, and 
it was the beginning of something that 
would spread across this country. 

He was a part of the avant-garde of 
the civil rights movement, but he did 

so with a pen from the bench. As a 
matter of fact, he did not wear a robe 
when he was on the bench and he did 
not have a gavel. He believed that, if 
you are a just judge and you are going 
to follow the law, you didn’t need the 
robe and you didn’t need the gavel. You 
just needed to follow the law. And he 
did so. 

He did so in the case of Williams v. 
Wallace. This is a landmark case in 
that it involved the Honorable Dr. Mar-
tin Luther King. 

As we know now, persons assembled 
at the Edmund Pettus Bridge. They as-
sembled there for the purpose of 
marching from Selma to Montgomery. 
When they assembled at the Edmund 
Pettus Bridge, they decided that, in 
marching from Selma to Montgomery, 
they would assemble themselves at a 
church, and they marched from that 
church to the bridge. 

If you have not been to the Edmund 
Pettus Bridge, you should do so be-
cause, as you do so, you will see that 
that bridge has an arch. As you move 
across the bridge, you can’t see from 
the start of your movement to the 
bridge what lies on the other side. 

But on the other side of the Edmund 
Pettus Bridge were men, members of 
the constabulary. They were on horses. 
They had clubs. And these men on 
horses, with clubs, confronted the 
marchers, who were peaceful. They 
were unarmed. 

They were Black. They were White. 
They were multi-ethnic in terms of 
their ethnicity. They were persons of 
goodwill who only wanted to exercise 
their freedom of movement to dem-
onstrate, to move from one city to an-
other, protesting the way African 
Americans were being treated in the 
South in terms of their voting rights, 
in terms of their inability to receive 
the same treatment as others under 
the law. 

Well, in doing this, in marching from 
Selma to Montgomery, when they en-
countered these officers with clubs, 
these officers beat them. 

The Honorable JOHN LEWIS was a part 
of the march. He has said on many oc-
casions that he thought he was going 
to die. 

They beat them all the way back to 
the church where they started—all the 
way back to the church—blood on their 
heads, on their bodies, on the ground, 
on people, as they tried to flee and 
tried to fend for themselves against 
these members of the constabulary. 

The marchers returned later to 
march again, but this time they had 
gone to court and they had appeared 
before the Honorable Frank M. John-
son. He issued an order requiring the 
constabulary to get out of the way and 
allow the marchers to move from 
Selma to Montgomery. 

Few people are aware that Bloody 
Sunday was followed by an order from 
the hidden hand of justice, the Honor-
able Frank M. Johnson. I would dare-
say that that order and that move-
ment, that march, were the basis for 
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the passage of the Civil Rights Act of 
1965. It passed shortly thereafter. 

The President signed it into law. As 
a result, many people who are in Con-
gress today are here because that 
march took place and because the Hon-
orable Judge, the hidden hand of jus-
tice, Frank M. Johnson, signed an 
order requiring the constabulary to get 
out of the way. 

What is interesting about this order, 
Mr. Speaker, is that it was issued by 
his classmate, whom I mentioned ear-
lier, Governor George Wallace. Gov-
ernor George Wallace and Frank M. 
Johnson were at constant odds with 
each other. They were at odds with 
each other not only as it related to this 
march, but as it related to the integra-
tion of schools. 

As a matter of fact, there were many 
people in Alabama who were of good-
will who started to call Frank M. John-
son the real Governor of Alabama be-
cause he stood toe to toe with Gov-
ernor Wallace and, in so doing, made 
real what the Governor had the oppor-
tunity to do, but refused to do. 

The Honorable Frank M. Johnson, 
the hidden hand of justice in Alabama 
and the United States of America. 

In White v. Cook, 1966, he ruled that 
Blacks should be allowed to and must 
serve on juries in Alabama. Black peo-
ple have not always had the oppor-
tunity to serve, even when the law said 
they had the right to serve. 

As a result of not having the right to 
serve by virtue of the way people inter-
preted the law, they were denied serv-
ice on juries. It was the Honorable 
Frank M. Johnson that permitted this 
to happen by his ruling. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time do I 
have left? 

