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TYNDALL FARMS

(Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, there is an exceptional farm
family in Deep Run, North Carolina.
Tyndall Farms is a true reflection of
the spirit of eastern North Carolina.

During a visit, the Tyndall family
welcomed me with open arms, sharing
their humble beginnings. They talked
about how their parents started the
farm with little and what life was like
growing up in the Tyndall household.

We spoke about their rich heritage,
biscuits cooked from scratch, and the
meaning of agriculture across our re-
gion.

Jerry Tyndall, the new North Caro-
lina Tobacco Farmer of the Year,
shared his acceptance speech. He led a
group prayer before leaving. Jerry’s
grandma is so proud.

Mr. Speaker, many families like the
Tyndalls are counting on Congress. We
must make good decisions so that they
can continue to operate and so that
they can pass on the farm one day to
their sons, daughters, and grand-
children.

————

HANDS OFF OUR EDUCATION

(Ms. STANSBURY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. STANSBURY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
tonight to say to our President and to
his administration: Hands off our edu-
cation, hands off our teachers, hands
off our students, and hands off our
schools. Last week, the Department of
Education sent a letter to thousands of
public schools across the country ask-
ing them to certify that they would
end programs promoting diversity, eq-
uity, inclusion, and accessibility or
they would have their Federal funding
cut.

Let us be clear. This is a direct at-
tack on our communities on whose his-
tories, whose cultures, whose lan-
guages, and whose communities count.

Last week, we met with the Sec-
retary of Education and hand delivered
a letter calling on the administration
to end these attacks on our schools, on
our communities, on Tribal commu-
nities, and our education system.

We will continue to fight back be-
cause we cannot stand with a country
that is attacking our students.

Mr. Speaker, I say to our President:
Hands off our schools, hands off our
students, and hands off our commu-
nities.

————

HONORING REV. DR. W. FRANKLYN
RICHARDSON

(Mr. LATIMER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day in Mount Vernon, New York, a
packed congregation came together to
honor the 50th pastoral anniversary for
Rev. Dr. W. Franklyn Richardson, the
senior pastor of the largest African-
American church in my home county,
Grace Baptist Church. It is hard to
grasp that Dr. Richardson has led
Grace from the pulpit for one-half cen-
tury, leading his flock through both
good and difficult times.

His pastoral reach goes beyond the
congregation, across the city of Mount
Vernon, the county of Westchester,
New York State, and, indeed, the Na-
tion. Grace Baptist has sponsored
churches in Florida and overseas; his
preaching and teaching has reached
thousands more through social media.
He is a leader, as well, in the National
Action Network and the Conference of
National Black Churches.

There will be many more celebra-
tions honoring Dr. Richardson through-
out this pastoral year. Let me add my
voice with so many others to congratu-

late Dr. Richardson and First Lady
Inez Richardson for their lifelong
achievements in Westchester, the
Bronx, and all across our land.
——
PROTECTING FEDERAL EMPLOYEE
UNIONS

(Mr. MRVAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. MRVAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express my profound opposi-
tion and disappointment in the recent
executive order that strips away collec-

tive bargaining rights for Federal
workers.
The foundation of the economic

strength of Indiana’s First Congres-
sional District is our labor workforce.
It is only because of the ability to col-
lectively bargain and form unions that
workers in our Nation were able to
make progress and have fair wages,
safe working environments, access to
affordable healthcare plans, and secure
retirements.

I have spent my entire career as an
elected official believing that every
worker should have the ability to form
and join a union.

As a member of the Congressional
Labor Caucus, I was proud to join my
colleagues in signing a letter to the ad-
ministration on this matter which
states that this is the single most
antiworker and anti-union Presidential
action since the firing of the striking
air traffic controllers in 1981.

I am committed to stand shoulder to
shoulder with my colleagues to swiftly
reverse this unjust action and defend
the fundamental rights of every worker
to bargain for an equitable future.

————

DIVERSITY, EQUITY, AND
INCLUSION

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. GROTHMAN of
Wisconsin was recognized for 60 min-
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utes as the designee of the majority
leader.)

