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I have requested the United States 

flag be flown over our Nation’s Capitol 
to honor the life and legacy of Henry 
Dethloff. 

Madam Speaker, as I close today, I 
urge all Americans to continue praying 
for our country, for our veterans, for 
our military men and women who pro-
tect us, and for our first responders 
who keep us safe at home. 

HONORING CHARLES CARGILL 
Mr. FLORES. Madam Speaker, I rise 

today to honor Charles Cargill of 
Bryan, Texas, who passed away on Jan-
uary 28, 2019. 

Chuck was born in 1931 in Eddy, 
Texas, to Maudie and Willie Cargill. He 
attended Bruceville-Eddy primary 
schools and graduated from Waco High 
School before attending Texas A&M 
University. 

At Texas A&M, Chuck was a member 
of the ‘‘B Air Force’’ in the Corps of 
Cadets. During his sophomore year, 
Chuck met Mary Hall on a double blind 
date, although they were not paired to-
gether that night. The next morning, 
Chuck called Mary to ask her on a 
date. They quickly fell in love and were 
married at the beginning of Chuck’s 
senior year in 1952. 

He graduated in May 1953 with a de-
gree in business administration and 
was commissioned as a second lieuten-
ant in the United States Air Force. 

Upon graduation, Chuck accepted a 
position with Sears, Roebuck in Waco, 
Texas. In 1954, he was called to Active 
Duty and was assigned to Brookley Air 
Force Base in Mobile, Alabama, as a 
supply officer. Chuck concluded his Ac-
tive Duty in 1956 and returned to Sears, 
Roebuck in Waco and was later trans-
ferred to Bryan, Texas. 

Chuck eventually began working at 
Texas A&M University. Chuck held 
multiple positions at Texas A&M, in-
cluding director of the University Cen-
ter Complex, associate vice president 
for business affairs, and vice president 
of operations. While working at Texas 
A&M, he also completed his master of 
business administration degree. 

Chuck continued to serve in the Air 
Force Reserve for 35 years. He received 
many accolades for his service, includ-
ing the Distinguished Service Medal, 
the Legion of Merit, the Meritorious 
Service Medal, the Air Force Out-
standing Unit Award Ribbon, the Na-
tional Defense Service Medal, the Air 
Force Longevity Service Award Rib-
bon, and the Armed Forces Reserve 
Medal. He retired at the rank of major 
general. 

Chuck served on many boards of or-
ganizations in the Brazos Valley, in-
cluding St. Joseph Hospital, the First 
Baptist Church in Bryan, Bryan Hos-
pital, Texas A&M University United 
Way, Bryan Chapter of Toastmasters 
International, the Reserve Officers As-
sociation, the Aggieland Chapter of the 
Air Force Association, the Texas A&M 
Association of Former Students, and 
the 12th Man Foundation. 

Madam Speaker, Chuck’s life was de-
fined by his service to our country, to 

his family, and to our Brazos Valley 
community. He will be forever remem-
bered as a husband, a father, a grand-
father, a great-grandfather, a veteran, 
a selfless servant, and a friend. 

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

I have requested the United States 
flag be flown over our Nation’s Capitol 
to honor the life and legacy of Chuck 
Cargill. 

Madam Speaker, as I close today, I 
urge all Americans to continue praying 
for our country, for our veterans, for 
our military men and women who pro-
tect us, and for our first responders 
who keep us safe at home. 

HONORING DANNY BURKARD 
Mr. FLORES. Madam Speaker, I rise 

today to honor Danny Burkard of High-
land Village, Texas, who passed away 
on January 19, 2019. 

Danny was born on December 16, 1932, 
in Dallas, Texas, to Edward Raymond 
and Willie Mable Burkard. He was 
raised on a farm near Rowlett, Texas, 
and graduated from high school in 1950. 
He later attended Texas A&M Univer-
sity, where he was a member of the 
Corps of Cadets. 

After graduation, Danny married 
Mary Francis Irvin in 1954 and was 
commissioned into the United States 
Army, serving in the Signal Corps and 
as an aviator. 

Danny’s service took him around the 
world. He was stationed across the 
United States, Germany, South Korea, 
and Greenland. He also served as a heli-
copter pilot during the Vietnam war. 

