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what kind of place is likely to be a place 
where we can use some creativity.’’ 

Enter a city on the other side of the coun-
try, one known for constant reinvention. 

‘‘It’s weird when you’re at Geneseo as the 
president, a little upstate New York liberal 
arts school and you wind up in a major city 
that’s just growing a major university. I tell 
you, that is a big move,’’ Harter says. ‘‘I’ve 
been here 25 years and people still ask me, 
‘How the heck did Carol Harter wind up in 
Las Vegas?’ ’’ 

Here’s how the heck she did: 
‘‘Las Vegas was growing like crazy and the 

institution was very young and was in com-
petition with Reno to get started. It just 
made it real attractive to me. It was just an 
aspirational kind of feeling that we could 
make something great out of UNLV. And I 
think it’s happened. It’s an attractive place 
for faculty and students, I think.’’ 

Not that her entrance into the campus 
community was easy. She had to get past re-
sistance all-too-common to anyone breaking 
through a glass ceiling. Such issues would 
follow her throughout her tenure, but Harter 
was determined to let her record prove them 
wrong. 

‘‘Several of the exact people who resisted 
terribly at the beginning became good 
friends and supporters, who end up saying, 
‘This person is pretty good.’ It helps a lot to 
strengthen the institution and the presi-
dency.’’ 

Of all her storied accomplishments, she 
cites several that stand out, including 
UNLV’s status as an RI research institution. 

‘‘At that time (when she was named presi-
dent), we were barely research two, I think 
we might have even been research three,’’ 
she says. ‘‘It is research one now, which is 
great, a great accomplishment.’’ 

Also on the pride list: The launching of 
professional schools for law, dentistry, and 
architecture, as well as laying the ground-
work for the eventual opening of the Kirk 
Kerkorian School of Medicine. 

‘‘It took three years before I could per-
suade the (NSHE) Board of Regents and the 
chancellor, that the law school was some-
thing we should do,’’ she says. 

It is still the only law school in the state. 
‘‘The architecture program was there as a 

small program. We made it into a major 
school with its own faculty and its own fa-
cilities. And, we launched 50 graduate pro-
grams in my years there as president.’’ 

Such a fruitful career couldn’t end with 
her presidency—and didn’t. After leaving the 
administration, Harter, along with English 
professor Richard Wiley, cofounded the 
Black Mountain Institute, headquartered at 
UNLV, to promote literacy around the globe. 

‘‘When I knew I was leaving the presi-
dency, I thought I could do it then. So did 
(Southern Nevada business titan) Glenn 
Schaeffer, who had been a real supporter of 
literary activity at UNLV,’’ Harter says. 
‘‘We felt there was no school in Nevada that 
really had a literary center that could be a 
shining light. He came to me and said, ‘I will 
invest in it, if you can get something started 
that we can work on.’ ’’ 

And that brought Carol Harter back to the 
young girl from Brooklyn who was first en-
tranced by Nancy Drew mysteries. The pas-
sion has not dimmed, even as she relaxes at 
her and her husband’s San Diego summer re-
treat, overlooking the sailboats gliding over 
Mission Bay. 

‘‘I’m in a book club,’’ she says. ‘‘It’s always 
a novel of one kind or another I read every 
day, and my husband does too, so we’re read-
ers together. I’m the same ol’ person.’’ 

Carol Harter makes Las Vegas—and Brook-
lyn—justifiably proud. 

ISSUES OF THE DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SELF). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 9, 2023, the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. JOHNSON) 
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the subject of my Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, this week House Republicans 
will pass a resolution condemning the 
actions of New Mexico Governor, 
Michelle Lujan Grisham, a former 
Member of this body. 

Late on a Friday night earlier this 
month, the Governor took action to 
suspend open carry and concealed fire-
arms in her State. Yeah, you heard 
that right. She claimed so-called emer-
gency powers to combat a public health 
crisis, she said, and on a whim, she at-
tempted to restrict the Second Amend-
ment rights of every law-abiding New 
Mexico resident, the citizens of her 
State, the citizens of this country. 

Her action, of course, was overtly un-
constitutional. It is functionally use-
less, and it will only divide Americans 
further. Someone with elementary- 
level knowledge of the Constitution 
would, of course, know this. Fortu-
nately, New Mexico residents and law 
enforcement openly defied her order, 
and it was panned by lawmakers across 
the country, even some of our Demo-
cratic colleagues in this body. 

