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Whether it was for citizenship or fight-
ing someone’s wrongful deportation,
my office has done more than just help
constituents. We have literally helped
them preserve their families.

It is the legacy of helping families
and individuals, and making this coun-
try a more welcoming place for people,
people a lot like my parents from rural
Puerto Rico, that is what I carry with
me as I leave.

My work for America, her immi-
grants, and the character of our great
Nation is not done. It is simply switch-
ing to private life. We who believe in
freedom cannot rest. But to all of my
colleagues, past and present, thank you
for walking with me on this journey
these many years.

————

INCREASING COAST GUARD
ASSETS IN THE POLAR REGIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. ABRAHAM) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the urgent need for
increased U.S. Coast Guard assets in
the polar regions of the globe.

America has been a world leader and
a dominant force in the Arctic and
Antarctic regions for over a century.
While both of these areas are currently
models of internationally shared terri-
tory, the geopolitical relevance of the
polar regions is rising, and with it
comes a larger and stronger presence of
countries such as Russia and China.

Russia and China have both declared
plans to grow and strengthen their
presence in the polar region. China re-
cently announced its status as a near-
Arctic nation and continues to rapidly
grow its ice-breaking fleet. Over the
last 3 years, Russia has constructed six
new bases in Russian Arctic territory.

These are concerning and clear signs
that Russia and China have intentions
to change the nature of their presence
in the polar regions.

In order to compete with these coun-
tries, we must protect our sovereignty
in the Arctic and our national interests
in the Antarctic. It is time for Con-
gress to reinvest in Coast Guard assets
in this area.

The Coast Guard’s sole heavy ice-
breaker, the Coast Guard cutter Polar
Star, is 40 years old, and the task of ac-
cessing the polar region becomes more
difficult for this ship every ice season.

Immediate investments in new heavy
icebreaker ships, the Polar Security
Cutter fleet, is critical to ensuring a
long-term presence for the U.S. in
these polar areas.

The U.S. Coast Guard has created a
6-3-1 approach to rebuilding its polar
region fleets. With this 6-3-1 position,
the Coast Guard will build a fleet of six
polar icebreakers, including three
Polar Security cutters similar to the
Polar Star, and the U.S. Coast Guard’s
first Polar Security cutter.

These new heavy icebreakers provide
continued access to the polar region

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

and, ultimately, will prevent the U.S.
from ceding any ground to our political
adversaries.

I appreciate the hard work done by
the folks at the Coast Guard, not only
in the polar regions, but across the
world. Their efforts play a role in en-
suring our national security, and it is
vital that we continue to provide the
Coast Guard with the funding they
need in order to do their jobs.

This investment will arm the Coast
Guard with the tools, equipment, and
personnel it needs to complete its mis-
sions on the polar front.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues in
Congress to join me in supporting the
requested $750 million in funding.

ELIMINATE BIGOTRY AND HATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, once again, I rise, proud to be an
American, proud to have the oppor-
tunity to speak for people who cannot
speak for themselves in this place.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to mention
the midterm elections of 2018, said by
many who count and who are supposed
to know to be one of the highest turn-
outs ever, exceeding 100 million voters,
said to be approximately 48 to 50 per-
cent of those who are eligible to vote,
depending on how you count and who is
counting.

In Texas, it is said that, on November
1, the number of Texans voting early
exceeded the entire turnout for 2014.
The numbers indicate that 3.3 million
or more 18-to-29-year-olds voted early,
a 188 percent increase over 2014. It was
a record turnout.

Why was there a record turnout? is
the question that we have to grapple
with. Yes, people turned out because
they wanted better healthcare. They
turned out because they want better
jobs. They turned out because they
want better schools, better education.
They want better housing.

But they also turned out because
they were opposed to bigotry and hate.
Nobody can give you the empirical evi-
dence to support entirely the number
that turned out because they were
antithetical to bigotry and hate. But
we know by anecdotal evidence that
many people turned out, in addition to
the other things, because they want to
see bigotry and hate not managed, but
they want to see it eliminated in the
greatest and richest country in the
world.

Many people turned out with the ex-
pectation that we would do something
about all of the things that I have
named, including bigotry and hate.
Many people turned out because they
want bigotry and hate to become more
than talking points. They want bigotry
and hate in this country to become ac-
tion items.

They want to see us visibly do some-
thing about the bigotry and hate that
has found a means by which it can mul-
tiply, it can grow, in this country.
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We have seen evidence of it in elec-
tions, a Senator who says: I'd go to a
public hanging.

