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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. 

b 1945 
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. 

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 

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. 

f 

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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of Tennessee did not provide a good 
education to Black children. Like his 
father and his grandfather, my dad be-
came an educator himself, ultimately 
teaching the next generation of edu-
cators at Virginia State University. 

In the 1950s, my mother had to move 
away from her hometown because the 
State of Mississippi did not provide a 
good education for Black children. The 
only school that did was run by the 
Catholic church, but only up until the 
eighth grade. 

As the third youngest of 14 children, 
she wanted more than the domestic 
and laborer jobs that were available to 
her parents, her grandparents, and her 
siblings. She had to move to go to high 
school, becoming an educator herself, 
eventually running the TRiO Programs 
at Virginia State University. These are 
federally funded programs run by the 
Department of Education to work to 
ensure that children like her have the 
support they need to go to and grad-
uate college. 

My parents understood how impor-
tant a good education is not only to in-
dividual opportunity, but to a thriving, 
healthy economy, community, and de-
mocracy. Like my grandparents and 
great-grandparents before them, they 
dedicated their lives to ensuring not 
only that their children had a good 
education but every child did. Not 
every child is so lucky. 

The legacy of 300 years of slavery and 
Jim Crow, massive resistance, and 
chronic underfunding have created too 
many obstacles to the ability of States 
and local governments to give every 
child an opportunity for a good edu-
cation. 

For the past 20 years, first as a State 
legislator and now in Congress, I have 
worked to ensure that every child in 
Virginia could have a good education. 
As the mother of two children in public 
schools, I know that, even with bipar-
tisan and Herculean efforts, there are 
still gaps in Virginia and across the 
country. 

The Department of Education was 
created to fill those gaps. The Depart-
ment protects students’ civil rights, 
particularly those with disabilities who 
often need special accommodation to 
learn. It provides support to attract, 
train, and retain the best and brightest 
teachers, school administrators, sup-
port personnel such as counselors, 
nurses, and mental and behavioral 
health specialists, especially in hard- 
to-staff rural or urban schools. 

It measures and tracks academic 
progress across the country and helps 
those school divisions that lag behind 
address areas of concern. It manages 
student loan and grant programs that 
ensure children without financial 
means can go to and succeed in college 
without incurring more debt than they 
could ever pay off. 

The Trump administration’s illegal 
actions to dismantle the Department of 
Education will ensure that these gaps 
remain. The administration claims 
that it is just returning control of pub-

lic education back to States and local-
ities. States and localities have always 
had that control, but they have not al-
ways had the will or the ability to en-
sure that every child can get a good 
education. 

In my own State of Virginia, State 
and local officials and educators right 
now fear that local agencies and the 
Virginia Department of Education will 
not have the funding or the staff to 
handle the workload, especially in 
areas like special education. 

The block grant funding that the 
Trump administration promises comes 
with little accountability, making it 
unclear whether the funds will actually 
reach the students and schools that 
need them the most: children with dis-
abilities in rural and low-income com-
munities. 

Education lays the foundation for a 
strong future. Our Founding Fathers 
understood that. Today’s students are 
the entrepreneurs, civic leaders, teach-
ers, doctors, lawyers, engineers, and 
Members of Congress of tomorrow. We 
owe it to our parents, our grand-
parents, and our great-grandparents to 
protect and build upon the progress 
that they have made. We owe it to our 
children and theirs to fight efforts to 
roll back that progress now. 

Mr. Speaker, it is now my privilege 
to yield to the gentleman from the 
great State of South Carolina, the Hon-
orable JAMES CLYBURN. 

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join the 
gentlewoman from Virginia (Ms. 
MCCLELLAN) tonight in opposition to 
the Trump administration’s attacks on 
education. 

Mr. Speaker, as the gentlewoman 
just mentioned, our country has a very 
spotty history when it comes to edu-
cating everybody. I know a lot about 
the history she just mentioned in Ala-
bama and Mississippi and now in Vir-
ginia. 

Hailing from South Carolina, my own 
dad was not allowed an education be-
yond the seventh grade by the State of 
South Carolina. 

