July 10, 2024

who do not legally live here to influ-
ence our policy decisions through
elected government.

This legislation will ensure our elec-
tions stay fair, democratic, and reflec-
tive of the American people. I am hope-
ful that the Senate will see the value
and the intent of this.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues
for sharing their message, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

INTRODUCING ARTICLES OF IM-
PEACHMENT AGAINST ASSO-
CIATE JUSTICES THOMAS AND
ALITO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ) is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes as the designee
of the minority leader.

Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to introduce Articles of Im-
peachment against Associate Justices
of the Supreme Court Clarence Thomas
and Samuel Anthony Alito, Jr.

Against Justice Thomas, the resolu-
tion includes three total articles: one
count of failure to disclose financial in-
come, gifts and reimbursements, prop-
erty interests, liabilities, and trans-
actions, among other information, and
two counts of refusal to recuse from
matters concerning his spouse’s legal
and financial interests before the
Court.

The second resolution includes the
following Articles of Impeachment
against Justice Alito: one count of re-
fusal to recuse from cases in which he
had a personal bias or prejudice con-
cerning a party before the Court, and
one count of failure to disclose finan-
cial income, gifts and reimbursements,
property interests, among other infor-
mation.

Mr. Speaker, nomination and ap-
pointment to the Supreme Court is one
of the highest privileges and most con-
sequential responsibilities of our Na-
tion. Such an appointment is uniquely
insulated in its power. Confirmation to
the Court is a lifetime appointment
whereby Justices are entrusted with
decisions that powerfully shape the Na-
tion as well as the lives of every Amer-
ican.

For this reason and others, the Con-
stitution rightfully and explicitly
holds Justices to even higher standards
than Members of Congress or even the
President. Section 1 of Article III of
the Constitution commands Federal
Justices to ‘‘hold their offices during
good behavior,” in addition to its
clauses barring treason, bribery, and
other high crimes and misdemeanors.

Congress has exercised its power to
reinforce this higher standard of the
judiciary before. This body has im-
peached and removed eight Federal
judges for transgressions ranging from
evading income tax and perjury to in-
toxication on the bench and aban-
doning the office to join the Confed-
eracy.
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Perhaps most critical to the legit-
imacy of the institution, these judicial
standards require Justices to recuse
themselves in any proceeding where
their impartiality might reasonably be
questioned.

In other words, if a person could rea-
sonably believe that the legitimacy of
a Justice’s judgment could be, or be
perceived to be, compromised due to
their personal involvement in the case
or its parties, the standard is clear:
The Justice must recuse. They are re-
quired to recuse.

That stringent and sacred standard
exists for the good of the ruling, the ju-
diciary, and the country.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that everyday
Americans, independent of party or
ideology, can reasonably conclude that
Justices Thomas and Alito’s yearslong
pattern of misconduct and failure to
recuse in cases bearing their clear per-
sonal and financial involvement rep-
resents an abuse of power and threat to
our democracy fundamentally incom-
patible with continued service on our
Nation’s highest court.

For the good of the institution and
the Nation, absent resignation, they
must be removed. The proof is undeni-
able, and here I will lay it out.

Justice Clarence Thomas for decades
now has carried on a close, financially
entangled personal relationship with
real estate billionaire Harlan Crow. It
is of material importance to the Amer-
ican people to note that Justice Thom-
as’ relationship to the billionaire only
began after Thomas’ powerful appoint-
ment to our Nation’s highest court.

The cash, goods, and services Justice
Thomas received over the years include
large loan balance cancellations, tui-
tion payments for family, and vaca-
tions in private jets and yachts worth
up to half a million dollars alone. In
total, Justice Thomas appears to have
received $1.5 million worth in goods,
cash equivalents, and services from Mr.
Crow.

That is just what we know of. Truth-
fully, we won’t ever really know the
total sum of contributions Justice
Thomas received from Mr. Crow.

Justice Thomas not only accepted
these contributions while Mr. Crow had
business in front of the Court, but he
accepted them in secret, failing for
years and years to report them. Yet,
Thomas did report smaller gifts during
this time, demonstrating a clear under-
standing of his legal obligation to re-
port.

Would a reasonable American ques-
tion that receiving lavish gifts from
Mr. Crow might lead Justice Thomas
to have a bias toward his ‘“‘friend”” with
business before the Court? Without a
doubt, yes. But did Justice Thomas
recuse? No.

Now, take Justice Samuel Alito, who
has no shortage of billionaire associ-
ates of his own. After billionaire Paul
Singer gave Justice Alito a luxury fish-
ing trip via private jet, a contribution
that was also hidden from the public
and the Court, Justice Alito not only
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refused to recuse but changed his mind
regarding his gracious host’s case. Just
a short time after accepting the lavish
undisclosed trip from Mr. Singer, Alito
joined the Court in reversing its pre-
vious position and took up Mr. Singer’s
case. He did not recuse.

Justice Alito also refused to recuse
in the case itself, ultimately leading to
a ruling that netted Mr. Singer $2.4 bil-
lion.

That ruling did not just enrich Mr.
Singer. It also structurally tilted the
playing field further away from work-
ing people and toward the vulture
funds siphoning money away from the
communities that need them most.

Could a reasonable American ques-
tion whether or not Justice Alito could
have acted impartially in this case
given his personal relationship with
Mr. Singer?
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Absolutely.

In January 2021, after the former
President of the United States incited
an insurrection on the Capitol in this
Chamber to interfere with the results
of the U.S. election, Justice Samuel
Alito and his wife flew an upside-down
American flag, a symbol of solidarity
with their attack, outside their home.

