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He became a lifelong member of the
NAACP where he helped build plans to
desegregate the school system. He
made numerous medical mission trips
to Haiti. And he was a mentor to many
up-and-coming doctors to whom he was
known as the Godfather of Medicine for
his loving and kind manner.

I am proud to have had someone like
Dr. Ball working in the First Congres-
sional District of Georgia. Simply put,
Dr. Ball is leaving Savannah and much
of the rest of the world a better place
than he found it.

Dr. Ball’s family will be in my
thoughts and prayers during this most
difficult time.

————

BORIS NEMTSOV AND RUSSIAN
MALIGN INFLUENCE

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Speaker, I rise
in commemoration of the life of Boris
Nemtsov who was tragically assas-
sinated by Vladimir Putin’s Russian
regime 5 years ago this week in Mos-
cow. Boris served as deputy prime min-
ister and was a prominent voice for po-
litical freedom in Russia itself.

Cities across the world have com-
memorated Boris’ sacrifice, including
here in Washington, D.C., which named
the square outside the Russian Em-
bassy Boris Nemtsov Plaza. Just re-
cently, Czech authorities in Prague
have joined in solidarity.

In the years since Boris’ assassina-
tion, Russia’s efforts to dismantle
democratic institutions across the
globe have increased, including here in
the United States where they are con-
tinuing to interfere in the elections of
this year.

We must stand together against Rus-
sia’s aggression and malign behavior.
Sanctions are a commonsense step.

Today, I call upon the Trump admin-
istration to broaden stronger, targeted
sanctions on Russia. To keep back-
pedaling, as the Trump administration
has done, on an enemy of liberty is not
acceptable.

——

PUBLIC SCHOOLS WEEK

(Ms. WILD asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WILD. Madam Speaker, as we
mark Public Schools Week, I want to
recognize the extraordinary educators
across my community and our country.

In spite of deep, systemic inequities
we face in funding for our public
schools and this administration’s pro-
posed further cuts, there are efforts in
every school district to teach and sup-
port our young people in every aspect
of their lives:

Programs like the Allentown School
District’s partnership with Lehigh Car-
bon Community College, which allows
students to earn an associate’s degree
before leaving high school.
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Initiatives like the efforts in Beth-
lehem School District to provide uni-
versal screening for students’ mental
health challenges and to increase com-
munity involvement.

Robust arts education programs like
those featured in the Freddy Awards,
hosted each year by the State Theatre
in Easton, recognizing exceptional high
school theater departments across the
region.

Vital services like the food pantry in
East Stroudsburg School District to
support food insecure students, and
business education projects like a cof-
fee shop run by students in the same
district, providing those students an
invaluable experience.

When we invest in public education,
we invest in our common future as a
country. Let us commit to making
those investments full and equitable.

——

CLIMATE CHANGE IS A GLOBAL
PROBLEM

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
WILD). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 3, 2019, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr.
ESPAILLAT) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the majority leader.

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Madam Speaker,
today we are convening our monthly
special order hour of the Congressional
Hispanic Caucus to talk about a press-
ing issue to our Nation, to our planet,
in fact, and especially to communities
of color.

Climate change is a real global prob-
lem. It is affecting folks around the
world contributing to natural disasters
and droughts that lead to immigration
and increased conflict.

We have seen how the Caribbean,
which stands in the pathway of natural
disasters, has been hit time and time
again from Superstorm Maria to Hurri-
cane Irma to the recent earthquakes in
Puerto Rico. We have seen how this re-
gion of the world, the Caribbean, which
is our third border, continually gets
hammered by natural disasters.

In fact, just 2 days ago, the National
Security, Military and Intelligence
Panel of the Center for Climate and Se-
curity, a nonpartisan security policy
institute, released a damning report.
Within the report it said that higher
levels of warming will pose a cata-
strophic and likely irreversible global
security risk over the course of the 21st
century.

Last September, the United Nations
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change released yet another dire warn-
ing that the effects of climate change
are already irreversible, and we only
have just about a decade to act before
it is too late.

One thing that is important, though,
about climate change is the dispropor-
tionate impact it has on communities
of color. This is called environmental
injustice, and that is why it is impor-
tant that we address this from the Con-
gressional Hispanic Caucus perspec-
tive, the perspective of those rep-
resenting communities of color.
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Climate change affects our everyday
lives in big ways and small ways. Take
my grandson, for example. He suffers
from asthma and acute allergies, and
other health issues that a lot of our
kids have that are worsened by air pol-
lution.