During his time in the Army, Danny 
continued his education at the U.S. 
Army’s Command and General Staff 
School and the Industrial College of 
the Armed Forces at Fort McNair. He 
also graduated from the University of 
Georgia with a master of business ad-
ministration degree. 

Danny rose to the rank of colonel 
and worked in numerous aviation and 
command positions before finishing his 
career at the Office of Assistant Sec-
retary of the Army for Manpower and 
Reserve Affairs. 

After his 26 years of Active-Duty 
service, Danny and Mary returned to 
Texas and settled in Highland Village. 
Danny was a devout Catholic and spent 
more than 20 years following Christ’s 
example, administering to men serving 
prison sentences in Denton County. He 
was also involved in his church’s neigh-
borhood committees, as well as invest-
ment, bridge, and poker clubs. 

Madam Speaker, Danny Burkard’s 
life was defined by his service to his 
family, to our country, and to Jesus 
Christ. He will be forever remembered 
as a husband, a father, a grandfather, a 
great-grandfather, a veteran, a mentor, 
a selfless servant, and a friend. 

My wife, Gina, and I offer our deepest 
and heartfelt condolences to the 
Burkard family. We also lift up the 
family and friends of Danny Burkard in 
our prayers. 

I have requested the United States 
flag be flown over our Nation’s Capitol 
to honor the life and legacy of Danny 
Burkard. 

Madam Speaker, as I close today, I 
urge all Americans to continue praying 
for our country, for our veterans, for 
our military men and women who pro-
tect us, and for our first responders 
who keep us safe at home. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

b 1230 

ISSUES OF THE DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for the re-
mainder of the hour. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Madam Speaker, 
may I inquire how much time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has approximately 
47 minutes remaining. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Madam Speaker, I 
appreciate my dear friend and, actu-
ally, college friend for these many 
years, since we were in school together 
at Texas A&M, and the great tribute. 

There was another superb tribute 
today paid to a giant of a man in more 
recent days. John Dingell had been re-
duced to a wheelchair, but having vis-
ited with him when his health was 
great and when he was in his wheel-
chair, Madam Speaker, I can confirm 
either way he was a giant of a man. 

Now, make no mistake, we had some 
significant political differences of opin-
ion, but I never, ever had to wonder 
about the integrity, the honesty, just 
the greatness of John Dingell. He shot 
straight. Sometimes they were things 
you didn’t want to hear. 

I loved his mischievous sense of 
humor, his way of making his point. I 
had no problem with the way he some-
times went after witnesses that he felt 
were being less than candid. He was a 
great man. He was a great Member of 
Congress. 

One of the things that has brought 
prior comments of his back to mind, 
prior activity here, was the proposed 
Green New Deal. I disagreed with John 
Dingell’s effort for some type of gov-
ernment-run or universal-type health 
insurance, but we both—and I know the 
man’s heart. He wanted what he be-
lieved was best for the American peo-
ple. 

He was a man that staunch conserv-
atives like me could talk to and could 
trust. He, as was pointed out by the 
majority leader earlier today and oth-
ers, loved the Energy and Commerce 
Committee; and it was humorous, ear-
lier, when it was mentioned the times 
when he thought that was the only 
committee here. 

But after decades and decades of 
service and wanting to do something 
about the problem with healthcare—it 
certainly has problems. He was so look-
ing forward, as chairman of the Energy 
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and Commerce Committee, the com-
mittee of jurisdiction over such a 
healthcare bill as the ACA, 
ObamaCare, whatever you want to call 
it, he was looking forward to shep-
herding that through as the great 
chairman, as the great Member of Con-
gress that he was. 

At the time—this was between 2007 
and January of 2011 when Republicans 
took back over the majority here in 
the House—he had appropriately be-
come chairman of the Energy and Com-
merce Committee. He couldn’t wait to 
shepherd through what he believed 
would fix so many of the ills with the 
healthcare system, health insurance 
system. 

And I would certainly agree that the 
health insurance companies are not 
really in the insurance business; they 
are more in health management. I 
would love to see them back in the in-
surance business instead of the man-
agement, where we either have the gov-
ernment or the insurance companies 
telling us what healthcare we can have 
and not have. 

But John Dingell wanted what was 
best for the American people. And 
Speaker PELOSI made it very clear, 
there were two important bills that she 
wanted coming out of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee, and one of them 
was a healthcare bill. If you are a Dem-
ocrat, you should have wanted John 
Dingell to be chairman of the com-
mittee that would bring that out of 
committee and to the floor. 