Mr. Speaker, here is the interesting 
thing I wanted to note today: It is iron-
ic that Attorney General Merrick Gar-
land was here on the Hill and has been 
in the Judiciary Committee in an over-
sight hearing for the last several hours. 
He is America’s top law enforcement 
officer in charge, of course, of our top 
law enforcement agency, the Depart-
ment of Justice. One would think that 
this type of issue, this event in New 
Mexico, regardless of the politics, that 
that is something the DOJ might inter-
vene in, but they haven’t. 

Now, by principle, of course, we are 
conservatives, and we believe in less 
Federal Government intervention. The 
less the Federal Government is in-
volved in State affairs, the better over-
all. But this is not the case. In this sit-
uation, the issue here is the DOJ’s se-
lective application of justice and its 
clear targeting of red States for pass-
ing laws that its duly elected Rep-
resentatives voted for. 

Think about these few examples. 
In 2021, the DOJ sued the State of 

Georgia for passing election integrity 
reform. That suit failed, and Georgia 
had record voter turnout just a year 
later. 

Months later, the DOJ sued the State 
of Texas over laws—your State, Mr. 
Speaker—passed to protect unborn 
children. The Supreme Court refused to 
intervene, and statistics show that 
abortions in Texas have plummeted, 
thankfully, as a result. 

Earlier this year, the DOJ sued the 
State of Tennessee for a ban on child 
sex change procedures. The Sixth Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals rejected the suit, 
and now it is State law. 

The DOJ, Attorney General Garland 
in particular, has displayed a penchant 
for filing public lawsuits against red 
States for passing conservative policy 
through their democratically elected 
legislature. They do so with weak 
charges, based on unconstitutional ar-
guments on cases they know they can-
not win, but that is not the point. They 
have politicized the DOJ. 

Here is the big question. Given those 
examples and the trend of this Depart-
ment of Justice, why hasn’t Merrick 
Garland hosted a press conference or 
announced a Federal lawsuit into the 
State of New Mexico for arbitrarily 
suspending the constitutional rights of 
its citizens? 

I will tell you why. It is no secret. It 
is because New Mexico’s action serves 
the Biden administration’s stated po-
litical goals. 

The DOJ will sue red States for pass-
ing conservative policy, while turning 
a blind eye to Democrat Governors who 
unilaterally curtail constitutional 
rights. They will put grandmothers be-
hind bars for protesting abortion but 
refuse to prosecute violent offenders 
who actually attack the pro-life preg-
nancy centers. They will prosecute 
President Trump for allegedly mis-
handling classified documents, but 
they give President Biden a complete 
pass for even worse infractions. 

When we say the DOJ has been 
weaponized, this is exactly what we are 
talking about, and this is what the 
American people see. 

Mr. Speaker, today the House Judici-
ary Committee, as I mentioned, asked 
Attorney General Garland about these 
questions and many more. Right now, 
65 percent of the American people have 
no faith in the Department of Justice. 
It is because of his leadership. He has 
eroded the rule of law. He has de-
stroyed public trust in an essential 
American institution. 

I used my time this morning, I was 
the first questioner on our side in Judi-
ciary, and I asked the Attorney Gen-
eral about the DOJ’s Hunter Biden in-
vestigation. This is a big question on 
the minds of my constituents and most 
of ours around the country. 

I asked him plainly: 
Have you had personal contact with any-

one at FBI headquarters about the Hunter 
Biden investigation?’’ 

His answer was, I don’t recollect the an-
swer to that question. 

Really? 
Okay. Let me get this straight, I told him, 

the Attorney General of the United States 
cannot remember if he discussed an FBI in-
vestigation into the son of the sitting Presi-
dent of the United States? That is your testi-
mony under oath? 
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Yes, it is, he said. 

It is extraordinary. 
Mr. Speaker, frankly, we didn’t ex-

pect full transparency today from this 
Attorney General. He and his top DOJ 
lieutenants have shown us, they have 
demonstrated over and over that they 
hold no regard for the rule of law and 
really are just acting as political 
hatchet men protecting their boss, 
President Biden. 