The issue is communities of color are
not the biggest contributors to the pol-
lution of climate change. In fact, they
contribute less but are disproportion-
ately hurt by climate change. We take
public transportation. We don’t fill our
streets with very expensive polluting
cars, but we bear the greatest burden
from this and many other pollutants.
This is also called environmental injus-
tice.

That is why I have introduced a reso-
lution on environmental justice to en-
sure that the government acknowl-
edges and addresses the disproportional
harm that climate change has on our
community and communities of color.

Let me just take a moment to talk
about some of my other work on this
issue, because I believe it is a good
summary of aspects that need to be ad-
dressed.

I was proud to support H.R. 9, the Cli-
mate Action Now Act, which passed
the House last year and will keep the
U.S. in the historic Paris climate ac-
cord. I was able to include an amend-
ment to that bill stating that climate
justice and environmental justice must
be included in our efforts to meet the
Paris Agreement and mitigate and
adapt to climate change.

When we apply funding and when we
allocate funding to address climate
change, those communities in crisis
must be given the funding first. This
must be a core tenet of our policies to
address climate change. Every law we
pass and every action we take to miti-
gate and adapt to climate change must
include acknowledgment and protec-
tions for marginalized and frontline
communities who bear the burden of
climate change.

One of my predecessors in the U.S.
Congress, the late, great Adam Clayton
Powell, Jr., one of the great civil rights
leaders of our times, led year after year
his Powell amendments to ensure Fed-
eral funding did not support segrega-
tion. Every time he introduced the
amendments, they would be voted
down. They would be systematically
shut down. But yet he continued to
present them year after year after
year. Finally, during the 1960s in the
middle of that decade when the civil
rights legislation was drafted and
passed, that legislation which still ben-
efits many of us across America, it was
the Powell amendment that was in-
cluded in civil rights legislation.

Environmental justice is my Powell
amendment, and I believe we must
work to ensure that in every bill this
House considers environmental justice
is upheld and advanced.

I have also introduced the Green Cli-
mate Fund Authorization Act which
commits the United States to provide
climate finances to keep the planet
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under 1.5 degrees Celsius of global
warming.
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The Green Climate Fund is an inde-
pendent, multilateral fund established
by the United Nations Framework Con-
vention on Climate Change to help de-
veloping countries limit or reduce
their greenhouse gas emissions and
adapt to climate change.

We often read about the migration
dynamic playing out on our southern
border, and we think very often that
those families are fleeing violence.
That may be the case for some fami-
lies, but many of them are also fleeing
food security issues manifesting them-
selves in the triangle countries because
of a horrible drought caused by climate
change.

Developing countries have limited
capacity to reduce their greenhouse
gas emissions, and through the Green
Climate Fund, the U.S. can contribute
our fair share to enable mitigation and
adaptation activities that uphold envi-
ronmental justice across the globe.

Because it is these exact nations that
are also on the front line of climate
change, though they have contributed
the least to these causes. Yet, one of
the most important new approaches to
combating climate change that has re-
ceived a lot of traction and attention
in the past year is the Green New Deal.
I was proud to be an early supporter of
this bold proposal, and many of my col-
leagues have since signed on to it and
support it as well.

The Green New Deal pushes us to
reach net-zero emissions and a 100 per-
cent renewable economy to stop pol-
luting our planet and ensure a safe cli-
mate for generations, for all of us, to
come. It epitomizes environmental jus-
tice for frontline communities, espe-
cially underresourced groups, commu-
nities of color, Native Americans, peo-
ple with disabilities, children, and sen-
iors.

The Green New Deal calls for a just
transition for communities and work-
ers to ensure that there are jobs and
training for a clean economy. The
Green New Deal will save American
families money with investments in
weatherization, public transportation,
and modern infrastructure.

We often talk about the infrastruc-
ture bill. Whether it is $1 trillion or $2
trillion, it must be built green.

It recognizes that combating climate
change is an important intersection for
promoting clean air and water and pro-
viding nutritious food, affordable and
safe housing, and high-quality
healthcare and jobs.

The Green New Deal recognizes that
we need to build resiliency in the face
of worsening and more frequent cli-
mate-related disasters and that
marginalized communities often bear
the brunt of these disasters.

Arguably, the most important aspect
about the Green New Deal is that it
forces us to think about combating cli-
mate change, not just in a singular pol-
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icy aimed at emissions, but with all
the policies we consider here in Con-
gress, whether it is energy, education,
the economy, jobs, or infrastructure.

We need serious investments to miti-
gate and adapt to climate change, but
it will cost us more in the long term if
we do not act now, financially and exis-
tentially. Climate change, ultimately,
is an existential threat to all of us
across America and across the planet.

