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RECOGNIZING TREVOR 
WADDINGTON 

HON. JEFFERSON VAN DREW 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 2, 2023 

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, last month, I 
had the honor of attending Trevor 
Waddington’s Eagle Scout Court of Honor. 
Trevor is a sophomore at Pennsville Memorial 
High School, who at the age of 15 has already 
made significant contributions to our South 
Jersey community. He is a dedicated member 
of Boy Scout Troop No. 7015, where he cur-
rently serves as the Senior Patrol Leader, 
showcasing his exemplary leadership abilities. 
He has earned an impressive 41 Merit 
Badges, which underscores his commitment to 
personal growth and skill development. For his 
Eagle Scout project, Trevor built a Gaga Ball 
Pit at Riverview Beach Park in Pennsville, 
South Jersey. This project encourages outdoor 
play and recreation for our local children. 
Trevor’s dedication extends beyond scouting. 
He actively participates in community service, 
including organizing food collections for the 
Visiting Nurse Association and assisting with 
Toys for Tots during the holidays. Further-
more, Trevor excels in sports, playing football 
with both the Junior Varsity and Varsity 
Pennsville Eagles Football Team, participating 
in the Pennsville Varsity Wrestling Team, and 
representing the Pennsville Weightlifting Team 
as their spokesperson. Trevor’s values, 
shaped by his experiences in Scouts and 
sports, make him a role model for his peers. 
I am so proud of his accomplishments, and I 
know he has a bright future ahead of him. 
God Bless Trevor and God Bless the United 
States of America. 

f 

CONDEMNING THE SUPPORT OF 
HAMAS, HEZBOLLAH, AND 
OTHER TERRORIST ORGANIZA-
TIONS AT INSTITUTIONS OF 
HIGHER EDUCATION, WHICH MAY 
LEAD TO THE CREATION OF A 
HOSTILE ENVIRONMENT FOR 
JEWISH STUDENTS, FACULTY, 
AND STAFF 

SPEECH OF 

HON. ROBERT C. ‘‘BOBBY’’ SCOTT 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 1, 2023 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today in support of the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Utah, Mr. Owens. 
America’s institutions of higher education 
should be welcoming learning environments 
for all students and faculty. I strongly de-
nounce antisemitism: it has no place on our 
Nation’s campuses. 

That said, the resolution does not com-
pletely paint an accurate picture of what took 

place on some of the campuses it mentions. 
For example, while the resolution describes 
the actions taken by a Stanford instructor, it 
does not report that the instructor was sus-
pended by the University. Furthermore, the 
resolution fails to acknowledge that the Bran-
deis University Student Union, as the Univer-
sity described in a statement designed to cor-
rect the record, ‘‘decided to strongly condemn 
Hamas, and it has communicated its stance to 
the Brandeis community, and the media more 
broadly.’’ As a co-equal branch of the federal 
government, Congressional documents should 
be accurate and reflect the truth of the matters 
they assert. We must be especially careful 
when pointing out instances of antisemitism as 
my colleagues in the majority have reminded 
us before, accusations of racism (including 
antisemitism) are easily weaponized in our 
modern era. 

Congress must also be vigilant to ensure 
that college campuses remain places where 
freedom of speech and thought are main-
tained. I know this is an important issue to my 
colleagues in the majority as they have con-
vened multiple hearings on free speech on 
campuses. 

As we denounce actions that create unsafe 
spaces for Jewish students on our Nation’s 
campus, we must also recognize that while 
the First Amendment does not protect threats 
or fighting words, it does protect unpopular 
and abhorrent speech. It is in trying and tense 
political moments like this that it is easy for us 
to forget our truly American ideals with regard 
to free speech—debates on issues like this 
are simply outlawed in other Western democ-
racies. I firmly believe the solution to bad 
speech is more speech. To that end, we 
should reject attempts to restrict student asso-
ciation or limit speech that may feel comforting 
but compromise the very freedoms that make 
America exceptional. I commend the American 
Civil Liberties Union for their open letter to 
College and University leaders asking them to 
reject efforts to restrict constitutionally pro-
tected speech on campuses. 