But the other bill was given the 
name cap and trade, and the cap-and- 
trade bill included a carbon tax. It was 
an early form of a Green New Deal. It 
was going to get us off of any carbon- 
based energy—or make it very expen-
sive to be on it. That appears to be a 
big purpose of the Green New Deal. 

But earlier this week in our Natural 
Resources Committee, we had testi-
mony regarding this Green New Deal 
issue, and there was a very sharp Afri-
can American witness who made the 
point of something I understood he 
called energy poverty. 

It was something that John Dingell 
had made the point about that got him 
fired by Speaker PELOSI as chairman of 
the Energy and Commerce Committee. 
Because John Dingell knew, when you 
run up the cost of energy, of elec-
tricity, of gasoline, of the things that 
people need to get to and from work or 
to and from healthcare or to and from 
important meetings, you run up the 
cost of that. 

As one lower middle-class single 
mom told me back some years ago 
when the Obama administration had 
helped to run the price of gasoline 
through the roof, run up energy costs— 
in fairness, candidate Obama had prom-
ised, like with coal-based energy, he 
wasn’t going to just necessarily make 
it illegal, but he would skyrocket the 
cost of that energy. So, in fairness, he 
was keeping a promise. He was sky-
rocketing the cost of energy. 

And this single mom was desperate. 
She said: I can’t afford the gasoline to 

get to work, and I am maxed out on my 
credit card. I can’t get another one. 
And I have to pay just enough on my 
credit card so I can get gas on it so I 
can keep going to work. But the prices 
keep going up. I don’t have room on 
the only credit card I have got to get 
gas so I can keep my job, and now I 
may be in danger of losing the job that 
allows me to pay a little bit on my 
credit card so I can get gas the next 
month and keep my job. 

I mean, it was tragic to listen to 
somebody struggling, for all they were 
worth, to take care of themselves, 
their kids, and the government was in-
tentionally running up the cost of fuel 
and electricity. 

I mentioned before, one 80-year-old 
lady in east Texas had commented: I 
am afraid that, with the way the cost 
of energy is going up, I am not going to 
be able to afford anything, not even 
propane, electricity. 

She said: I was born in a home that 
only had a wood-burning stove, and I 
am afraid I may leave this world in a 
home that only has a wood-burning 
stove for energy. 

And I said: I hate to be the bearer of 
bad news, but this administration, the 
Obama administration, is trying to 
make it so you can’t have a wood-burn-
ing stove in your room because that 
will violate emission laws they want. 
So you can end up actually worse off 
than the home in which you were born. 

Well, thankfully, that administration 
is no longer in office to continue driv-
ing up the cost of energy. But let’s face 
it, when the cost of gasoline goes up, 
jet fuel goes up. When the cost of elec-
tricity goes up, it doesn’t hurt the rich. 
It hurts the middle class tremendously, 
and it hurts the lower middle class and 
the poor even more. 

And my understanding of what was 
considered the final straw that caused 
the Speaker to fire John Dingell as 
chairman of the committee that he 
loved dearly and fire him from the 
chance to shepherd through a 
healthcare bill was when he said—and 
as I recall, these are his exact words— 
talking about cap and trade: That bill 
is not only a tax, it is a great big one. 

And he made clear he knew that, if 
cap and trade passed, electricity would 
skyrocket, the cost of gasoline would 
skyrocket, every cost of energy would 
skyrocket. 

The rich would be fine. All of those 
rich Democrats, some rich Repub-
licans, fly around in their private jet, 
have two or three Suburbans. Al Gore 
would have more than one, with the en-
gines running while he went and gave a 
speech or made an appearance. 

Those kinds of folks, they wouldn’t 
be hurt. They get to keep having their 
big, energy-guzzling Suburbans run-
ning even though they weren’t in them. 
They would be able to keep flying their 
private planes. But the Nation’s poor 
would be devastated if cap and trade 
had become the law. 

But because John Dingell could see 
the damage that was going to do to the 

Nation’s poor, he said: I can’t, in good 
conscience, bring that bill, get it voted 
out of my committee. 

So he got fired. He got fired from the 
chance to do what he had dreamed 
about doing for decades, and that was 
having a big healthcare bill that he be-
lieved would fix so many of the prob-
lems that especially the Nation’s poor 
were facing. 