By the time a child born today re-
tires, in 2085, the U.S. will be spending
$300 billion each year on climate resil-
iency.

The time to invest is now. In fact,
the time to invest was two decades ago.

But here we are. We need serious in-
vestment in our infrastructure and our
transportation systems. We need to in-
vest in green roof technology and inno-
vative urban agriculture to address not
just the carbon emissions of the agri-
cultural field, but also to address inter-
sectional issues of food security and
climate change.

Earlier this year, our Democratic
majority, led by Speaker NANCY PELOSI
and Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee Chair PETER DEFAZIO, re-
leased a framework for infrastructure
investment that takes many compo-
nents of the Green New Deal into ac-
count.

It makes bold investments in public
transportation systems to harness
zero-emission technology and reduce
congestion. It ensures that newly pro-
posed transit projects are judged on
their capacity to reduce emissions and
congestion.

The framework includes provisions
like those in the Transportation Alter-
natives Enhancement Act, which will
prioritize projects that promote biking,
walking, and other alternative, cleaner
forms of transportation and infrastruc-
ture. The plan will boost investment in
resiliency and green infrastructure to a
degree that we have not yet seen be-
fore. It will make improvements in re-
gional water resources to protect local
ecosystems across the Nation.

In short, Democrats are proud to put
forward proposals that will not only
protect our planet but will invest in
America’s communities, invest in
American workers, and invest in Amer-
ica’s youth and future generations so
we are prepared to tackle this momen-
tous task in the decades to come. And
the Green New Deal is one of the ways
we are doing just that.

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms.
BARRAGAN), my colleague, the second
vice chairperson of the Congressional
Hispanic Caucus,

Ms. BARRAGAN. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding and
for holding this Special Order to ad-
dress the impact of the fossil fuel in-
dustry on Latinos and how a Green
New Deal can address the needs in our
communities.

From sea level rise, to the location of
power plants, to fossil fuel extraction,
to the urban heat island effect, the in-
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equities from our energy system and
who bears its consequences are every-
where. People of color are on the front
line of this issue. We are hit first and
worst.

We need a climate bill that rises to
the scale of both the climate crisis and
the damage from environmental racism
that impacts my district and the dis-
tricts like it across the country.

The best way for us to understand
these challenges and how to overcome
them is to meet environmental justice
communities where they are.

Our local challenges can provide use-
ful information for Federal climate
policy that can address environmental
justice issues across the country.

America needs to lead on a just tran-
sition away from fossil fuels, and cli-
mate solutions must account for what
that means for communities like mine.
We deal with pollution from oil refin-
eries and ongoing urban oil drilling,
which has a direct impact on the qual-
ity of the air we breathe.

At the same time that the fossil fuel
industry has a disproportionate foot-
print in minority communities, these
industries often provide jobs, including
union jobs, to my constituents. As we
work to unwind the fossil fuel econ-
omy, we need our climate policy to en-
sure a just transition includes the
needs of communities of color. This
means creating union jobs in the clean
energy industry with great benefits,
and it means opportunities for minor-
ity-owned businesses to play a role in
the clean energy future of tomorrow.

We must also focus on air emissions
from ports and the communities near
them bearing the burden. In my dis-
trict, I have the Port of Los Angeles,
one of the most ambitious ports in the
country when it comes to reducing
emissions. At the same time, the port
is a significant source of air and cli-
mate pollution, and communities in
my district believe the best path for-
ward is for the port to achieve zero
emissions as quickly as possible.

These are challenges that face ports
throughout our country. Our climate
policy must invest in America’s ports
to keep them competitive and on a
pathway to zero emissions.

As Democrats are in the majority, we
are in a position to move swiftly and
boldly on this issue, and we must do so.

Madam Speaker, I look forward to
working with my colleagues this year
to craft bold climate solutions that
leave no community behind.

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Madam Speaker, I
yield to the gentlewoman from New

York (Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ), my col-
league.
Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ. Madam

Speaker, I thank my colleague from
New York, Representative ESPAILLAT,
for holding this incredibly important
hour on not just the climate crisis but
the Green New Deal, in particular.

As I was preparing for this evening, I
would be remiss but to say that, last
night, we had a national Democratic
debate, and not a single question was
asked about our climate crisis.
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Right now, the global consensus, the
IPCC report coming out the U.N., is
sounding the alarm on what will hap-
pen if we do not keep emissions down
to contain our warming levels below 1.5
degrees Celsius. But if you look at
today, we are on track to hit 3 degrees
Celsius by 2100. This can bring unprece-
dented chaos to our order.

