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ISRAEL: AMERICA’S 

INDISPENSABLE ALLY 

(Mr. GREEN of Tennessee asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. GREEN of Tennessee. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today in support of 
America’s indispensable ally, Israel. 
Israel is the brightest beacon of hope 
and freedom in the Middle East. 

I proudly attended AIPAC’s policy 
conference this week. Their mission is 
more important than ever. 

Anti-Semitism and anti-Israel senti-
ment is rampant across the world and, 
sadly, is found even in this Chamber. I 
am appalled one of my colleagues is so 
brazen as to resurrect old lies of Jewish 
conspiracies, propaganda used to op-
press the Jewish people for centuries. 

Elsewhere, Iran’s puppet, Assad, 
seeks to take Israel’s land for strategic 
leverage in Iran’s mission to wipe 
Israel off the map. 

I am proud to stand with President 
Trump in defense of our ally, Israel. I 
am grateful he chose to recognize the 
Golan Heights as a part of Israel and 
proud we now officially recognize Jeru-
salem as Israel’s capital. 

f 

HONORING ROY BENAVIDEZ 

(Mr. CLOUD asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. CLOUD. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor and recognize Master 
Sergeant Roy Benavidez. On the occa-
sion of the Roy P. Benavidez Memorial 
Highway dedication, my district is 
proud to claim this Medal of Honor re-
cipient as our own. 

Sergeant Benavidez answered the call 
to serve his country in Vietnam. At 
one crucial time while overseas, he vol-
untarily boarded a rescue helicopter 
and put his own life on the line to save 
his fellow soldiers. 

During the rescue effort, he was shot 
multiple times, bayoneted, and hit by 
grenade fragments as he fought for 6 
hours to protect his wounded com-
rades. He saved the lives of at least 
eight men. 

After returning home, he went before 
Congress to advocate for better veteran 
healthcare. He then devoted the rest of 
his life to service, speaking to students 
about the importance of education and 
inspiring American troops around the 
world. 

May this highway serve as a memo-
rial to this brave and selfless Amer-
ican, Master Sergeant Roy Benavidez. 

f 

NO ONE IS ABOVE THE LAW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentlewoman from 
Michigan (Ms. TLAIB) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Ms. TLAIB. Madam Speaker, I grew 
up in the district I serve where I have 

seen firsthand the results of the failing 
to hold those in power accountable to 
the laws of the land. From corporate 
polluters who continue to violate the 
Clean Air Act with no real enforcement 
to stop the violations that hurt our 
public health, I have also seen first-
hand a megabillionaire who directly 
violated Federal and State processes 
that resulted in thousands of trucks to 
rumble through our local neighbor-
hoods where one in five children have 
asthma. 

Do you know why those in power 
looked the other way? Because of polit-
ical influence on my colleagues who 
then became conflicted. 

This is why I rise today to put for-
ward H. Res. 257, which creates a trans-
parent process to ensure the protection 
of our democracy. That ensures that 
we don’t have a lawless society that re-
sults in irreparable harm to the Amer-
ican people. 

Doing nothing when we are seeing a 
blatant disregard of the United States 
Constitution and our ethical norms is 
dangerous. No one, Madam Speaker, in-
cluding the President of the United 
States, is above the law. 

I know many have focused on actions 
that were conducted prior to his taking 
the oath of office, and that is impor-
tant. However, as critically important 
are the actions by the President after 
he swore to uphold the United States 
Constitution before all of us. 

He is not a CEO, Madam Speaker, 
anymore, but a public servant who is 
held accountable not to shareholders 
and investors, but the actual American 
people, real people, people who expect 
all of us to follow the laws. 

In the 2 years since he took office, 
President Trump racked up more than 
1,400 conflicts of interest involving the 
government, those trying to influence 
it and The Trump Organization, ac-
cording to a report released by the 
Citizens for Responsibility and Ethics 
in Washington. 

President Trump used the Presidency 
to enrich himself by repeatedly pro-
moting his businesses as extensions of 
his administration. Political allies, 
wealthy donors, special interests, and 
foreign governments have adopted a 
key tactic of patronizing Trump’s busi-
nesses to garner favor with the Trump 
administration. 

Here are some of the key findings 
from CREW’s tracking of Trump’s con-
flicts of interest: 

President Trump made 118 visits to 
his properties in his second year in of-
fice, bringing his 2-year total to 281 vis-
its to properties he still profits from 
while serving as President of the 
United States. 

In his second year in office, President 
Trump and other White House staff 
promoted Trump businesses on at least 
87 occasions. More than 150 political 
committees, including campaigns and 
party committees, have spent nearly $5 
million at Trump businesses since he 
became President. At least 13 special 
interest groups lobbied the White 

House since Trump’s inauguration, 
some for the first time, around the 
same time they also patronized a 
Trump property. 