Mr. GROTHMAN. After returning
from our districts, Mr. Speaker, it is
time to bring to the Chair’s attention a
variety of issues which we have come
across over the weekend and issues
that the minority party has brought
up.
The first issue I bring up is that re-
garding DEI. DEI or Affirmative Ac-
tion has been a big part of America’s
landscape over the last 60 years, and it
is not something that is going to go
away overnight.

President Trump can do what he can
to wipe out this odious philosophy, but
nevertheless it is important for us to
educate the young people in this coun-
try as to why it is so odious.

It is based on the premise that what
you accomplish in this country or what
you should be given in this country is
based on your ancestry or your gender.

It was based on the idea I think
largely thought up by a guy by the
name of Herbert Marcuse in the early
1970s that we can destroy America by
dividing it by ethnic group or dividing
it by gender. He was a genuine Com-
munist sort of person.

Prior to this time, people who want-
ed to destroy this country thought
they could divide it by income, and
they thought they could make every-
body very mad and jealous of very suc-
cessful people and tear down America
by doing that.

They tried in the 1960s. There were
bombings, and there were anti-Vietnam
protests, but they failed to bring down
America because Americans them-
selves are hardworking, and they real-
ized the middle-class lifestyle in Amer-
ica would be like a wildly wealthy life-
style everywhere else in the world.

O 1930

They failed. They thought: Let’s edu-
cate our so-called minority people that
America is a horrible country and that
you are being held down because you
are not a White male. President Biden
made it clear that he was somewhat
hostile to White males.

The first thing we can do to prove
that it is not true and every child
ought to know it so they aren’t cor-
rupted by these DEI professionals that
our colleges and universities are spit-
ting out or this horrible ideology our
young people are educated into is—as I
was reminded again going back to my
district, I met with a group of
Ahmadiyya Muslims from Pakistan.
Here is a group that didn’t come from
Europe. They aren’t Christian, but nev-
ertheless, they have a mosque in Osh-
kosh, Wisconsin, in my district, and
they are obviously succeeding very
well. They have strong families. They
have a good work ethic. If America
were Eurocentric, as they say, they
would not be so successful.

I have also seen the same thing with
Hmong in my district. I have a sub-
stantial Hmong population from Laos.
These people came to America and
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didn’t even know English when they
were children. Nevertheless, they have
come here, and now they all own
houses. Their children are doing well.
Their families are strong. Again, this is
despite the fact that they are not of
European descent.

Indeed, if you look at statistics that
are put out there by the Census Bu-
reau, if you look at different ethnic
groups from around the globe, you find
easily the most successful group is peo-
ple who came here from India, another
group that didn’t even necessarily
know English when they got here. In-
dian Americans make far more income
than the average American. Indeed,
they make almost twice the income as
the average European American.

Other groups that do tremendously
well are the Taiwanese, the Filipinos,
the Cubans, people who come here from
the West Indies. They are all doing far
better than the native born, despite the
fact that they are not of European her-
itage.

If anybody knows anybody who has
been corrupted by this wicked ideology
that implies, in America, you can’t
succeed unless you are a White Euro-
pean, look at the facts. Look how peo-
ple come here and succeed again and
again. I would hope you would realize
by looking at these facts that you
should throw the DEI ideology being
taught to our college Kkids, and in some
cases taught to our high school and
middle school kids, in the garbage.

Remember a communist by the name
of Herbert Marcuse, who thought up
this stuff in the seventies and eighties.
Remember, the reason they adopted
the DEI ideology is because they want-
ed to destroy America. They wanted to
set people from one continent against
another continent.

Remember the statistics of how well
people do here and make sure that our
next generation is not polluted by this
because we have way too many people
floating around this country who got a
certificate in DEI or a major in DEI,
and they are up to no good.

