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that LGBTQ Americans are treated
equally.

In more than half our Nation, LGBTQ
Americans can still be fired, denied
credit, and evicted from their home
simply based on who they are and
whom they love.

It happened to someone in my State.
He was a volleyball coach at a college
in Virginia. They had just finished
their most successful season when he
was fired without explanation.

Unfortunately, in Virginia, there are
no employment protections for being
LGBTQ, so he and his family moved to
Washington State where there are pro-
tections for LGBTQ workers, and they
are thriving.

Not everyone can just pack up and
leave, and they shouldn’t have to. That
is why we need to guarantee that
LGBTQ Americans have equal rights
and protections in all 50 States, no ex-
ceptions.

I urge the Senate to take action and
pass the Equality Act so all Americans
are treated equally.

——

HONORING OMAHA POLICE
OFFICER KERRIE OROZCO

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

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today during National Police Week to
ask my colleagues to support H.R. 2378,
the Kerrie Orozco First Responders
Family Act.

As we approach the 4-year anniver-
sary of Omaha Police Officer Kerrie
Orozco being killed in the line of duty,
this legislation will show our first re-
sponders that we care about them and
have their back.

The Kerrie Orozco First Responders
Family Act will amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act to allow for
the surviving family members of a fall-
en U.S. citizen first responder to be
naturalized upon compliance with all
requirements, waiving any residency
waiting period. This bill is simply ex-
tending the privileges to first respond-
ers that current law affords to spouses
of U.S. military killed while serving
our country.

In 2015, Officer Orozco was Killed. Her
husband, Hector, was going through
the immigration process. His immigra-
tion status was put in jeopardy because
his wife made the ultimate sacrifice
protecting our community.

Every day, thousands of first re-
sponders leave loved ones to risk their
lives for our safety. They need to have
the peace of mind that if something
should happen to them, their loved
ones will be taken care of.

I look forward to working with
Democrats and Republicans alike to
protect our first responders and their
families by passing the Kerrie Orozco
First Responders Family Act.

It did pass unanimously last Con-
gress. We need to pass it again, get it
to the Senate, and get it done.
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RECOGNIZING CAPE MAY COUNTY
AS A COAST GUARD COMMUNITY

(Mr. VAN DREW asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate being allowed to speak to the
Members of the House.

On May 8, 2015, Coast Guard Com-
mandant Admiral Paul Zukunft pro-
claimed Cape May County a Coast
Guard Community, an honor claimed
by only 18 cities and only one other
county in the entire Nation.

The designation, which is confirmed
by the United States Coast Guard and
the United States Congress, is in rec-
ognition of a strong and special rela-
tionship between the people of Cape
May County and the local Coast Guard
personnel, making Coast Guard men
and women and their families feel a
sense of community in their home
away from home. It is an invaluable
contribution to morale and service ex-
cellence.

South Jersey is honored to have Cape
May and the Coast Guard as part of its
community.

Most of all, we should remember all
that they went through during the re-
cent shutdown. Our Coast Guard should
never have to suffer through that set of
circumstances ever again. That is why
we have sponsored legislation to pro-
tect our Coast Guard in the future.
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HONORING THE SERVICE OF
JASON DOMBKOWSKI

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

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to recognize Jason Dombkowski, who
is retiring after 25 years of faithful
public service with the West Lafayette
Police Department. Jason has been the
Chief of Police at the department for 11
yvears, serving his fellow officers and
community with integrity and profes-
sionalism.

He received his master’s degree in
Technology, Leadership, and Innova-
tion from Purdue University, and has
completed the Indiana Law Enforce-
ment Academy, the FBI National Acad-
emy at Quantico, and the U.S. Secret
Service Dignitary Protection Pro-
grams, among others.

In addition to his remarkable career,
Jason remains a steadfast pillar in the
community, known for his commit-
ment, leadership, and service. He
serves on the YWCA board, and has
been a board member for the Red Cross,
Lafayette Crisis Center, the Lafayette
Catholic Diocese Bishop’s Review
Board.

He also volunteers with the ‘““Shop
With a Cop’’ program and coaches a
youth flag football team.

He and his wife, Cristie, have four
children, and reside in West Lafayette.

May 17, 2019

Congratulations on your retirement,
Jason. I know you will continue to
serve our community well in your new
capacity, and I wish you the very best.

—————

ISSUES OF THE DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CASE). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 3, 2019, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) is
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, we
heard a great deal of applause today
from all around the gallery when the
so-called Equality Act passed.

Equality, what it really means is
equality for some, but if you believe
the teachings of Moses and Jesus, then
you are not only not going to be treat-
ed equally, you are going to be per-
secuted, prosecuted, tied up in court.

You will have people try to destroy
not only you, but any religious institu-
tion that tries to faithfully follow the
teachings of Moses and Jesus.

So the Equality Act is a misnomer,
as is the statement that this means the
end of persecution.

Somehow, I hear Al Pacino in the
background when it comes to persecu-
tion, saying, Oh, I'm just getting start-
ed.

So I come before the House with a
broken heart, as someone who has
studied, loved history, studied history,
continues to read more history, con-
stantly.