Throughout this entire year, as we
discussed the Green New Deal, I have
noticed that there has been an awful
lot of misinformation about what is in-
side this resolution. A tremendous
amount of wild claims, everything
from saying we are seeking to ban air-
planes to ending ice cream. As a con-
sequence, I realized that many of my
colleagues have never even read the
resolution that they are speaking on.
They haven’t opened a single word of
it. It is actually only about—I have it
right in front of me—14 pages long.

So I have decided that since some of
my colleagues across the aisle could
not, for some reason, read the resolu-
tion, that perhaps this hour would be
spent best reading it to them for the
public record.

So, today, what I would like to do is
to read the Green New Deal resolution
for all those who are interested, who
may want to fire this up on C-SPAN, or
who may want to sit in the audience
today.

H. Res. 109, resolution recognizing the duty
of the Federal Government to create a Green
New Deal.

Whereas the October 2018 report entitled
‘“Special Report on Global Warming of 1.5
Celsius” by the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change and the November 2018
Fourth National Climate Assessment report
found that—

(1) human activity is the dominant cause
of observed climate change over the past
century;

(2) a changing climate is causing sea levels
to rise and an increase in wildfires, severe
storms, droughts, and other extreme weather
events that threaten human life, healthy
communities, and critical infrastructure;

(3) global warming at or above 2 degrees
Celsius beyond preindustrialized levels will
cause—

(A) mass migration from the regions most
affected by climate change;

(B) more than $500 billion in lost annual
economic output in the United States by the
year 2100;

(C) wildfires that, by 2050, will annually
burn at least twice as much forest area in
the Western United States than was typi-
cally burned by wildfires in the years pre-
ceding 2019;

(D) a loss of more than 99 percent of all
coral reefs on Earth;

(E) more than 350 million more people to
be exposed globally to deadly heat stress by
2050; and

(F) a risk of damage to $1 trillion of public
infrastructure and coastal real estate in the
United States; and

(4) global temperatures must be kept below
1.6 degrees Celsius above preindustrialized
levels to avoid the most severe impacts of a
changing climate, which will require—

(A) global reductions in greenhouse gas
emissions from human sources of 40 to 60
percent from 2010 levels by 2030; and

(B) net-zero global emissions by 2050;

Whereas, because the United States has
historically been responsible for a dispropor-
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tionate amount of greenhouse gas emissions,
having emitted 20 percent of global green-
house gas emissions through 2014, and has a
high technological capacity, the United
States must take a leading role in reducing
emissions through economic transformation;

Whereas the United States is currently ex-
periencing several related crises, with—

(1) life expectancy declining while basic
needs, such as clean air, clean water, healthy
food, and adequate healthcare, housing,
transportation, and education, are inacces-
sible to a significant portion of the U.S. pop-
ulation;

(2) a four-decade trend of wage stagnation,
deindustrialization, and antilabor policies
that has led to—

(A) hourly wages overall stagnating since
the 1970s despite increased worker produc-
tivity;

(B) the third-worst level of socioeconomic
mobility in the developed world before the
Great Recession;

(C) the erosion of earning and bargaining
power of workers in the United States; and

(D) inadequate resources for public-sector
workers to confront the challenges of cli-
mate change at local, State, and Federal lev-
els; and
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(3) the greatest income inequality since
the 1920s, with—

(A) the top 1 percent of earners accruing 91
percent of gains in the first few years of eco-
nomic recovery after the Great Recession;

(B) a large racial wealth divide amounting
to a difference of 20 times more wealth be-
tween the average White family and the av-
erage Black family; and

(C) a gender earnings gap that results in
women earning approximately 80 percent as
much as men, at the median;

Whereas climate change, pollution, and en-
vironmental destruction have exacerbated
systemic racial, regional, social, environ-
mental, and economic injustices (referred to
in this preamble as ‘‘systemic injustices’) by
disproportionately affecting indigenous peo-
ples, communities of color, migrant commu-
nities, deindustrialized communities, de-
populated rural communities, the poor, low-
income workers, women, the elderly, the
unhoused, people with disabilities, and youth
(referred to in this preamble as ‘‘frontline
and vulnerable communities’’);

Whereas, climate change constitutes a di-
rect threat to the national security of the
United States—

(1) by impacting the economic, environ-
mental, and social stability of countries and
communities around the world; and

(2) by acting as a threat multiplier;