Another thing I want to mention
here is with regard to immigration.
President Trump is trying to enforce
the law. I think one of the difficult
problems he has dealt with is we just
got done with a President who did all
he could to ignore our immigration
laws. As a result, we took in about 10
million people here in the last 4 years,
and that is not something that we
should have done.

What can we tell the people who feel
we are being unnecessarily cruel?
Every year in this country, about
850,000 people are naturalized. They are
sworn in to become American citizens.
I like to show up at these ceremonies.
They have them in Milwaukee, Wis-
consin. I try to show up at one or two
a year. It is kind of thrilling to watch
people from all over the globe—a lot of
them have good jobs; a lot of them al-
ready have their own businesses—as
they are sworn in as American citizens.

When you take it in 3-year incre-
ments—there is always one year or
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other years as an outlier. If you look at
it in 3-year increments, that 850,000
over the last 3 years is the most that
we have taken in, as far as I can tell, in
this country’s history.

When I was growing up, the number
of naturalized people every year was
about 200,000 We are now over four
times that amount. Nevertheless, there
are people who are going to go out
there to try to divide us who say that
we are not letting people come here
from abroad, that we are being cruel.

Mr. Speaker, 850,000 people. That is
something to remember. That is before
you get all the people coming here on
work visas, all the people coming here
on tourist visas, and all the people
coming here on student visas.

One just has to look around and real-
ize that the idea that we are being
cruel to people who came here across
our southern border is ridiculous.
Many people are coming here. Obvi-
ously, if we are going to enforce the
law, we have to remove the people who
came here by pretending they needed
asylum and didn’t. Then, there are
going to be millions of people, and the
same people who encouraged them to
come here, knowing full well they were
breaking the law or having to lie about
needing asylum to come here, the peo-
ple who caused the mess are going to
say it is horrible to remove these peo-
ple.

Our President Trump is going to have
to step up to the plate and undo the
damage done by the last administra-
tion, and he is going to remove many,
many of these people. One has to re-
member, the reason he is removing
them is because the prior administra-
tion, with a lot of encouragement from
people on the other side of the aisle,
were bringing people here who were
coming here on false pretenses.

The next issue we have to look at is
one that I do hope is included in Don-
ald Trump’s big, beautiful bill. This is,
I think, the biggest crisis facing Amer-
ica today. John Adams said our coun-
try is built for a moral, God-fearing
country. In a free country, families
have to be strong and self-reliant.

Beginning in the 1960s, in this coun-
try, we had a massive increase in sub-
sidies, which ignored a family with a
mother and father at home.

In the 1950s, about 4 percent of the
children born in this country were born
without a mother and a father at
home. Within the next 30 years, after
Lyndon Johnson and the Great Soci-
ety, that 4 percent increased to over 40
percent. Many other problems came
with it.

Why did that happen? It happened be-
cause, right now, we have approxi-
mately 90 programs that you are not
eligible for if you are not in poverty. In
other words, for a mother or a father at
home making $40,000, $50,000 a year,
they would not get these programs.
These programs are familiar to all of
us: earned income tax credit; what I
think is the most damaging, the low-
income housing programs; the
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healthcare programs; the food stamp
programs; the Pell grants. There is pro-
gram after program you get, but you
would lose these programs if you had
both parents in a home.

Nobody takes advantage of all 90 pro-
grams, but I think it is probably not
unusual to have people take advantage
of 6 or 7 programs. Then, it would not
be unusual for people who have a moth-
er and father at home to be penalized
over $20,000 a year if they get married.

We have to look at these programs,
and frequently, these programs materi-
ally put a married couple at a dis-
advantage.

We have all heard stories of Food
Share. If you talk to people at the local
convenience store, talk to people at the
local grocery store, people are taking
advantage of these programs. They
may be able to buy food items that the
person who is working behind the
counter can’t afford.

We know when it comes to housing
that there is section 42 tax credit hous-
ing, which is a screwed up program for
many reasons. It is aimed at lower in-
come people. The developers are
incentivized to make these projects as
nice as possible.

