H9398

around him. He worked tirelessly to
better our community through his ca-
pacity as a judge and his involvement
with the Boy Scouts. He will be forever
remembered as a selfless servant, a
mentor, a husband, a father, a grand-
father, a great-grandfather, and a
friend.

My wife, Gina, and I offer our deepest
and heartfelt condolences to the
Boyett family. We also lift up the fam-
ily and friends of George Boyett in our
prayers.

I have requested that a United States
flag be flown over the Capitol to honor
the life and legacy of George Boyett.

As I close today, I urge all Americans
to continue praying for our country,
for our military men and women who
serve us, and for our first responders
who keep us safe at home.

HONORING MARY FAY LUCAS ARNOLD

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Mary Fay Lucas Arnold
of Bryan, Texas, who passed away on
November 29, 2017.

Mary was born in east Texas on No-
vember 17, 1920, to William and Cora
Terrell. In 1943, in the midst of World
War II, Mary decided to serve her Na-
tion by joining the Women’s Army
Corps. A few months later, she met
William Everett ‘“‘Bill”’ Lucas, and they
married in January of 1944.

After the war, Bill’s work took him,
Mary, and their family to live in Haiti,
Venezuela, and College Station, Texas.
Upon retirement, Bill and Mary moved
to Bryan, Texas.

Bill passed away in 1972, and Mary
later married T.H. ““John’’ Arnold.

Mary was active in serving the
Bryan-College Station community. She
was the assistant credit manager at
Sears in Bryan and was one of the two
oldest living members of the First Bap-
tist Church in College Station. She was
a member of the Order of the Eastern
Star and belonged to the American Le-
gion and the VFW Auxiliary.

Mr. Speaker, Mary’s life was defined
by her selfless service to those around
her. She was loved by her community
and, certainly, left an enduring legacy.
She will be forever remembered as a
veteran, community leader, wife,
mother, grandmother, great-grand-
mother, great-great-grandmother, and
a dear friend.

My wife, Gina, and I offer our deepest
and heartfelt condolences to the Lucas
and Arnold families. We also lift up the
family and friends of Mary Fay Lucas
Arnold in our prayers.

I have requested that a United States
flag be flown over the Capitol to honor
the life and legacy of Mary Arnold.

As I close today, I urge all Americans
to continue praying for our country,
for our military men and women who
serve us, and for our first responders
who keep us safe at home.

HONORING BOB BEAMON’S 100TH BIRTHDAY

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor James Robert Beamon
of Edge, Texas, who turned 100 years
old on September 15, 2018.

Mr. Beamon, who is known as Bob to
his friends, was born in Eufala, Ala-
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bama. His family moved to Goliad,
Texas, when he was 2 years old. In true
Texas style, he would ride his horse to
school with his younger brother.

As a young man in the 1930s, he at-
tended a house dance, where he met
Annie Juanita Clifton. Annie and Bob
were married on December 13, 1937, and
were married for 74 years.

At the outbreak of World War II, Bob
was drafted into military service. Al-
though he could have opted to defer,
Bob went on to serve in the United
States Navy as a gunner for the PB4Y-
2 Privateer patrol plane in the 106th
Squadron, the Fighting Wolverines.
Bob flew 17 missions for the Navy in
the war’s Pacific theater before return-
ing to the United States.

After his service, he came home and
raised five children with Annie, four
sons and one daughter. He worked for
more than 60 years in the painting
business and eventually owned his own
company.

Now retired, Bob enjoys making
Wahoo game boards for his family, vis-
iting military museums, and, until re-
cently, enjoyed hunting and fishing.

Recently, Bob celebrated his 100th
birthday with dozens of friends and
several generations of his family. He
recounted many stories from his mili-
tary service days and played with his
great-grandson, Rage, who turned 1
year old also on September 15.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to recognize
Bob on this joyous occasion, and I
know that his family and friends love
him and are proud of him. I wish him
many more years of health and happi-
ness.

I have requested that a United States
flag be flown over the United States
Capitol to honor Bob Beamon’s 100th
birthday.

As I close today, I urge all Americans
to continue praying for our country,
for our military men and women who
serve us, and for our first responders
who keep us safe at home.

HONORING AIR MED 12

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize CHI St. Joseph’s
Hospital Air Med 12 team for their out-
standing achievements in providing
lifesaving services for residents of the
Brazos Valley.