Whereas the Federal Government-led mo-
bilizations during World War II and the New
Deal created the greatest middle class that
the United States has ever seen, but many
members of frontline and vulnerable commu-
nities were excluded from many of the eco-
nomic and societal benefits of those mobili-
zations; and

Whereas the House of Representatives rec-
ognizes that a new national, social, indus-
trial, and economic mobilization on a scale
not seen since World War II and the New
Deal era is a historic opportunity—

(1) to create millions of good, high-wage
jobs in the United States;

(2) to provide unprecedented levels of pros-
perity and economic security for all people
of the United States; and

(3) to counteract systemic injustices: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House
of Representatives that—

(1) it is the duty of the Federal Govern-
ment to create a Green New Deal—

H1217

(A) to achieve net-zero greenhouse gas
emissions through a fair and just transition
for all communities and workers;

(B) to create millions of good, high-wage
jobs and ensure prosperity and economic se-
curity for all people in the United States;

(C) to invest in the infrastructure and in-
dustry of the United States to sustainably
meet the challenges of the 21st century;

(D) to secure for all people of the United
States for generations to come—

(i) clean air and water;

(ii) climate and community resiliency;

(iii) healthy food;

(iv) access to nature; and

(v) a sustainable environment; and

(E) to promote justice and equity by stop-
ping current, preventing future, and repair-
ing historic oppression of indigenous peoples,
communities of color, migrant communities,
deindustrialized communities, depopulated
rural communities, the poor, low-income
workers, women, the elderly, the unhoused,
people with disabilities and youth (referred
to in this resolution as ‘‘frontline and vul-
nerable communities’);

(2) the goals described in subparagraphs (A)
through (E) of paragraph (1) (referred to in
this resolution as the ‘‘Green New Deal
goals’’) should be accomplished through a 10-
year national mobilization (referred to in
this resolution as the ‘‘Green New Deal mo-
bilization”) that will require the following
goals and projects—

(A) building resiliency against climate
change-related disasters, such as extreme
weather, including by leveraging funding and
providing investments for community-de-
fined projects and strategies;

(B) repairing and upgrading the infrastruc-
ture in the United States, including—

(i) by eliminating pollution and green-
house gas emissions as much as techno-
logically feasible;

(ii) by guaranteeing universal access to
clean water;

(iii) by reducing the risks posed by climate
impacts; and

(iv) by ensuring that any infrastructure
bill considered by Congress addresses cli-
mate change;

(C) meeting 100 percent of the power de-
mand in the United States through clean, re-
newable, and zero-emission energy sources,
including—

(i) by dramatically expanding and upgrad-
ing renewable power sources; and

(ii) by deploying new capacity;

(D) building or upgrading energy-efficient,
distributed, and ‘‘smart’” power grids, and
ensuring affordable access to electricity;

(E) upgrading all existing buildings in the
United States and building new buildings to
achieve maximum energy efficiency, water
efficiency, safety, affordability, comfort, and
durability, including through electrification;

(F) spurring massive growth in clean man-
ufacturing in the United States and remov-
ing pollution and greenhouse gas emissions
from manufacturing and industry as much as
is technologically feasible, including by ex-
panding renewable energy manufacturing
and investing in existing manufacturing and
industry;

(G) working collaboratively with farmers
and ranchers in the United States to remove
pollution and greenhouse gas emissions from
the agricultural sector as much as is techno-
logically feasible, including—

(i) by supporting family farming;

(ii) by investing in sustainable farming and
land use practices that increase soil health;
and

(iii) by building a more sustainable food
system that ensures universal access to
healthy food;

(H) overhauling transportation systems in
the United States to remove pollution and
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greenhouse gas emissions from the transpor-
tation sector as much as technologically fea-
sible, including through investment in—

(i) zero-emission vehicle infrastructure and
manufacturing;

(ii) clean, affordable, and accessible public
transit; and

(iii) high-speed rail;

(I) mitigating and managing the long-term
adverse health, economic, and other effects
of pollution and climate change, including
by providing funding for community-defined
projects and strategies;

(J) removing greenhouse gases from the at-
mosphere and reducing pollution by restor-
ing natural ecosystems through proven low-
tech solutions that increase soil carbon stor-
age, such as land preservation and
afforestation;

(K) restoring and protecting threatened,
endangered, and fragile ecosystems through
locally appropriate and science-based
projects that enhance biodiversity and sup-
port climate resiliency;

(L) cleaning up existing hazardous waste
and abandoned sites, ensuring economic de-
velopment and sustainability on those sites;

(M) identifying other emission and pollu-
tion sources and creating solutions to re-
move them; and