This Nation is in big trouble. We
have gone from the days when—I guess
the Bible is still probably the most-
quoted book, year after year, in this
body, but somehow it often is used for
personal abuse or used without giving
real context and real meaning.

But above every door in the gallery is
the side profile of what were once con-
sidered the greatest lawgivers in all of
history. Some of us learned about the
code of Hammurabi. He is up there. The
Justinian Code is next to Hammurabi.

I think there are two or three Popes
that were considered great lawgivers.

Some wonder why Napoleon is up
there, but the Napoleonic code is still
the basis of law in Louisiana.

Jefferson wasn’t there during the
Constitution, but he helped with a
great many laws and, of course, did
most of the writing of the Declaration
of Independence. But there was much
in the Constitution, or a number of
things were based on some things that
Jefferson had already worked on.

But the only profile that is not a side
profile is that of Moses.

When Prime Minister Netanyahu
spoke last in here, from this podium
behind me, the second level—some peo-
ple wonder why the President, or peo-
ple like Netanyahu speak at the second
level and not the top level, and that is
because this is the people’s House. To
speak in here you must either be a
Member of Congress or have been in-
vited by the Congress to speak here.
That is why they are at the second
level.
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But, at the end of Prime Minister
Netanyahu’s speech, he paid tribute to
the fact that he was facing a great
Israelite, Moses; that, like I say, at one
time he was considered the greatest
lawgiver of all times.

In view of decisions over the last 50
years, we have had a majority—the Su-
preme Court, probably has reduced his
10 commandments down to four or five.

But this bill, today, will allow perse-
cution and prosecution of anyone who
tries to faithfully follow the teachings
of Moses and Jesus.

When it comes to marriage, I know
the Supreme Court has ruled. They
have substituted a majority, at least
five judges, substituted their opinions,
and that is what they are, opinions, for
that of the law, the Constitution; be-
cause the Constitution, if you really
followed it strictly, marriage is not
mentioned as a power or something
that the Federal Government would
have power over. So, as the 10th
Amendment says, such a thing would
be left to the States and the people.
And many of us believe that is where it
should have been left.

But the Supreme Court, at least five
oligarchs, decided to take that over.
And since they were so much wiser in
their own eyes than Moses and Jesus,
they substituted their opinion for the
opinions of the people of 50 different
States and, just basically, took over
that function, without amending the
Constitution, without even changing
the law legislatively, or referendum,
any means like that. They just sub-
stituted their opinion.

It was Moses who said a man shall
leave his father and mother, a woman
leaves her home, and the two will be-
come one flesh.

When Jesus was asked—naturally the
Pharisees were testing him, trying to
trick him, but he quoted Moses ver-
batim; man shall leave his father and
mother, a woman leaves her home, the
two will become one flesh. But Jesus
added another line on to that: What
God has joined together, let no man
put asunder. Nobody separate.

There is a video called White Winds,
and in that video, the research they
have done indicated that there has
only been one time in recorded history
when legal marriage included same-sex
couples.

And, of course, those of us that have
studied history, think about, histori-
cally, the Roman Empire days, when
same-sex couples were widely accepted.
Ancient Greece, same-sex couples were
widely accepted.

But according to the research, this
indication was that they say marriage
is, basically, as being an institution for
procreation. And so marriage was a
man and woman. Have whatever same-
sex relations you want, but in those
times and places, marriage was said to
be between a man and a woman, if it
was legal.

Some of us would think back to the
days of Sodom and Gomorrah, when—
well, the term ‘‘sodomy’ comes from
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Sodom. But when same-sex relations
were widely accepted, obviously, no
discrimination.

But according to the research in the
documentary, marriage, even in Sodom
and Gomorrah, did not include same-
sex couples because marriage was for
procreation, family.

According to the research, there is
one recorded piece of information
about legalized marriage being same-
sex couples. It was from a Babylonian
Talmud that indicated that during
something called the Days of Noah,
marriage was legal between a same-sex
couple.

So, according to the research of that
documentary, we are living in days
similar to the days of Noah before the
flood.

We are now beginning, in this coun-
try, in recent years, to experience what
people fled to this country to avoid ex-
periencing, and that is, discrimination
against an individual because of their
religious belief as Christians.

Whether the Pilgrims, or so many
other groups that came, of course,
there were some, even prisoners that
came for other reasons. But in the set-
tlement of North America, what is now
the United States, over 90 percent ac-
cepted Judeo-Christian beliefs as ap-
propriate and the norm.

Some called Jefferson anything but a
Christian, but he made clear that he
believed the teachings of Jesus. The
story is told that—and I did ask the
opinion, or not an opinion, but ask for
the facts from the Congressional Re-
search Service—about this Capitol
being used as the largest Christian
church in Washington, D.C., in the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

They came back with the informa-
tion that it truly was; that what we
now call Statuary Hall—back at the
time it was the House of Representa-
tives’ Chamber—for the majority of the
1800s it was considered, or it was used
on Sundays for Christian worship serv-
ice. And Thomas Jefferson, as CRS
verified, would come to the church
service—the nondenominational, Chris-
tian worship service that was held just
down the hall—each Sunday that he
was in Washington during his time as
President.