I had a staffer who got married in
Wisconsin. They said, ‘“‘Glenn, my hus-
band and I are looking for a place to
live after we get married, and the
nicest places are all low-income hous-
ing.” That doesn’t seem to make any
sense, unless you look at it again as
certain people are out there trying to
destroy the nuclear family and trying
to discourage people from entering into
that sort of relationship.

The same thing is true of healthcare.
We need healthcare for everyone, but
the same thing is true of healthcare.
You don’t have the big deductibles that
you have when people get their
healthcare from working in the private
sector. You might have a $10,000 or
$15,000 deductible. You don’t get a de-
ductible like that if you are on the gov-
ernment plan.

The same thing is true with Pell
grants. A woman came up to me and
said, “My husband and I got married.
We don’t have enough money to help
our daughter go through college, so she
had to take out a lot of student loans.
My sibling is not working, and her
daughter got free grants from the gov-
ernment, grants she wouldn’t have got-
ten if she was married.” Again, is that
a good thing? I am not sure it is.

Again and again, in program after
program, we discourage the nuclear
family. That is why we have gone from
a 4 percent rate of kids born without a
mother and father at home to 40 per-
cent. It was like it was by design, like
somebody wanted to destroy the nu-
clear family.

It is important to remember that we
may individually not know these peo-
ple, but there have always been people
who wanted to destroy the nuclear
family and feel that is the key to
bringing down America. Certainly, the
Marxists wanted to destroy the nuclear
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family. Until they took it off their
website, a more recent group, Black
Lives Matter, was overtly antifamily.
The feminist extremists in the sixties—
Kate Millett being the prominent one;
you can call her the mother of women’s
studies—were very anti-nuclear family.

These anti-nuclear family people got
the upper hand, and that is why we
have gone from about 4 percent to over
40 percent.

I hope, as the people in this body put
together their great big, beautiful bill,
that we remember that a lot of the pro-
grams in our current budget are pro-
grams designed to destroy the nuclear
family.

I have two other quick comments.
One is with regard to transgender and
local schools. A lot of people have
talked about men in women’s sports,
and I don’t even think that is the big-
gest scandal. I think the biggest scan-
dal is that we are educating our young
people to adopt a transgender lifestyle.

In Europe, when they backed off on
pushing this lifestyle, the lifestyle not
exclusively but largely disappeared. In
other words, we have made it cool by
what they do in Hollywood promoting
this lifestyle. Sadly, the schools are
promoting this lifestyle.

I will mention, again, my own anec-
dotes. When I was campaigning last
year, I ran into a couple of grand-
mothers whose grandchildren were
going down this transgender route, and
it broke their hearts. They wondered
why this had to happen because it
wasn’t something they saw when they
were children. It happened because our
education system and our popular cul-
ture promote this lifestyle.

It is a good thing if President Trump
tries to get this stuff out of our insti-
tutes of public instruction.

I think it is really too bad if people
feel it is cool to adopt this lifestyle. It
is something for us to remember, and
hopefully, we will be having hearings
on this topic as we delve into whether
people would adopt this lifestyle in the
first place if there weren’t so many
powerful special interests that encour-
aged people to adopt this lifestyle.
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Mr. Speaker, my final point, when we
come to our big, beautiful bill, a lot of
it is going to have to do with taxes. I
stand with President Trump on some of
his items here that he has brought up
in the past and some of them are the
reasons why I like him.

President Trump is not afraid to
stand up to the special interests that
seem to be so persuasive in this Cham-
ber.

First of all, even though a lot of the
money is already out the door, Presi-
dent Trump came up against the
CHIPS bill. The CHIPS bill was a pub-
lic-private partnership, I guess we
should call it. Whenever you hear
about a public-private partnership, I
think you have to hold onto your wal-
let, because that means a private-sec-
tor group wants some government
money.
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The CHIPS bill is to encourage more
semiconductor manufacturing in the
United States. I think we have to en-
courage more semiconductor manufac-
turing, but it costs about $280 billion.
That is about $700 for every man,
woman, and child in the country.