Thanks to Black churches. In fact, in 
my congressional district, there are 
seven HBCUs. Only two are supported 
by the State. The other five are church 
schools: The AME Church at Allen Uni-
versity; the Baptists at Benedict Col-
lege and Morris College; and Episcopa-
lians at Voorhees. The African Meth-
odist Episcopal Zion, AME Zion, has a 
school up in Rock Hill outside of my 
district. I better mention Claflin Uni-
versity in Orangeburg, as well. 

Mr. Speaker, as we talk about edu-
cation and think about the Trump ad-
ministration’s efforts to minimize the 
importance of focusing on areas that 
have been left out of the process, I will 
mention a couple things here tonight 
that is going to run a little bit con-
trary to what my staff has researched 
for me. 

The knowledge and skills of our 
young people and the things that they 

learn in school should not be limited to 
people who look like them or only peo-
ple with similar backgrounds and expe-
riences. We learn from each other when 
we bring to discussion a plethora of 
backgrounds and experiences that we 
can learn from. 

I found that out in my own marriage. 
I was married to the same woman for 
58 years. I remember when schools were 
first integrated and the courts de-
manded in the case called Swann v. 
Charlotte-Mecklenburg Board of Edu-
cation in Charlotte, North Carolina, 
that we ought to allow busing to edu-
cate children. 

Mr. Speaker, I thought there was 
something wrong with that decision. I 
didn’t like it because I thought it put 
too much burden on students. 

b 2000 

I went out talking about my opposi-
tion to that decision. 

In fact, I spoke to a TV reporter who 
held the mike in my face and I waxed 
what I thought was eloquent until I got 
home. When I got home, my wife was 
standing in the middle of the door, 
tears were streaming down her face. I 
asked her what was wrong. I thought 
maybe something had happened to our 
daughter. We had one child at the time. 
I rushed toward her, what is wrong? Is 
something wrong with Mignon? She 
said no. There is nothing wrong with 
Mignon. I just saw you on television 
and there is something wrong with you. 
Sit down and let me ‘‘splain’’ some-
thing to you. 

Now, it is one thing to get an expla-
nation, but when the Gullah Geechee 
woman from South Carolina starts 
‘‘splaining,’’ it is time to sit down, and 
I did. She told me about her experi-
ences growing up in rural South Caro-
lina when her class, her students did 
not have schoolbuses. They had to 
walk 2.5 miles to school every morning 
and 2.5 miles back home every after-
noon. She told me that the White kids 
had buses. They would ride by them 
and throw urine-filled balloons as they 
walked. 

She said to me on that day, they 
were not against busing then and you 
best not be against busing now. 

I learned the difference in our back-
grounds. I grew up on a paved street. I 
walked three blocks to my elementary 
school, six blocks to my middle school, 
and I am a graduate of Mather Acad-
emy. We called it a boarding school in 
those days. So I didn’t know what it 
was like to have to walk 2.5 miles to 
school. Then I reflected on those chil-
dren in Clarendon County, South Caro-
lina, who walked 9.5 miles to school 
every day, no bus. The White kids had 
buses and they had to walk. Why? Be-
cause the superintendent of education 
said that yours don’t pay enough taxes 
for buses. That is what we have been 
trying to get over in this country. That 
is why we had Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation, which started in that little 
town of Summerton, South Carolina, 
as Briggs v. Elliott when a Federal 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:47 Apr 08, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00028 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K07AP7.065 H07APPT1dm
w

ils
on

 o
n 

D
S

K
7X

7S
14

4P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H1449 April 7, 2025 
judge, Waties Waring, himself a great- 
grandson of a Confederate soldier, 
Waties Waring decided that the time 
had come for us to put that kind of 
process behind us, and he wrote the dis-
senting opinion in Briggs v. Elliott 
that Earl Warren used to issue the ma-
jority opinion in Brown v. Board of 
Education getting that behind us. 

That is what this is all about, bring-
ing people of different backgrounds and 
experiences together so that we can 
educate our children properly. When we 
see young people going to school, be-
coming educated, and trying to do the 
things that are necessary to prepare 
themselves for the future, we would do 
well as a government, a Federal Gov-
ernment, to reinforce the efforts of our 
States because when you give total 
educational responsibility to States, it 
means that the quality of education 
will be dependent upon the wealth of 
the State. 