Now, the irony was apparently not 
lost on John Dingell when we were hav-
ing the last hour of debate on the 
healthcare bill that he had been pre-
vented from shepherding through. He 
was put in the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore to preside over the last hour 
of debate on the healthcare bill before 
we voted on it. 

He had long since been replaced as 
chairman of the Energy and Commerce 
Committee by Henry Waxman, who fa-
mously said to Republicans: We not 
only don’t want your input, we don’t 
need your votes. 

That was the new chairman’s ap-
proach, and it was the way he pushed 
the unaffordable ACA through. It was 
the way he pushed through cap and 
trade out of committee that would 
have been such a horrible blow to our 
Nation’s core. 

But he had been fired from the 
chance to get a better bill as chairman 
of the committee, and yet he got put in 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore to 
preside over the last hour of debate be-
fore the vote. I found that rather iron-
ic. 

b 1245 

Mr. Speaker, I talked to the former 
Republican chairman of Energy and 
Commerce, Joe Barton, who said, long 
after ObamaCare had passed and we 
were finding out that the architect of 
ObamaCare knew it wouldn’t work, 
knew that when the President said: If 
you like your doctor, you can keep 
your doctor. If you like your insurance, 
you can keep your insurance, the ar-
chitect of that for the Obama adminis-
tration said he knew all of that was not 
true, but they had to say those things 
to sell it. 

But Joe Barton pointed out that 
John Dingell was such an amazing 
chairman of Energy and Commerce and 
was so adept at forging together bills, 
Joe told me that if John Dingell had 
been left as chairman of Energy and 
Commerce, he would have called us Re-
publicans in and he would have said: 
Look, we are going to pass a healthcare 
bill, and I would like your support. I 
want it to be bipartisan. So give me a 
few things that you have got to have in 
a healthcare bill so that I can find 
some way we can make this a bipar-
tisan healthcare bill and we can get at 
least a bunch of your party’s votes so 
this truly will be a bipartisan bill, and 
that will make the bill a better bill. 

As Joe pointed out to me, the thing 
is, if they had left John Dingell in as 
chairman of Energy and Commerce, he 
would have forged together a bill. As 
Joe said, it would have been a bill that 
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some of us Republicans, if not all, we 
would have had to vote for it because 
some of the things he put in there that 
we just agreed to strongly with, we 
would have had to vote for it. 

If John Dingell had been left chair-
man of Energy and Commerce, it would 
not have been a bill that would have 
cost the Democrats the majority in No-
vember of 2010. It would not have been 
a bill that Republicans could run on in 
2010 and 2012 and say, we have got to 
completely repeal ObamaCare, the 
ACA, whatever you want to call it. 

We wouldn’t have been able to do 
that, because the master at bringing 
together parties and forging together a 
good bill, he would have been the one 
that brought it together and it would 
have lasted. We wouldn’t have all been 
running to repeal it because too many 
of us voted for it. 

So as we pause to honor a truly great 
man today, John Dingell, I can’t imag-
ine somebody breaking his record of 59 
years in the House—I am sure not 
going to—but what an amazing man. 

I recall that day—John Dingell was 
at that point relying heavily on a cane, 
that political congressional giant had 
to rely on that cane very heavily to get 
up to the Speaker’s chair. He had to 
rely on it to come down out of the 
Speaker’s chair that day that we voted 
on the ACA, and the majority leader 
appropriately called attention to the 
great man he was, and that day every-
body rose in a standing ovation, and I 
am forever glad that we did—the ma-
jority leader pointed out that this had 
been a dream of John Dingell’s for dec-
ades, that he wanted a big healthcare 
bill that would fix problems, and now 
we were finally getting to vote on it. 
So it was only appropriate that that 
great man, that great legislator, John 
Dingell, would sit in the Chair and pre-
side over the debate in that last hour. 
So he asked unanimous consent that 
we all show our appreciation, and that 
is when we had the standing ovation. 

But I was thinking I know this guy. 
He is not only a righteous and honor-
able man of integrity, honest, he is 
really, really smart. He is not stupid. 
Anybody that ever tried to match wits 
with him soon learned that they were 
going to feel like an unarmed man in a 
war of words. They tried to do combat 
with words. 