In May of 2005, PHI Air Medical
formed Air Med 12, the first air medical
program to serve the Brazos Valley.
Prior to this time, the only air medical
support was available from Houston,
with response times of more than an
hour.

For patients in the Brazos Valley,
such wait times made air medical sup-
port an unrealistic solution to their
health emergencies. PHI partnered
with St. Joseph’s Hospital, which was
looking to expand services within their
trauma center.

Just a few months later, in August
2005, Air Med 12 would lead a group of
four helicopters into New Orleans after
Hurricane Katrina. These would be the
first civilian medical helicopters in the
city after the storm passed. Subse-
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quent hurricane response teams have
used Air Med 12’s leadership and exam-
ple to improve medical care for storm
survivors.

Disaster response is not the only way
Air Med 12 has revolutionized air med-
ical support. In 2008, three members of
the Air Med 12 team were tragically
lost in an accident outside of Hunts-
ville. Since that loss, the Air Med 12
team has become involved in improv-
ing safety standards for all air medical
support that include increased weather
minimums, the use of night vision gog-
gles on every flight, and national col-
laboration amongst air medical pro-
viders.

Air Med 12 has shaped more than just
air medical support in the Brazos Val-
ley. Their group values development of
clinical education and collaboration
with the Texas A&M College of Medi-
cine’s School of Rural Public Health
and College of Nursing have brought a
high standard of healthcare across cen-
tral Texas and the Brazos Valley.

The impact of Air Med 12 cannot be
understated. In 2018 alone, they have
transported 23 critical pediatric pa-
tients to specialty hospitals, adminis-
tered 27 units of blood to patients ei-
ther directly at the scene or at rural
hospitals, and, in August, completed a
record number of 48 flights in one
month.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to honor
Air Med 12 and CHI St. Joseph’s Hos-
pital for the work they have done to
provide the Brazos Valley with im-
proved emergency medical care.

I have requested that a United States
flag be flown over the United States
Capitol to honor Air Med 12.

As I close today, I urge all Americans
to continue praying for our country,
for our military men and woman who
serve us, and for our first responders
who keep us safe at home.

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

——
D.C. STATEHOOD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) is
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, it is
probably appropriate that you will be
hearing on this last full day before the
midterms about statehood for the Dis-
trict of Columbia. I am going to speak
about why that is the appropriate way
for us to go into midterms, as I rep-
resent 700,000 Americans who are num-
ber one—please remember this num-
ber—number one in taxes paid to sup-
port the Federal Government, but also
have the distinction of having no final
vote on this House floor and having no
representation in the Senate of the
United States.

It is very clear—if you want a history
lesson, I am not going to offer that les-
son in the time allotted to me this
afternoon—but it is absolutely clear
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that the Framers and the Founders of
our country did not go to war with the
slogan of ‘‘Taxation Without Represen-
tation’ in order to allow that slogan to
apply everywhere but in their Nation’s
Capital.

For that reason, we want to thank
the Democrats, almost the full caucus,
who have already become cosponsors of
the D.C. statehood bill.

I hasten to add that I do not yet have
my Republican friends. I believe that
will occur. Meanwhile, Democrats have
to plow ahead.

I must thank my colleagues for the
support they have given me, because
we are very close to 100 percent here in
the House on our DC statehood bill.

I have to offer my thanks as well to
Senator ToM CARPER, because he is the
lead sponsor in the Senate, and he has
gotten more than 60 percent of the
Democrats in the Senate to support
D.C. statehood.

If I could mention the last Democrat
before we g0 home—and there will still
be time before the end of this session
for the few who remain off the bill—I
do want to thank ERIC SWALWELL, be-
cause he is the last one before we go
home. I had sent out a message: Don’t
g0 home without signing for D.C. state-
hood. He heard that message.

There will be a few stragglers. I men-
tion stragglers because when I meet
people who aren’t on the bill, they say:
Oh, my goodness, I thought I was on
the bill.

So that doesn’t mean that because
we don’t have 100 percent, we can’t get
100 percent. It just means Members
overlook it and haven’t yet come onto
the bill. So we will get to you before
the end of the 1156th Congress.

I also want to explain, particularly
since we don’t have Republican cospon-
sors yet, that signing onto the bill is
going to help the District of Columbia,
in any case, because we are the first to
concede, with no Republican sponsors
yet, that D.C. statehood is an uphill
climb.