The Attorney General was clearly 
unwilling or unable to provide the es-
sential answers that we needed today. 
We will continue to press for them. 
That is our job. That is our constitu-
tional duty on Judiciary to provide 
oversight over the DOJ. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a great lineup 
of Members here to speak this after-
noon on some very important topics to 
the country. 

I yield to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. VAN DREW). 

Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Congressman JOHNSON for his 
leadership. Mr. JOHNSON is focused. He 
is an individual who is bringing this 
whole body forward, and I look forward 
to working with him continually on 
these issues. 

There is a saying, we all know it, the 
truth shall set you free. The accusa-
tions made against the Bidens more 
than require an investigation. These 
accusations have painted a picture of 
corruption, bribery, and shameful be-
havior unbecoming of our executive 
branch. 

Let’s talk about them a little bit. 
Bank records obtained by the Over-

sight Committee reveal almost $20 mil-
lion in payments directed to Biden’s 
associates and family. 

These aren’t Republican talking 
points. These aren’t JEFF VAN DREW 
talking points. This is the reality of 
what we have already found. 

Over 150 transactions involving the 
Bidens have been flagged as ‘‘sus-
picious activity.’’ That is not only by 
the banks, but also the Treasury De-
partment. 

President Biden himself participated 
in phone calls with his son, Hunter—it 
is a fact—effectively acting as the mer-
chandise that was being sold by his 
son, Hunter, who was the salesman. 
They closed deals, and we want to 
know what they are about: calls that 
led to the funneling of millions of dol-
lars to Hunter and other Biden family 
members and Hunter’s associates. 

The list goes on and on and on. I am 
only touching the surface. This is more 
than enough to garner the extra powers 
granted from an impeachment inquiry. 
Our goal is to get to the truth. 

As I said in the beginning of this con-
versation, the truth shall set you free. 
If there is nothing for them to worry 
about, they should welcome an im-
peachment inquiry. They should wel-
come producing the records, and they 
should welcome producing the state-
ments. It is just the truth that we 
want. 

We have a mission, a duty, and a re-
sponsibility. Our duty is to restore the 

American people’s faith in our institu-
tions. Our mission is to reaffirm that 
no one person, no one group is ever 
above the law in the United States of 
America. 

This inquiry will move forward, with 
full transparency and steadfast resolve. 
If there is nothing here to hide, there is 
nothing here to worry about. If the al-
legations are confirmed, there will be, 
and needs to be justice. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank my friend. He is ex-
actly right. We had no choice but to 
proceed to the impeachment inquiry 
phase because that is where the evi-
dence has led us, as you noted. We have 
a responsibility. Article II, Section 4 of 
the Constitution says very clearly that 
a President shall be removed from of-
fice on impeachment for and convic-
tion of treason, bribery, high crimes 
and misdemeanors. We have credible 
allegations of a number of those infrac-
tions. Bribery is one of them. High 
crimes and misdemeanors are another. 
We have mounds of evidence now 
stacking up to support those allega-
tions, so we do not have a choice under 
the Constitution but to proceed accord-
ingly, and that is what we will do. We 
will do our constitutional duty. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield next to the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. OWENS), my 
good friend and Super Bowl champion. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 684, the resolu-
tion condemning Governor Michelle 
Lujan Grisham’s unconstitutional ac-
tions violating New Mexicans’ Second 
Amendment rights. 

The Second Amendment is not an op-
tional legal provision that bureaucrats 
can toss aside at their whim. It is a 
fundamental principle to ensure that 
every law-abiding citizen has the God- 
granted right to protect themselves, 
their families, their property, and their 
liberties. 

Growing up in the Deep South, I wit-
nessed how Black Codes and Jim Crow 
laws unjustly restricted minority com-
munities from owning firearms. In the 
mid-1950s, Martin Luther King, Jr., 
kept firearms for self-protection, but 
his application for a concealed weapons 
permit was denied because of racist 
gun control laws in his State. 

Gun control laws proposed by Demo-
crats and State legislatures, Congress, 
and the White House aggressively erode 
our basic constitutional rights. As it 
was in the civil rights era, the Black 
community has seen this movie before. 
As Democrats abridge our rights to 
self-protection, they legislate away the 
commonsense tools for Black Ameri-
cans to protect themselves. As they 
push ‘‘defund the police’’ and ‘‘soft on 
crime’’ policies, it is the urban Black 
community that suffers. We are now 
experiencing all-time highs in homi-
cide, robbery, car thefts, physical as-
saults, and destruction of Black-owned 
businesses. 