We have seen evidence of it in our
places of worship, people killed in a
synagogue.

We have seen evidence of it in the
streets with words and behavior that
are unacceptable. ‘“‘Jews will not re-
place us,” they said in Charlottesville.

We have to do something about big-
otry and hate, and it has to be more
than simply talk. Talking points are
good; action items are better. It is time
for the Congress of the United States of
America to stand up for the many peo-
ple who suffer from bigotry and hate in
this country.

——
THE SPEECH POLICE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the
First Amendment is first for a reason.
It is the most important right we have
as Americans and at the very core of
who we are.

Without the First Amendment, free-
dom of religion, free speech, freedom of
the press, freedom in assembly, the
rest of the Amendments are meaning-
less.

The purpose of the First Amendment
is to permit free and open discussion
about the important issues of the day.
It protects the right to speak freely
about the two most controversial sub-
jects of the day: religion and politics.
This is exactly what was forbidden
under King George, and it is exactly
why our Founding Fathers chose to
make it first among the original 10 in
the Bill of Rights.
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But, somehow, the speech police have
decided to replace free speech with
their self-determined fair speech. If it
is not fair to them, then it must be
banned.

What does fair mean?

Fair means different things to dif-
ferent folks. In some places in our
country like Texas, fair is where you
take the chickens or prized pig to sell
it or eat anything you want to on a
stick when it is deep fried.

Fair means different things to dif-
ferent folks. But the word ‘‘fair’’ is not
in the Constitution. The Constitution
protects free speech, not fair speech. It
says Congress shall make no law . . .
abridging the freedom of speech, and
the Constitution applies to the elitist
speech control police whether they
think that is fair or not and whether
they like it or not.

Our Founding Fathers established in-
dividual rights to protect our liberties,
not our feelings. We have become so
caught up in the politically correct re-
striction that everyone has the right
not to be offended that we are, in fact,
losing the right of free speech.

Where does the Constitution say you
have the right not to be offended?
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The right of free speech belongs to
the speaker and cannot be regulated by
the listener because it may be offensive
and certainly cannot be regulated by
government because it is not fair—fair
in the eyes of government.

But our most important freedom is
being replaced by fear: the fear to
speak openly. Some wish to prohibit
the voice and speech of others they dis-
agree with or if the opposing view may
be offensive. So the controlists want
speech regulated or, to put it bluntly,
it must be politically correct.

It is interesting that the one place
where diversity of thought, ideas, and
speech should be promoted is at our
universities. But universities are pro-
hibiting free speech in the name of pro-
tecting the students, while at the same
time professors say anything they
want to say about all issues—the doc-
trine of free speech for me but not for
thee.

To make matters worse, the
controlists want government to regu-
late speech. That is a Stalinist con-
cept. Stalin used government to silence
all opposing views, views that offended
the government and the elitists. It is
not just those in the public eye. Every-
one feels they must weigh every
thought and decision against who and
how it could possibly be offensive to
someone, somewhere, somehow. It is ri-
diculous, and it is a threat to our free-
dom and our prosperity.

We cannot live in fear of speech. We
cannot live in fear to speak.

The Founding Fathers intended free
speech to include criticism of the gov-
ernment and to advocate unpopular
ideas, including controversial ideas.
Freedom of speech allows individuals
to express themselves without inter-
ference of the government and truly
debate all issues. But we must not
allow that to be lost to this out-of-con-
trol, politically correct crowd that
only wants to allow speech that agrees
with their agenda and, literally, de-
stroys anyone who disagrees.

Law professor Alan Dershowitz said:
“Freedom of speech means freedom for
those who you despise, and freedom to
express the most despicable views. It
also means that the government can-
not pick and choose which expressions
to authorize and which to prevent.”

Voltaire, who lived at the time of our
Revolution, said: ‘I disapprove of what
you say, but I will defend to the death
your right to say it.”

Lively disagreements are the founda-
tion of a free republic.

George Washington said it very well
when he said: ““If freedom of speech is
taken away, then dumb and silent we
may be led, like sheep to the slaugh-
ter.”

America must always remain a free
and open space where the marketplace
of ideas—even those we detest or dis-
agree with—are freely expressed. It
seems our very founding document is
at risk of fading into the abyss of his-
tory.

The irony of it all is that free speech
is becoming anything but free, and
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that ought not to be. We should all
speak out against the controlling
speech police.

And that is just the way it is.