I would like to make sure that I 
properly cover certain materials. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 14 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, Frank M. Johnson, in making this 
ruling that allowed Blacks to serve on 
juries, was taking a giant step forward 
in that he was bringing Black people 
into the courthouse and they were now 
allowed to come right in and go right 
in and sit up front. 

Black people haven’t always been 
able to go into the courthouse and sit 
on the front row. They haven’t always 
been respected when they have been in 
the courtroom. 

In my lifetime, I have heard African 
American lawyers referred to as ‘‘Boy’’ 
in the courtrooms of this country. 

In my lifetime, I have seen African 
American lawyers required to wait 
while White lawyers were being served. 
In my lifetime, I have seen some things 
that I am not proud of. 

But, in my lifetime, I have seen great 
changes take place, and many of these 
changes took place because of people 
like Frank M. Johnson, unsung heroes, 
people who have not received the kinds 
of accolades, the kinds of kudos, that 
they merit for the actions that they 

took and the bravery that they exhib-
ited. 

But tonight I want to make sure that 
at least one person who was an unsung 
hero gets the notoriety that he de-
serves. Of course, I am speaking of the 
Honorable Frank M. Johnson. 

In 1966, United States v. Alabama, he 
ruled that the poll tax was unconstitu-
tional, the poll tax. At one time, you 
had to pay a tax to vote. Unfortu-
nately, that time has returned. 

In my State, the State of Texas, we 
now have a poll tax. That time has re-
turned. Frank M. Johnson declared it 
unconstitutional, giving Black people 
the right to vote without having to pay 
a fee. 

Well, in my State, the State of 
Texas, we find now that, if you want to 
vote and you don’t have a license to 
carry a gun and you don’t have certain 
other IDs, well, you will have to then 
acquire an ID to vote. And while the 
State of Texas will provide at no cost a 
certain type of ID, these IDs are predi-
cated upon your having proof of birth, 
a birth certificate. 

I took the test myself. I went to the 
polls to vote, and I went to the polls 
without my voter registration inten-
tionally, I might add, and I voted a 
provisional ballot. 

I was given time to go out and ac-
quire the proper identification. I did it 
knowing that I would bring the proper 
identification, and I did so. And I voted 
timely. But I did this because I wanted 
to see what does one go through to 
simply get a birth certificate. 

Well, I applied for my birth certifi-
cate. I was born in the State of Lou-
isiana. I applied for it and, to this day, 
I have not received my birth certifi-
cate. This was about a year ago that I 
applied for it. I still have not received 
it from the State of Louisiana. I ap-
plied for it, paid the fee. 

Now, why am I saying it is a poll tax? 
Because in the State of Texas, if you 
get your birth certificate from the 
State of Texas, then there is a provi-
sion for indigent persons to acquire the 
certificate and the ID and you can do 
this without a fee. 

But if you are from out of state, you 
have got to pay that fee to that out-of- 
state agency to get your birth certifi-
cate so that you can get it to the State 
of Texas and you can get your ID. 

The point is paying for the right to 
vote is a poll tax. No one should have 
to pay to vote, no one. Frank M. John-
son outlawed the poll tax in the State 
of Alabama. 

I pray that we have some other 
Frank M. Johnsons on the bench who 
will eventually outlaw the poll tax in 
the State of Texas because, to Frank 
M. Johnson, Black lives mattered. 
They mattered. 

They ought to matter to other people 
who understand that invidious dis-
crimination still exists, that people are 
finding clever ways to keep people 
from voting today, just as they did 
many, many years ago. 

b 1945 
The struggle for human rights, 

human dignity, civil rights is not over. 
There are still challenges before us. 
There are still people who are in high 
places who are making it difficult for 
people to vote. 

I thank God for the Frank M. John-
sons of the world who are willing to 
stand for justice and make it possible 
for people to have the same right to 
vote as other people have had in this 
country for many years. 

I know that there are some who 
would say: ‘‘Well, you have got the 
right to vote; you ought to have an 
ID.’’ Well, I don’t have a problem with 
people having an ID. I do have a prob-
lem when you have to pay for that ID 
so that you can vote. Voting is sepa-
rate, and it is sacred in this country. 
We ought not require people to have to 
pay a fee to acquire an ID so that they 
can vote. 

