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to do that if interest rates keep going 
up. 

And yet, as interest rates are about 
to go up again next week, the Senate is 
trying to figure out how to keep adding 
and adding and adding on top of what 
is already probably well over $100 bil-
lion in borrowed money that they are 
going to send over here. 

I hope that we would keep that in 
mind as we are also trying to address 
these other problems like gas prices. I 
know we have talked about this many 
times. I shared it with the majority 
whip last week and would ask the ma-
jority leader again. We have identified 
a number of bills that have strong sup-
port that would address the many prob-
lems we are hearing that are leading to 
an inability to produce energy in 
America. 

We saw the President go hat in hand 
to Saudi Arabia last week. As I and 
many others predicted, we all knew 
that they were going to tell the Presi-
dent no, but I also suggested that if the 
President just saved the 11,000-plus 
miles on Air Force One and stayed here 
and called places like Port Fourchon, 
Louisiana, they would say yes to pro-
ducing more energy, not in Saudi Ara-
bia where their carbon emissions are 
much higher, but here in the United 
States where nobody in the world does 
it better, does it cleaner, or more effi-
ciently. 

That would create more jobs in our 
country, and it would give more energy 
security to our country. It would allow 
us to lower gas prices, not just for us 
but for our allies around the world. 
And yet, instead of working with us on 
these bills, the President chooses to go 
to foreign countries who have no inter-
est in lowering gas prices, and so we 
still end up in this situation. 

I don’t know if there is an oppor-
tunity to get any or all of these bills 
brought up where we could actually 
come to an agreement on some things 
that would move the needle and help 
families in America lower gas prices. 
Today, we are still over double what 
the price of gasoline was before Presi-
dent Biden took office. 

Wherever the price moves, up or 
down, when families are paying over 
$150 to fill up their car, it is taking a 
huge hit out of low- and middle-income 
families’ budgets, and that is one of the 
driving factors behind the sluggish 
economy. 

I don’t know if the gentleman wants 
to make an announcement of some of 
these bills coming to the floor. I would 
welcome that, and I would yield. 

Mr. HOYER. And it would surprise 
him. 

Mr. Speaker, we have had this discus-
sion for over a month now about these 
bills, but also every time we have it, 
there is the plea that we produce, and 
if we would only produce. I bring this 
statistic up. 

As the gentleman knows, as a result 
of our going back and forth, my staff 
has prepared a paper—and they have 
done an excellent job—as to what actu-

ally is the fact. Fact one, U.S. rig 
count—that is what drills for oil—is at 
current levels of 733. That is up 272 
from 1 year ago. That is a 59 percent 
increase from a year ago, so that there 
is no doubt that we are producing 
more. 
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Now, as a practical matter, those of 
us who believe in the private sector 
and the capitalist system understand 
that the reason production goes up is 
because demand goes up and, therefore, 
companies want to sell more. But there 
are also companies that have not cho-
sen to produce more for reasons of 
their own business judgment as to 
whether they think producing more 
will cause them to have better profits 
or lower profits or stay even. 

This administration has presided 
over greater production in their first 
year than was true in the first 3 years 
individually—2017, 2018, and 2019, each 
one of those 3 years—under the Trump 
administration. 

We are producing oil, and we are pro-
ducing product. We are going to con-
tinue to do that. I can give you sta-
tistic after statistic of how many appli-
cations have been approved, are ready 
to go, and are not being used. 

Rather than just rehash that, I will 
simply say, back to the issue of the gas 
prices, gas prices are lower today in 
real terms than they were at the end of 
the Bush administration in 2008. I 
pause for emphasis. In real dollars, the 
cost of gasoline at the pump at the end 
of 2008 was higher than it is today, and 
it is way too high today. 

I was out in Virginia, in a rural area, 
and I saw gas for $4.36. At home, it had 
been almost $4.95, and that was an ex-
traordinary decrease. I said: Boy, look 
at that. Then I caught myself because 
it is still a burden on our consumers, 
middle-class, working families, when, 
as the whip says, they confront a price 
of two or three times what they were 
used to when filling up their car. So, 
we need to continue to work on that. 

I disagree with the whip in the sense, 
Mr. Speaker, that I think the Presi-
dent’s visit overseas—there was some 
controversy to it. I get that. I think it 
was very positive vis-a-vis our close 
ally Israel, and Israel said it was a very 
productive visit. I am glad the Presi-
dent did that. I also think that it gave 
additional stability indicating that 
this President, although we are focused 
like a laser on Ukraine and focused 
like a laser on the Far East, we are 
still focused on the Middle East and 
trying to make that region of the 
world a stable region of the world. 

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman. This debate will con-
tinue. It would be great if we were de-
bating these bills next week. I stand to 
be surprised and happily surprised if 
the announcement comes out over the 
weekend that some or all of these bills 
will be brought to the floor. 