South Carolina is becoming wealthy, 
but it is not a wealthy State. We have 
States in our country that will not be 
able to afford the investment in edu-
cation that other States can. We 
should not have an educational system 
with 50 different kinds of educational 
levels for our children. We should have 
a unified process, and that is what we 
have been trying to do with the De-
partment of Education. 

When the President closes the De-
partment of Education and he then 
sends all of that back to the States, we 
will have people in one State getting a 
different quality of education than kids 
in another State. That is not what 
building a unified country is all about. 
E pluribus unum; Out of many, one. We 
ought to have out of many depart-
ments of education one Department of 
Education that would take on the re-
sponsibility of making sure that all of 
our children get the kind of education 
they deserve. 

I will speak just a little bit to what 
my colleague just talked about here 
about DEI. I will say a little bit about 
DEI here as it relates to education and 
to the all-important industry that we 
have in South Carolina. 

Now, this picture here is a picture 
that tells you a little bit about edu-
cation and DEI. As you can tell, this 
picture is about the Revolutionary 
War. Now, a lot of people talk about 
Massachusetts and Virginia and what 
they did for the Revolutionary War. 

Let me tell you something, if you 
were really educated properly, you 
would know that some, if not the most 
important battles, of the Revolu-
tionary War took place in South Caro-
lina. If you talk to people today about 
a war in South Carolina, they can only 
talk about the Civil War. 

Yeah, it started there in the Charles-
ton Harbor, but if you go back and look 
at the Battle of Charleston, that crit-
ical battle that we had lost twice, Gen-
eral Gates was not a good general, and 
then George Washington decided that 
he would get outside of his comfort 
zone. George Washington decided that 

he would not hold Nathanael Greene’s 
background up in Rhode Island against 
him. 

He sent Nathanael Greene down to 
Charleston and Nathanael Greene took 
over, won the Battle of Charleston, and 
changed the direction of the Civil War. 

I love this kind of history. That is 
why way back in 2001, along with Con-
gressman John Spratt, I authored a 
resolution to do a study of the Revolu-
tionary War sites because I thought it 
was important for little children in the 
public schools of South Carolina to 
know what role our State played in the 
Revolutionary War. That was impor-
tant to me because all they could see 
in their textbooks was what happened 
in the Civil War and that is all people 
knew about. 

It took me all the way to 2019 to in-
troduce the legislation, and I think it 
got passed in 2022. Twenty years we 
worked on this and then we had the big 
celebration. I am getting to this DEI 
stuff here. 

We had the big celebration there in 
Camden, South Carolina, where I grad-
uated from high school, this cannon 
was fired just about six blocks from the 
school I graduated from. The bill I 
worked on for 20 years finally became 
law. We took about 100 pictures that 
day. Look at this picture. The Con-
gressman from the Fifth District you 
can see him standing there in the cen-
ter. The Congressman from the Sev-
enth District standing there in the cen-
ter. Where is the guy from the Sixth 
Congressional District whose bill this 
was? Well, let me show you where he is. 
If you can see through this guy, you 
can see me. Why is that? It is called 
DEI. 

They are saying the person who is in 
charge of taking the picture decided 
who he wanted to have credit for it. 
That is what DEI is all about. 

I don’t know what this gentleman is 
talking about. We all know what DEI 
is. We have been having trouble with 
these lights all day. I hope I am more 
than a silhouette back to my constitu-
ents tonight. We celebrate Thomas Edi-
son as the most prolific inventor of 
American history. Why? Because we 
said he invited the lightbulb and that 
is true. I taught that when I was teach-
ing history that Edison invented the 
lightbulb. I am proud of that. 

However, what was not in those text-
books that I was teaching from, and I 
had to go to my own book to teach my 
children properly, because Thomas Edi-
son couldn’t get the lightbulb to work 
properly. It was not until Thomas Edi-
son sat down with Lewis Latimer who 
had invented a filament. 

Lewis Latimer’s filament is what 
made Thomas Edison’s lightbulb work. 
Then I am hearing from this adminis-
tration that there is something wrong, 
uncomfortable about children learning 
about Lewis Latimer. Well, it is not 
uncomfortable for me to teach about 
Thomas Edison, why should it be un-
comfortable for you to learn about 
Lewis Latimer because together they 
made the lightbulb work? 