So he declared the poll tax unconsti-
tutional in 1966. 

In 1970, in Smith v. the YMCA of 
Montgomery, he ordered the desegrega-
tion of the Montgomery chapter of the 
YMCA. 

The YMCA has not always had its 
doors open to Blacks, and many of the 
institutions in this country who did 
open doors opened only the back door. 
I know. I have been to the back doors. 
I know what it is like to go to a bus 
station and have to go to the back 
door. I know what it is like to go to a 
food service establishment and have to 
go to the back door to get your food. I 
have been there. I know what it is like 
to travel across country and to have to 
pick your places to stop because in cer-
tain places it was known that you were 
not permitted to stop; and in those 
places where you were permitted to 
stop, you would have to use back doors 
a good amount of the time. 

So I know what discrimination looks 
like. I have seen the face of discrimina-
tion, and I understand how it hurts 
people. I understand the pain that is 
inflicted upon people. I am proud that 
we can now go through front doors be-
cause of judges like Frank M. Johnson, 
who had the courage to order the de-
segregation of public accommodation 
facilities in this country. I am so proud 
that there are unsung heroes who took 
a stand when others would simply con-
clude that this is not the right time, 
the country is not ready. 

There were many other judges who 
could have taken the same position 
that Frank M. Johnson took, but they 
didn’t do so. It takes courage to do the 
righteous thing. Frank M. Johnson was 
a righteous person, and he had the 
courage to do the righteous thing. 

In the case of the NAACP v. Dothard, 
which required Alabama to hire one 
Black State trooper for every White 
State trooper, which was to be done 
until parity was achieved, it was the 
Honorable Frank M. Johnson that or-
dered this be done. 

Frank M. Johnson understood the ne-
cessity to have the DPS in Alabama 
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demonstrate diversity. He understood 
that if you have a diverse police de-
partment, Department of Public Safe-
ty, that you are going to get people 
there who can help other people be bet-
ter people. It was by doing this that we 
got more Blacks into the Department 
of Public Safety in Alabama and, as a 
result, across the country later on. He 
had the courage to do this because he 
knew that Black lives matter. 

Now, this is not to say that only a 
certain color of person is going to 
make a good peace officer, not true. 
People of all hues, of all ethnicities, of 
all races, of all creeds can make good 
peace officers. But there are some who 
are not good, and those have to be re-
moved from their positions. You ought 
not have people who don’t respect all 
people, but especially at this time 
when we are seeing so many things 
happen to Black people, that don’t un-
derstand that Black lives matter. 

I cannot resist the temptation to 
avoid speaking about what happened to 
that young girl in South Carolina. I 
think the sheriff did the right thing. 
He has removed that officer from his 
department. But there is something 
about that case that I think we need to 
talk about very briefly, tersely, this: If 
the camera’s eye had not been there, I 
conclude, I prognosticate, he would not 
have been fired. He would not have 
been fired without the camera’s eye. 

The sheriff, himself, said that two 
adults who were there, who saw what 
happened—two adults, one a teacher— 
said they thought the officer’s behavior 
was correct. They didn’t have a prob-
lem with the officer’s behavior. It was 
the eye of the camera, Mr. Speaker, 
that made the difference. The camera 
brings to us what we cannot acquire 
when we get people with conflicting 
stories about what happened. We had 
an opportunity to see for ourselves 
what happened. 

This is why we need body cameras. 
This is why Congressman CLEAVER and 
I have introduced the CAM TIP Act in 
this Congress, so that people across the 
length and breadth of this country can 
be protected who are officers. If they 
have the body camera on, you have the 
evidence of what occurred. Citizens are 
protected. Officers can’t have these 
frivolous charges made real. They will 
help both officers and citizens. 

Body cameras make a difference. 
They are not the panacea; they are not 
the silver bullet; they won’t be the end- 
all; but they will be a means by which 
we will have additional evidence of 
what actually occurred. And many 
times that evidence is going to be 
much more potent, much more reveal-
ing than what people will say when 
they have conflicting stories. 