I would give the gentleman a pre-
diction that if the House were to take 

up and pass these bills, we would see a 
dramatic reduction in the price of gas-
oline. I will leave that out there for the 
gentleman to consider as one more rea-
son why these would be good debates to 
have, where we could talk together in 
support of good policy. 

We are both blessed with good staff 
that help us identify really good pieces 
of legislation that we could bring to 
address these big, big problems that 
families are facing. 

Mr. Speaker, unless the gentleman 
has anything else, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

ISSUES OF THE DAY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

TORRES of New York). Under the 
Speaker’s announced policy of January 
4, 2021, the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, it is al-
ways an honor and a privilege to have 
a chance to address the House. There is 
so much that is so critically important 
going on these days, especially this 
week, and I wanted the chance to ad-
dress those. 

I have a friend from Texas who hopes 
to address the House, and I advised him 
I would yield him such time as he may 
consume. So my friend—people say 
that a lot, ‘‘my friend.’’ But RANDY 
WEBER is a dear friend, and I think he 
will be out at any moment. 

In the meantime, I think we had an 
11- to 12-hour hearing yesterday in the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and I will 
get into that momentarily. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. WEBER), my dear 
friend from southeast Texas. 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Judge GOHMERT for yielding, my 
friend from northeast Texas. We are 
going to miss him. He has had quite a 
distinguished career both before he got 
into Congress and then when he got de-
moted to Congress. We appreciate him. 
I just can’t tell you how much we real-
ly appreciate him. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor 
the life of country music legend Mick-
ey Gilley. Mickey Gilley passed away 
Saturday, May 7, in Branson at the age 
of 86. 

Born on March 9, 1936, Gilley was a 
native of Natchez, Mississippi, where 
he grew up around his two famous 
cousins, Jerry Lee Lewis and Jimmy 
Swaggart. 

In his career, Gilley earned 39 top 10 
hits and 17 number one songs. 

With six Academy of Country Music 
Awards and a star on the Hollywood 
Walk of Fame, and as a member of the 
2011 Texas Country Music Hall of 
Fame, Gilley was also one of only a few 
artists who have also received the 
Academy of Country Music’s Triple 
Crown Award. 

But it was the opening of the country 
dance club bearing his name that 
changed the world of country music 
forever. It was 1971 when Mickey offi-
cially opened the doors of his famous 
honkytonk. 
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Gilley’s reputation grew so much 

that Hollywood even took notice of the 
hit movie ‘‘Urban Cowboy,’’ where he 
even made an appearance alongside 
none other than John Travolta, Debra 
Winger, and Johnny Lee. 

Inspired by the real-life romance of a 
pair of the club’s patrons, ‘‘Urban Cow-
boy’’ put Gilley’s on the map, revived 
music careers, launched others, intro-
duced two-stepping to a whole new au-
dience, and created a lifestyle that has 
been adopted by millions. 

Following his role in ‘‘Urban Cow-
boy,’’ Gilley found himself performing 
in main showrooms in places like Las 
Vegas, Reno, Tahoe, and Atlantic City, 
and even traveling to Europe to per-
form. Gilley even performed for Presi-
dents Ronald Reagan and George H.W. 
Bush. 

Over the decades, Gilley appeared in 
a number of popular television series, 
including ‘‘The Fall Guy,’’ ‘‘Fantasy 
Island,’’ ‘‘The Dukes of Hazzard,’’ 
‘‘Murder, She Wrote,’’ and ‘‘CHiPs.’’ 

Not only will Mickey Gilley’s music 
live on in the hearts of so many who 
loved his music, but his cultural influ-
ence cannot be overstated. 

‘‘Urban Cowboy’’ became an Amer-
ican phenomenon, and it was influ-
enced by the real-life stories of Gilley’s 
patrons, Dew Westbrook and Betty 
Helmer. 

‘‘Urban Cowboy’’ told the story of a 
west Texas farmhand who was new to 
the area and working his first job at a 
refinery. This film introduced country 
dance to America and created a life-
style that has been adopted by mil-
lions. 

Even more surprisingly, it directly 
resulted in the most unlikely outcome 
of all: Country-and-western music be-
came mainstream. Once considered 
outdated hillbilly attire, cowboy hats 
and belt buckles became high fashion. 

On Saturday, January 29, Mickey 
came to the Galveston Regional Cham-
ber of Commerce’s celebration, ‘‘The 
50th Anniversary of Gilley’s and the 
42nd Anniversary of ‘Urban Cowboy.’’’ 
It was a great celebration with thou-
sands, and Mickey actually sang for us, 
to the delight of the crowd. We even 
presented him with a copy of the trib-
ute that I had done to him right here 
on the floor of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives and a plaque commemo-
rating that event. 

Mickey Gilley will be missed, but his 
legacy will live on not only in the 
hearts and minds of those who loved 
his music but also in America’s love of 
country-and-western music, Wrangler 
jeans, cowboy boots, and, yes, pickup 
trucks. He has even been featured in 
the very popular Texas Hot Country 
Magazine. I know the publisher well, 
Leon Beck, a great guy. 