Why should we leave Lewis Latimer 
out of the textbooks and keep Thomas 
Edison in? That is what this adminis-
tration is facilitating. That is why I 
saw on the front page of The Wash-
ington Post—I think it was this morn-
ing; it might have been yesterday—it 
was a big story about Harriet Tubman 
checking her stuff out of Federal facili-
ties. What is this about? Why is it that 
it is uncomfortable for people to learn 
about that? 

It is not uncomfortable for me. I was 
very proud of Albert Sabin. When Al-
bert Sabin finished his professional ca-
reer at the Medical University of South 
Carolina because Albert Sabin discov-
ered how that little drop of serum on a 
lump of sugar would help eradicate 
polio. 

I was proud of that. I know Jonas 
Salk had one too, but I like Albert 
Sabin better because Jonas Salk was a 
shot in the arm. Albert Sabin was a lit-
tle lump of sugar. Who would rather 
get a shot in the arm than a lump of 
sugar? 

I was proud of Albert Sabin finishing 
his career at the Medical University of 
South Carolina. I don’t mind telling 
people about him. I don’t mind teach-
ing about him. What is wrong with 
teaching about Charles Drew, an Afri-
can American who discovered the 
method by which we can refrigerate 
blood and save it until we would need 
it. What would we have done without 
that discovery? That is what the prop-
er education is all about. 

I mentioned here last week Charity 
Adams and Arthur Gregg. Now my col-
leagues think Arthur Gregg was from 
Virginia because that is where he re-
tired, but he was from Florence, South 
Carolina. Charity Adams, Columbia, 
South Carolina, Fort Gregg-Adams. 

b 2015 
Is that DEI because the Army de-

cided that their contributions to the 
defense of this country were significant 
enough to name a facility for them? 
Am I going to see them taking their 
name off of that fort now? 

We have taken Jackie Robinson’s pic-
ture and resume out of the Department 
of Defense. I understand they took it 
back. 

Why are you thinking about taking 
it out in the first place? That is what 
education is all about. We are in need 
of bringing our people together. 

My number one industry in South 
Carolina happens to be tourism. When I 
came to Congress, the two big things in 
South Carolina were tobacco and tex-
tiles. Today, it is transportation and 
tourism. 

Tourism is big for my State. People 
are going to come to South Carolina 
because of legislation on that southern 
campaign of the American Revolution. 
They will come to South Carolina to 
visit the South Carolina National Her-
itage Corridor. They will come to visit 
the Gullah Geechee Cultural Heritage 
Corridor. They will come for those 
three national parks we have, includ-
ing the Congaree National Park. They 
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are going to come visit Fort Moultrie, 
Fort Sumter, the Reconstruction Era 
National Historical Park—six big tour-
ist attractions. 

I just read the other day that already 
tourism and visitations at Myrtle 
Beach are down over 15 percent al-
ready. Why? Because this is the time of 
year that the Canadians come. They 
aren’t coming this year. Why? Because 
of this foolishness, this big tax that is 
coming out. We can call it whatever we 
want to call it—a tariff. A tariff ain’t 
nothing but a tax at the border. So, the 
people in Canada are staying north of 
the border rather than coming. 

Charleston’s tourism is down. That is 
going to be the case throughout the 
South. 

We created these opportunities for us 
to have better economies because when 
we have better economies, we will have 
better schools, because we will have 
our children being able to get the edu-
cation that they deserve. 

I had these prepared comments here, 
and I apologize to my staff for the 
work they did over the weekend, but 
listening to my colleague denigrate the 
history of this country—that is what 
he is doing, denigrating the history— 
we ought to celebrate our history. 

All of it wasn’t good. My parents 
lived through a history that I don’t 
want to see my children and grand-
children live through, but if we con-
tinue down the road that this adminis-
tration is taking us, that is what is 
going to happen. 

I am the ninth African American to 
serve in Congress from South Carolina, 
eight before me. The problem is there 
are 95 years between number eight and 
number nine. Why? Because of a his-
tory we ought to be ashamed of and 
should not ever allow to come back 
again. 

Yet, the policies I am seeing coming 
out of this administration, the deci-
sions coming from some of the courts 
in this country, seem to be wanting to 
take us back to that history that I 
thought we had gotten beyond. 