The story is told that on one of those
occasions he was riding his horse, as he
normally did, to come to church up
here on top of Capitol Hill in the Cap-
itol. And someone saw him with a big
Bible and asked, Where are you going,
Mr. President? And he said, I'm going
to church up in the Capitol.

And the individual said, But you
don’t believe everything that they do.

And he said, Sir, I am the highest
elected magistrate in this country. It
is imperative that I set the proper ex-
ample.

So those were early beliefs. Some-
times it is hard for us to reconcile
those beliefs with the cruelty of slav-
ery.

Even Jefferson, in the first version of
the Declaration of Independence—what
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looks 1like +the longest grievance
against King George—Jefferson was
saying, We have a right to separate
from King George because of the fact
that he allowed slavery to ever start in
America.

So, on the one hand, Jefferson actu-
ally understood how destructive slav-
ery was; and on the other hand, he had
slaves.

But it is—if you look through our
history and how we improved up until
now, the great strides in civil rights,
great victories in civil rights, have
come based on a powerful push from
churches, Christian churches, and from
people who were guided by Christian
principles.

The 1730s, 1740s, 1750s, sometimes re-
ferred to as the first great awakening
in America, powerful, powerful time of
revival.

Winthrop is said to have spoken to a
majority of Americans. They knew of
him or had heard him speak. He was a
traveling evangelist.
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Many historians say it was the great
awakening and the belief in religious
freedom that drove—the belief in free-
dom that drove those early Americans
to a Revolution in standing for the
rights given by our creator and ac-
knowledging, of course, that there is a
creator.

Of course, the Constitution is writ-
ten, agreed to in 1787, ratified in 1789,
but it is concluded, it is dated, ‘‘In the
year of our Lord one thousand seven
hundred and eighty-seven,” and it is
referring to our Lord.

I am sure that if many judges, many
Federal judges had their way, we would
strike ‘“‘our Lord” from the Constitu-
tion, as them thinking that is somehow
unconstitutional to mention ‘‘our
Lord” in our own Constitution.

But you look in the 1800s, certainly
there were secularists who saw the
damage of slavery and there were some
churches that supported it, but the
movement toward abolition was driven
by people who believed in God, most of
them in Jesus Christ.

John Quincy Adams, who ran for the
House after being President, stood up
down the hall over and over to speak
against slavery. He had written to a
guy named William Wilberforce in Eng-
land. Wilberforce had a spiritual Chris-
tian awakening and ran for parliament.
He believed God’s call on him was to
bring an end to slavery in all of the
British empire, and that is what he
spent his adult life in parliament try-
ing to do.

He had a victory at one point, par-
tially through his parliamentary ca-
reer, in getting the slave trade out-
lawed. But still slavery persisted, just
not the trade in Great Britain. And
then 3 days before he died in 1833, slav-
ery was outlawed altogether.

John Quincy Adams thought he was
supposed to bring an end to slavery in
America the way Wilberforce had
fought and successfully done in Eng-
land, but he didn’t get it done.
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He served in the House of Represent-
atives from 1831 until his massive
stroke in 1848. It happened when he was
trying to get up and speak against the
war with Mexico, because he was afraid
war with Mexico would end up perpet-
uating slavery even longer.

Daniel Webster, one of the great abo-
litionists, he would have crowds gather
around outside his office during times
when he would read the Bible out loud
from within his office.

I have been here in Congress since
January of 2005, and I don’t believe I
have ever heard anybody reading out
loud from the Bible and having crowds
gather around the outside of their of-
fice in the hall here at the Capitol, but
it used to happen.

Daniel Webster was driven by his
Christian beliefs that slavery had to
come to an end. He, John Quincy
Adams, so many others believed that it
was totally inconsistent. How could we
expect God to keep blessing America
when we were putting our brothers and
sisters in chains? The church-ordained
ministers were such a powerful force in
bringing an end to the evil cruelty
called slavery here in America.

Then in the 1950s and 1960s, we didn’t
have a great awakening in the 20th
century, but nonetheless, there was an
ordained Christian minister named
Martin Luther King, Jr., and he was
guided, informed by his Christian be-
liefs. He was the most powerful indi-
vidual force in moving our country
into accepting what the Constitution
said and in assuring that people would
be treated equally.

But what Congress has been doing in
recent years is passing more and more
legislation that will permit persecu-
tion of people trying to follow their
Christian beliefs, and that passed the
House today.

Born out of the best intentions of
people that don’t want to see anybody
persecuted, and yet as a result of this
bill, if it were to become law, there
would be widespread persecution and
prosecution of people who try to hold
to their Christian beliefs.

And I know our friends don’t want to
harm battered women or do damage to
women’s shelters, but I tried to encour-
age my friends, look at the literature
about women who are victims of sexual
assault.

Having been a felony judge for a dec-
ade, I heard testimony constantly
about the victims and the victims’ suf-
fering and their ongoing suffering and
their trauma that they continued to
live through and the things that trig-
gered their trauma.

It appears from the research Ilit-
erature that women—of course, we are
told that one out of four women will
experience sexual assault.