I just knew there is no way this bril-
liant man has lost the irony of getting 
all this great praise and recognition as 
he presides for an hour over debate 
with really no control over what goes 
in the bill during that hour when they 
fired him from the chance to forge to-
gether a much better bill. 

And it was that overwhelming sense 
of irony—sometimes I should keep my 
mouth shut when I don’t—but the ma-
jority leader had asked for that unani-
mous consent recognition which was 
entirely in order, so I came over and 
grabbed that microphone and when the 
applause died down, I said: Mr. Speak-
er—to the Speaker pro tempore that 
replaced John Dingell in the Chair— 

and basically I said in that same sense 
of love and admiration for a great pa-
triot, a great man, a great Congress-
man, something like that, I would ask 
unanimous consent that we give him 
his chairmanship back. 

Anyway, it took a couple of seconds 
or so for people on this side of the aisle 
to realize the irony and just die laugh-
ing. And I know so many of the people 
across the aisle, great people with 
great senses of humor. We kid around, 
joke around about things. 

I was surprised nobody was laughing 
across the aisle because they knew. 
They liked Dingell. They knew that 
Speaker PELOSI fired him because he 
wouldn’t push through the cap-and- 
trade bill that would have been so det-
rimental to the Nation’s poor. But they 
weren’t laughing. I couldn’t believe 
they were not laughing. 

But I had one of the Capitol Police 
tell me afterwards—actually, there 
were two of them that came up when I 
was leaving in the Speakers lobby, no-
body else out there—they said, I know 
there weren’t people on the other side 
of the aisle from you laughing at what 
you said, but you should have been out 
here in the Speaker’s lobby as they 
left. 

So many of them were saying: Wasn’t 
that the funniest thing you ever heard? 
I know, but did you see the Speaker 
looking around for anybody that was 
laughing? I couldn’t laugh. She was 
looking toward me. 

So anyway, it was an amazing mo-
ment. I thought it was not just ironic, 
but humorous. The next day, John Din-
gell, who it was not easy for him to get 
around at that time—it became even 
tougher—but he had sought me out at 
the back of the Republican side of the 
floor here, and he said: LOUIE, I wanted 
to thank you for what you said yester-
day. 

I said: John, the irony, I just couldn’t 
stay quiet. The irony overwhelmed me. 

And he said: I know. That is why I 
just wanted to say thank you. 

Well, that is a thanks I will treasure 
for the rest of my life. John Dingell 
was a great man. He was a great legis-
lator, and one of the best committee 
chairmen this Chamber has ever had in 
any committee. I got to serve side by 
side for 2 years on a subcommittee 
with his wife, DEBBIE, now a widow, 
and I came to find out that so much 
that I liked about John Dingell existed 
in DEBBIE. 

She was the ranking member of that 
subcommittee when I was chairman, 
back when they let me have a chair-
manship on our side of the aisle, and I 
loved working with her. I still do. She 
is a treasured friend. She is a great 
American, and she is hurting. 

So for those who believe in the power 
of prayer, I hope, Madam Speaker, that 
they will remember all of John Din-
gell’s family and lift them up in prayer 
for the peace that surpasses all under-
standing because we have lost a great 
man to this world. 

I rushed over here from a hearing in 
the Judiciary Committee, a strange 

hearing. The Acting Attorney General 
that is going to be acting for another 
week maybe had a big circus about 
having him come in and testify in a 
long hearing, where everybody gets to 
go after him that wants to. 

But in that hearing, as well as in 
media in the past, as well as in other 
hearings in the past, I kept hearing 
friends across the aisle talk about 
these great career officials in the De-
partment of Justice who were giving 
great advice to Jeff Sessions, like to 
recuse himself, and Jeff Sessions him-
self said: I listened to the career offi-
cials at the Department of Justice who 
recommended that I recuse myself on 
the Russia investigation. 

Some of us heard—it was understood 
who he was referring to as giving him 
this great advice to recuse himself— 
and you could say they were in career 
positions. But these were not the ca-
reer positions or officials of days gone 
by when a U.S. attorney or even some-
body in the Justice Department here in 
Washington could be trusted to give 
nonpolitical advice. 

But as we have seen in the Depart-
ment of Justice and FBI scandals of 
the last few years, we have people who 
were disastrously political that were 
seeking political victories through the 
Justice Department and certainly were 
not the nonpartisan, bipartisan people 
of the past. 