The inaccuracies in the resolution, and con-
cerns about free speech notwithstanding, we 
realize that instances of antisemitism on col-
lege campuses have risen precipitously in the 
past few weeks. And while this recent rise is 
attributable to events in Israel and Gaza, the 
fact is antisemitic acts on college campuses 
have been on the rise for the last six years. 

As such, H. Res. 798 is a missed oppor-
tunity, to recognize that issues of racial hos-
tility on college campuses are broader and 
older than the events it cites. Over six years 
ago, after an uptick in racial incidents on col-
lege campuses, I wrote a letter to Chairwoman 
Foxx requesting a hearing ‘‘to examine how 
institutions of higher education are meeting 
their responsibility under title VI of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964. Title VI prohibits discrimi-
nation on the basis of race, color, or national 
origin in ‘any program or activity receiving 
Federal financial assistance.’1A’’ In that letter, 
I contextualized attempts by the Trump Admin-
istration to investigate the use of race in ad-

missions, use that had recently been affirmed 
in the Supreme Court case Fisher v. Univer-
sity of Texas-Austin (Fisher II). 

While some of us may have forgotten, 2017 
saw a marked increase in racially hostile 
events on campuses. In a 2017 report describ-
ing the uptick in racially hostile events on 
campus, the Anti-Defamation League 

(ADL) said ‘‘White supremacists, 
emboldened by the 2016 elections and the 
current political climate, are currently engaged 
in an unprecedented outreach effort to attract 
and recruit students on American college cam-
puses.’’ Jonathan Greenblatt, CEO of the 
ADL, was quoted in that same report saying 
‘‘[w]hile there have been recruitment efforts in 
the past, never have we seen antisemites and 
white supremacists so focused on outreach to 
students on campus.’’ Some of the most infa-
mous events in that year included: 

the hanging of nooses with bananas in them 
on the campus of American University the day 
after the election of the school’s first black stu-
dent body president, Ms. Taylor Dumpson; 

the racially charged murder of Richard Col-
lins, III, a black ROTC student at Bowie State 
University, during a visit to the University of 
Maryland, College Park; and 

the Unite the Right rally in Charlottesville, 
Virginia in which white supremacists marched 
unmasked through the grounds of the Univer-
sity of Virginia, carrying torches and chanting 
racist and Anti-Semitic phrases such as ‘‘Jews 
will not replace us!’’ and ‘‘Blood and Soil!’’, di-
rect allusions to Anti-Semitic conspiracy theo-
ries and Nazi sentiments from the 1930s. 
Later that weekend, counter-protestor Heather 
Heyer was murdered, and 35 others injured by 
an attacker in his car as they protested the 
Anti-Semitic and racist presence in Charlottes-
ville. 

My request for a hearing on this issue was 
ignored, and instead, I convened, in partner-
ship with House Judiciary then-Ranking Mem-
ber John Conyers, an issue forum on Sep-
tember 8, 2017 entitled, ‘‘Affirmative Action, 
Inclusion, and Racial Climate on America’s 
Campuses.’’ In my prepared remarks for that 
forum, I said: 

The presence of some students of color at 
some predominantly white institutions is 
questioned, even though those same schools 
afford advantages to legacy students, fami-
lies of wealthy donors, and students who 
have benefited from high-quality education 
because of the inequities in the educational 
system. When confronted with racist behav-
ior on campus, students are often told that 
the First Amendment protects such behav-
ior. 

Since that initial request in 2017, I welcome 
the recognition by the majority that colleges 
have a duty to provide healthy learning envi-
ronments for all students. This is a point 
Democrats have made consistently in the 
wake of issues surrounding racial hostility and 
free speech on college campuses. We have 
done so while having to hear past and current 
colleagues mock students as ‘‘snowflakes’’ 
and assert the problem when it comes to free 
speech on campus is that students are not 
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being allowed to ‘‘freely express their beliefs 
without the fear of retribution from fellow stu-
dents, faculty, and administrators.’’ I am glad 
that the majority has finally woken up to the 
realization that free speech issues cannot be 
separated from demographic changes on cam-
pus, the legacy of structural racism and the re-
cent explosion in hate speech on campus. I 
only wish that the majority would realize that 
the same protections that apply to Jewish stu-
dents must be enforced for other students as 
well. 