We are also told that it is a fraction
of 1 percent, a fraction of a fraction,
perhaps, of 1 percent of people who
truly suffer from gender dysphoria.

It used to be called a disorder. I
think it still was in the Diagnostic and
Statistical Manual IV. It for sure was
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in III. But now in V, it is called gender
dysphoria, dysphoria being the oppo-
site of euphoria. It is a confusion, a dis-
satisfaction, an unhappiness with a bi-
ological gender, so gender dysphoria.

It is interesting, even in the Equality
Act itself, I mean, at one place here it
recites findings, and here on the bot-
tom of pages 6 and 7, it points out that
about one in five transgender people
experience homelessness.

Now, it doesn’t go into the reasons
for that, if that is true. And possibly
there could be discrimination that
leads to homelessness, but since this is
a condition of unhappiness, a dys-
phoria, we don’t know the reasons for
one in five, if that is correct, of people
suffering from gender dysphoria being
homeless.

But without giving that finding, you
go through the bill, this bill is going to
allow people to sue lenders who don’t
lend to people suffering from gender
dysphoria at the same rate as those
who do not suffer from gender dys-
phoria. Well, not only can those seek-
ing loans come against and sue the
bank and win, the attorney general of
the United States is authorized under
this bill to bring the full power of the
United States Government at war
against any individual who questions
or is concerned about lending money to
someone suffering from this dysphoria.

But if someone even considered the
fact that this gender unhappiness or
dysphoria, if they even considered that,
then they are going to lose the lawsuit
under this bill to the individual and to
the Attorney General of the United
States.

Now, previously, ministers were
thought to have some religious exemp-
tion. This is the first bill in American
history we could find, and it is cer-
tainly the first one since the Religious
Freedom Restoration Act of 1993, but
the first time a bill actually spells out
specifically that you cannot claim reli-
gious beliefs as a defense.

So I am not hearing people talk
about it, but I understand that Ortho-
dox Jewish synagogues believe they
should have men as rabbis.

Well, under this, if it becomes law, if
a woman comes forward and says, ‘I
believe I am a man and I want to be
your rabbi,” and they are not hired,
well, not only does that person have a
claim against the synagogue, but also
the Attorney General can come in and
destroy the synagogue financially. And
that can happen with any church.

If a church says, ‘“We love every-
body,” like my own church, Christian
church, Green Acres Baptist, we love
everybody. We welcome anybody in our
church. We will not discriminate
against anybody who wants to come
worship the Lord with us. But if you
want to be married, it needs to be what
Moses and Jesus said marriage is. Well,
in the past, you could utilize religion,
religious beliefs as a defense, but if this
is the law of the land, then there will
be no defense for religious beliefs.

And, again, if White Winds is correct,
then for the first time since the days of
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Noah, we have come to believe that we
are so much smarter and so much wiser
than Moses and Jesus. So it is an amaz-
ing time.

I know Christian friends say, LOUIE,
you seem so down. You know, Paul
said, ‘“Rejoice in the Lord always, and
again I say rejoice.” And I understand
that, but I also know that as Jesus con-
templated Jerusalem, he had a broken
heart. He said:

How many times have I wanted to bring
you under my wing and love you and protect
you, and you wouldn’t have it.

So there is a rebellion going on in
this country, a rejection of things upon
which this country was founded.

And, you know, people try to paint
someone like me as being a hater. I am
not a hater. There is nobody in this
body I hate.

At a recent event, I had a person who
looked like a woman, she said she be-
lieved she was a woman, and we had a
talk for about 20 minutes. And I under-
stood her thinking and I understood
what she felt, though she was a biologi-
cal man. We disagreed about her life-
style, but I had nothing but Christian
love. And we hugged, agreed to dis-
agree, and hugged as we went our ways.
We were up here at the Washington
Convention Center.

I don’t hate her. I don’t hate any-
body.

Plenty of people hate me.

But it is so unfair to say that any-
body, just because they believe in the
teachings of Moses and Jesus, is a
hater. It is simply not true.

But I do know that if anybody is not
willing to forgive and love, they
haven’t really grasped what it means
to be a Christian.
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But it doesn’t mean you have to ac-
cept and encourage and applaud things
that you know are not helpful. I mean,
for heaven’s sake, the most thorough
research ever done on transgender—and
it was done, I believe it was Finland, a
30-year study, people seeking sex
change surgery—that 30-year study
found that those who were seeking sex
change surgery were 20 times more
likely to commit suicide. Now, how
could somebody who loves their fellow
man and fellow woman, how could
somebody who truly loves them want
them in a state of mind in life that
they are 20 times more likely to kill
themselves, to take that precious gift
of life they were given? How is that
loving somebody to want them, encour-
age them, Oh, you stay in this life-
style. You are ten times more likely to
kill yourself, but that is fine, we ap-
plaud you for being in that situation,
20 times more likely to kill yourself.

And there is this great study here,
“The New Atlantis, a Journal of Tech-
nology and Society’’, this is from the
fall of 2016, of a special report on sexu-
ality and gender: Findings from the bi-
ological, psychological, and social
sciences, by Lawrence Mayer, MB, MS,
Ph.D., and Paul R. McHugh, MD. Dr.
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McHugh is an amazing, brilliant man.
He was the head of psychiatry at Johns
Hopkins. Johns Hopkins was the first
hospital in the United States who did
sex change operations.

