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how to speak English. Most of them
who come here are not Christian. If the
people are right that America is a hor-
rible, racist country, that they dis-
criminate against people, these people
would not be able to rise to the level
they have.

If you look at the other wealthiest
Americans, almost none of them are
White and of European descent: Chi-
nese Americans, Filipino Americans,
Japanese Americans, Cuban Ameri-
cans, second-generation African Ameri-
cans all outperform native persons.

Nevertheless, this evil group of DEI
people who administer these programs
use their positions to try to create re-
sentment in America. It should be a
goal to cause Herbert Marcuse’s succes-
sors to fail. We have got to do all we
can to get rid of these DEI specialists
who encourage hate, encourage racism,
encourage resentment, spread a myth
that we have a big white supremacist
problem.

There is no way, when we get down
with the next level of appropriation
bills that this government—which is
broke out of its mind—ought to still
have any bureaucrats who make this
pitch throughout America.

Of course, during the campaign, you
will notice—some Republicans fall
guilty of this as well—there are cam-
paign promises aimed at individual
ethnic groups rather than treating all
Americans as one. This is not some-
thing we had to do 20 or 30 years ago.
It is obvious that Herbert Marcuse
Communists or radical socialists have
achieved his goal in that at least one
political party plans to maintain power
by putting programs out there that
benefit one ethnic group over another
ethnic group or promises financial ben-
efits if you belong to one group over
another group.

Fortunately, so far, they haven’t had
a huge amount of success, but if you
talk around, they have made some
progress in persuading some people
that we have a huge problem in soci-
ety.

In any event, certainly an immediate
goal for this institution is to get rid of
anybody preaching that DEI nonsense,
certainly anybody whose position in
our government is to encourage their
horrible philosophy.

In any event, there are some com-
ments on what is going on in America.
Just to summarize again, I think we
have to provide a little bit more oomph
behind our First Amendment so that
people like Hillary Clinton or John
Kerry or Joseph Biden are pushed to
the dustbin of history if they decide to
attack it or feel that is part of our
problem.

I think we have to be very careful to
not discourage the formation of two-
parent families like we have in the last
60 years.

I think we have to get rid of the bu-
reaucracy, which is growing up, which
tries to divide America by ethnic back-
ground, is something else that I think
has to be done.
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We have to educate our young people
that we do not have a democracy.
James Madison and our forefathers
would be shocked and stunned and dis-
appointed if this land, which they had
founded, had twisted itself all around,
abandoned our respect for our Con-
stitution, the Republic, and instead
was teaching our young ones that we
had a democracy, including some of the
people with the greatest positions up
here.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

————
RIGHTS FOR ALL PEOPLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GREEN) for
30 minutes.

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, and still I rise. I rise proud to be a
Member of this august body, always
honored to have the preeminent privi-
lege of standing here or in the well and
making statements, hopefully, that
can have an impact on society in a
very positive way.

I rise today, Madam Speaker, because
I am concerned about the rights of oth-
ers. I stand for the rights of others not-
withstanding who I am. I am not Asian,
but I stand for the rights of Asians. I
am not Palestinian, but I will stand up
for Palestinians. I am not a Muslim,
nor am I a person who is from some
country that I may not be aware of. I
will still stand up for their rights.

I believe that the rights of persons
who are Jewish have to be focused on.
We have to stand up for them, espe-
cially given what is happening with
anti-Semitism today.

I am not a member of the LGBTQ+
community, but I stand up for their
rights. Today, I am going to take a
stand for those persons who are among
the trans community, the transgender
community.

I am not a member of the LGBTQ+
community, as I have indicated, but I
still stand up for the rights of people,
doesn’t matter what community you
are in. If you are being wronged, some-
one should stand up to make that
wrong right.

Today, I want to talk about the bath-
room issue, but before going there, let
me just share this: I am a son of the
segregated South. I know what invid-
ious discrimination looks like, what it
smells like, what it sounds like, what
it hurts like. I know because I suffered
invidious discrimination.