I am here today to say we are pre-
pared to make that climb. I think we
are showing that, as I so indicate.

Getting cosponsors is going to help
us in the next Congress. We are almost
sure it is going to help us to get what
the Congress can give us now, even
without statehood, as more people
awaken to the injustice of Americans
who don’t have democratic representa-
tion—a small ‘‘d”’—in their Congress.

[ 1330

It is going to help us get incremen-
tally to statehood. For example, the
District’s local laws, even its final
budget raised entirely in the District of
Columbia, have to come here and be
signed off by the Congress.

That is an insult to us, frankly. Most
Members aren’t interested, don’t know
anything about DC’s local laws or
budgets. A waste of time.

That is the kind of thing that, even
without statehood, I think we can get
in the short run and getting more co-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

sponsors for statehood can only help us
get that.

I do want to mention what my col-
leagues already know. There is not a
poll, not a single poll, that does not
show that Democrats will, in fact, be in
the majority in the next Congress.
That means, at the very least, the up-
hill climb will begin, even if statehood
is not around the corner.

If ever there was an incentive for Dis-
trict residents to keep going in the
streets, going around the Congress to
get statehood co-sponsors, this chart
shows it. This chart illustrates what I
have just said about the District of Co-
lumbia’s paying the highest Federal
taxes in the United States.

If you live in California, to name a
big State, if you live in New York—and
I can go down the line—we do have a
chart that shows where each State
ranks. They are all beneath the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

What am I talking about? Almost
$12,000 per resident in taxes paid by the
people I represent to support the gov-
ernment that does not give them full
representation.

I don’t have all the States listed
here, but you can see how the line goes
down until it gets to Mississippi, which
has the lowest Federal taxes, whose
citizens pay the lowest Federal taxes in
the United States. Yet Mississippi has
two Senators, I don’t remember how
many Representatives, paying far
lower taxes to support the Federal
Government than the Americans I rep-
resent, yet they have full representa-
tion in the House and the Senate.

So, some may say, well, you’ve got
700,000 residents. Is that a lot of peo-
ple? It is more residents than two of
the States. Vermont and Wyoming
each has one Representative, just like
D.C., except that Representative can
vote on this floor, and two Senators.
But Vermont and Wyoming are rep-
resentative of about seven States in
the United States that have about the
same number of residents as the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

I picked these two out only because
they rank below DC. We are equal in
population or near equal in population
to seven States.

Perhaps it can be understood when
you see that ranking, not to mention
the ranking on per capita taxes, why
we seek statehood for the District of
Columbia.

This is not the first time I have
sought statehood. I did so when I first
came to the Congress. In 1993, I got the
first and only vote on statehood. Let
me tell you the results of that vote and
why it is important that that threshold
has been laid.

I was new to the House, and even the
most fervent advocates for statehood
did not predict that the vote would be
1563 for statehood, 277 against. So I
come, candidly, to tell you that we
have gone on the floor for statehood
before, and we didn’t get it.

Indeed, only 40 percent of the Demo-
crats supported us. How could that be

H9399

when you say, Congresswoman NORTON,
that you have almost all of the Demo-
crats now on the bill? The difference, of
course, is that it was a very different
Congress.

For 40 years, the Democrats had con-
trol of the Congress, and that was in no
small part because of Southern Demo-
crats.

By the way, Southern Democrats
voted with the District on many, many
bills. And in many ways, I would wel-
come them back. But, of course, they
were more conservative Democrats
than the Democrats now in the House.

Democrats fully recognize that when
we get the majority—and I say “‘“when”’
and not ‘‘if,”” because I fully expect we
will have the majority in the next Con-
gress—that there will be some Demo-
crats who are more conservative than I
am and perhaps than the average Mem-
ber of the House, and that is to be ex-
pected, if you want to be in the major-
ity.

So I am not lamenting that we got
only 40 percent in that first and only
statehood vote. I am trying to make
the case how votes come and why they
come. We were very proud of that vote,
because it was many more than had
been predicted. There was dancing in
the House galleries up there because
the vote came far above what the press
was predicting the District was going
to get and what even the District and
its residents were predicting.