But as Dr. McHugh points out, after
about 20 years of monitoring the people
on whom they did sex change surgery,
they found that the patients who went
through this brutal, really brutal sex
change surgery, were no better off
mentally than they were before. That
was Johns Hopkins’ finding. They said:
Why should we cut off or take out per-
fectly healthy organs if the result is
the person is no better? So they quit
doing sex change operations. As I un-
derstand it, they were later threatened
with losing a lot of money in support,
s0 they are back doing them now.

We hear from the left all the time
about the importance of science, and
yet when it comes to science, like the
heartbeat bill based on science, we
have been told that it is nothing but a
mass of tissue inside a pregnant
woman. And yet, technology now has
gotten so good that at some 6 or 8
weeks into a pregnancy, you can hear a
heartbeat, and that heartbeat is from a
living person.

And as has been said on this floor
previously, if someone sees a body col-
lapse, you run up and check if there is
a heartbeat. If there is a heartbeat, you
call for an ambulance. If there is no
heartbeat, you call for a morgue. We
put a lot of stock in a heartbeat, so
why shouldn’t it be part of a bill? And
yet States that have passed the legisla-
tion that says there is a heartbeat,
then you can’t do an abortion, it is a
living being.

Personally, I am thankful that nur-
turing women are the ones who carry a
child in utero, because if it were left to
us men, I don’t believe there would be
near as much love and affection felt by
the child in utero.

But I think back about when our first
child was born 8 to 10 weeks pre-
maturely and my wife had to stay in
Tyler. I didn’t know whether to stay
with her or go with our child who was
taken to Shreveport, trying to keep
her alive. She said: Go. Do anything
you can for our child.

So I went to Shreveport. When I got
there, the neonatologist, Dr. Singh—
just a wonderful, wonderful doctor. He
loved those babies—he said: Look, your
baby’s eyes, they are not working prop-
erly. She can’t see you, just a general
blur. But she has been listening to your
voice for many months now. Even
though she was in the womb, she could
hear your voice. She knows your voice.
You talk to her. Stay here and talk to
her, caress, talk, that will be a great
comfort.

And as most people know, a pre-
mature child, usually the lungs are the
last to develop, and that was Katy’s
case. The breaths were so short and
just erratic, and the heartbeat was
really fast and erratic. It was in Tyler
and it was in Shreveport. After a cou-
ple hours of my sitting there and just
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talking to her and caressing her little
arms and face, Dr. Singh came over and
said: Have you looked at the monitors?
And I hadn’t. I was looking at our
child.

I looked up. The breathing was still
fast, the heart was still fast, but they
had stabilized, they were not erratic.
And Dr. Sing said: She is drawing
strength from you. She is drawing life
and strength from you. Well, how was I
going to leave after that? They said I
could only stay 2 hours, but I couldn’t
leave. My child was drawing strength
from me.

So after I had been there 8 hours, he
came over and said: Sir, you really
have to leave, you have got to take a
break, you can’t sit here this long. And
I said: But look at the monitor, she is
doing well, I don’t want to leave. Even-
tually, they forced me to leave, but my
mind was back with Katy.

Anyway, that child knew my voice.
She could hear my voice those 7
months in the womb. They know. They
make a difference.

And the people who have supported
the heartbeat bill, all of them that I
am aware of here in this body, it is
based on Judeo-Christian beliefs and
the value of one person, the right to
life that precedes the right to liberty
and pursuit of happiness.

This body has been in the business of
taking away religious freedoms for
quite some time, and it appears that it
is going to continue. But, Mr. Speaker,
I just want people to understand, the
positions of the people I know of who
were against the Equality Act, it is not
out of any hate, it is not out of any de-
sire to be discriminatory, part of it is
a desire not to have people 20 times
more likely to kill themselves.

For heaven’s sake, we have enough
veterans taking their own lives, so
tragic; Americans taking their lives, so
tragic. There is not much you can say
at a funeral of someone who has taken
their life that brings a lot of comfort
to the family.

It specifically says in here, the Equal
Credit Opportunity Act, as amended,
and it says right here in the bill that
people who are transgender, one in five
will experience homelessness, without
telling us why. It says, So you have got
to give them credit. Well, we just
brought our economy to the brink of
ruin in 2008. And at some point, in the
beginning of that tragedy, we almost
lost everything, back in the nineties,
when banks were required to lend
money for homes to people who
couldn’t afford it.

And I personally feel like some of the
lenders who pushed people into homes
fraudulently that they couldn’t afford
should have done some jail time. But it
went on, it happened. A lot of lenders
have told me over the years: We are
being forced to lend money to people
we know can’t afford it, but, if we
don’t, the Federal Government is com-
ing after us. And if this bill becomes
law, that will be the case, too.