In the segregated South, I was not al-
lowed to go into certain places because
of the complexion of my skin. In the
segregated South, even if I went into
certain places, there were areas that I
could not go into because of the color
of my skin.

In the segregated South, there were
signs on the doors of the necessary fa-
cilities, the toilets, that would indicate
that they were for Whites or they were
for colored. I understood, because my
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parents made it very clear to me, that
you should never go into the area for
Whites because people would harm me.
It was their belief that I would be
harmed, in fact, that I might even lose
my life for simply going into the wrong
toilet.

So I learned early in life what invid-
ious discrimination was like. I had no
differences with the people who were
going into the Whites-only facility. I
didn’t dislike them. I didn’t say bad
things about them. I didn’t try to hurt
them in any way, but they chose to
keep me out of a certain facility be-
cause of who I was, the color of my
skin.

Now, this is an interesting phe-
nomenon: But for the color of my skin,
we had the same characteristics. We
had the same number of arms and legs
and eyes, same characteristics gen-
erally speaking.

Our physicality was quite similar,
but the color of my skin was something
that would not allow me to go into a
Whites-only necessary facility, a
Whites-only toilet.

That color of my skin made all the
difference in the world. When I was
within the facility, I used it the same
way they would. There was no dif-
ference in the way I approached the use
of it as it relates to the facility. We did
it the same way. We went in the same
door. We would come out the same
door. While there, we would use the fa-
cilities in the same way. Nothing dif-
ferent other than the color of my skin
that kept me out of a Whites-only rest-
room.

This is a remarkable circumstance. If
you haven’t lived it, you don’t have the
same understanding of how it impacts
a person to know that you are now
somehow a second-class citizen given
that you cannot go into the first-class
restroom.

By the way, it was a first-class facil-
ity because it was always clean. I
know. I worked in a restaurant where
my job was to clean facilities. It was
always clean. It always had the fine
fixtures. It always had the most room
for persons to negotiate their way
through the facility.

The other restroom for the coloreds
was usually one that might have a bro-
ken fixture that wouldn’t be repaired.
It had floors that were not always the
same in terms of how they were struc-
tured and how they were covered with
various types of flooring. They were
just different.
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That was intentional. There was no
desire to improve and have both of
them the same. It was separate but
equal then, but separate but equal sim-
ply meant there is a place for you and
there was a place for Whites.

I mention this, Madam Speaker, be-
cause of this circumstance and the way
I had been treated in life. Having cele-
brated my 256th birthday for the third
time and now 2 years into my fourth
26th, I cannot in good conscience sup-
port the segregation of people based
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upon gender. I cannot support it be-
cause I believe that people who are
transgender have a right to go to the
facility that they have now trans-
formed themselves into by virtue of the
transformation process that assigns
them their gender. I just believe that I
cannot in good conscience decide that I
am going to force them to go to now a
facility that does not align with the
transformed gender that they now
have.

I believe that the science is correct. I
believe that persons who have this
transformation have every right to go
into a facility that now aligns with
their transformed gender.

This is something that I absolutely
believe. Because I believe it, it is going
to be very difficult for me—in fact, it
would be impossible, in my opinion—
for me to support a rule or a mandate
that would require persons who are of
the trans community to go into a facil-
ity simply because it is the gender at
birth that determines the place that
you would now use as your necessary
facility.

Your gender at birth is a wonderful
thing. I accept my gender at birth. I
am heterosexual. I live that life. How-
ever, there are some people who are
born with a physicality that does not
match their mentality, and science has
demonstrated that they can be trans-
formed such that their mental belief
and definition of themselves can con-
form to their physical by virtue of hav-
ing a transformation operation.

I am all for having people have nec-
essary facilities. I support it. However,
I support the notion that we would
treat the trans community with the
dignity and respect that they deserve
simply because they are human beings
just like the rest of us. We should not
make them second-class citizens. We
ought not decide that they can’t go
into certain facilities that are aligned
with the gender that they now have
simply because of their birth gender.
The birth gender is not necessarily
controlling if you within are of a dif-
ferent gender. It just cannot control,
and I cannot impose this upon people.