Gilley was preceded in his death by 
his wife Vivian, who passed in 2019. He 
is survived by his wife now, Cindy Loeb 
Gilley; his children, Kathy, Michael, 
Gregory, and Keith Ray; his four 
grandchildren and nine great-grand-
children; and his cousins, Jerry Lee 

Lewis and, I believe, Jimmy Swaggart, 
although someone told me recently he 
might have passed already. My deepest 
sympathies go out to his family. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Mickey Gilley 
for introducing our way of life to the 
world. He will forever be a legend. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate my friend bringing that to our at-
tention. That was a great tribute to a 
great man from a great man. 

I did attend and help things out at 
Gilley’s on a number of occasions there 
in Pasadena—Pasadena, Texas, that 
is—not far from downtown Houston. 

I don’t know. I guess I had the look 
that I could ride a bull because they 
turned it up as high as it could go 
wheeling, and it was something. I got 
better at it, but that was tough when 
they put that thing on full speed, 
yanking back and forth. I just knew I 
wasn’t going to ride a bull in the rodeo. 

Rather prophetic, too, was Mickey 
Gilley with one of his biggest hit songs, 
‘‘Don’t the Girls All Get Prettier at 
Closing Time.’’ Quite an astute obser-
vation. But we were young then. 

It was interesting, hearing the col-
loquy exchange between Representa-
tive SCALISE and Leader HOYER, the 
discussion about inflation. 

I remember vividly the years under 
President Gerald Ford, and he adopted 
WIN and had WIN buttons, which stood 
for ‘‘Whip Inflation Now.’’ The failure 
of the policies at that point to whip in-
flation, along with Watergate, helped 
elect President Jimmy Carter, and 
things just got worse and worse. We 
lost our international standing. Coun-
tries did not respect us. 

Beginning in 1978, I was stationed at 
Fort Benning, Georgia. As I have said 
before, we weren’t in combat during 
my 4 years on Active Duty, but I still 
have deep regrets that President Carter 
did not respond more appropriately 
when an act of war occurred in Iran, in 
Tehran, when our Embassy was at-
tacked and over 50 employees taken 
prisoner. 

We were put on alert. That went up 
at Fort Benning, and people weren’t 
sure who all was going to be going if a 
group was sent. 
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But I still believe, having lived 
through those days, watching every de-
velopment, that if President Carter had 
made clear to the Iranians, you will ei-
ther release—initially, I think they 
started out around three days. The 
spokesman for the Ayatollah kept say-
ing the students attacked the embassy, 
the students took the hostages. 

I mean, I was young, but I wasn’t stu-
pid. And it appeared pretty clear to me 
that the spokesman for the Ayatollah 
was giving himself a back door: The 
students did this. That way, if Presi-
dent Carter reacted, as he should have, 
and said you will either release those 
hostages, get them released from the 
students, play around with the ridicu-
lous thing that we are saying, if you 
don’t get those released within 48 to 72 

hours, something like that, then we are 
sending as many people as it takes to 
get our people back, and to stop the ac-
tive war you started. 

But if it is the students, you can just 
take care of that quite easily. But, 
again, if you don’t release them, see 
that they are released, we are coming. 
And if you harm one hair on their 
heads, then we are going to take every-
one associated with the Ayatollah Kho-
meini, including the Ayatollah Kho-
meini, out. They will not exist after we 
come. 

I really felt if President Carter had 
taken that strong position, they would 
have been released. He couldn’t bluff; 
he had to be serious about it. But if he 
had said he wasn’t bluffing, then I real-
ly felt like they would have been re-
leased. And nobody was dying to go to 
Iran at Fort Benning, but everybody I 
knew was willing to go and give up 
their lives, if necessary. That was part 
of being in the service. 

But that never happened. And it took 
getting a new President, Ronald 
Reagan, in office, before people around 
the world began to take the United 
States seriously. But some in this body 
have talked before about, Oh, no, we 
don’t want to give the radical Islamists 
something to recruit with. 

Well, one of the best things they ever 
had to recruit with was President Car-
ter and his unwillingness to take a 
stand and make a difference. And as a 
result, it is my belief that—having 
studied history my whole life, majored 
in it in college, never stopped studying 
it—that we lost thousands of American 
lives because we didn’t have a Presi-
dent in President Carter that engen-
dered respect. And respect carries a lit-
tle element of fear. We didn’t have 
that. And as a result, for decades, 
Americans have suffered. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Mrs. MILLER), my 
friend. 

DEMOCRATS’ LEFTWING AGENDA 
Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Mr. Speak-

er, I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
In just one week, House Democrats 

have managed to bypass the wishes of 
the American people and pass radical 
legislation that permits abortion 
through the ninth month, assures pay-
outs to Planned Parenthood, attacks 
the traditional family, and eliminates 
medical supervision for chemical abor-
tion pills. 