I hasten to add that, as I have al-
ready shown, the District is already a
State in all but name and representa-
tion in this Congress. For example,
when time comes for appropriation, un-
like the territories—and I do want to
distinguish us from the territories—
they are our sisters in many ways, but
Puerto Rico, Guam, the Virgin Islands,
and the rest don’t pay Federal income
taxes, so note that difference. Some of
them—in fact, almost none of them
have come forward to request state-
hood.

There is now some interest in state-
hood by Puerto Rico. But the reason
that most of the territories don’t come
forward and ask for statehood is very
clear. There is a quid pro quo for them.
In exchange for not paying Federal
taxes, they don’t have the votes in
Congress. We pay Federal taxes, and we
have no vote in Congress, making us
unique in the union.

So, my friends, or at least virtually
all my friends, in the territories don’t
even ask for statehood. Sometimes
they say, yes, we want statehood, but
they understand that, for them, it is
more difficult.

It is certainly true that, this late in
the history of the United States, one
has to wonder why the word ‘‘terri-
tory’’ is there and to hope for equality
for the residents of the territories.
That has to be up to them, so I don’t
come here to speak for them. I only
want for them to be treated equally
with other Americans.

When I say the District is already a
State in ways that many count as
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States, I even point to how the House
does its appropriation. The District
gets a per capita appropriation, in
other words, based on our population.
So if our population is 700,000, we will
get the same as others who have that
population.

It is not true for the territories.
Their basic complaint is that they do
get Federal funding, but they don’t get
the per capita funding that States get.

There is a reason D.C. gets that per
capita funding. It is because of tax
funding we give to support our govern-
ment.

So the government has recognized
the District’s contributions in some
ways. It simply has not given us the
representation that a democratic coun-
try owes all its citizens.

Some may believe that the reason
the District does not have statehood is
that it needs help from the Federal
Government. Far from it. It is the Dis-
trict that helps the Federal Govern-
ment because of the strength of the
city’s local economy. That local econ-
omy outstrips in its strength many of
the local economies of the States.

For example, the District’s own local
budget is more than $12 billion. That is
larger than the budget of 12 States that
already have full representation in this
Congress. These days it is hard to find
a sizable surplus in the States, but the
District’s surplus is almost $200 billion.
That is money that the District puts
away in taxes and other revenue it
gets, mostly from its own citizens.
That would make it, just that surplus,
the envy of the country.

The District’s per capita income is
higher than the per capita income of
any State. This is not a poor city ask-
ing for help from the Federal Govern-
ment. This is a city that helps the Fed-
eral Government with taxes paid with-
out representation.

That taxation without representa-
tion is, of course, the largest grievance.
But it is also true that Republicans,
who fancy themselves the local control
party in the Congress, try their very
best here in the House and in the Sen-
ate to take away what home rule or
self-government that the District now
has.

The District, in 1974, after almost 100
years, got the right to elect its own
Mayor and city council. The last time
it had that right, Republicans were in
charge right after the Civil War when
the Republicans gave the District what
we call home rule.

It is Democrats who took away that
local self-government. It is the Demo-
crats, my party, who were in charge
most of the years we were without
local government, that took it away.
Many of them were more conservative
or Southern Democrats. But there is no
escaping that they were Democrats,
and they were often in control of this
House.

So, Republicans who come to this
floor on both sides to argue even
against Federal intervention even that
is authorized by the Constitution and
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by Federal law. Isn’t it amazing that
the party of local control would per-
sistently interfere with the local con-
trol that the District of Columbia has
had since 1973, but that is what we see.

I just want to cite not all but to give
examples of some of this interference
and to indicate why I think this inter-
ference takes place, because it doesn’t
take place as to the laws of the Dis-
trict of Columbia. What this does mean
is that the Congress uses the fact that
the District does not have statehood to
intrude itself to try to overturn some
laws in the District of Columbia that
they happen to disagree with.
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Now, the District of Columbia is a
big city. Like most big cities, even
within the States, it is more progres-
sive than other parts of our country.

So, although they have nothing to
gain, Republicans try to make political
points back home by intruding and try-
ing to take away laws passed by the
D.C. Council. I want to give examples
of some of those laws and even to indi-
cate some of the Members who helped
me get rid of the attempts to overturn
our laws.

For example, our laws that have le-
galized recreational marijuana, that
makes D.C. one of nine jurisdictions.
Now, that is controversial, but the
Congress has done nothing about those
States that have departed from Federal
law and legalized marijuana. The Re-
publican Congress has done nothing
about it.