House Republicans will never waver 
in our commitment to defend the 
rights of all law-abiding citizens, re-

gardless of race, creed, color, or ZIP 
Code. We will continue to fight to safe-
guard Americans’ inalienable rights to 
life, liberty, and pursuit of happiness. 
It is an honor to lend my support to 
this House resolution. I pledge to con-
tinue to champion the Second Amend-
ment rights of all Americans. I thank 
Representative JOHNSON for bringing us 
together for this purpose. 

b 1500 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman. That 
was well said. 

If time permitted today, I am sure we 
would have every Republican in the 
Conference come to the floor and speak 
to the same issue because it is so out-
rageous that we have this trampling 
upon some of our most fundamental 
freedoms; the Second Amendment, of 
course, being among them. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman and former mayor from Texas 
(Ms. VAN DUYNE). 

Ms. VAN DUYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to discuss the Biden family busi-
ness of selling out America. 

Here is just a sliver of what we know: 
The Biden family and associates re-

ceived nearly $20 million in payments 
funneled through shell companies. 
They were paid by Russia, China, 
Kazakhstan, Ukraine, and Lord knows 
who else. 

Joe Biden lied about his family re-
ceiving over $1 million in payments 
from China through an associate. 

Hunter put Joe on the phone at least 
20 times in business meetings with for-
eign nationals. 

Hunter Biden’s business associates 
visited the White House at least 80 
times while Joe Biden was Vice Presi-
dent. 

There were more than 150 bank trans-
actions involving the Biden family that 
U.S. banks flagged as suspicious. 

Not only was Joe Biden involved with 
Hunter’s clients and flying Hunter 
around the world on Air Force Two to 
generate more business, but it is also 
apparent that Joe was using his office 
as Vice President to manipulate U.S. 
policy. We see that with Ukraine, 
Burisma, in the firing of the pros-
ecutor. 

Unraveling the mountain of Biden’s 
lies, his shell companies, and Joe’s ac-
tions as Vice President is part of what 
we will be investigating in these hear-
ings, in the impeachment inquiry. 

If you are going to sell out America, 
this is what it looks like. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank my friend; that was 
well said. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. LAMALFA). 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague from Louisiana (Mr. 
JOHNSON), for yielding. 

So here we are, after nearly 9 months 
of investigations into the Biden fam-
ily’s influence-peddling schemes, this 
body has uncovered mounting credible 
evidence of corruption, evidence that 
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has come to light through numerous 
committee meetings, whistleblower 
testimony and interviews, document 
discovery, and rigorous Congressional 
oversight. 

Despite the false claims of leftwing 
media outlets such as CNN and 
MSNBC, there is, in fact, evidence of 
peddling and corruption. Under the IRS 
whistleblower testimony, two IRS 
agents testified under oath that Joe 
Biden was present at at least one meet-
ing with Hunter Biden’s foreign clients. 

Agent Joseph Zeigler, formerly 
known as ‘‘Whistleblower X,’’ testified 
that he was handcuffed and hamstrung 
throughout the IRS’s 5-year investiga-
tion of Hunter Biden and was ulti-
mately stopped from moving forward in 
the manner that he believed to be ap-
propriate for the offenses committed. 

Over $17 million were sent to Hunter 
Biden from companies operating in au-
thoritarian, oppressive nations. 

The Internal Revenue Service whis-
tleblowers also alleged that the DOJ 
would not let them pursue Joe Biden or 
any connections that would lead to 
him. They allege a campaign of delay, 
divulge, deny surrounded their requests 
to pursue leads that led to Joe Biden. 

This allegation has been confirmed 
by a former FBI SSA. The Special 
Counsel was appointed to obstruct Con-
gressional investigations and inquiries 
behind the curtain of an ongoing inves-
tigation. 

The testimony of these IRS whistle-
blowers have been corroborated by the 
testimony of the FBI SSA and two ad-
ditional colleagues that claimed that 
they were fired from the investigation 
by order of Attorney Weiss. 