I know from working with U.S. attor-
neys and assistant U.S. attorneys in 
decades past, we knew how they voted. 
We knew party allegiance, whether 
they were Republican or Democrat, but 
when it came to criminal law, criminal 
violations, those things, they may have 
different personal philosophies, but 
justice was justice. And if somebody 
violated the law, they were going to 
pursue it. They were not going to let 
party affiliation or their regard or lack 
of regard for the President or anybody 
else keep them from pursuing justice. 

But this has been an extraordinary 
time in American history when we 
have found a Department of Justice 
had officials to the very top who were 
far more political than they were just; 
where people, even an Attorney Gen-
eral, would say they had a chance 
meeting on a tarmac, when the facts of 
the day indicate it really could not 
have been a chance meeting on a 
tarmac. And if it hadn’t been for a re-
porter spotting what he thought might 
be former President Bill Clinton, no-
body would have ever known about 
that meeting while, supposedly, Hillary 
Clinton was under investigation. 

b 1300 
We now know there was never going 

to be any prosecution of Hillary Clin-
ton, no matter how grievous or egre-
gious any criminal violation may have 
been, even if it meant obstructing jus-
tice by destroying emails that had been 
subpoenaed and destroying with a ham-
mer or with BleachBit cellphones or 
computers. 

This is clearly obstruction of justice. 
Those would have been lay-down cases 
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to get convictions. But it was now 
clear those were never going to be pur-
sued because the people who were in 
position, supposedly career, some polit-
ical appointments, they were not going 
to let that happen. 

Now, people like Andrew McCabe and 
Peter Strzok—the guy is the head of 
FBI counterintelligence, and he has no 
problem lying over and over and over 
again. Then he has the gall to come in 
and basically say, as his deposition tes-
timony ended, oh, he always tells the 
truth. 

Any good lawyer knows you don’t 
ever say, ‘‘I always tell the truth,’’ be-
cause you make mistakes. But he did, 
and that was a lie. He just couldn’t 
help lying. 

There were stories after the shock to 
the Obama administration in having 
Donald Trump win, the arrogance that 
existed in the Democratic Party that, 
gee, there is no way Donald Trump 
could win, even though it certainly ap-
peared to be funny at the time when 
President Obama—I think it may have 
been on Letterman where he read 
something about a comment that 
Obama would go down as the worst 
President, and he said: Yeah, at least I 
will go down as having been President. 

Everybody laughed because, gee, how 
could he ever get elected President? 
Well, he did. 

So there were articles written and 
word spread that in the remaining days 
of the Obama administration after 
Donald Trump was elected President, 
there was a flurry of activity in No-
vember, December, and early January 
to move people from political appoint-
ment positions into career positions in 
all these different government depart-
ments and agencies, including the De-
partment of Justice. 

If you look at the person who an-
swered to Rod Rosenstein, Tashina 
Gauhar—she was the liaison between 
the National Security Council and the 
Attorney General, but she answered di-
rectly to Rod Rosenstein. That was a 
change I understood that occurred in 
the organizational chart for DOJ some 
time back. 

I tried to tell Jeff and persuade him: 
You need to reorganize. You need to 
have critical positions answering di-
rectly to you. 

He didn’t know why he kept getting 
such late notices to NSC meetings. Ev-
erybody else got them timely. What I 
heard was Tashina Gauhar was getting 
them timely like everybody else but 
delaying Jeff Sessions getting them, so 
he would either develop a conflict or he 
would not have time to properly pre-
pare. He would go into the meetings 
looking bad before the National Secu-
rity Council, because he wasn’t as pre-
pared as others were because he didn’t 
get his notices timely as he should 
have because a person who was more— 
or certainly appeared to be much 
more—devoted to Sally Yates and her 
obstruction of the Trump administra-
tion was the one who was supposed to 
pass on those notices to Jeff Sessions. 

As we are seeing, there were people 
who have been forced to leave the DOJ 
and leave the FBI in scandal for lying. 
I understand Andrew McCabe sup-
posedly is currently being investigated 
for criminal violations. This is a guy 
right there close to the top, nearly the 
top, and he had become a political hack 
and a political operative. 

Others would look at somebody like 
him or Peter Strzok and say these are 
career people, so we can trust them, 
without realizing, oh, no, they are po-
litically motivated, and they are going 
to use their job for political purposes 
to try to keep one party from winning 
the Presidency and try to help another 
to win the Presidency. 