But each and every Congress, the
Congress keeps the District of Colum-
bia from commercializing marijuana. I
say ‘‘commercializing” because those
States are now taxing marijuana. Mari-
juana is consumed everywhere in the
United States. Nobody gets arrested for
it anymore.

So these States have simply said,
“What is pro forma law shall be law,
and we will tax marijuana.”” Well, the
District of Columbia passed a law to le-
galize marijuana, and Republicans
made an attempt to undermine that
law, simply erase it. They were not
very smart in the way they did it, and,
thus, 2 ounces of marijuana is still
legal to possess in the District of Co-
lumbia.

And it is interesting that, as mari-
juana laws have become more wide-
spread in the United States, Repub-
licans have not come back and at-
tempted, yet again, to overturn our
marijuana law.

The reason that the District was ada-
mant about our marijuana law is the
enormous disparities between who got
arrested for marijuana offenses, which
are misdemeanors but give you a
record. They turned out to be largely
African Americans. So we did not have
the usual recreational marijuana rea-
son for wanting to legalize marijuana.
We had an additional reason of great
importance to our city.

Republicans failed to overturn the
law, but they left us without the abil-
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ity to commercialize marijuana, and
look what that has done. That means

that as The Washington Post re-
ported—and we call them ‘‘riders.”
“This amendment is a ‘‘license,”

quoting a drug dealer, for me to print
money.”” Some call it the ‘“Drug Dealer
Protection Act’ because, with no abil-
ity to commercialize marijuana, the
drug dealers have not gone out of busi-
ness here as they have in the States
that have legalized and commercialized
marijuana.

I want to name just a few other ex-
amples. We have a bill. Only one
State—and two other localities have
similar bills. It is called the ‘‘Repro-
ductive Health Nondiscrimination
Act.” It says that you can’t discrimi-
nate against one of your own employ-
ees or families based on the reproduc-
tive health decisions they make.

The Republicans are deep into the
business of individuals by looking at
such matters. For example, firing or
declining to hire a woman for having
had an abortion, even if it was due to
rape—and maybe that is why they
knew about it in the first place because
I don’t understand how you could even
know about such private business—or
declining to hire a woman for using in
vitro fertilization.

Now, the reason that you have the
District of Columbia and two other cit-
ies with similar laws is there have been
some matters brought to the attention
of their local legislature. This is an
amendment, unlike the marijuana
commercialization law, that I have
been able to get removed, but it is an
example of one that continues to come
back.

One of the most troubling is the Dis-
trict’s abortion law. Mr. Speaker, 17
States use their own local funds on
abortion for poor women. Federal funds
for abortions have long been barred by
the Congress, so these 17 States spend
their own funds, except for the District
of Columbia, which to this day cannot
do so. There is a local nonprofit organi-
zation which helps women because of
this amendment, but you can see what
I mean about intruding in the most pri-
vate of affairs.

I am not asking people to support the
choices made by the District of Colum-
bia. I am certainly not asking the Con-
gress to do that. I am asking Congress
to get out of our lives, to give us equal-
ity by our own citizens in choosing our
laws, however controversial.

Another example that is controver-
sial—and I point this out because our
laws sometimes are controversial and
because other States have passed simi-
larly controversial laws. It is called,
“D.C.’s Death with Dignity Act.”

The Congress has tried to bar, unsuc-
cessfully, the District law that is law
in six other States that allows self-ad-
ministered lethal medication for people
who have 6 months to live and who doc-
tors have said are in such terrible pain
or misery that these people, not the
doctors, should be allowed to give
themselves a lethal medication.
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Talking about a private matter. I
don’t know where most Americans
stand on this. I am told that most ap-
prove it, by the way. But I know where
the people I represent stand, and I
know it is up to them and only them,
and it offers another reason why we
fight for statehood.

Look, I have been able to keep this
attempt to take away our law, our D.C.
Death with Dignity Law from, in fact,
becoming law. But it does give you an
indication of the kind of continual
fight that has to be made here for the
District of Columbia, and this is in ad-
dition for all the work that I, like
other Members, have to do on the na-
tional bills, the bills that are legiti-
mately introduced in this House.