(N) promoting the international exchange
of technology, expertise, products, funding,
and services, with the aim of making the
United States the international leader on
climate action, and to help other countries
achieve a Green New Deal;

(3) a Green New Deal must be developed
through transparent and inclusive consulta-
tion, collaboration, and partnership with
frontline and vulnerable communities, labor
unions, worker cooperatives, civil society
groups, academia, and businesses; and

(4) to achieve the Green New Deal goals
and mobilization, a Green New Deal will re-
quire the following goals and projects—

(A) providing and leveraging, in a way that
ensures that the public receives appropriate
ownership stakes and returns on investment,
adequate capital (including through commu-
nity grants, public banks, and other public
financing), technical expertise, supporting
policies, and other forms of assistance to
communities, organizations, Federal, State,
and local government agencies, and busi-
nesses working on the Green New Deal mobi-
lization;

(B) ensuring that the Federal Government
takes into account the complete environ-
mental and social costs and impacts of emis-
sions through—

(i) existing laws;

(ii) new policies and programs; and

(iii) ensuring that frontline and vulnerable
communities shall not be adversely affected;

(C) providing resources, training, and high-
quality education, including higher edu-
cation, to all people of the United States,
with a focus on frontline and vulnerable
communities, so that all people of the United
States may be full and equal participants in
the Green New Deal mobilization;

(D) making public investments in the re-
search and development of new clean and re-
newable energy technologies and industries;

(E) directing investments to spur economic
development, deepen and diversify industry
and business in local and regional economies,
and build wealth and community ownership,
while prioritizing high-quality job creation
and economic, social, and environmental
benefits in frontline and vulnerable commu-
nities, and deindustrialized communities,
that may otherwise struggle with the transi-
tion away from greenhouse gas intensive in-
dustries;

(F) ensuring the use of democratic and
participatory processes that are inclusive of
and led by frontline and vulnerable commu-
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nities and workers to plan, implement, and
administer the Green New Deal mobilization
at the local level;

(G) ensuring that the Green New Deal mo-
bilization creates high-quality union jobs
that pay prevailing wages, hires local work-
ers, offers training and advancement oppor-
tunities, and guarantees wage and benefit
parity for workers affected by the transition;

(H) guaranteeing a job with a family-sus-
taining wage, adequate family and medical
leave, paid vacations, and retirement secu-
rity to all people of the United States;

(I) strengthening and protecting the right
of all workers to organize, unionize, and col-
lectively bargain free of coercion, intimida-
tion, and harassment;

(J) strengthening and enforcing labor,
workplace health and safety, antidiscrimina-
tion, and wage and hour standards across all
employers, industries, and sectors;

(K) enacting and enforcing trade rules, pro-
curement standards, and border adjustments
with strong labor and environmental protec-
tions—

(i) to stop the transfer of jobs and pollu-
tion overseas; and

(ii) to grow domestic manufacturing in the
United States;

(L) ensuring that public lands, waters, and
oceans are protected and that eminent do-
main is not abused;

(M) obtaining the free, prior, and informed
consent of indigenous peoples for all deci-
sions that affect indigenous peoples and
their traditional territories, honoring all
treaties and agreements with indigenous
peoples, and protecting and enforcing the
sovereignty and land rights of indigenous
peoples;

(N) ensuring a commercial environment
where every businessperson is free from un-
fair competition and domination by domes-
tic or international monopolies; and

(O) providing all people of the United
States with—

(i) high-quality healthcare;

(ii) affordable, safe, and adequate housing;

(iii) economic security; and

(iv) clean water, clean air, healthy and af-
fordable food, and access to nature.

That is every word in the Green New
Deal, and I want every person in this
body and across the country to ask
themselves why this is so controver-
sial.

Why is healthcare for every Amer-
ican so controversial?

Why is protecting our planet for the
next generation so controversial?

Why is dignified labor and protection
at work so controversial?

Why is taking on the fossil fuel in-
dustry so, so controversial?

Because, for years, we  have
prioritized the pursuit of profit at any
and all human and environmental cost.
I humbly ask my colleagues and my
country to question our priorities for
once, because our priorities have led to
an unprecedented amount of income in-
equality to millions of people living in
poverty and many more who feel unsta-
ble in their economic life.

So, please, as a moral, economic, and
political prerogative, I humbly ask our
country to care for our planet.
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Mr. ESPAILLAT. Madam Speaker, 1
thank my colleague from the great
State of New York, Congresswoman
OcCASI1I0-CORTEZ, and the 98 Members
who are cosponsors of the Green New
Deal.
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Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON
LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
allow me to thank the gentleman from
New York for his friendship and for the
recognition that the clarion call has to
be called.