At least three foreign governments 
held events at Trump properties during 
Trump’s second year in office. Two of 
those countries did so after holding 
similar events elsewhere in previous 
years. 

Not only has President Trump still 
refused to divest from his businesses, 
he seems to have doubled down by rein-
forcing the idea that The Trump Orga-
nization is an extension of the Trump 
administration. 

These offenses must be investigated. 
In total, CREW found more than 900 

conflicts in the second year of the 
Trump administration. This presents a 
clear picture of a Presidency used to 
turn a profit and the President’s busi-
nesses serving at points of access to 
the corridors of power. 

This report shows that special inter-
ests, foreign governments, and political 
allies continue to pour money into 
Trump’s bank accounts while the 
American public is left in the dark 
about whether or not the President’s 
policy decisions are made in the best 
interests of our country, or is it in the 
best interests of the President’s bot-
tom line, benefiting himself personally. 

We have been sent here to legislate. I 
am thinking about the historic For the 
People Act we passed right here in this 
Chamber, the gun reform package we 
passed, legislation to protect our lands, 
to increase and strengthen healthcare 
for Americans, and much more. 

I am proud of my first bills. One pro-
tects our public health in regards to 
petroleum coke exposure, and the 
other, which has a wide range of sup-
port, would prohibit the use of credit 
scores by the auto insurance industry. 

However, Madam Speaker, none of 
these bills is free from the harm that 
comes from the current administration 
and the President of the United States 
not complying with the clauses of the 
United States Constitution. When 
these conflicts and direct violations to 
the Emoluments Clause are not inves-
tigated, we set a dangerous precedent 
that those issues we passed in this 
Chamber are not important. 

I think about the recent announce-
ment that T-Mobile and Sprint would 
like the Federal Government to ap-
prove a merger between the two com-
panies. In the same breath, T-Mobile 
spent close to $200,000 at the D.C. 
Trump hotel. This is what we call an 
upgraded version of pay to play, and it 
dangerously corrupts our democracy. 

When President Truman sidestepped 
the Constitution and went to war, 
every sitting President had done the 
same. One of the first major challenges 
to the War Powers Act came in 1981 
when President Reagan deployed mili-
tary personnel to El Salvador without 
consulting or submitting a report to 
Congress. 

In 1999, President Clinton continued 
a bombing campaign in Kosovo beyond 
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the 60-day limit cited in the law. A 
more recent War Powers Act dispute 
arose in 2011 when President Barack 
Obama initiated a military action in 
Libya without congressional 
authorization. 

You see, Madam Speaker, when we do 
nothing, we set a precedent and allow 
it to become the norm. I can’t stress 
enough how dangerous this is to the 
core of our democracy. 

This will not be the last billionaire 
CEO who runs for President who will 
attempt to not divest from his business 
interests. 

Now, what we have witnessed from 
this administration are acts that could 
very well be impeachable offenses out-
side of the scope of the Mueller inves-
tigation. We have a duty in this Cham-
ber to inquire about these acts, to in-
vestigate them, to find out if there was 
any wrongdoing, and to seek account-
ability if it has been found. 

That is why, today, I have introduced 
a resolution that calls on the Judiciary 
Committee to inquire into these activi-
ties that may be impeachable offenses. 
There are serious pieces of evidence 
out there, many that have come 
through the various committees of this 
body, in the media, and things within 
the public eye. An investigation will 
take a look at all of those things with 
the question: Are these impeachable of-
fenses? Is our President acting above 
the rule of law? 

As Congress, we have a job to ensure 
that is exactly what is not happening. 
If, at the end, it gets the President to 
comply, then we have done our job. If 
the President doesn’t, then we move 
forward and, at the very least, put any 
future President on notice: Congress 
will hold you accountable and will re-
quire you to divest in your businesses. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

f 

IMPEACHMENT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GREEN) is recognized for the re-
mainder of the hour as the designee of 
the majority leader. 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, it is always an honor to stand in the 
well of the House of Representatives. 

Each time I am afforded this oppor-
tunity, I have tried to savor the mo-
ment knowing that it is not eternal 
and knowing that, at some point, we 
will no longer have this preeminent 
privilege. But I do appreciate having 
the opportunity to serve the people of 
the Ninth Congressional District and 
to serve my country. I love my coun-
try. 

I thank the gentlewoman for what 
she has done with H. Res. 257. I support 
this resolution, and I would like to 
compliment the lady for what she has 
done since she has arrived in Congress. 

b 1815 

She has truly hit the ground running. 
She came from the State house. She is 
a lawyer. She has been an advocate, 
and she understands the issues associ-
ated with criminal justice. So I thank 
her for what she has done and what she 
is doing with this resolution. 