I suppose at least one more ought to
be mentioned. How could I not? That
is, the District has a local budget au-
tonomy law. Republicans tried to abol-
ish it. It gives the District the ability
to have its local law go into effect
without coming here to the Congress
where they do nothing about it except
try to use it as a bill allowing them to
attach what we call ‘“‘riders.”

If you want to do an amendment,
there has to be a bill. So they want our
budget over here so that they can do
amendments like the one I just dis-
cussed on marijuana. Well, we want to
get rid of that by giving the District
budget autonomy so that its local laws
will not have to come here in the first
place.

The Congress has tried to overturn
the budget autonomy law and has been
unsuccessful. The District went to
court. The court said our local budget
autonomy law was, in fact, constitu-
tional and legal. Although the Con-
gress has not overturned it—and we are
grateful for that—the Congress does
pass a law saying the District’s local
budget is now law anyway.

So you see how redundant that is?
They don’t do anything about it, but
they pass a provision and say, ‘“We
made it law. DC says it is already law.”’
But, you see, until we get to the point
where they don’t have anything to say
about our local budget, we will not be
the equal of the States.

What makes all of this interference
particularly painful to the District of
Columbia is how the District is viewed
by those who have no axe to grind, and
the best examples of those would be the
rating agencies. For example, Moody’s
has given the District a AAA rating. I
would like to quote what Moody’s says
about the District of Columbia and its
economy and how its government is
run.

“The dynamism of the District’s
economy has led to the largest popu-
lation in 40 years and strong growth in
the tax base. Financial governance’—I
repeat the words—‘‘Financial govern-
ance is exemplary. Reserves are ro-
bust.”

Talking about people who have noth-
ing to gain except seeing it as the data
reports it. That was Moody’s speaking
about how the District’s financial gov-
ernance rates.
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Let me quote Standard & Poor’s.
Here is what Standard & Poor’s has to
say. This is very important because it
is a critique, in effect, of this Congress.
By the way, they have given DC a AAA
rating.

“We continue to have concerns about
the role of the Federal Government in
future District budgets. We view this
as an ongoing factor that has a nega-
tive effect on the District’s finances
and as a slight offset to the District’s
otherwise very strong management
practices.”

In effect, what Standard & Poor’s is
saying is it costs the District money—
money in how the District pays—and I
use that word advisedly—the District
pays in dollars and cents because of
congressional interference. And how
the Congress interferes affects how in-
vestors view the District’s economy.
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It is a price to be paid, literally, in
dollars and cents by the residents of
the District of Columbia.

Now, I do not want to be misunder-
stood. I do not stand here and say, if
you don’t give us statehood, there is
nothing we can do. But I do want to il-
lustrate what we have to do. Yes, we
have been successful sometimes in
being treated equally with the States.

For example, just look at last year.
We had to defeat 15 attempts to over-
turn the District’s local laws. There
were three attempts that we had to de-
feat to eliminate the District’s gun
safety laws. This is the District of Co-
lumbia, where there are Members of
the House and Senate, like Senator
MARCO RUBIO, who continues to put in
a bill that would eliminate every single
gun law in the District of Columbia.

Imagine what that would mean in the
Nation’s Capital here, where some of
the most controversial figures in the
country and the world are seen on our
streets, in our restaurants, and public
places, if anybody can come in with a
gun.

Well, we have tight gun laws in this
town. I have had to fight very hard,
and, yes, we have succeeded even with-
out statehood. That is no argument
against statehood. That reinforces the
notion that we need statehood because
those things should not have happened,
should not have taken my time on the
floor or the time of residents to come
here to say, please, don’t do this to us.

There is another favorite of the Re-
publicans: to put private school vouch-
ers on the District of Columbia. Let me
indicate why that is particularly out-
rageous. The District of Columbia does,
in fact, have its public school system,
and it has an almost equal number of
students in what are called charter
schools, which are not a part of the
D.C. public schools. DC has done that
on their own.

When the education bill comes before
the Congress, and a national charter
school bill is, in fact, on the floor,
some Members of Congress vote against
charter schools while others favor
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them, except there are Members who
don’t have charter schools.

We have charter schools. We have im-
proved our public schools as well, but
they are our public schools. They are
paid for by our tax dollars.