Having gone now to segregated facili-
ties myself, I see this as a step back-
ward. I see this as taking us back to a
time when we could segregate people. I
don’t support any form of segregation.

I understand that there are efforts
afoot to resegregate society. Vouchers
are a step in that direction. Vouchers
can lead to the resegregation of soci-
ety. It was Milton Friedman, Nobel
laureate, who proposed Kkeeping seg-
regation, maintaining segregation
after Brown v. Board of Education in
1954.

Proposed vouchers for the school sys-
tems to privatize the school systems,
to make sure that people attended the
school that they chose to based upon
race, based upon color. This was pro-
posed by Milton Friedman, the Nobel
laureate.

From the moment he proposed it to
this moment, there have been efforts to
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voucherize and privatize the public
school system. We see it happening in
Louisiana. It is happening in Texas.
Our Governor went out of his way to
defeat persons at the polls who would
not support vouchers. Now, he is pre-
pared to pass a bill in the Texas House
of Representatives and the Texas Sen-
ate, that he will sign, that will allow
schools to have private dollars, per-
sonal dollars, to go to private schools—
personal dollars going to private
schools is fine—but to take public
funds from public schools and take
these public dollars and put them into
private schools.

If you want to pay for a private
school, I support that. However, if you
want your child to go to public schools,
I also support having a public school
available. If we privatize the school
systems and if we find ourselves with
Blacks going to certain schools, Whites
going to other schools, Latinos perhaps
in other schools, Asians in other
schools, we will find ourselves revis-
iting a time that I lived through in the
segregated South, a time when I was
relegated to certain schools because of
my color.

It won’t be said to be because of
color, but it can take place because of
color and because of finance. Black
people, generally speaking, are not as
well financed as White people and as a
result will not be able to afford to send
their children to the same schools that
Whites can send theirs. Some will say
that is just going to be class. It is class
that ends up being race-oriented be-
cause if you can’t go in because of your
money and you happen to be of a cer-
tain color, that is going to lead to the
resegregation of society.

I refuse to stand by and allow this re-
segregation to take place without voic-
ing my concerns. I want people to un-
derstand that I see these vouchers and
I see these bathroom movements as
nothing more than steps toward the re-
segregation of society.

I contend this: There are very few
laws that prevent us from having a seg-
regated society. There are many that
we can name but very few. At the very
heart of these few would be Brown v.
Board of Education.

Brown v. Board of Education out-
lawed discrimination in public schools.
It was a form of racism that we lived
through that was called segregation,
but it was racism. That racism caused
segregation, forced me to go to one
school where there were only people of
my color and forced Whites to go to
schools where there were only people
who were of the White complexion. I
don’t like the term. I am using the
term to communicate. They were
forced to use these public schools, and
I was forced to public schools where
they were segregated.

If we allow Brown to be eroded by
virtue of using vouchers, we are taking
a step back to a time prior to 1954 when
the Brown decision was rendered. If we
go back beyond 1954, we will find our-
selves slowly chipping away at other
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aspects of society such that I may
again find myself having to go to a
back door or I may find myself having
to go to a colored-only restroom or I
may find myself having to go to the
balcony of the movie or the back of the
bus. These are the things that I lived
through, and I never believed—now
that I have seen the change that has
taken place in our country, I do not be-
lieve that we can conclude that we
can’t go back.

If you believe that we can’t go back,
ask women who believe that they
should have the right to have choice in
their lives as it relates to abortion.
Ask them about what happened to the
law that was but 50 years of age. Fifty
years had passed, and we find ourselves
with the Supreme Court overturning
the law that gave women the constitu-
tional right to have an abortion. Now
this law has been challenged at the Su-
preme Court level, passed back down to
the States to do with as they choose,
and many States choose to literally do
all they can to ban abortion in the
United States of America.

Don’t assume that what you have
today you will have tomorrow. If you
don’t fight for it today, you can lose it
tomorrow. If you don’t fight for the
rights of others, you could lose your
rights. The rights of others are the
rights that protect us. All of us are
protected because we protect the rights
of others and others protect our rights.
If we don’t protect each other, we can
lose precious rights that we have.