The American people who over-
whelmingly oppose abortion through 
the third trimester are appalled by the 
radical leftwing agenda put forth by 
the Speaker. House Democrats are 
pushing an extreme leftwing agenda. 
They are trying to distract from the 
surging gas prices, record inflation, 
and the crisis at the border, which they 
created. 

It took less than 2 years for woke 
leftists to destroy the American econ-
omy, which was booming under Presi-
dent Trump’s leadership. These same 
leftists have also openly advocated for 
open borders, transgender surgeries on 
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teens, and removing the Second 
Amendment rights of our citizens. 

All of these initiatives are deeply un-
popular with the American people, and 
I will also vote ‘‘no’’ on the radical 
agenda of the left. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, when 
MARY MILLER tells you something, you 
can count on her being truthful about 
it. 

Mr. Speaker, yesterday, we had many 
hours of hearings in the Judiciary 
Committee on a couple of bills. One of 
them, the Democrat majority and lead-
ers in the Judiciary Committee and the 
Democratic Party were saying repeat-
edly that no one has gotten immunity 
from liability like the gun manufactur-
ers. And that was said many ways, 
many different times, vilifying gun 
manufacturers. 

What it boils down to is in the Sec-
ond Amendment, it makes very clear, 
in operative part, that the right of the 
people to keep and bear arms shall not 
be infringed. Well, it has been infringed 
many times. The Supreme Court has 
had to strike things down many times. 
So the effort to eliminate the Second 
Amendment through the courts has not 
occurred. 

You can be smart and not have com-
monsense, but we are dealing with 
some smart people here who have fig-
ured out, Okay, we have tried every 
which way to get rid of the Second 
Amendment. If we are ever going to get 
to the progressive, socialist, com-
munist dream—whichever one of those 
you want to use, it is all pretty well 
the same thing these days—you are 
going to have to get rid of the Second 
Amendment. 

The left knows that. And they have 
made some strides. They have made 
some dents into the Second Amend-
ment. But this is going to make use— 
if they get it passed into law—not of 
warfare but of what has come to be 
known as ‘‘law fare.’’ It is where you 
overwhelm someone or some entity 
with so many lawsuits that they can-
not continue. And if it is an entity, you 
put them out of business, not because 
they are liable, but it is because they 
can’t handle that many lawsuits. It 
just undoes them and puts them out of 
business. 

And if you look historically where 
that would take us is to the medieval- 
type thinking where you had this small 
group of elites. They rode everywhere 
they went, and us peasants would walk 
everywhere we went. Maybe there was 
a big wagon that would carry the peas-
ants at times. But the ruling elite— 
which is what you get with socialism, 
progressivism—this tiny veneer of rul-
ing elite that billionaires in America 
think, mistakenly, that they will be 
part of if they help get to that socialist 
utopia, being ignorant of the fact that 
every time a Nation moves to socialist 
utopia, once they are there, they thank 
the gazillionaires for all the money. 
They helped make the socialist dream 
come true. And then they either kill 
them or send them to a gulag and take 
all of their money. 

So these billionaires that are pouring 
in money, the socialist leaders are say-
ing, Thank you very much; oh, we ap-
preciate you so much. But if they get 
to that socialist utopia, those billion-
aires that made it possible will be dead, 
or wished they were, because they were 
in some prison, some gulag somewhere, 
doing work requirements. So that is 
historically what we are talking about. 

But I keep coming back to that vi-
sion of what is being pursued and what 
will the outcome be. Once you either 
eliminate the Second Amendment or 
you eliminate every entity that makes 
guns, then the ruling elite can get clos-
er to their dreams of being the ones 
riding in private jets, in Suburbans, up- 
armored; being the only ones in Amer-
ica who have guns for their security 
forces while all the peasants, the 
masses, the unwashed—all of us—would 
have nothing. And we would have to 
kowtow and bow. 

Now, I got a little taste of that the 
summer I was in the Soviet Union as 
an exchange student back in the 1970s. 
And I thought it was crazy. We were 
told there were eight Americans al-
lowed in on this program. We were told 
in orientation, Look, you have got to 
understand in a communist society 
like the Soviet Union, only the elite 
have cars. Everybody else takes mass 
transportation or walks. 

In the United States, pedestrians 
generally have the right-of-way. But 
don’t think for a second we were told 
anywhere in the Soviet Union that you 
have the right-of-way of a pedestrian, 
because only the ruling elite have the 
cars. And it is a game to them. They 
will try to hit you because they know, 
as the ruling elite, if it ever came to 
court or there was some question about 
you as a pedestrian being hit, the ulti-
mate result would be a ruling that you 
should have seen the car coming and 
gotten out of the way. Because these 
are the ruling elites and you are the 
peasants. Great socialist utopia. That 
is where we are headed if these kinds of 
bills get passed. 

If you can’t get rid of the Second 
Amendment, their strategy that we 
lived through hours of yesterday, bank-
rupt the gun manufacturers. And then 
we will be on our way. And that way, 
only the ruling elite will have security 
forces with guns and everybody else 
will either walk or take mass transpor-
tation. The ruling elite gets the private 
jets. 