However, there is always an edu-
cation bill that has private school
vouchers in it that we very much op-
pose private school vouchers because
the jurisdiction has no control on how
well the children are even doing in
those schools. We do have that kind of
control over how well children are
doing in charter schools and in public
schools. But if they go to any private
schools—and some of these private
schools are fly-by-night schools, but
even those that are not are private
and, therefore, not subject to regula-
tion and oversight.

So, when vouchers are a part of the
education bill that comes before us
every few years, vouchers for schools in
the United States, that bill is voted
down every time. So that makes the
District of Columbia the only jurisdic-
tion that does have private school
vouchers; and we do have school vouch-
ers, but they are for a very small num-
ber of students because most students
choose our charter schools and our
public schools.

As I speak, I hope I will be successful.
I believe I will be successful again in
getting D.C. tuition access grants.

Now, DC is unusual because the Dis-
trict does not have a university sys-
tem. It simply has one public univer-
sity. I have been able to get tuition as-
sistance grants so that our youngsters
go to universities and colleges in every
State, all 50 States. And it is inter-
esting, I do have a lot of support for
this bill because there is not a Member
that doesn’t have D.C. students going
to college in their States.

The Federal Government pays for the
difference between what the student
pays and the higher cost that would
otherwise be charged as out-of-state
tuition, DC students pay the same in-
state tuition, and that has been a help.
And it is help from the Federal Govern-
ment, and it is supported by many
Members in this Congress who know
that their own public universities have
benefited from it.

I don’t maintain that we don’t get
anything from the Federal Govern-
ment. I have already indicated that we
get the same per capita as the states,
and I don’t indicate that if I don’t have
statehood I can’t get any bills passed.
People will come to the District of Co-
lumbia today and they will find, on
both waterfronts, the Southeast water-
front, the Southwest waterfront—the
Southeast waterfront is called Capital
Riverfront; the Southwest waterfront,
The Wharf. There are, essentially,
whole new neighborhoods on those wa-
terfronts. And, yes, I got those without
statehood.

But I dare Republicans to say, well,
since you can get things like that for
your District without statehood, what
are you crying about? I am crying
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about taxes without representation is
what I am crying about.

Yes, I know we can get funds, for ex-
ample, for things my legislation for the
Arlington Memorial Bridge, which
brings people from the south to the Na-
tion’s Capital.

Yes, I am grateful that, even in a Re-
publican Congress, I have been able to
get the Wharf bill passed. I have been
able to get the Southeast waterfront
bill, or Capital Riverfront as it is
called, passed, that we got money for
the Arlington Memorial Bridge.

And I bring those up because I don’t
want to hear, well, if you are able to
get things done, what is your problem?

My problem is what I have been dis-
cussing here. It is undoing what our
city has done, undemocratically, and it
is failure to give us the same represen-
tation in the Congress of the United
States as every other taxpaying Amer-
ican.

Yes, sometimes I have to do the very
unusual. There is a tax bill, for exam-
ple, that just went through here. It is
interesting to note it is not very pop-
ular with the American people, and I
certainly was against it. I couldn’t
vote for it or against it.

But if there is a bill going through
here and I can find a way to get my
District in it, I am going to try and get
in it. So there are parts of this bill that
promote incentives and investment in
some of our low-income parts of the
city, that promote private and afford-
able housing in the District of Colum-
bia, so I am in the tax bill.

But I opposed the tax bill. In that
way, I am like many other Democrats
who voted ‘“‘no’” on this floor but, yet,
tried to get in the bill and did get in
the bill. That is how the Congress
works.

Finally, nothing makes the case for
D.C. statehood better than this chart
showing the District war casualties in
the 20th century when we fought our
major wars: in World War I, more cas-
ualties than three States. Korean War,
by that time it had gone up to more
casualties than 8 States. By World War
II, we were seeing more casualties than
four States. Remember, the District is
smaller than most States. And the
Vietnam War, perhaps the very worst,
more casualties than 10 States.

Since then, we have eliminated the
draft, but this chart and these tomb-
stones make the best case for equal
treatment for the residents of the Dis-
trict of Columbia. Even as I speak, the
residents of this city have volunteered
and serve in a volunteer army.

These statistics illustrate the United
States when we had a draft. So we
don’t have a draft now, and, yet, Dis-
trict residents are found in every part
of the country—forgive me—every part
of the world where our troops are.