Under the majority’s leadership in the 
House, we have had multiple hearings and 
markups where the mere existence of trans 
students has been questioned. Research 
shows that due to stigma, trans youth experi-
ence depression and suicidal ideation at dis-
proportionate rates compared to their peers. 
Recent data from the CDC show that 
transgender youth are 10 times more likely to 
experience homelessness. Transgender stu-
dents are also more likely to feel unsafe at 
school, to experience bullying and other forms 
of violence including being threatened with a 
weapon at school, and social isolation. Experi-
ences of a hostile school climate, potentially 
compounded by an unstable living situation, 
lead to disproportionate drop out rates for 
these students. Title IX of the Education 
Amendments Act of 1972, which prohibits dis-
crimination on the basis of sexual orientation 
and gender identity, was modeled after Title VI 
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964; in the same 
way schools have to provide safe learning en-
vironments to all students irrespective of race, 
they must also do so irrespective of sexual ori-
entation or gender identity. Democrats have 
consistently raised this issue only for it to fall 
on deaf ears with our majority colleagues. 

Our committee has held multiple hearings 
and markups where the idea of having profes-
sionals tasked with making sure our colleges 
and universities are diverse, equitable, and in-
clusive (DEI) has been ridiculed. We have at-
tempted to explain that institutions of higher 
education that were not designed to serve di-
verse student populations are facing specific 
challenges related to the changing demo-
graphics of their student bodies, and having 
DEI personnel on hand to address these 
issues can help schools foster the healthy 
learning environment all students need. To 
suggest that efforts aimed at inclusion are 
somehow responsible for the proliferation of 
AntiSemitic acts on college campuses, as the 
sponsor of this resolution suggested in closing 
debate on the resolution, defies belief. 

Under Title VI, institutions of higher edu-
cation have a duty to provide safe learning en-
vironments for all students. What’s true for 
Jewish students now was just as true for 
Black and Brown students six years ago. This 
resolution could recognize the universality of 
the charge in our civil rights laws and call for 
an end to hostility towards all students on 
campus based on race, religion, sexual ori-
entation and gender identity, but it fails to do 
so, and as such is a missed opportunity. 

And while some might claim that antisemitic 
behavior is what is on the rise now, the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigations Director Chris-
topher Wray in testimony to Congress just this 
week highlighted that events in the Middle 
East are resulting in increases in threats 
against both Jewish Americans and Muslim 
Americans—explicitly referencing the murder 
of a six-year old boy for no other reason than 

he was Muslim, an incident the FBI is cur-
rently investigating as a federal hate crime. 

As I did in 2017, I continue to support ef-
forts to ensure that all schools are safe and 
healthy learning environments for students. 
For that reason, I support H. Res. 798. Hate 
has no place on college campuses, and 
speech that has crossed the line into threats 
and hostility directed at Jewish students, or 
any other group of students, must be exposed 
and denounced. I firmly believe that colleges 
and universities can live up to their Title VI ob-
ligations to all students, provide forums for 
students to exercise their rights of free speech 
and free expression, and be the cauldrons of 
thought that produce the critical thinkers our 
country needs to solve the challenges of today 
and the future. 

f 

RAISING A QUESTION OF THE 
PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE 

SPEECH OF 

HON. ZOE LOFGREN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 1, 2023 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I will vote 
against this expulsion Resolution as a matter 
of House precedent and Constitutional due 
process. To be clear, I find Representative 
GEORGE SANTOS’ behavior to be disgraceful, 
and the fact-patterns in the federal indictment 
against him are serious and worthy of him re-
signing his seat. Yet, to date, Rep. SANTOS 
has not been criminally convicted of the of-
fenses cited in the Resolution. The modern 
House has voted to expel two Members only 
when they were convicted of a felony in a 
court of law. At this moment, the status of the 
case does not support expulsion under House 
precedent or due process. 