Let me thank my colleague and
friend from New York as well, from the
great borough of the Bronx, ALEXAN-
DRIA OCASIO-CORTEZ, for her clarion
call.

I want to take this from a perspec-
tive of civil rights and the idea that,
most often, civil rights are defined by
the movement of the 1960s, framed
around the marches of poor people led
by Dr. King and many others who saw
the inequities dealing with the treat-
ment of African Americans and others
in the social justice system.

One might not think that that move-
ment ties directly to where we are
today. As a cosponsor of the Green New
Deal, I see this as a question of social
justice. When the foot soldiers
marched, many did not understand why
they were attempting to change the
way people had lived for decades and,
yes, centuries. They didn’t fully under-
stand that the unequal treatment
under the law was oppressive and de-
nied families, children, regions of the
country the ability to reach their high-
est dream.

I represent, still, the many commu-
nities that are experiencing inequities.
When I held a meeting some weeks ago
to deal with what we call cancer clus-
ters, I had a thousand people at a town-
hall meeting. A chemical, creosote, had
gotten into the soil of neighborhoods,
which, in Texas, with your patches of
land, front yard or back yard, you
plant your fruit trees and other garden
vegetables.

I asked: “If you have cancer or your
relatives have cancer, would you stand
up?”’ Two-thirds of that audience
stood. Today, I am still getting calls
from people in surrounding neighbor-
hoods, talking about that chemical.

When you begin to look at purifying
and cleaning, making sure the air qual-
ity is clean, making sure the soil qual-
ity is clean, it is looking at ways not
to diminish people who are working in
industries, who are in hardworking,
blue-collar jobs, but to expand their vi-
sion of what can happen if you commit
to the reasonable policies of the Green
New Deal that speak to bringing every-
one to the table and addressing this as
a civil rights moment, not judging it
on the inequities of race but on the in-
equities of the quality of your neigh-
borhood and the quality of your life.

As I listened to the reading of the
legislation, there is room at the table
for everyone. There is room at the
table for scientists. I was a member of
the Science Committee for a good num-
ber of years. I believe in good science.

There is room at the table for techni-
cians, people who are embracing tech-
nology.

There is room at the table for pri-
mary and secondary students who can
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learn what climate change has done
and what the impact is, and how
science is connected to a green econ-
omy.

There is room at the table for elected
officials.

There is room at the table for large
industries that have in their companies
huge departments dealing with the en-
vironment.

The sadness is that that information
is not given to all of those who look at
these companies and see a particular
purpose, but they don’t know that they
are working on environmental issues.
My argument would be about education
and information, and understanding
that there is so much about quality of
life that is tied to the quality of the air
and water.

Now, just one moment of deviation,
as a member of the Homeland Security
Committee, as one of the first Members
who went to her district to speak about
the coronavirus, asking why the ad-
ministration had done nothing and had
not given information to the American
public, who said that it was urgent
that they give this information. Unfor-
tunately, in a presentation which we
have seen when we deal with climate
change or the Green New Deal, it was
reported to us, Members of Congress,
that there was nothing to worry about;
it wouldn’t get here to the United
States.

Well, I dealt with HIN1 as a Member
of Congress, and the Ebola virus, which
hit Dallas, Texas. I am in Houston, and
before we understood what it was, var-
ious providers had treated the indi-
vidual but had already left the State.
Information can save lives.

Just recently, before I left Houston, I
had a press conference to at least share
with the community the various docu-
ments and handouts about how one
should react to any signs of a flu-like
symptom, not to diagnose yourself, but
to get to a health provider. In the
Green New Deal, it talks about access
to healthcare.

Many of my constituents died from
creosote because they had no access to
healthcare. When I say creosote, the
ramifications—cancer, respiratory ill-
nesses.

I rise today to join my colleagues in
a clarion call. I am supposed to be at
the Homeland Security Committee
right now, but I really wanted to join
in this commitment that we need to in-
form, educate, and activate so that we
can begin to be on the journey in
America, the greatest Nation in the
world.

In fact, the United States of America
is the Nation now that is being looked
on to bring relief on the coronavirus.
And we are still missing a team or a
plan.

But the greatest Nation in the world
can now be at the forefront of leading
the idea that green is real and right,
and it is good for the American people,
good for our families, good for our chil-
dren, good for the leadership that we
must give to developing nations and
other nations around the world.
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I rise to join my colleagues and
thank them again for their leadership.