A banker who says, Well, I am a lit-
tle concerned, there is a 20 percent

H3959

chance that this person suffering from
gender dysphoria is going to be home-
less. They don’t make good decisions.
Maybe it is because of some discrimi-
nation, but certainly some of it is be-
cause of poor personal decisions. And
now I have got the Federal Govern-
ment under this Equality Act saying I
have got to lend them money anyway.
That if the fact that they are 20 per-
cent more likely to be homeless, if I
consider that at all and say, We can’t
risk that money, we don’t want to
bring the country to the brink of fail-
ure again, then the United States At-
torney General is authorized to sue me.
The individual that is not granted the
loan will be authorized to sue.

This bill, though, unlike the Hate
Crimes Act, some of us were pushing in
the Hate Crimes Act, let’s at least de-
fine what sexual orientation is. So be-
cause, as I said back then in debate, if
you don’t define sexual orientation,
some judge sometime in the Supreme
Court at some point will say, Well, you
didn’t define it, but you used the term
sexual orientation. So the meaning of
that is very clear: anything you are
oriented toward sexually. So that
would legalize some sexual orienta-
tions that are currently crimes, wheth-
er it is necrophilia, pedophilia.

Some have tried to say that I equat-
ed homosexuality and bestiality. They
were lying. I never did that. I said, let’s
define out those things that we can
agree should not be included, and we
were refused any type of limiting defi-
nition.

So one thing in this, there is a limi-
tation that says, sexual orientation.
The term sexual orientation means, ho-
mosexuality, heterosexuality, or bisex-
uality.

But then when it comes to gender
identity, that definition is going to
cause a great deal of problems. And it
makes clear, it even spells out that you
cannot deny access to a restroom, lock-
er room, dressing room, based on gen-
der identity. It says, that is in accord-
ance with the individual’s gender iden-
tity.

My friend, very smart friend, Mr.
Askin, said that he has been amazed
over the years how courts could move
forward and progress in determining
people’s civil rights. He felt like we are
not going to ever have a problem with
men claiming to be women, so they can
get huge scholarships, national noto-
riety, millions of dollars, or television
appearances. No man would ever do
that. And if they tried, the courts have
been really good about being able to
discern who is faking, who is a man
that says they are a woman and they
really don’t mean it, and who is legiti-
mately a man thinking that they are a
woman.

O 1330
The trouble with that is this Equal-
ity Act makes clear no individual has
the right to tell someone who says, ‘I

think I am a woman,” if you don’t
think they are a woman and you try to
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ask questions to determine if they are
really thinking they are a woman be-
fore you treat the person like one, you
have just violated the Equality Act.
You can’t call into question some-
body’s own self-determinative identity
of what they are, genderwise. This bill
makes that very clear. They and the
Attorney General of the United States
can come after you.

That is why some people who have
probably never voted for a Republican
in their lives have been heard saying:
Wait a minute. Title IX back in 1970
says you have to have an equal number
of women’s scholarships and men’s
scholarships.

We had a witness who is a professor
and said she was one of the first couple
of people to get a women’s athletic
scholarship under title IX at Villanova,
where she went to school. She pointed
out: Look, here are the three fastest
times of the women in the 2016 Olym-
pics in the 400 meter. Those are those
three dots. And then the thousands of
blue dots, thousands of which are fast-
er than those women, those are men,
and many of those are second-tier ath-
letes. They are not great male athletes,
and they still beat the best women’s
time.

Just in the last couple of weeks, we
had a guy who believes he is a woman,
and he broke a number of weightlifting
records for women.

I know there are a lot of Democratic
Party voters who may have been here
in the gallery clapping, violating the
rules and clapping on the passage of
the Equality Act, but I have a feeling
they have a daughter who cannot get
an athletic scholarship even though
she is the best female athlete in her
high school, one of the best female ath-
letes in the State, and they are shut
out from a female athletic scholarship
because guys are now applying who
think they are women, and you can’t
question them.

If they tell you they have self-identi-
fied as a woman under this Hquality
Act, if that becomes the law, and you
try to challenge them on whether they
really do think they are a woman or
not, then you are wide open to the At-
torney General coming into your
school and costing mega-dollars.

But I have talked to people who
worked in women’s shelters, and they
have said: We have been totally dedi-
cated for decades to helping women
who are battered by sexual assault,
maybe a husband assault. But we are a
Christian group, and if we are man-
dated to allow a man to come in be-
cause he thinks he is a woman, we are
mandated to bring them in where these
women are so vulnerable and so fragile,
we will have to close our doors.

I have had small college leaders tell
me: If this bill becomes law, we will
have to change so much in the way of
accommodation to accommodate peo-
ple under the new law that we will
have to shut our doors. We are just
barely making it by a shoestring right
now.
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Now, the massive colleges and uni-
versities, you know, they are getting
so much money these days, they will be
okay. But the small colleges, they are
going to have trouble coming up with
the money.

The women’s shelters are going to
have trouble coming up with the
money, and they are not going to want
to. They care so deeply about the
women who have been battered. I have
seen it. I have talked to them. But I
have experienced the love they have for
these women. They are just at the end
of their rope. And they sometimes call
the women’s homeless shelter. They
have nowhere else to go.

Now, after they have been brutalized
by a husband or some other man, some-
body that is stalking them, they are
going to be told they can’t keep a man
out if he thinks he is a woman. They
will close their doors.