And it is okay to just have massive 
amounts of carbon emissions and pri-
vate helicopters, private jets, big 
Suburbans, like Al Gore used. I read 
where he was seen having an entourage 
of big jets—this was long after he was 
out of leadership as Vice President— 
but they would all be sitting there, 
cooling for the Vice President—or 
former Vice President. So that is the 
kind of thing that will continue. 

The ruling elite, they get to pollute 
like crazy. Their yachts, their private 
jets, those will continue. In fact, there 
will be a lot more of them. And you see 

people like the Biden family—Hunter 
Biden that got close to oligarchs in 
Russia, in Ukraine—and made money 
off the Chinese Communist Party be-
cause they were in charge in China, 
let’s face it. 

But isn’t it interesting that if you 
look at the policies and the things that 
this administration has done, who has 
benefited? 

Yeah, they talk a lot of trash about 
Russia but at the same time, by Presi-
dent Biden basically going to war with 
energy companies in the U.S., he has so 
driven up the price of oil and natural 
gas that Russia’s been able to fund 
their invasion of, and war with, 
Ukraine. 

b 1300 

We got $13 billion passed in this 
House. Another $40 billion. I voted for 
13; I didn’t vote for the 40 because it 
didn’t appear to me there was enough 
restraint on what President Biden 
could do with the money. 

It made big headlines in the last few 
weeks when the Biden administration 
announced: Gee, we are going to pro-
vide $820 million to Ukraine. Well, you 
have $53 billion to work with and you 
are trickling out $820 million while 
Russia is making big advances in 
Ukraine? For heaven’s sake, that is one 
of the reasons I didn’t vote for the $40 
billion because I figured that the Biden 
administration would find other things 
to do with it. 

Apparently, they want to have a lot 
more sex change surgeries in the mili-
tary. They cost a lot of money—it 
doesn’t cost $40 billion if you had a sex 
change for everybody in the military. 
By the way, that does put our military 
members in a category where they are 
not able to be utilized for military 
services. Last I saw, they stayed in 
that category where you couldn’t de-
ploy them until such time as a psychia-
trist could certify that they were com-
fortable in their new gender. Amazing. 
No wonder we are losing respect around 
the world when we are not spending de-
fense money on defense, we are spend-
ing it on social experimentation. 

We see these bills coming. We see 
what is happening. All you have to do 
is look from a historical perspective. 
The discussion about gasoline is actu-
ally cheaper now than it was at the end 
of the Bush administration. My gosh, 
we just went through TARP being 
passed, $700 billion—well, yeah, that is 
going to cause some inflation. 

Along came the Obama administra-
tion—the Obama-Biden administra-
tion—and they got another $900 billion 
on top of having a majority of the $700 
billion still to spend. They were throw-
ing money at things right and left that 
would help them get reelected. So I 
wouldn’t be bragging about a whole lot. 

In fact, I have seen an article indi-
cating that during the 8 years of the 
Obama-Biden administration, the aver-
age Black household in America during 
the Obama-Biden 8 years, the average 
Black household lost 30 percent of their 
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net worth, which really helped bring a 
great deal of light and emphasis on 
candidate Donald Trump’s question to 
a large Black audience: 

What do you got to lose by voting for 
me? 

What do you got to lose? 
You just lost 30 percent of your net 

worth under the Democrats. Lo and be-
hold, the average gained net worth 
under the 4 years of President Trump. 

So people, I think, are starting to 
look at those kind of numbers again, 
and I think it is important to do so. 

Back to our hearing yesterday. They 
kept saying that gun manufacturers 
were given immunity like nobody else 
in America. It was my honor to get to 
illuminate that issue for those that 
hadn’t thought through what they were 
saying and didn’t realize that it was 
not true. 

First of all, a very timely topic that 
many of us think has long outlived its 
usefulness is the massive immunity 
that has been given to the pharma-
ceutical industry for the vaccinations 
that they have made tens of billions of 
dollars just in a year—they have made 
so much money off those. 

So much so that they looked 
around—most people have gotten the 
vaccination. I hate to see somebody 
have natural immunity from having 
COVID because they are not as vulner-
able to getting COVID again as appar-
ently people are that have had the vac-
cinations and all the boosters. 

So what do you do? 
Oh, let’s go after the young people 

under 5 years of age. These are people 
that statistically, you would say, don’t 
even have a statistical chance of get-
ting COVID and passing away. They 
were the least vulnerable among us 
when it comes to COVID—and that is 
who they want to give a jab to and 
boosters—even though we are seeing 
more and more indications that immu-
nity ends up being compromised in 
many people who get the boosters. It 
doesn’t seem to help with immunity to 
new strains of COVID. 

The Democrats were more than 
thrilled, it seems, to give them all 
kinds of immunity. When I saw the 
huge, unfolded warnings that come 
with the vaccination, I said to the 
pharmacist: Where are all the warn-
ings? 