It is time that our country recog-
nized our city and its residents and,
particularly, those who now serve,
those who served before them, and
those who have died in service of their
country.
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We are now in the 21st century. It
seems impossible we have gotten here:
217 years since the District of Columbia
has been the Nation’s Capital; 217 years
of inequality in your own country; 217
years of paying taxes without represen-
tation; 217 years of going to war with-
out benefit of equal treatment even by
those who served.

This is why, for those reasons, the
residents, the American citizens I rep-
resent, cannot possibly give up on
seeking equal treatment: first, by per-
fecting what is called home rule, or
self-government; but certainly, by be-
coming a State like every other State,
by no longer being treated, as Fred-
erick Douglass said, as aliens, not citi-
zens, but subjects.

We are Americans. That is why we
insist that the American citizens in the
District of Columbia become citizens of
the blst State of the United States of
America.

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

————————

APPOINTMENT OF INDIVIDUALS
TO THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS
TRUST FUND BOARD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to section 1 of the
Library of Congress Trust Fund Board
Act (2 U.S.C. 154), and the order of the
House of January 3, 2017, of the fol-
lowing individuals on the part of the
House to the Library of Congress Trust
Fund Board for a 5-year term:

Mr. Lawrence Peter Fisher, Chevy
Chase, Maryland
Mr. Gregory Paul Ryan,

Hillsborough, California

—————

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO
THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF
THE HARRY S. TRUMAN SCHOL-
ARSHIP FOUNDATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to 20 TU.S.C.
2004(b) and the order of the House of
January 3, 2017, of the following Mem-
ber on the part of the House to the
Board of Trustees of the Harry S. Tru-
man Scholarship Foundation:

Ms. GRANGER, Texas

————

RESIGNATION FROM THE HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion from the House of
Representatives:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, September 28, 2018.
Speaker PAUL RYAN,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER RYAN: After a great deal of
thought and prayer, I have decided to accept
West Virginia Governor Jim Justice’s ap-
pointment to immediately take the oath of
office to serve as a Justice on the West Vir-
ginia Supreme Court of Appeals. During this
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time of crisis, I hope to help restore the
public’s trust and confidence in our state’s
highest court.

In order to ensure justice is administered
fairly and without bias or conflict, I must re-
sign my seat in the ‘‘People’s House” of the
United States Congress so I may begin serv-
ing the citizens of West Virginia as a Justice
on the ‘‘People’s Court.”

I wish to sincerely thank the people of
West Virginia’s 3rd Congressional District
for the distinct honor and opportunity they
provided me to serve and represent them
these past four years.

My outstanding congressional staff, dis-
trict field staff and constituents service rep-
resentatives are available, ready and com-
mitted to continue assisting the citizens of
southern West Virginia until a new Member
of Congress is elected.

Please accept this letter as my resignation
effective at midnight, September 30, 2018.

Sincerely,
EVAN H. JENKINS,
Member of Congress.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, September 28, 2018.
Governor JIM JUSTICE,
State of West Virginia,
Charleston, WV.

DEAR GOVERNOR JUSTICE: After a great deal
of thought and prayer, I have decided to ac-
cept West Virginia Governor Jim Justice’s
appointment to immediately take the oath
of office to serve as a Justice on the West
Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals. During
this time of crisis, I hope to help restore the
public’s trust and confidence in our state’s
highest court.

In order to ensure justice is administered
fairly and without bias or conflict, I must re-
sign my seat in the ‘“People’s House’ of the
United States Congress so I may begin serv-
ing the citizens of West Virginia as a Justice
on the ‘“People’s Court.”

I wish to sincerely thank the people of
West Virginia’s 3rd Congressional District
for the distinct honor and opportunity they
provided me to serve and represent them
these past four years.

My outstanding congressional staff, dis-
trict field staff and constituents service rep-
resentatives are available, ready and com-
mitted to continue assisting the citizens of
southern West Virginia until a new Member
of Congress is elected.

Please accept this letter as my resignation
effective at midnight, September 30, 2018.

Sincerely,
EVAN H. JENKINS,
Member of Congress.

———
SENATE BILLS REFERRED

Bills of the Senate of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 1768. An act to reauthorize and amend
the National Earthquake Hazards Reduction
Program, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology; in addition, to the Committee on
Natural Resources; and the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

S. 3170. An act to amend title 18, United
States Code, to make certain changes to the
reporting requirement of certain service pro-
viders regarding child sexual exploitation
visual depictions, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.
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