Does anybody really believe that the
Federal Government should be grab-
bing $700 from everybody just to pro-
mote one industry? I think we could
promote that industry with a much
smaller amount if we deal with some
exemptions from manufacturing I am
going to talk about in a second. That
would be another way to bring more
semiconductor manufacturing into this
country.

I strongly believe, along with Presi-
dent Trump, that a subsidy of $700 per
person in this country for the semicon-
ductor industry is unnecessary.

The next thing I will bring up is the
carried interest treatment for hedge
fund managers. Under the carried in-
terest loophole, you might call it, peo-
ple whose primary income is derived
from being entitled to some of the
money they make for their investors is
taxed at capital gains rates rather than
regular rates.

In other words, people who are in-
vesting other people’s money and mak-
ing, frequently, millions of dollars a
year are taxed at a much lower rate
than people who are welders, people
who are nurses, or people who make
their money any other way.

President Trump came out against
the carried interest loophole when he
ran for President in 2016. He wasn’t
able to get rid of it at that time. This
time, I hope that our Committee on
Ways and Means, together with Presi-
dent Trump, stops taxing these wildly
wealthy people at a lower tax rate than
what the average guy or woman is
making in this country. That is an-
other good thing to do.

The final tax provision that I point
out is President Trump has floated the
idea of having a lower tax rate for
manufacturing than other industries. I
applaud him for that.

To be a great country, you have to
make things. You are not a wealthy
country because you have a lot of law
firms. You are not a wealthy country
because you have a lot of advertising
agencies. You are a wealthy country
because you make things. Our manu-
facturers, unlike some of these other
industries, have to compete against
companies abroad.

Mr. Speaker, when these big multi-
national corporations have to decide if
they are going to set up shop in Ger-
many or Korea or Brazil or India or
wherever, we want it to be favorable
taxwise to set up shop in the United
States. Therefore, I do believe that,
when the final tax rates are laid out by
the Committee on Ways and Means, I
would like to see lower rates for manu-
facturers who, after all, are responsible
for producing the wealth in this coun-
try.

It is something I have pursued in my
own personal career. We have got a
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nice low tax rate for Wisconsin manu-
facturers, but we would like to see a
lower rate for manufacturers in the
United States than these other coun-
tries.

If we are going to be a great country,
not only do we need stronger families
and to stop penalizing these families,
but we have to stop educating our poor,
young people that we are a racist coun-
try. To be a great country, we need a
strong manufacturing base. We want it
to be preferable to manufacture stuff in
the United States than in Europe or
Asia or South America. The way to do
that is a lower tax rate for manufac-
tured items.

I thank the chair for paying rapt at-
tention to all the comments I have
made here tonight. I hope my col-
leagues, as they put together the big,
beautiful bill, take them to heart, stop
penalizing the nuclear family, start
treating manufacturing especially the
way it should be, and crack down on
special tax provisions that benefit the
very wealthy.

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

EDUCATION IS OF GREAT IMPOR-
TANCE TO CONGRESSIONAL
BLACK CAUCUS, CONGRESS, AND
CONSTITUENTS

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Ms. MCCLELLAN
of Virginia was recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader. )

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the subject of
this Special Order hour.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HARIDOPOLOS). Is there objection to the
request of the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia?

There was no objection.

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, it is
with great honor that I rise today to
co-anchor this CBC Special Order hour
along with my distinguished colleague,
the gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. CLYBURN).

For the next 60 minutes, members of
the CBC have an opportunity to speak
directly to the American people on
education, an issue of great importance
to the Congressional Black Caucus,
Congress, and the constituents who we
represent.

Mr. Speaker, in the 1880s, my great-
grandfather founded a school in his
rural community because the State of
Alabama did not provide a good edu-
cation to Black children. As explained
in his autobiography, he wanted to
teach children, whose parents and
grandparents had been enslaved on
plantations nearby, to be of better
service to themselves, their employers,
and the community in which they
lived.

In the 1930s, my father and his sisters
attended that school because the State
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