It is shocking what is going on. I be-
lieve that if the roles had been reversed 
and that was a Republican FBI, Repub-
lican DOJ—it shouldn’t be political at 
all, but it has been. But if that had 
been them, and they were the doing to 
a Democrat President what has been 
done to this one, I just feel sure I 
would have objected. 

This is wrong. I don’t care what the 
party is, you don’t abuse a justice sys-
tem for political purposes. I think I 
would—I really believe it is one of the 
things that makes some in my party so 
mad at me sometimes when they are 
not doing the right thing, and they are 
not keeping their word. 

It is still my hope and prayer, lit-
erally, that we will come together to 
recognize what John Dingell did. 

We work better when we work to-
gether. Apparently, at times, he called 
Republicans in. He was so skilled at ne-
gotiating, but making clear: We are 
going to get this bill passed, but we 
want your buy-in. We want you in-
volved. We want you to have things in 
it that you are proud of. So what do 
you got? What do you need? What can 
we work out? 

That kind of diplomacy is going to be 
sorely missed here. But one comfort is 
I see so many of those traits in DEBBIE 
DINGELL. John Dingell will be missed. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

REMEMBERING THE HONORABLE 
JOHN D. DINGELL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the Chair recognizes the 
gentlewoman from Michigan (Ms. 
TLAIB) for 30 minutes. 

Ms. TLAIB. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor a legend, the Honorable 
Congressman John D. Dingell, whom 
we lovingly call in Michigan ‘‘The 
Dean.’’ 

Congressman Dingell will truly be 
missed. For 59 years, he served our 
great State of Michigan and our coun-
try. He believed in the power of this in-
stitution, the power it had to trans-
form hate to love, to elevate the most 
vulnerable and to uplift our servicemen 
and -women. 

Dean Dingell’s legacy will live on 
with his memorable work on the his-

toric Civil Rights Act, the Clean Air 
Act, and the need for universal 
healthcare. 

I still remember to this day as a 
State legislator in Michigan when I 
had an environmental injustice issue 
going on in my district and he got me 
a United States Coast Guard hearing, a 
public hearing, in southwest Detroit. 
He called me, and he said: Kid, this is 
your last chance to fight the injustice. 

I still remember coming in to serve 
on a panel with him at the University 
of Michigan—Ann Arbor campus on im-
migrant rights and the need for immi-
gration reform. I sat next to him, very 
frustrated after a long day in Lansing 
fighting for scrap metal reform, and 
saying to him: How can you do it so 
long? The special interest groups are so 
tough, and they are so tainting the 
process when it comes to issues that 
matter for our people. 

He taught me and spoke to me about 
the power of stillness. 

Congressman Dingell’s strength and 
humanity will truly be missed. I thank 
the gentleman for his wicked sense of 
humor. Even more importantly, I am 
grateful he was always so warm and 
kind to us younger activists and for 
never trying to reduce my voice or oth-
ers’ voices. 

His drive for a better world will live 
on with his lovely DEBORAH, as he calls 
her, his best friend and my current sis-
ter in Congress, Congresswoman 
DEBBIE DINGELL. 

Some of the last things he was say-
ing, of course, was the incredible 
humor that he had on Twitter, but I 
still remember the specific thing that 
he said: ‘‘I signed up to fight Nazis 73 
years ago, and I’ll do it again if I have 
to. Hatred, bigotry, and fascism should 
have no place in this country.’’ 

As a Muslim girl growing up in 
America today, I am grateful to Con-
gressman Dingell for his courage and 
his love. 

Rest in peace, my friend. Thank you 
so much. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE 
MODERNIZATION OF CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces, without objection, 
the Speaker’s appointment, pursuant 
to section 201(b) of House Resolution 6, 
116th Congress, and the order of the 
House of January 3, 2019, and notwith-
standing the requirement of section 
201(b)(2)(A) of such resolution, of the 
following Members to the Select Com-
mittee on the Modernization of Con-
gress: 

Mr. GRAVES, Georgia 
Mr. WOODALL, Georgia 
Mrs. BROOKS, Indiana 
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS, Illinois 
Mr. NEWHOUSE, Washington 
Mr. TIMMONS, South Carolina 
There was no objection. 
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