Devon Archer’s testimony to the 
Oversight Committee is that Joe Biden 
is a brand. Archer alleges members of 
the Biden family used Joe Biden’s posi-
tion as Vice President to sell power 
and access to interested parties. VP 
Biden would protect oligarchs from 
competent legal probes and investiga-
tions into foreign countries, such as 
Ukraine. 

Hunter or another family member 
would be paid money, and then Joe 
would meet with the interested party 
in Washington, D.C. 

A quick summary: An oligarch pays 
money to Hunter Biden’s company or 
associate, which then is paid to Hun-
ter, and a portion of that goes to the 
big guy, his father. 

The Shokin investigation: In 2015, 
Hunter was pressured by Burisma to 
call D.C. to get help in removing a 
Ukrainian prosecutor, Viktor Shokin. 

Shokin was indeed later fired, and 
video evidence has surfaced of Joe 
Biden bragging about getting him fired 
in order for foreign aid dollars to flow 
to the Government of Ukraine, right on 
tape. 

Joe Biden’s family received $17 mil-
lion from contacts from foreign na-
tions, according to IRS documents. 

What was being done in exchange for 
this money? The National Archives 
have confirmed that Joe Biden used 

pseudonyms when communicating with 
Hunter and his business associates 
from official government emails, in-
cluding the Office of the Vice Presi-
dent. 

So you have DOJ misconduct, con-
firmed by the FBI SSA and leadership, 
that DOJ—specifically, Merrick Gar-
land—prevented investigators from 
doing their jobs as best as he could. 

The FBI D.C. office tipped off the Se-
cret Service of an interview with Hun-
ter Biden that was being planned. The 
FBI headquarters also tipped them off 
of a planned search of Hunter’s resi-
dence which gave time and forewarning 
for any incriminating evidence to be 
removed. 

No ordinary American would ever ex-
pect to receive such preferential treat-
ment if they were accused of the 
crimes that Hunter and Joe have been. 
What they can normally expect is a 4 
a.m. knock on the door with a bat-
tering ram for even lesser crimes. 

Investigators are not allowed to ask 
about the big guy. The bank records 
show over 170 Suspicious Activity Re-
ports filed by banks on the Biden fam-
ily financial transactions. This means 
banks believe that over 170 separate fi-
nancial transactions in Biden’s family 
bank accounts were linked to bribery, 
money laundering, or other serious fi-
nancial crimes. 

An FBI informant documented con-
versations that indicated to them that 
Joe pressured foreign companies to 
send millions to the family business. 
The claims from Democrats and their 
media allies that the impeachment in-
quiry was opened without evidence are 
not only false but also illogical. 

Inquiries exist for the purpose of un-
covering evidence. An impeachment in-
quiry is an investigation into whether 
an impeachable offense has been com-
mitted. It is not the whole scope of im-
peachment. It gives the ability to do 
further investigation. 

Where there is smoke, you will prob-
ably find fire. 

There is evidence from whistle-
blowers and former associates that Joe 
Biden was intimately involved in Hunt-
er’s corrupt business dealings. 

This is an impeachable offense. The 
allegations that since this conduct al-
legedly only happened when Joe was 
VP and not while President thus means 
that an impeachment is not possible, 
that is false. 

Impeachable conduct includes high 
crimes, bribery, or other misdemeanors 
that occurred while the accused was in 
a previous Federal office. 

Joe Biden has lied about his connec-
tion to his son’s corrupt business deal-
ings for years. 

Now, we are not supposed to take im-
peachment lightly around here. Indeed, 
it has been abused the last few years a 
couple of times, but House Republicans 
are going to go through a process, due 
process, and find real evidence. 

The conclusion is that despite the 
disparate claims of the partisan media 
and their Democrat allies, there is in-

deed mounting evidence that President 
Joe Biden was involved in his family’s 
influence-selling scheme and inti-
mately involved in Hunter Biden’s cor-
ruption. 

An impeachment inquiry will help 
House Republicans get to the bottom of 
this, and I hope Democrats will be in-
terested as well, and then determine 
whether or not there is proof of these 
crimes. If there indeed is, then Presi-
dent Biden has committed impeachable 
offenses. 

Again, impeachment is not to be 
taken lightly, not to be just thrown 
around for political purpose but uti-
lized. This impeachment inquiry is a 
very important ability for Congress to 
answer the questions that many, many 
American people are asking about the 
obvious corruption that is coming for-
ward, thanks to whistleblowers, and 
others, that are bringing this evidence 
to the front. 