So I know this Equality Act was done
out of the spirit of caring and not
wanting to hurt anybody’s feelings, but
as we have heard over and over
throughout the history of this place,
rights do have to be balanced.

So on the one hand, you have people
who are very confused and unhappy
about their gender, even though there
is also plenty of evidence to indicate
that a child who identifies with the
gender that that child is not bio-
logically, if that child is left alone, not
pushed in one direction or another,
over 80 percent of the time that child
will ultimately resolve the situation
and become comfortable, mentally,
with their biological gender.

But someone like Walt Heyer—I love
the guy; he has been a woman, phys-
ically, and he is back being a man—
tried to commit suicide, and now he
spends his time lovingly counseling,
encouraging, trying to talk people
down from Kkilling themselves. He is
just a sweetheart of a guy. I saw him
again, recently.

But if this Equality Act becomes law,
he won’t be able to do that anymore.
You can’t try to talk somebody
through their difficulty, their suicide
ideations if you are going to encourage
them to be mentally what they are bio-
logically, because this allows even the
Attorney General to come after people
like that.

People in this body would think such
a person is mean-spirited. I don’t find a
mean-spirited bone in Walt Heyer’s
body. He is just a sweetheart of a per-
son.

But when you hear people say this
bill will bring an end to persecution, it
will bring an end to discrimination,
that is true with regard to someone
who is different, mentally, from what
they are biologically at that moment.

As 1 said, the studies indicate that
over 80 percent of the time, someone
who is left alone and not trying to be
coached one way or another, they end
up having their mental attitude on
gender resolving and being biologically
and mentally the same gender.

But you try to counsel somebody on
that, you are going to be sued individ-
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ually. The Attorney General can come
after you. And if your position is based
on the kind of love that Jesus Christ
has filled you with, care and compas-
sion, and you try to counsel someone
out of that love and compassion, well,
you have just violated the Equality
Act, and Big Brother government is
coming after you.

It is really tragic. We used to have
more religious freedom. Yes, there
were a lot of battles between denomi-
nations in America, and that is why, in
the Continental Congress, everybody
didn’t trust one person in the Conti-
nental Congress to do a prayer that
was fair to everybody, because there
were so many different denominations.

It sounded like the Quakers were
usually the toughest to please by a
prayer by somebody who was not a
Quaker. But they were always able to
come together and agree: Okay. This
minister may not be from my Christian
denomination, but that minister will
do a fair prayer for all of the Christian
denominations here.

But that is why, when Benjamin
Franklin made his motion 5 weeks into
the Constitutional Convention, that
they begin each day with prayer the
way they had during the Continental
Congress, it ended up being voted
down, because, basically, they were
saying: We don’t have a treasury. We
are not getting paid, and so we can’t
afford to hire a chaplain we can all
agree on. So, if we can just get a Con-
stitution together, then we can have a
treasury, then we can hire a Christian
minister to come in here and pray for
all of the denominations represented
here.

That is when Randolph from Virginia
said: Okay. All right. You are right. We
don’t have money to hire a chaplain
right now, so I move that we recess.
Here we are, the end of June. A few
days from now, it will be July Fourth.
We are going to celebrate our Nation’s
independence. I move that we recess
here in this Constitutional Convention
and we reconvene together at a church
that has a minister that we can all
trust to be fair to our Christian de-
nominations. Then we will worship to-
gether, and after we worship together,
then we will come back and try this
constitution, try putting one together.

Now, that one passed, and they all
gathered at the Reformed Calvinist
Church in Philadelphia.

My friend Dave Brat loves that be-
cause he is Calvinist.

And the Reverend William Rogers
was the minister presiding. Appar-
ently, he did an awesome job as a
Christian minister of bringing all of
these delegates attending the Constitu-
tional Convention together.

It was written by others that when
they reconvened, there was a new spir-
it. Yes, they had disagreements, but
there was a new spirit there.

I know people are taught nowadays
that Benjamin Franklin was a deist,
someone who doesn’t believe in God,
just thinks some force, some thing,
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something, created the universe, and if
that thing or force, person, is still
around, it never interferes with nature
or man. Everybody is on their own.

But it was Ben Franklin that said: ‘I
have lived, Sir, a long time, and the
longer 1 live, the more convincing
proofs I see of this truth—that God
governs in the affairs of men. And if a
sparrow cannot fall to the ground with-
out His notice, is it possible that an
empire can rise without His aid?

We have been assured, Sir, in the Sa-
cred Writings, that ‘except the Lord
build the House they labor in vain that
build it.’ I firmly believe this; and I
also believe that without his concur-
ring aid we shall succeed in this polit-
ical building no better than the build-
ers of Babel.”

We will be confined by our local par-
tial interests; and we, ourselves, shall
become a byword down through the
ages.

That is because he knew this was the
best chance in the history of all of the
world to have people self-governing.
The Romans had a form and the Greeks
had a form, but not like this.

We have been blessed. We have con-
tinued to work together over the cen-
turies to get the Constitution to where
all people will be treated as they are
created: equal; not equal in talent or
intellect, but equal in the sight of God,
our Creator.