Madam Speaker, it was never in-
tended for the executive branch of the 
government to investigate itself. 

The Framers of the Constitution, in 
Federalist 65, addressed this. Federalist 
65, the Federalist Papers. 

I invite people to please read the Fed-
eralist Papers. If you can’t read them 
all, just read Federalist 65 and 69. 

Some things are made perspicuously 
clear. One of the things made clear is 
that impeachment is solely within the 
province of the House of Representa-
tives. 

Madison, the fourth President of the 
United States of America; Jay, the 
first Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court; and Hamilton, the first Sec-
retary of the Treasury of the United 
States of America—these are the au-
thors of the Federalist Papers, and 
they were prophetic with some of their 
writings. 

While I would not agree with all that 
they did in their lifetimes, I will tell 
you that what they have done with ref-
erence to impeachment is prophetic, 
because they understood that at some 
point you could have a President who 
was unfit to hold office, but who had 
not committed a crime but should be 
removed from office before the next 
election because of the harm the Presi-
dent is imposing upon society. 

Understanding this, they were in sup-
port of Article II, Section 4 of the Con-
stitution, which deals with treason, 
bribery, and other high crimes and mis-
demeanors as the means by which a 
President can be removed from office 
after having been elected. 

They understood that there might be 
a time such as this and a President 
such as Trump. 

They understood that we, the Mem-
bers of this august body, should be em-
powered such that we could take up the 
cause of the American people. Not be-
cause we are Democrats, because it is 
not about Democrats; it is about de-
mocracy. Not because we are Repub-
licans, because it is not about Repub-
licans; it is about the Republic and 
what Franklin said when he called to 
our attention: You have a Republic if 
you can keep it. 

It is about maintaining this Repub-
lic. They were prophetic. They under-
stood that you cannot allow the execu-
tive branch to investigate itself, be-
cause if you allow such to happen, you 
find yourself with what has happened 
with Mr. Mueller. 

He has investigated, but he cannot 
hand it over to us because he is an 
agent of the executive branch of gov-
ernment. And, as an agent of the exec-
utive branch of government, he is re-
quired to submit his report to the exec-
utive branch, a report that is all about 

the head of the executive branch of the 
government. 

This is why the Framers understood 
that it was necessary to empower an-
other branch of government to do this. 
How prophetic and how wise they were 
to do so. 

It was not intended that we would 
outsource this investigation to the ex-
ecutive branch, which is, in essence, 
what has occurred. We have allowed 
the executive branch to assume what is 
truly the responsibility and the duty 
and the obligation of the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

This is ours. This is what we must do. 
When there was a Republican admin-

istration in this House, I indicated that 
I wouldn’t get in the way of that inves-
tigation, but I also indicated that the 
House should do its job. 

And if the House is to do its job, it is 
contemplated that the Judiciary Com-
mittee would do exactly what the Rep-
resentative from the 13th Congres-
sional District in Michigan is doing 
now and, that is, take up the question 
of impeachment in the Judiciary Com-
mittee by way of a resolution such as 
what she has called to the attention of 
this Congress. 

I salute her for doing so because this 
is what was contemplated by the Fram-
ers of the Constitution. This is what 
Madison contemplated, Jay con-
templated, and Hamilton con-
templated. 

And, to give further evidence of what 
they contemplated, we but only have 
to review the impeachment in 1868 of 
Andrew Johnson. 

Andrew Johnson was impeached in 
Article X of the Articles of Impeach-
ment against him for speaking ill of 
Congress. 

There is no requirement that the 
President commit a crime, that the 
President commit an offense for which 
he must be found guilty beyond a rea-
sonable doubt before a President can be 
impeached. 

Congress determines what the stand-
ard is for impeachment. Unfortunately, 
we have allowed what happens on the 
judicial side of the law to be conflated 
with what happens on the political side 
of the law. 

The judiciary, or the judicial side, 
would have a crime. This is what Mr. 
Mueller was investigating, to see if a 
crime had been committed—a crime. 
And, if a crime is committed, of course 
the President can be impeached for 
committing a crime. 

But the President can also be im-
peached if he has not committed a 
crime, but he is doing harm to society. 
This is the law. 

When we say no person is above the 
law, we are talking about not only the 
law as it is codified with reference to 
criminality, but also the law as it has 
been codified such that impeachment 
can be the punishment in the sense 
that the President would be indicted. 

It is not the same as an indictment, 
but it is quite similar, and the Presi-
dent would then have to face trial in 
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