With that, let’s proceed, and let’s do 
this properly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, very well said by the gen-
tleman. 

Look, let’s hasten to say we take no 
pleasure in this. There are a lot of big 
challenges that the country needs to 
fix. We don’t want to spend time and 
resources investigating the President, 
impeaching a President. 

Next to declaring war, this is the 
heaviest power that we have in the 
House of Representatives, but Article I 
of the Constitution does give us the 
‘‘sole power of impeachment’’ here. 

We have no choice in the matter. 
Given the evidence, given the allega-
tions, we have to pursue it, and we will. 
We are often asked: Why is the House 
majority, why are the House Repub-
licans spending so much time inves-
tigating? If we had not done these in-
vestigations, we wouldn’t have all of 
this evidence. 

Why? 
It goes back to the theme of what I 

was saying earlier: The Department of 
Justice is simply not doing its job. 
Under normal circumstances, the DOJ 
would be investigating all these allega-
tions of corruption but they simply 
looked the other way. 

As I noted earlier, Attorney General 
Garland, who is just now leaving the 
Committee on the Judiciary, he has 
been here all day, has abused the De-
partment to pursue political agendas. 
He has sued conservative States over 
their local policies. He has raided the 
home of President Biden’s main polit-
ical opponent. The Department is ob-
structing at the same time the Hunter 
Biden investigation and impeding the 
House’s impeachment inquiry into 
President Biden. 

What are we to do? 
I was home on the August district 

work period. I was doing townhalls in 
my district in Louisiana, and I will tell 
you that at every venue, the number 
one question everybody has is: When 
will there be accountability? 

I mentioned earlier that 65 percent of 
Americans now have no faith. They 
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don’t trust the Department of Justice. 
We are losing faith in our institutions 
because the people do not see account-
ability. They don’t see a fair system of 
justice. They see a two-tiered system 
of justice. 

It is frightening. You cannot main-
tain a Constitutional republic if the 
people do not trust the system of jus-
tice. They don’t believe it is fair. They 
don’t believe that they are going to get 
a fair shake, that every American, re-
gardless of who they are, is going to 
have equal justice under law. That is 
the threat right now. There is nothing 
more serious than that. 

Mr. Speaker, we will pursue the 
truth, and we will follow it wherever it 
leads and try to return that account-
ability to the people. 

Mr. Speaker, I end the Special Order 
hour here, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

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

f 

SOLIDARITY WITH UAW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the gentlewoman from 
Washington (Ms. JAYAPAL) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of 
the minority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and 
submit extraneous material in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Speaker, we have 

seen workers standing up to corporate 
greed and fighting for better rights on 
the job, good benefits, and fair wages. 

Today, our Congressional Progressive 
Caucus Special Order hour is devoted 
to this topic and to our solidarity with 
striking workers at UAW plants across 
the country. 

This week, the United Auto Workers 
authorized a strike. As a long-term or-
ganizer myself, and as the chair of our 
103-member strong Congressional Pro-
gressive Caucus, a caucus that has been 
at the center of championing labor 
issues, I am proud to stand in soli-
darity with the nearly 150,000 United 
Auto Workers across the country. 

Let me start today by thanking all 
the workers who have had the courage 
to organize, the courage to use their 
collective power to stand up for better 
pay, cost-of-living adjustments, in-
creased job security, and many other 
critical benefits that they deserve to 
live with dignity. 

Unionization is fundamentally about 
workplace democracy, about the en-
gagement and the priorities of workers; 
your benefits, your hours, your pay, 
your priorities. Nobody tells you what 

those are except the workers them-
selves. 

UAW workers are showing us what it 
means to have collective power to 
stand together and to demand better. 

Over the last decade, CEOs at the Big 
Three automakers have seen their sala-
ries skyrocket by 40 percent, and these 
companies have made close to $250 bil-
lion in profits over the last decade. 

Let me just say that again: A quarter 
of a trillion dollars in profit for these 
three automakers, while workers in the 
auto manufacturing industry have ac-
tually seen their wages drop by more 
than 20 percent when adjusted for infla-
tion. 