They know about a lot of things that 
go wrong with these. We know about it 
from the VAERS reports of so many 
things that have gone wrong, starting 
with blood clots and going from there. 

He said: No. It says up there because 
it is emergency use authorization, not 
only do they have complete immunity 
to any lawsuit for damages or deaths 
they cause, they don’t even have to 
warn you of all the damages that they 
know can result from the vaccinations 
or the boosters. They don’t even have 
to warn you. 

My friends in the Judiciary Com-
mittee yesterday—because they kept 
saying, you know, nobody else gets this 
kind of immunity, they just weren’t 

aware—I know the rules, we are here in 
the House of Representatives, you 
can’t intentionally lie to anybody. 
That is why I am sure they just forgot 
or weren’t aware of all the immunities 
that they provided to other entities— 
the pharmaceutical. 

They don’t even have to warn you or 
give you a heads-up of what is coming 
potentially with the vaccination or 
booster. Then you got social media. 
Section 230 has allowed some of the 
richest companies in the world and in-
dividuals in the world to completely 
escape liability. They should be made 
to answer in court for fraud and for so 
many of the things that they have 
done—for censorship, for taking away 
people’s rights that they were told 
they had under the social media. 

Anyway, even though I know that my 
Democrat friends were not talking 
about section 230 immunity—there it 
is. Of course, they don’t want to bother 
that because that allows all the Demo-
crats controlling these massive social 
media giants to censor and help at 
election time and help Democrats get 
elected. 

They want to leave that immunity in 
place when it needs to go. We need to 
just eliminate section 230. We were 
told, well, that was important to have 
to allow them to get started. Listen, 
they are started, and they are some of 
the most powerful companies in the 
history of the world—some would say 
more powerful than the U.S. Govern-
ment itself because of all the informa-
tion they have. It is time to get rid of 
their immunity from liability. Even 
fraud—you can’t even sue them for 
fraud. 

Diamond and Silk, they were telling 
me how they had paid in order to have 
their name come up more often. Not 
only did it not come up more often, an 
algorithm was used to send it to the 
bottom. That is called fraud. They 
took money from them under fraudu-
lent circumstances. They can’t even 
sue over that. 

I am for getting rid of that immu-
nity. I know that people knew, so they 
must have just forgotten. Members of 
Congress have immunity from being 
sued. You can come down here, you can 
accuse President Trump of all kinds of 
crimes—colluding with Russia, when it 
turned out that was not Trump, that 
was the Hillary Clinton campaign that 
was doing the colluding with Russia. 

You can accuse him of all kinds of 
crimes. You can call Trump guilty of 
all kinds of thing, and you can’t be 
sued for it—for things you say and do 
here in the House. We have got that 
immunity. 

Heck, President Biden and Vice 
President KAMALA HARRIS got the same 
kind of immunity. Even though we 
have lost more than 100,000 Americans 
in 1 year from fentanyl and drugs that 
have come across our southern border 
illegally, if they didn’t have the immu-
nity that my Democrat friends in the 
Judiciary Committee said doesn’t 
exist, then they could be sued for their 
negligence or intentional failures. 

They both took an oath to uphold the 
Constitution. So allowing a completely 
porous border—that is not upholding 
their oath. Over 100,000 people have 
died just from the illegal drugs that 
have been allowed in by this adminis-
tration. 

If not for the immunity, President 
Biden could be vulnerable to lawsuit. 
Even with all the money that Hunter 
has helped bring in, it wouldn’t be 
enough to pay all the judgments if it 
weren’t for the immunity. Maybe 
somebody might—if they were not im-
mune—somebody might try to allege 
that it was negligence and purely stu-
pid to put someone in charge as border 
czar who would never go to the border 
to even investigate and see at the bor-
der what was going on. That would 
make her vulnerable to liability as 
well, except for the immunity. 

Those are rather important ideas to 
remember. Republicans didn’t give gun 
manufacturers some kind of exclusive 
immunity. They are liable. If they are 
negligent—they even have strict liabil-
ity. If there is a defect in manufac-
turing or design, they are liable. In one 
case, they paid out millions of dollars 
because they had advertised and tar-
geted a specific audience they 
shouldn’t have. 

b 1315 

They clearly have liability. That was 
just a lot of information that was not 
accurate that was being tossed out yes-
terday as a reason to get rid of all guns 
except, of course, mark my words, if 
they were ever successful in doing that, 
that little veneer of ruling elite, their 
security would have the guns, and we 
the peasants would have no guns and 
no way to defend ourselves. 

Of course, we are seeing the abuses of 
law enforcement. We have had hearings 
on that before, massive abuse by law 
enforcement. With the bill yesterday, 
they were providing an exemption from 
getting rid of guns to bureaucrats in 
the Department of Agriculture and in 
the Department of Education. Bureau-
crats, these weren’t even the police 
force, were going to be exempt from 
the new laws the Democrats in the Ju-
diciary Committee wanted to get 
passed. 