I believe we ought to do all that we 
can to help the municipalities, the po-
lice departments across the length and 
breadth of this country acquire these 
body cameras, because these body cam-
eras will make a difference in the lives 
of people. 

In this case in South Carolina, if not 
but for the eye of the camera, I con-

clude we would have different results 
because you had two adults who pro-
claimed the actions of the officer to be 
appropriate. 

It was Frank M. Johnson who de-
clared that there should be parity in 
the DPS in Alabama. 

Finally, I want to mention this case. 
It is the case of a 39-year-old White fe-
male, Viola Liuzzo, who came down to 
Alabama to do what she thought was 
the righteous thing and help in the 
civil rights movement. She was mur-
dered by the KKK. And after an inform-
ant in the KKK revealed the identities 
of the culprits, and when they were 
brought to trial with overwhelming 
evidence, in the first trial, there was a 
hung jury. In the second trial, an all- 
White jury acquitted the officers. In 
the third trial, before the Honorable 
Frank M. Johnson, they were all found 
guilty, but they were not found guilty 
without the judge requiring the jury to 
deliberate at length. He may have been 
one of the first to give what is known 
as an Allen charge today, requiring the 
jurors to continue to deliberate not-
withstanding their belief that they had 
exhausted all of their options. He re-
quired them to continue to deliberate; 
and, as a result, these three members 
of the KKK were found guilty. After 
having been found guilty, they were 
each sentenced to 10 years. 

So I am honored tonight to have 
brought to the attention of this august 
body, to the attention of our State of 
Texas, to the attention of the United 
States of America the many, many ex-
ploits positive of Frank M. Johnson. I 
pray that this resolution will pass in 
the Congress of the United States of 
America for this unsung hero who un-
derstood that Black lives matter. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe my time is up, 
and I am honored that you were gra-
cious enough not to remove me from 
the microphone. Thank you for the ad-
ditional time. God bless you. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. HUDSON (at the request of Mr. 
MCCARTHY) for today on account of at-
tending a funeral. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 3819. An act to provide an extension of 
Federal-aid highway, highway safety, motor 
carrier safety, transit, and other programs 
funded out of the Highway Trust Fund, and 
for other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I move that the House do now ad-
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, October 29, 2015, at 9 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

3288. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Importation of Fresh Peppers From 
Ecuador Into the United States [Doc. No.: 
APHIS-2014-0086] (RIN: 0579-AE07) received 
October 26, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

3289. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final regulations — Uniform Adminis-
trative Requirements, Cost Principles, and 
Audit Requirements for Federal Awards; Di-
rect Grant Programs (RIN: 1890-AA19) re-
ceived October 27, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

3290. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final regulations — Student Assist-
ance General Provisions, Federal Family 
Education Loan Program, and William D. 
Ford Federal Direct Loan Program [Docket 
ID: ED-2014-OPE-0161] (RIN: 1840-AD18) re-
ceived October 23, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

3291. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final regulations — Program Integ-
rity and Improvement [Docket ID: ED-2015- 
OPE-0020] (RIN: 1840-AD14) received October 
23, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Added by Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

3292. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator, Office of Diversion Control, 
Drug Enforcement Administration, Depart-
ment of Justice, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s interim final rule — Schedules of 
Controlled Substances: Table of Excluded 
Nonnarcotic Products: Vicks VapoInhaler 
[Docket No.: DEA-367] (RIN: 1117-AB39) re-
ceived October 27, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

3293. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s final rule — 
Protection System, Automatic Reclosing, 
and Sudden Pressure Relaying Maintenance 
Reliability Standard [Docket No.: RM15-9- 
000, Order No. 813] received October 23, 2015, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

3294. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator, Office of Diversion Control, 
Drug Enforcement Administration, Depart-
ment of Justice, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s interim final rule — Schedules of 
Controlled Substances: Table of Excluded 
Nonnarcotic Products: Nasal Decongestant 
Inhaler/Vapor Inhaler [Docket No.: DEA-409] 
(RIN: 1117-ZA30) received October 27, 2015, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

3295. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
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