I am proud to pledge allegiance to 
the flag of the United States of Amer-
ica, but I am also proud to work in this 
body with people whose backgrounds 
are different from mine, trying to find 
common ground and how we can make 
what this country is all about acces-
sible and affordable for all of its citi-
zens. 

I am proud to be a part of what I con-
sider to be a great country. There is no 
need of being made great. We have to 
make that greatness accessible to ev-
erybody, affordable by everybody. That 
is what educating everybody is all 
about. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle-
woman for the Special Order. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to voice objection to the 
Trump Administration’s attacks on our Nation’s 
education system, which I view as part of a 
wider attack on the fundamental principle that 
we all benefit when people come together, ex-
change ideas and opinions and learn from 
each other in an atmosphere of respect and 
good will. 

At the same time Americans are calling for 
their leaders to do the things that are nec-
essary to lower everyday costs so that they 
can better their conditions and plan effectively. 
Their schools—our greatest laboratories for 
economic development and individual ad-
vancement—are being targeted. 

The repercussions of eliminating the Depart-
ment of Education would perpetuate cycles of 
economic instability for generations of Amer-
ican families. As a former public school-
teacher, I know very well the value of edu-
cation as a tool for upward mobility. 

The knowledge and skills our young people 
learn in our schools are crucial to securing a 
good foundation for vocations and profes-
sions—that provide financial security and fam-
ily stability for decades to come. 

The destruction of the Department of Edu-
cation is compounded by another serious 
threat to our economic future: the indiscrimi-
nate, non-strategic tariffs the president an-
nounced on so called ‘‘Liberation Day’’ last 
week. 

With markets tumbling in response to these 
exorbitant taxes—and that’s what tariffs are, 
taxes—the only thing Americans are ‘‘liber-
ated’’ from is their hard-earned retirement sav-
ings. 

A small group of my Republican colleagues 
in the other body has moved to vote to reclaim 
their congressional trade authorities in re-
sponse to the president’s misguided tariff war 
on our friends in Canada, by introducing legis-
lation to reclaim Congress’s authority in the 
face of the president’s recklessness. Mr. 
Speaker, it is time for this body to act. 

At first glance, it may appear that disman-
tling the Department of Education and impos-
ing slapdash sky-high tariffs have little in com-
mon beyond their destructiveness. I believe, 
however, that they both give us an insight into 
this Administration’s narrow, dark, dangerous 
mentality. 

Public schools and international trade are 
both fundamentally rooted in bringing people 
together. 

Our public schools, at their best, bring chil-
dren together from a wide array of back-
grounds to learn with and from each other, on 
a level playing field, forming, in the words of 
Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., a beloved commu-
nity that will make our society stronger as gen-
erations emerge into adulthood. 

International trade, at its best, brings to-
gether individuals and corporations from 
around the globe to do business with each 
other on a level playing field, each contributing 
their talents and specialties so that all can be 
better off. 

SOYBEAN FARMERS 
You will note, Mr. Speaker, that in these de-

scriptions of public education and international 
trade, I included the phrases ‘‘at their best’’ 
and ‘‘on a level playing field.’’ And it is regret-
tably true that in recent decades, our public 
education system and international trading 
system have not been at their best, and have 
not brought students, workers, and countries 
together, as effectively, they could have, to 
learn and to trade on a level playing field. As 
a result—American children have been denied 
good educations, and American workers have 
been denied good jobs. 

Yet rather than working together to seek 
constructive solutions, the Trump Administra-
tion has used these challenges as a pretext 
for destruction. And the result will be worse 
education and a worse economy. 

Without the Department of Education pro-
viding resources and guidance, our public 
schools will move further from the unifying, ex-
cellent educational institutions that we aspire 
to have. 

It is important to note that the Administra-
tion’s aim to move the oversight and authority 
for administrating education completely to the 
states overlooks the lessons of history. 

The Office of Civil Rights in the Department 
of Education was created because of the on-
going discriminatory practices in Southern 
schools denying education to African Amer-
ican students and students with disabilities. 

DAD’S STORY 
THE SOUTHERN CAMPAIGN 

Federal intervention was required to rectify 
the situation and ensure that states were com-
plying with the letter and the spirit of Brown v. 
Board of Education, which ensured that chil-
dren of different races could learn together. 