We said: Wait, it is probably just an 
oversight because you have given an 
exemption for law enforcement, but 
you have no exemption for military or 
veterans. 

The chairman of the committee—a 
Democrat chairman—said basically 
that, well, you have to keep in mind 
that they get PTSD, and they have all 
kinds of problems. We don’t want to 
give that kind of exemption to carry 
guns to people who have been trained 
with them and who serve or have 
served in the military. 

This is just a real slap in the face to 
people who put their lives on the line 
defending our country. 

Do you want to dismiss them? Well, 
they have PTSD. They have all kinds 
of problems. 
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It is a shame that those people who 

are the reason that we are allowed to 
be here and talk, they put their lives 
on the line for us and our freedoms, 
and then they just get dismissed. 

Bureaucrats in the Department of 
Education, who may not have ever 
been trained with weapons, are more 
important to give exemptions to than 
these current military or veterans. 
That is a mentality that is hard to un-
derstand. 

We look at Indiana, at the shooting 
in the shopping mall. It is incredible 
that a person with the right to carry, 
within 15 seconds, the guy coming out 
into the mall with an automatic weap-
on, and this guy, as I understand, at 40 
yards and with a handgun—I mean, I 
had to qualify every year with a hand-
gun and with an M–16—at 40 yards put 
8 out of 10 rounds in the shooter. That 
is incredible. But it sure did end the 
horror at the mall. 

If other shooters find out that they 
could have 8 out of 10 rounds put into 
them if they walk out and try to do 
that at malls, it would help stop a lot 
of people from being tempted to do 
something that criminally evil in other 
shopping malls. It is just incredible. 

We had this issue come up. I have 
page after page, over 50 pages, of recent 
history where people with right to 
carry have stepped up and saved so 
many lives because they were a law- 
abiding person, a selfless, law-abiding 
person willing to put their life at risk 
to save others. There is case after case, 
more than 50 in these documents. 

It starts with information from 
criminal research, July 11, 2022, and it 
goes on and on. Like I say, I know 
there are more than 50 pages. These are 
heroes stepping up and putting their 
lives at risk knowing at Uvalde they 
had hundreds of law enforcement there. 

I still don’t understand that. They 
could hear the guy shooting children. 
You had a police chief while he is 
shooting children just asking him 
sweetly to put the gun down. The door 
wasn’t locked. They could have gone in 
and taken him out at any moment. 

I know hundreds of law enforcement 
as a former judge and former assistant 
district attorney, and I don’t know any 
who would have stood by while chil-
dren were being killed. It turns out 
there were people in Uvalde who were 
stopped—some law enforcement—who 
couldn’t go in and do anything. 

If a concealed carry, somebody with a 
constitutional carry, had been allowed 
to risk their life and go in, they would 
have. But people were being stopped 
and kept from going in. I recall an inci-
dent at our courthouse in Tyler and 
seeing the film when shots started 
being fired and the law enforcement 
starts running to the sound of the 
guns. 

I had one incident at the courthouse. 
As is often the case, it was a domestic 
situation, and a shooter started shoot-
ing. We had a concealed carry permit 
holder who took his gun. The active 
shooter would have killed a lot more 

people, but the concealed carry permit 
holder started shooting at him. He got 
shot and died from his wounds. The guy 
had to take off. There is no telling how 
many lives were saved by that sacrifi-
cial person being willing to put himself 
out there in harm’s way, become a tar-
get himself, and stop the shooter. 

Law-abiding people have made a dif-
ference that way. 

We had a lady who took her gun out 
years ago and went into a cafeteria to 
eat in central Texas. A gunman ended 
up shooting her parents, among others. 
If she had been allowed to have her 
gun, she would have stopped him. 
Then, she led the charge in the State 
legislature to get concealed carry per-
mits, and that was the basis of the 
start there. 

Mr. Speaker, you have to have people 
who have been taught that there are 
some absolute rights and some abso-
lute wrongs. C.S. Lewis became a 
Christian from being, he would say, ag-
nostic—seemed like sometimes atheist. 
But he liked to cajole Christians: Yes, 
yes, isn’t easier just to admit there 
can’t be a just God with so much injus-
tice? 

It finally dawned on him, the bril-
liant Oxford professor that he was, how 
could he say that there was injustice if 
there were not some absolute, uni-
versal standard somewhere of right and 
wrong? If that existed, then there must 
be something like a God who put that 
in place. 

The more he wrestled with that, the 
more he came to understand that we 
all have innate in us this feeling of 
fairness and of justice. As he pointed 
out, it would be like someone born 
blind at birth trying to describe sight. 
How would you know that there is 
light or no light, Mr. Speaker, if there 
weren’t something universal in it? 

It is the same with injustice. He real-
ized that when there is injustice, we 
would know it, and we couldn’t know it 
if there wasn’t an absolute, universal 
justice and injustice. Then that even-
tually led him to further inquiries and 
further research, and he became a 
Christian. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, there is justice; 
there is injustice; and there are gray 
areas we argue about. But as John 
Adams said—and I will say it often be-
cause it was such a brilliant quote 
from one of the Founders who was 
there for the constitutional debate. He 
said: ‘‘Our Constitution was made only 
for a moral and religious people. It is 
wholly inadequate to the government 
of any other.’’ 