Yet, the Equality Act sends a mes-
sage that if you are going to base your
life on the teachings of Moses or Jesus
or both, then we will not only per-
secute you, we will prosecute you. And
the Attorney General of the United
States is authorized under the Equality
Act, basically, to destroy your life if
you happen to believe and practice
what Moses and Jesus said.

We have done so much destruction of
families in this country over the last 50
to 60 years, and it is tough. I have seen
it. People I love have been a single
mom or single dad raising kids. It is
tough.

We have taken action, passed laws
that really have been destructive of the
home as a nuclear home. We have seen
the falling away from Judeo-Christian
beliefs.

As John Adams said, this Constitu-
tion is only meant for a religious and a
moral people. It is wholly inadequate
for the government of any others.

So this is one more nail in America’s
coffin. As Jefferson said, I fear for
America because I know God is just.
But this says Moses and Jesus were
just wrong. Anybody who tries to fol-
low those teachings publicly, we are
going to destroy you until we make ev-
erybody equal except Orthodox Jews
and Christians following the Bible, and
also Muslims who are following the
Koran. They will not be able to follow
the teachings of the Koran if this be-
comes law.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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REMOVAL OF DELEGATE AND AP-

POINTMENT OF MEMBER TO
HOUSE DEMOCRACY PARTNER-
SHIP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, and pursuant to section
104(a) of House Resolution 6, 116th Con-
gress, and the order of the House of
January 3, 2019, the Chair removes the
gentlewoman from the Virgin Islands
(Ms. PLASKETT) from the House Democ-
racy Partnership, and appoints the
gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
DAVIS) to fill the vacancy.

There was no objection.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 46 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, May 20,
2019, at noon for morning-hour debate.

—————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

1056. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel, Export-Import Bank, transmitting
two (2) notifications of a nomination and an
action on nomination, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 1561(b); (112 Stat.
2681-614); to the Committee on Oversight and
Reform.

1057. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel, Millennium Challenge Corporation,
transmitting five (5) notifications of a va-
cancy, a designation of acting officer, a nom-
ination, and an action on nomination, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277,
1561(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee
on Oversight and Reform.

1058. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Standards Branch, BSEE, Bureau of
Safety and Environmental Enforcement, De-
partment of the Interior, transmitting the
Department’s Major final rule — Oil and Gas
and Sulfur Operations in the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf--Blowout Preventer Systems
and Well Control Revisions [Docket ID:
BSEE-2018-0002; 190E1700D2
ET1SF0000.EAQ000 EEEES500000] (RIN: 1014-
AA39) received May 16, 2019, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

1059. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Great Lakes Pilotage Rates —
2019 Annual Review and Revisions to Meth-
odology [USCG-2018-0665] (RIN: 1625-AC49) re-
ceived May 16, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

————————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. TAKANO: Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. H.R. 2333. A bill to direct the Comp-
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troller General of the United States to con-
duct an assessment of the responsibilities,
workload, and vacancy rates of Department
of Veterans Affairs suicide prevention coor-
dinators, and for other purposes (Rept. 116—
70). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. TAKANO: Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. H.R. 2359. A bill to direct the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs to submit to Congress a
report on the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs advancing of whole health trans-
formation; with an amendment (Rept. 116—
71). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. TAKANO: Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. H.R. 2372. A bill to direct the Comp-
troller General of the United States to con-
duct an assessment of all memoranda of un-
derstanding and memoranda of agreement
between Under Secretary of Health and non-
Department of Veterans Affairs entities re-
lating to suicide prevention and mental
health services; with an amendment (Rept.
116-72). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

———————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. KIM (for himself and Mr.
RATCLIFFE):

H.R. 2819. A bill to extend the authority for
the establishment of a commemorative work
in honor of Gold Star Families, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD:

H.R. 2820. A bill to authorize the cancella-
tion of removal and adjustment of status of
certain individuals who are long-term United
States residents and entered the United
States as children, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ (for herself and
Ms. CLARKE of New York):

H.R. 2821. A Dbill to authorize the cancella-
tion of removal and adjustment of status of
certain nationals of certain countries des-
ignated for temporary protected status or
deferred enforced departure, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Ms. SHERRILL (for herself and Mr.
UPTON):

H.R. 2822. A bill to amend title V of the So-
cial Security Act to provide for an extension
of funding for family-to-family health infor-
mation centers, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Ms.
BARRAGAN, Mr. CASE, Mr. COHEN, Mr.
CONNOLLY, Mr. CORREA, Ms. ESHOO,
Ms. GABBARD, Mr. GREEN of Texas,
Mr. KHANNA, Ms. LEE of California,
Mrs. LEE of Nevada, Mr. TED LIEU of
California, Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. PANETTA, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SHER-
MAN, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. GONZALEZ of
Texas, Mr. ScorT of Virginia, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. GOMEZ):

H.R. 2823. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to deem certain service in the
organized military forces of the Government
of the Commonwealth of the Philippines and
the Philippine Scouts to have been active
service for purposes of benefits under pro-
grams administered by the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs; to the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs.

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Ms. NOR-
TON, and Mr. LAWSON of Florida):

H.R. 2824. A bill to amend the Fair Credit
Reporting Act to require the inclusion of
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