With trade hobbled by confiscatory tariffs, 
including on some of our closest allies, Amer-
ican families will lose affordable access to the 
items they need to sustain and enrich their 
lives, and American business will lose afford-
able access to the items they need to make 
the products that sustain and enrich their em-
ployees and their customers. 

This trade policy reveals ignorance of his-
tory as well, particularly the history of the cata-
strophic effects of the Smoot-Hawley tariffs 
during the Great Depression. 

The common thread of the Trump Adminis-
tration’s misguided approach to these issues 
appears to me to be that they do not believe 
people of diverse backgrounds can come to-
gether in a mutually beneficial way—whether 
they are coming together to learn or to engage 
in commerce. To the Trump Administration, 
the world is zero sum, where if there is a win-
ner there must a loser. 

I fundamentally reject that approach, and I 
believe the American people are rejecting it as 
well as they begin to suffer its harmful con-
sequences. I believe that when people learn 
together and work together, all can be made 
better off. 

One area where the Trump Administration’s 
zero-sum worldview is having a harmful im-
pact in my home state of South Carolina is in 
the tourism industry. Tourism is a clear exam-
ple of people, interacting with unfamiliar peo-
ple and places, benefit both the tourists them-
selves and the communities they visit. 

This Administration’s divisiveness is turning 
people off, and South Carolinians are suffering 
the consequences. 

The tourism expected this year in Myrtle 
Beach, South Carolina, a popular destination 
for Canadians subjected to the president’s de-
meaning rhetoric and policies, is already down 
15%. 

Expected rates of tourism in Charleston 
have declined as well. 

The success of a long-anticipated seasonal 
flight directly from Canada to Charleston air-
port is now in question as Canadians choose 
to vacation outside of the United States in re-
sponse to the president’s bluster. 

You can see here on this poster a prime ex-
ample of the tourism that bolsters my state’s 
economy by bringing together people of di-
verse backgrounds to learn about our shared 
history: the Southern Campaign of the Revolu-
tion National Heritage Corridor. 

This heritage corridor is one of three in my 
state along with the Gullah Geechee Cultural 
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Heritage Corridor and the South Carolina Na-
tional Heritage Corridor. We now have three 
National Parks, Congaree, Fort Moultrie and 
Fort Sumter, and the Reconstruction Era Na-
tional Park. I am also particularly proud of a 
historic site in my congressional district—part 
of the African American Civil Rights Network— 
which commemorates the Briggs v. Elliot case, 
the first of the five consolidated cases that be-
came Brown v. Board of Education. 

I am particularly proud of this because it 
was a South Carolinian, great grandson of a 
Confederate soldier, J. Waites Waring, who 
dissented in Briggs, writing ‘‘They showed be-
yond a doubt that the evils of segregation and 
color prejudice come from early training, . . . 
and that it is an evil that must be eradicated.’’ 

These attractions illuminate examples of 
how tourism enriches people both financially 
and educationally by bringing them together 
with other people, places, events, and ideas 
they may not have otherwise encountered. 

INDIAN BURIAL MOUND 
These mutually beneficial interactions sadly 

appear to be at odds with this administration’s 
worldview. 

It is a sad irony, I have observed over the 
years, that those with the outlook held by this 
administration are those who would benefit the 
most from learning from, and interacting with, 
those different from them—yet they are the 
most resistant to doing so and actively seek to 
prevent American children from learning these 
lessons. 

I want to share a few such lessons I believe 
all of us would do well to remember and heed. 

Over the Christmas holiday’s, I held a view-
ing of the historical drama, The Six Triple 
Eight. The subject of the film is success of a 
regiment of Black female soldiers who over-
came extra ordinary obstacles to eradicate a 
backlog in mail correspondence to American 
soldiers on the front lines of World War II and 
restore morale by ensuring servicemembers 
could communicate with their families back 
home. The leader of that group was Chasity 
Adams. (Gregg/Adam) 

We also remember the all-Black Tuskegee 
Airmen who went valiantly into battle for the 
United States in the European theater. They 
gave a sense of confidence to their fellow air-
men, many of whom would not fly unless they 
had the assurance that the Tuskegee Airmen 
would join them in the skies. 

We also remember the first U.S. mission to 
orbit the earth and that the astronaut leading 
the mission, John Glenn, refused to go up into 
space without the final sign off on the orbital 
mathematics of the mission by NASA’s Kath-
erine Johnson. 