———
TOXIC CAPITALISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. KENNEDY) for 5
minutes.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, on
Monday, GM went to bed with a record
$3.2 Dbillion in profits last quarter
alone. Its shareholders went to bed
with a b percent surge in stock prices,
plus the $10.6 billion the company has
spent on buybacks since 2015. Mean-
while, 14,000 GM workers spent a sleep-
less night wondering if their jobs and
livelihoods would still be there for
them the next morning.

There is no better snapshot of our
country’s current, toxic brand of cap-
italism, where we are operating in a
system that demands that workers
labor harder and harder to meet basic
human needs but refuses to share even
a slice of the success that they helped
create.

For those of us in this Chamber this
morning, it is about more than one
company or one balance sheet. It is
about 50 years of giving the private
sector explicit permission to cast
workers aside. It is about an economy
that has become the antithesis of what
our country stands for: equity, de-
cency, justice, and hard work.

President Trump has made his re-
sponse to these economic inequities
very clear. His is a country of bitter ri-
valry between fellow citizens forced to
endlessly spar over the scraps of that
system: ‘“My wages can’t go up unless
your food stamps are taken away.”
“Your medical bills can’t fall unless
my insurance goes.” So Americans
spend their days fighting each other
over economic crumbs while our sys-
tem quietly delivers the entire pot to
those at the top.

That is the reality that our new
Democratic majority must address for
the coal miner in Kentucky, the
daycare worker in New York, the fifth-
generation farming family in Ohio, the
first-generation immigrant family in
Massachusetts, the mostly White
towns in West Virginia devastated by
an opioid epidemic, and the commu-
nities of color across our country ter-
rorized by the war on drugs.

Forget where they are from or what
they look like or how they vote. All of
these Americans face an economy that
does not operate for them. They live in
cities and towns that are likely to be
medically underserved, educationally
ostracized from today’s job market,
plagued by inadequate infrastructure,
and burdened by crumbling homes or
houses that no one can afford.

They disproportionately shoulder the
hard words that can make life hurt:
‘“‘eviction,” “addiction,” “bank-
ruptcy,” and ‘‘violence.”

They hail from the places where poll-
ing locations disappear, where the big-
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gest economic engine is a payday lend-
er, where lead poisons their children’s
water, and where injustice and insuffi-
ciency fester for generations before a
government thinks to step in.

This is the challenge of our time. It
is the injustice that we have to solve
not just because of our politics, but be-
cause our system will not survive if we
don’t.

I believe in that system.

American capitalism has done great
good for a great number of people. It
has given the average American a bet-
ter standard of living than anywhere
else in the world, lifted millions out of
poverty, and powered our globe. But its
current iteration is badly broken, and
the sooner we admit it, the sooner we
can strip it to the studs and build
something better.

A moral capitalism is judged not just
by how much it produces, but by how
widely it shares, how much good it
does for how many, and how well it
takes care of each and every single one
of us.

——
ENTREPRENEURIAL CAPITALISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) for 5 minutes.

Mr. HENSARLING. I came here this
morning, Mr. Speaker, and I picked up
a copy of this morning’s edition of The
Wall Street Journal. Many Americans
would consider it to be the most influ-
ential newspaper in America, but cer-
tainly, at least on economic matters, I
think most would agree.

I just happened to read the lead edi-
torial today, Mr. Speaker, and it says
the House, this body, has ‘‘done yeo-
man’s work shepherding a compendium
of bipartisan bills to expand access to
capital.”

This is in the most influential news-
paper in America.

There is a lot in between, but let me
go to the last sentence, where it says:
‘““‘Senate Republicans shouldn’t scuttle
what could be one of this Congress’s
better achievements.”

That is in today’s Wall Street Jour-
nal, Mr. Speaker.

The Journal is talking about JOBS
3.0. It is a bill that came out of this
body, 406-4. Its purpose, Mr. Speaker, is
to promote small business, to promote
entrepreneurial capitalism, and to pro-
mote venture capital.

Again, Mr. Speaker, it came out of
this body, 406-4—we couldn’t get a 406—
4 vote on a Mother’s Day resolution—
and yet it languishes on that side of
the Capitol.

So I have been in this body for 16
years, Mr. Speaker, and I have learned
a few things. One of the things I have
learned is never underestimate the
Senate’s capacity to do nothing. Unfor-
tunately, so far, the United States Sen-
ate has done nothing on a bill that
passed, 406-4.

Now, Mr. Speaker, thanks to the
leadership of President Donald Trump,
thanks to the leadership of Speaker
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