Additionally, I served as Chair of the House 
Committee on Standards of Official Conduct 
(now named the House Ethics Committee) 
from 2009 to 2011, and I respect the internal 
House process. This process has the authority 
to recommend expulsion of a Member after an 
appropriate bipartisan investigation. Rep. 
SANTOS has not yet been found guilty of of-
fenses in the ethics probe. The Ethics Com-
mittee has stated it will release its investiga-
tory conclusions and recommendations in two 
weeks. 

Once either the court or official committee 
processes conclude, I am prepared, based on 
known facts, to vote to expel the Congress-
man. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. FREDERICA S. WILSON 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 2, 2023 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, on 
Wednesday, November 1, 2023, I accidentally 
voted No on H.R. 340—Hamas International 
Financing Prevention Act. In fact, I intended to 
vote Yes on the bill. 

HONOR FLIGHT OF SOUTHERN 
OREGON 

HON. CLIFF BENTZ 
OF OREGON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 2, 2023 

Mr. BENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise to recognize 
the Vietnam and Korean War Veterans from 
Oregon’s Second Congressional District who, 
through the efforts of Honor Flight of Oregon, 
are visiting their memorials on the National 
Mall. When I meet these heroes, I am re-
minded of the enduring words of George S. 
Patton Jr., who said, ‘‘The highest obligation 
and privilege of citizenship is that of bearing 
arms for one’s country.’’ These words, Mr. 
Speaker, still ring true today. Those who value 
liberty are indebted to these heroes, for each 
one of them defended our freedom through 
acts of service, sacrifice, and bravery on be-
half of our country. It is my privilege to include 
in the Record their names. 

The Veterans on this Honor Flight from Or-
egon are: Joshua Alvarez, Army; Dennis An-
derson, Navy; Thomas Beckley, Army; Jerry 
Chattier Sr, Marine Corps; Fred Conn, Marine 
Corps; David Cunningham, Navy; William 
Duncan, Army; Richard Gehrke, Navy/Marine 
Corps; Edward Goodman, Navy; Roger 
Haynes, Air Force/Army; Robert Howerton, 
Navy; Michael Hoffman, Navy; David Johnson, 
Army; Earl Kilpatrick, Air Force; Jesse Red-
ding, Navy; Paul Lofland, Army; Robert Long, 
Marine Corps; Jesus Lopez, Air Force; Preton 
Manville II, Marine Corps; William Mathews, 
Army/Air Force; Lawrence Mixon Jr, Army; 
Charles Owen, Army; Robert Rammin, Army; 
Steven Rolston, Army; Loyd Thurman, Army; 
Jerry White, Army; and Otto J. Williman, Air 
Force. These heroes join over 260,000 Vet-
erans, who since 2005, have been honored 
through the nationwide Honor Flight Network 
of volunteers. I would also like to recognize 
the volunteers and guardians traveling on this 
trip: Janet Wilkerson, and the guardians who 
have also served our country: Kathrine Berg, 
Army; Jody Williman III, Marine Corps. 

Mr. Speaker, in his 1983 Memorial Day ad-
dress, Ronald Reagan said, ‘‘We are forever 
indebted to those who have given their lives 
that we might be free.’’ As a nation, we must 
never take for granted the liberties we enjoy 
today, recognizing that these freedoms have 
been hard-won by the honor, commitment, 
and sacrifice of our Veterans. Each Member in 
this chamber and citizen in these United 
States should be humbled by the courage of 
the brave Veterans who voluntarily underwent 
the dangers necessary to preserve our coun-
try. Colleagues, please join me in thanking 
these Veterans and the volunteers of Honor 
Flight of Oregon for their remarkable service 
and devotion to our great country. 

f 

RECOGNIZING JAMAR MACK 

HON. JEFFERSON VAN DREW 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, November 2, 2023 

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, today, I want 
to celebrate an act of exceptional sportsman-
ship witnessed at the Cape Atlantic Cross- 
Country Championships, highlighting the true 
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