These pivotal moments are all instances 
where the coming together of people of very 
different backgrounds had immense benefits 
for themselves and for all of society. 

It is these types of events that this Adminis-
tration’s policies will make far less frequent by 
its dismantling of the Department of Education 
and of mutually beneficial international trade. 

It is sadly no surprise that this administra-
tion seeks to prevent the teaching and cele-
brating of these types of moments in our 
schools and museums. 

I’ll close by reiterating the admonition to my 
Republican colleagues I shared during this 
hour last week: it is my hope that fairness and 
dignity will prompt them to speak out and act 
against this administration’s reckless agenda. 

If the economic destruction of the last week 
has a silver lining, it will hopefully be that it is 

awakening the American people to the de-
structiveness of the administration’s divisive 
zero-sum agenda and making it clear to my 
Republican colleagues that the American peo-
ple prefer an approach that brings people to-
gether. 

I often refer to this Hall as America’s class-
room and in the classroom and the market-
place, even on travel and vacation—that we 
should lift each other up toward a better future 
for all. 

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the Honorable Mr. CLYBURN for 
his speech. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Georgia (Mrs. MCBATH), 
who represents the State’s Seventh 
District. 

Mrs. MCBATH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman from Virginia (Ms. 
MCCLELLAN) for yielding, and I thank 
the gentlewoman for anchoring this 
Special Order hour tonight on behalf of 
the CBC. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to speak 
out against the Republican assault on 
every American’s right to a quality 
public education in this country. 

For decades, families have been 
promised the right to send their kids to 
good public schools, regardless of how 
much money they make or their child’s 
disability. The actions of President 
Trump are a direct threat to making 
good on that promise, specifically for 
children with disabilities. 

In February, parents in Georgia re-
ceived this exact email, telling them 
that year-round counseling and support 
services meant to assist them and their 
disabled child in transitioning from 
high school to adulthood have been dis-
continued—overnight, in the middle of 
the school year. 

As every parent knows, raising a 
child takes an incredible amount of 
planning and care, especially if your 
child has unique or special needs, and 
even more so if that child is one of 
color. 

We would do anything for our chil-
dren. The fact that a group of faceless 
government officials can go behind a 
parent’s back and cancel programs that 
our kids rely on with no explanation is 
absolutely unacceptable. 

It is more than wrong to pull the rug 
out from under families in the middle 
of the school year during one of the 
most formative times in a child’s life, 
after recruiting and convincing them 
to participate in this program in the 
first place. 

The Charting My Path for Future 
Success program was operating in 13 
different districts across 11 States. It 
had actively recruited over 1,000 stu-
dents with disabilities and their fami-
lies, as well as 60 teachers, to take part 
in this program, some of whom up-
rooted their entire lives to be involved. 

Seeing your child grow up to thrive, 
that is the goal of every parent. I have 
not met one parent in this country who 
didn’t break their backs to make sure 
that they were offering their child 
every opportunity to be successful, and 
that takes on another level of signifi-

cance when your child has autism, dys-
lexia, or another condition that makes 
learning even more difficult for them. 
It takes a different level of commit-
ment, a different level of support, to 
ensure that they can reach the poten-
tial that all of us want to see fulfilled 
in our kids. 

That is exactly what this program 
was doing before President Trump and 
Elon Musk actively decided that it was 
not worth continuing. 

All too often it is, unfortunately, 
sink or swim for disabled students 
after high school in America. Students 
and their families are left behind de-
spite being promised that their school 
would get their child on a path to suc-
cess and independence. 

Programs like these are the dif-
ference between students being suc-
cessful in adulthood or regressing. 
They can be the difference between a 
lifetime on disability versus a good job 
that someone can actually raise a fam-
ily on. 

The President and Secretary McMa-
hon claim that students with disabil-
ities will not be affected by their plans 
to gut the Department, but they al-
ready are. Time and time again, they 
say one thing, and they do another. It 
is the American people and our stu-
dents who are paying the price in this 
country every single day. 

Emails like this, life-changing serv-
ices for families being discontinued at 
random, this is the Trump-Musk plan 
for our children, and this is only the 
beginning. 