If we are not going to teach children 
that thou shalt not murder, then we 
can’t have a Second Amendment right. 
We must teach children that these 
things, these commandments, are uni-
versal, that you are not to lie and you 
are not to envy other people, and that 
there are things that are just not 
healthy for you and not healthy for so-
ciety and for the culture, and they are 
universal. They are not healthy, and 
they are not good. 

Honor your father and mother. Of 
course, fathers and mothers are sup-
posed to be fair with their children. 
But if we are not going to teach that, 
if we are just going to teach that ev-
erything is relative, that it depends on 
your circumstances, that it may be 
right for you and wrong for somebody 
else, right for them and wrong for you, 
no, it is all relative. 

If we are not going to teach that 
some things are absolute, then we can-
not have the rights that are provided 
that our Founders said were provided 
by our creator. We will have to get rid 
of them. We will have to go to being 
what some already want, and that is a 
totalitarian government. It is where it 
always goes. We are already breaking 
records every day that we continue to 
live under our Constitution, but we are 
no longer a religious, moral people. 

People thought, historically, when 
we got rid of slavery, we were so on the 
right track, and when Dr. King did so 
much to allow somebody, a little boy 
like me, to be able to treat like broth-
ers and sisters my brothers and sisters, 
he did so much. Then somehow now we 
are regressing where we want to have 
segregated dorms and segregated this 
and that. I can’t believe that people are 
wanting to regress. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if you are not 
going to teach some of these absolute 
moral truths, then we are going to 
have to give up our rights that our 
Founders—so many of them and so 
many over the last 240 years—have died 
to make sure we had. I don’t want to do 
that. I don’t want to give them up. 

But Congress has to start using bet-
ter judgment. Otherwise, it is very 
clear, historically, we are moving—we 
have people who are wanting us to 
move to that point where the rich ride 
private jets. In the old days, they rode 
horses and carriages. In the modern 
day, they will have their private jets. 
They will jet back and forth around the 
world, telling everybody how they 
can’t even have a wood-burning stove 
anymore and that you can’t fertilize 
your fields, so people are starving to 
death. 

Well, those are the peasants because 
the elite little ruling class has all the 
food they need. They have the guns 
they need. The peasants out there, for 
the good of the climate and for the 
good of the planet, you are going to 
live in your refuse, and you are not 
going to have the benefits that our 
wonderful ruling elites have. 

That is where it is going. That is 
what progressivism is. That is where it 
always goes, a totalitarian govern-
ment, a little elite group. They get to 
ride, and they have all the food. 

Mr. Speaker, look at Sri Lanka. They 
have an over 90 percent grade in ESG, 
and now people are starving and the 
government has been overthrown. 

This is where it is going. I don’t want 
to go there. We don’t have to go there. 
Let’s keep our rights under the Con-
stitution. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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COMMUNICATION FROM CHAIR OF 
COMMITTEE ON TRANSPOR-
TATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GREEN of Texas) laid before the House 
the following communication from the 
chair of the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, which was 
read and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations: 

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE, HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, July 20, 2022. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: On July 20, 2022, 
pursuant to section 3307 of Title 40, United 
States Code, the Committee on Transpor-

tation and Infrastructure met in open ses-
sion to consider 19 resolutions included in 
the General Services Administration’s Cap-
ital Investment and Leasing Programs. 

I have enclosed copies of the resolutions 
adopted. 

Sincerely, 
PETER A. DEFAZIO, 

Chair. 
Enclosures. 

COMMITTEE RESOLUTION 

ALTERATION—300 NORTH LOS ANGELES STREET 
FEDERAL BUILDING, LOS ANGELES, CA 

Resolved by the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, that pursuant to 40 U.S.C. § 3307, 
authorization is provided for repairs and al-
terations to address the structural failure 
risk of the cooling tower subframes and the 
cooling towers replacement for the Federal 
building located at 300 North Los Angeles 
Street, Los Angeles, CA, at a design cost of 
$352,000, an estimated construction cost of 

$7,339,000 and a management and inspection 
cost of $351,000, for an estimated total 
project cost of $8,042,000, a prospectus for 
which is attached to and included in this res-
olution. 

Provided, that the General Services Admin-
istration shall not delegate to any other 
agency the authority granted by this resolu-
tion. 

Provided further, not later than 30 calendar 
days after the date on which a request from 
the Chair or Ranking Member of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives is received 
by the Administrator of General Services, 
the Administrator shall provide such Mem-
ber a response in writing that provides any 
information requested regarding the project. 

Provided, that the Administrator of Gen-
eral Services shall aim to achieve net zero 
carbon buildings, if determined by the Ad-
ministrator to be practical and cost-effec-
tive. 
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