Two years later, they publicly dis-
played outside their home yet another
incendiary symbol: a flag associated
with extreme rightwing Christian na-
tionalism.

Justice Alito maintains that his wife
Martha-Ann Alito is the only one re-
sponsible for the flags, but common
sense maintains that such a close and
incendiary revelation requires recusal
by the Justice from January 6-related
cases.

Despite the overwhelming appear-
ance of a conflict of interest, Justice
Alito refused to recuse himself from
cases surrounding the 2020 election and
questions of the former President’s
legal immunity in the attack.

Would a reasonable person question
that Justice Alito’s conduct exhibits
and demonstrates reasonable concern
for bias in these cases?

Absolutely and without question.

Finally, Justice Thomas, who is mar-
ried to Virginia Thomas, a financially
and personally involved operative in
the stop the steal movement and Cap-
itol attack, also joined opinions in
these cases, even as clear evidence
mounted that not only was his wife
fully committed to overthrowing the
results of a fair election, but she was
actively lobbying members of the
Trump administration attempting to
do just that.

The questions before the Court had
unquestionable implications for Thom-
as’ wife and consequently Thomas him-
self making his refusal to recuse one of
the most shocking examples of conflict
of interest in the Court’s history. Cru-
cially, it was both Justices Thomas
and Alito who cast critical votes in the
ruling.

It now follows that because of Alito’s
and Thomas’ refusals to recuse, every-
day Americans cannot, should not, and
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will not believe that these Justices,
and consequently the Court they serve,
are working to uphold the Constitution
and put the country ahead of their own
individual self-interest. Americans will
not believe that the Court interpreted
the law independent of profit for them-
selves and their newly termed friends.

Without action against these blatant
violations, reasonable Americans have
and will continue to lose faith in the
Court itself. Reasonable Americans
will and do believe that Justices Thom-
as and Alito are prone and subject to
corruption, that the institution failing
to punish them is broken, and that
consequently their impeachment is a
constitutional imperative and our con-
gressional duty.

The abuses of power committed by
Justice Thomas and Justice Alito are
precisely the types of corruption that
the Framers understood was an exis-
tential threat to our democracy. In-
stances like these, and with conduct
like that of Alito and Thomas, are pre-
cisely why the Framers gave us the
tool of impeachment. Corruption with-
out consequence infects all it touches.
That is why this body, Congress, has a
constitutional and moral obligation to
hold these Justices accountable, to
maintain the integrity of our courts,
and to uphold the standards of our ju-
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diciary for the integrity our institu-
tions.

Lastly, we cannot ignore the most
important, material consequences of
this Court’s unchecked corruption and
its resulting influence, the suffering of
the American people.

We cannot ignore and pretend that
this corruption is wholly unrelated to
the millions of pregnant Americans
now suffering and bleeding out in emer-
gency rooms under the Court’s
unleashing of extreme abortion bans
across the United States, which was a
key political priority of the undis-
closed benefactors and shadow organi-
zations surrounding Alito’s and Thom-
as’ misconduct.

Nor can we ignore the millions of
Americans who now are suffering
hours-long wait times in the hot sun,
often without water, just to cast a bal-
lot, also a direct result of this corrupt
Court’s gutting of the Voting Rights
Act, allowing the closing of polling
sites across the country.

Mr. Speaker, neither of these Jus-
tices nor their shadowy benefactors
have to answer to the parents of devel-
opmentally delayed children about
their decision to gut the power of the
EPA and the entire administrative
state with it, but they do have to an-
swer to us, the Congress, whom these
people have elected and entrusted to
protect them and to serve them and to
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defend the well-being of our democ-
racy.

Mr. Speaker, I am here today bpre-
senting these Articles of Impeachment
not because I am a Democrat and not
because I am blind to its odds in a Re-
publican-led Chamber. I present them
because it is the right thing to do.
While our Framers perhaps may not
have envisioned someone like me in
this seat, they absolutely did envision
the necessity and value of the impeach-
ment action which I seek to advance
today.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. MOSKOWITZ (at the request of Mr.
JEFFRIES) for today and the remainder
of the week.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 51 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, July 11, 2024, at 9 a.m.

EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S., dollars utilized for Official Foreign Travel during the section quar-
ter of 2024, pursuant to Public Law 95-384 are as follows:

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, AARON BONNAURE, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAY 19 AND MAY 20, 2024

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency? currency 2 currency? currency 2
Aaron B 5/19 5/20  Turks and Caicos 167.00 157.00

Committee total

157.00

157.00

LPer diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

AARON BONNAURE, June 25, 2024.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, WYNDEE PARKER, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAY 29 AND JUNE 2, 2024

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency? currency? currency? currency 2
Wyndee Parker 5/31 6/2 Singapore 1,963.87 oo 6,170.20 8,134.07
Committee total ... e 1,963.87 oo 6,170.20 8,134.07

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

WYNDEE PARKER, July 2, 2024.

(AMENDED) REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, DELEGATION TO THE PHILIPPINES, SINGAPORE, AND VIETNAM, EXPENDED BETWEEN MAY 25 AND JUNE 1,

2024
Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Brett Horton 5/25 5/28  Phi 905.38 8,063.60 8,968.98
Bart Reising . 5/25 5/28  Phi 905.38 8,063.60 8,968.98
Josh Grogis 5/25 5/28  Phi 905.38 8,063.60 8,968.98
Mark Roman . 5/25 5/28  Phi 905.38 8,063.60 8,968.98
Caroline Cash 5/25 5/28  Phi 8,063.60 8,968.98
Marcus Towns ... 5/25 5/28  Phi 8,063.60 8,968.98
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