Just listen to these numbers. 
At Ford, the CEO makes 281 times 

that wage of the median worker. 
At General Motors, the ratio is 362 to 

1, and at Stellantis, which makes 
Chrysler, Jeep, and Ram, the ratio is 
365 to 1. 

Do these CEOs work hundreds of 
times harder than their lowest paid 
workers? 

The answer is, there is nothing at 
these companies without the workers. 
There would be no profits without 
these workers. Why is it that they can-
not share in the profits in an equitable 
way? 

It is workers who have built the suc-
cesses of these companies and led them 
to these record profits. Yet, these same 
workers have reported being forced to 
work 12-hour shifts for 90 days straight 
without a single day off. That is just 
unconscionable. 

It is unacceptable for these CEOs to 
be raking in multimillion-dollar sala-
ries while their workers are forced to 
strike for the pay raises and the bene-
fits they should be entitled to. 
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UAW has been clear about their de-
mands for months. We are in this situa-
tion because the Big Three auto-
makers, their CEOs, have refused to 
even come to the table in meeting 
workers’ demands halfway. These com-
panies need to come to the bargaining 
table in good faith. They cannot expect 
workers to continue working unreason-
able hours without job security to 
make cars that they cannot even buy. 

In spite of the failure of the Big 
Three to grant workers’ demands, the 
unionization movement is not slowing 
down. When their contract expired on 
Thursday, September 14, UAW presi-
dent Shawn Fain announced initial 
strikes at three plants that include 
nearly 13,000 workers. Still awaiting a 
fair contract, a new strike deadline of 
this Friday, September 22, at noon has 
been announced if Ford, General Mo-
tors, or Stellantis haven’t made 
progress toward a new agreement. 

Many of these CEOs frame UAW’s de-
mands as unreasonable, but let me be 
clear about something. Labor costs 
make up only about 5 percent of the 
costs that goes into a vehicle. These 
companies could raise worker wages to 
the levels they are asking without rais-

ing costs to consumers and still rake in 
billions in profits. 

Let’s not forget who stepped up and 
sacrificed during the recession. These 
companies actually got billions of dol-
lars in taxpayer bailouts, and auto-
workers were the ones who took life- 
changing cuts to benefits and wages 
just to keep the industry alive because 
they cared about that industry. 

For the Big Three, this is a huge op-
portunity to lead and to repay the 
American taxpayers and the auto-
workers who made the sacrifices to 
keep those companies afloat. 

These big corporations should be 
standing with instead of against the 
very workers who built their compa-
nies from the bottom up, and any man-
agement that says otherwise does not 
understand what workplace democracy 
means. 

It is clear that President Biden un-
derstands what is at stake. He just re-
cently said—and it is quite unprece-
dented for a President to say this—the 
Big Three ‘‘should go further to ensure 
record corporate profits mean record 
contracts for the UAW.’’ 

We agree. House Democrats in the 
Congressional Progressive Caucus un-
derstand this, too. That is why we in 
the House have passed the PRO Act 
multiple times, despite it dying in the 
Senate because of a Jim Crow legacy 
filibuster. 

That is why we are bringing manu-
facturing union jobs to America in 
every corner of this country. Unions 
keep our economy strong. They protect 
our workers. The power to come to-
gether and organize is so important, 
and it is a right that I will always de-
fend in Congress. 

As workers at UAW and other unions 
across the country push for fair pay 
and better benefits, we at the Congres-
sional Progressive Caucus, we in the 
Democratic Caucus, will be standing 
with them in solidarity today, tomor-
row, and forever. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. MENG), 
who has been a champion for labor 
issues and of justice in general. 

Ms. MENG. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to stand in solidarity and speak in sup-
port of our autoworkers who are cur-
rently on strike. 

Working men and women are the 
backbone of this Nation, and their de-
sire for job security, for fair wages, and 
to simply be treated fairly is some-
thing that every working individual de-
serves. 

During the 2008 great financial crisis, 
these workers sacrificed pay and bene-
fits during a time of desperation to 
help keep their companies afloat. Now, 
long after these corporations have 
bounced back, they are making record 
profits that they refuse to share with 
their own workers. That is unaccept-
able and wrong. 

These workers have ensured that key 
industries that make our country run 
stay functioning. In return for the bil-
lions that they have generated, all 
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