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Madam Speaker, 1
thank Congresswoman SHEILA JACKSON
LEE from the State of Texas, Congress-
woman NANETTE BARRAGAN from the
State of California, and Congress-
woman ALEXANDRIA OCASIO-CORTEZ
from the great State of New York for
bringing important facts to the table
that will dispel the scare tactics that
are being deployed and peddled across
America about this Green New Deal. It
will save lives.

I represent the district that has one
of the highest asthma rates in the
State, Harlem. There is a significant
number of bus depots in Harlem pol-
luting the air. In East Harlem, the
children have one of the highest levels
of respiratory diseases and asthma.
Washington Heights is cut right
through its heart by a polluting rail-
way called the Cross Bronx Express-
way. We are surrounded by highways,
and we are surrounded by pollution,
leading to a very low quality of air,
which leads to disease and leads to
death.

This has been an enlightened con-
versation about the Green New Deal. I
hope America understands the particu-
lars behind it and that we are better
equipped and better informed to make
the right decisions in support of this
lifesaving piece of legislation.

Madam Speaker, I thank you for this
opportunity to allow the Congressional
Hispanic Caucus to talk about the im-
portance of protecting our planet in
the way in which the Green New Deal
will do, while we are also making our
Nation better.

I thank everyone who was able to
participate, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

————————

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 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. GOHMERT. Madam Speaker,
first, I want to address a bill that we
voted on this afternoon, one of the
three bills under the suspension of the
rules, H.R. 35, to amend section 249 of
title 18, United States Code, to specify
lynching as a hate crime act.

I was in the Judiciary Committee
when we took up the hate crimes act. I
know there were people who said be-
cause of James Byrd, the African
American who was drug behind a truck
by three individuals, that that was a
poster case that demanded hate crime
legislation.

Actually, I was quite comfortable if
all three of the defendants in that case
had gotten the death penalty. In Texas,
we do have the death penalty for such
a crime as that. Two of the three got
the death penalty. One got life in pris-
on. And I felt like the death penalty,
from everything I had read, was appro-
priate.
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I am someone who has looked two de-
fendants in the eye and sentenced them
to death. It is a very somber, serious
thing to do, but the crimes justified it
in those cases.

I was talking to my friend, Congress-
man BOBBY RUSH, a man who has been
fighting injustice and unfairness,
seems like, his whole life. He is abso-
lutely one of the kindest, most decent
people to talk to and deal with here in
Congress. He is just a real gentleman.
This was Congressman RUSH’s bill. And
I mentioned to him after the vote—I
did vote ‘‘no’’ on this.

Now, there are some great findings
for the first six pages. But at page 7, we
finally get to actually what the act
does. It says: Whoever conspires with
another to violate section 245, 247, or
249 of this title or section 901 of the
Civil Rights Act shall be punished in
the same manner as a completed viola-
tion of such section, except that if the
maximum term of imprisonment for
such completed violation is less than 10
years, the person may be imprisoned
for not more than 10 years.

That is ridiculous. First of all, I have
trouble with the Federal nexus of
lynching. I would, like in the James
Byrd case, prefer that those defendants
be tried under the Texas capital mur-
der statute rather than under the Fed-
eral hate crimes law. Because under
the Texas capital murder laws, the de-
fendants could get the death penalty.
And they should have been tried under
that and should have gotten it.

I have such respect for Congressman
RUSH. Lynching is more serious than a
10-year maximum sentence. And I
would much rather, if somebody is
lynched in Texas, they be subject,
under Texas law, to the death penalty
rather than a 10-year maximum. It
sends entirely the wrong message
about how serious this is. I couldn’t
vote for a 10-year maximum when we
are talking about lynching.

I know there are some States that
don’t have good criminal laws, that
maybe they would prefer the Federal
Government try such cases. But Con-
gressman RUSH said this was the best
he could get an agreement on. But, God
bless him, he knows better than most
people how serious this is.

So on the one hand, I applaud his ef-
forts at trying to bring people to jus-
tice who would commit such a heinous
act, and I regret needing to vote ‘‘no.”
But I just felt like this is too serious to
be handled at such a low level.
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So I thank Congressman RUSH for his
efforts. He is indeed a very fine man. It
is a pleasure to interact with him here
in Congress, but I couldn’t vote for
that. That is just too serious.

I have had a friend I met here years
ago named Philip Haney. He was one of
the finest, most patriotic, competent
people I have ever known in my life, a
man of absolute honesty, complete in-
tegrity, who cared deeply about the fu-
ture of this country. He also was a
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