This is a society that desires to have
people sometimes subservient, as has
been indicated by virtue of the fact
that many people were enslaved. This
subserviency is something that still ex-
ists in the hearts of many in this soci-
ety, this desire to have people suc-
cumb. The need for some to have su-
premacy is something that we have to
be alert for, and we have got to fight
against.

I am going to stand up against it,
which means I have to stand against
any mandate that would require a
trans person to go to a facility that is
aligned with their birth gender as op-
posed to the gender that they currently
have by virtue of having gone through
the transformation.

I stand with them. I stand for the
rights of all people to not suffer invid-
ious discrimination. If you are going to
stand for all people, you have got to
stand with the trans community. This
is my opinion.

Let others do what they may. I have
taken my position. I don’t know when
there will be a vote on it or if ever
there will be a vote. The judicious
thing, they tell me, is if there is some-
thing that you may never have to vote
on, never comment on it. However,
there are some things that are so pre-
cious, some things that are so near and
dear to the heart that you have to
comment on them when you see a mis-
take about to be made.

I believe it would be a mistake for
this House to conclude that trans peo-
ple cannot go to the necessary facility
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that aligns with their current sex,
their current transformed sex. I believe
it would be a mistake for the House to
do this. I trust that it will be reconsid-
ered and that it won’t happen. The
Senate has not done it. I pray that
they will not, and I pray that the
House will not.

Again, I stand for the rights of oth-
ers. People not born into their lives—in
the sense that I am not an Asian, I am
not Latino, I am not Muslim, I am not
Jewish, but I stand for the rights of all
of these people. I also stand for the
rights of Palestinians. I never want to
leave them out, because Palestinian
rights are being trampled upon every
day now.

For me, standing up for the rights of
others is a way of protecting my very
own rights. I am here to do that. I am
here to let the world know that trans
people have the same rights to a facil-
ity as anybody else when it aligns with
the gender that they currently have.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

———

COMMERCIAL SPACE
TRANSPORTATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from California (Mr. KILEY)
for 30 minutes.

Mr. KILEY. Madam Speaker, today, 1
am announcing new legislation that is
of great importance to the future of
space exploration.

My bill will elevate the Office of
Commercial Space Transportation as
an independent entity within the De-
partment of Transportation. It will re-
move it from the jurisdiction and the
auspices of the FAA, the Federal Avia-
tion Administration.

This is actually the way the office
was originally set up when it was cre-
ated in 1984, but in the mid-nineties, it
was folded into the FAA. That was
never a good fit. It was never really
what the FAA was designed to do, and
the commercial space industry is a dra-
matically different enterprise today
than it was in the mid-nineties, than it
even was just a few years ago.

This is a commonsense reform that,
in fact, has been endorsed by the FAA’s
own Commercial Space Transportation
Advisory Committee, which unani-
mously recommended removing the Of-
fice of Commercial Space Transpor-
tation from the FAA and making it its
own independent entity that reports di-
rectly to the Secretary of the Depart-
ment of Transportation.

This will remove a layer of bureauc-
racy that has proven to be very prob-
lematic when it comes to innovation in
space. It was underscored very dra-
matically just last month when the
world witnessed the extraordinary
scene captured in this photograph,
when the Ilaunch of flight 5 for
SpaceX’s Starship, which is the most
powerful rocket ever built, resulted in
the booster being returned to the
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launch site and being caught in this
tower without the use of landing legs
or anything like that, using the
Mechazilla chopstick arms.
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This booster, by the way, has 33 of
what are called Raptor engines. Each
one of those 33 engines has twice as
much thrust as the engines of a Boeing
747. It is truly an awe-inspiring amount
of force, and the scale and power of this
space vehicle is truly unprecedented.
The feat that was accomplished in
flight 5 was something that folks didn’t
even think was possible.

By the way, I had the chance to go to
flight 6 earlier this week, which was
another very successful test for SpaceX
and truly something that was remark-
able to witness in person.

However, this amazing scene almost
didn’t happen, or at least wouldn’t
have happened when it did, because the
FAA had tried to hold back the launch.
The FAA had come out and said that it
was going to depart from the pre-
viously announced timeline and was
going to delay the launch by months
for no good reason at all.

I cross-examined the FAA Adminis-
trator about this myself, and he could
provide no good reason, certainly no
public safety reason, for delaying the
launch. He, in fact, came up with bogus
reasons that were quickly debunked as
false.

Thankfully, the FAA did finally
come around and allowed the launch to
move forward, but if those initial
delays had been allowed to stick, then
both flight 5 and flight 6 wouldn’t have
happened by now.

This all just goes to underscore that
the FAA really should not be involved
in these matters.

With my legislation, we will get
them out of the picture. The Office of
Commercial Space Transportation
would be housed as an independent en-
tity within the Department of Trans-
portation.

The fact is it should not be more dif-
ficult to get the paperwork approved
for a launch than it is to actually build
and launch the rocket.

This is worth putting in perspective
because, in spite of the fact that we
have had a redundant and, at times,
hostile regulatory regime, we have
seen incredible progress in the com-
mercial space industry, in particular
by SpaceX, which has given the United
States a position of dominance when it
comes to space.

In fact, SpaceX, this one company,
accounts for well over 90 percent of the
mass that is launched into orbit
around the world. In fact, just in the
last 48 hours, SpaceX has had four dif-
ferent launches from not just Texas,
where Starship was launched, but from
Florida and California as well. That is
unprecedented, four launches in 48
hours. As a point of comparison, the
entire continent of Europe has had
fewer launches this entire year.

It is truly extraordinary what is
being accomplished in spite of regula-
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tions and bureaucracies that are at-
tempting to hold us back.

Just imagine, Madam Speaker, what
we could accomplish if we actually had
our laws and regulations and agencies
be on the side of innovation. Just
imagine what might be possible.

The dominance that the United
States currently has in space is a tre-
mendous national asset, and it is of
vital importance in a number of ways
when it comes to national security, of
course, as well as when it comes to
connectivity, bringing the internet to
all corners of the globe. I have con-
stituents in Death Valley, which I rep-
resent, who use SpaceX’s Starlink sys-
tem. It has also been used by our fire
agencies when connectivity is dis-
rupted with wildfires.

They have managed to accomplish all
of this in spite of adverse regulations.
If we manage to change that paradigm,
if we manage to actually have regula-
tions that are designed to encourage
those who are innovating to make
these seemingly impossible feats be
brought somewhat closer or more read-
ily within the bounds of possibility,
then it will not only enhance U.S.
dominance in space and it will not only
further all of those advantages I just
mentioned, but I think it will continue
to bring folks together around some-
thing that is truly inspiring around
this common purpose. It will be some-
thing that is larger than any of us.

I think that when we witnessed this
epic catch of the Starship booster last
month, it was really a singular mo-
ment, more than any other moment
perhaps in decades. It has heralded a
new era of space exploration with lit-
erally infinite possibilities.

I am truly excited about this. I think
it is something that everyone in our
country and all across the world can be
excited by. I am excited about the new
possibilities that will open up when we
get this bill passed and signed into law.

CRIME ONCE AGAIN ILLEGAL IN CALIFORNIA

Mr. KILEY. Madam Speaker, I rise to
present some good news from Cali-
fornia, which is that crime is, once
again, illegal in my home State.

California voters have overwhelm-
ingly passed, with almost 70 percent of
the vote, Proposition 36, an initiative
to make crime illegal again.

It passed with a higher percentage of
the vote than any other initiative on
the ballot in California. It passed in
each and every one of California’s 58
counties, and it wasn’t close anywhere.
It passed in San Francisco. It passed in
L.A.

It passed everywhere across the
State, and this was despite the fact
that the leaders of the supermajority
legislature were against it. It is despite
the fact that Governor Gavin Newsom
fought the initiative tooth and nail
each and every step of the way.
Newsom concocted schemes to try to
remove the initiative from the ballot.
When that failed, he led the campaign
against the initiative.

Yet, at the end of the day, California
voters overwhelmingly passed it, and
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