The time is now for all Members in 
this body to speak up, to speak out, 
and to fight back against these attacks 
on our families in each and every one 
of our districts. It doesn’t make a dif-
ference what district any of our col-
leagues are representing. All of our 
children are being affected. Every sin-
gle one of us should be willing to stand 
up and fight back for our communities 
and fight back for our students before 
it is too late. 

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman from Georgia 
for speaking. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE), 
who represents the State’s Fourth Dis-
trict. 

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank Ms. MCCLELLAN for yield-
ing, and I thank Representatives 
MCCLELLAN and CLYBURN for initiating 
this Congressional Black Caucus Spe-
cial Order on education. 

Let me just say that I have been so 
inspired by previous speakers, includ-
ing speakers on the other side of the 
aisle who held their Special Order be-
fore this one. 

I rise as a proud granddaughter, 
daughter, and mother of a public edu-
cator, and I rise today to vehemently 
oppose the Trump administration’s ac-
tions to close the United States De-
partment of Education. 

I rise simultaneously to denounce the 
President’s executive orders that have 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:48 Apr 08, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00031 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A07AP7.021 H07APPT1dm
w

ils
on

 o
n 

D
S

K
7X

7S
14

4P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1452 April 7, 2025 
closed the Smithsonian Institution for 
African Americans. 

I rise to oppose the President’s delet-
ing information from websites, such as 
to honor people like the Honorable 
Harriet Tubman. 

I rise to oppose book banning. 
I rise, Mr. Speaker, to oppose asser-

tions that DEI are ‘‘wicked ideologies.’’ 
I rise to speak against the notion 

that diversity, equity, and inclusion 
cause division and hostility toward 
White males. 

b 2030 

I rise to oppose the idea that Pell 
grants are a part of the remnants of ex-
tremist education that is against, of 
course, the nuclear family. 

I rise against the notion that Pell 
grants are part of creating this hostile 
environment. 

I rise, Mr. Speaker, to say that edu-
cation remains a great equalizer in our 
society. 

When Congress created the Depart-
ment of Education in 1979, they did so 
noting that: ‘‘Education is funda-
mental to the development of indi-
vidual citizens and the progress of the 
Nation; 

‘‘There is a continuing need to ensure 
equal access for all Americans to edu-
cational opportunities of high quality, 
and such educational opportunities 
should not be denied because of race, 
creed, color, natural origin, or sex.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I am reminded that one 
of the Department’s most important 
responsibilities has been to enforce 
various civil rights laws that prohibit 
discrimination through their Office of 
Civil Rights. The OCR is one of the 
Federal Government’s biggest enforc-
ers of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, in-
vestigating thousands of allegations of 
discrimination each year which deny 
African Americans, in particular, of an 
opportunity. 

Mr. Speaker, I acknowledge and dedi-
cate this poem to our great leader, the 
President of the United States, in 
honor of Maya Angelou, whose birth-
day was April 4. I dedicate to them a 
message from her from the grave about 
the importance of African Americans 
and our education in this society by 
Maya Angelou. 

It is entitled, ‘‘Still I Rise.’’ 
You may write me down in history 
With your bitter, twisted lies, 
You may trod me in the very dirt, 
But still like dust I’ll rise. 
Does my sassiness upset you? 
Why are you beset with gloom? 
Because I walk like I’ve got oil wells 
Pumping in my living room. 
Just like moons and like suns 
With the certainty of tides, 
Just like folks springing high, 
Still I rise. 
Did you want to see me broken, 
Bowed head and lowered eyes, 
Shoulders falling down like tear drops 
Weakened by my soulful cries? 
Does my haughtiness offend you? 
Don’t you take it awful hard 
’Cause I laugh like I’ve got gold mines 
Diggin’ in my own backyard. 
You may shoot me with your words, 

You may cut me with your eyes, 
You may kill me with your hatefulness, 
But still, like air, I rise. 
Does my sexiness upset you? 
Does it come as a surprise 
That I dance like I’ve got diamonds 
At the meeting of my thighs? 
Out of the huts of history’s shame 
I rise 
Up from a past that’s rooted in pain 
I rise 
I am a black ocean, leaping and wide, 
Welling and swelling I bear in the tide. 
Leaving behind nights of terror and fear 
I rise 
Into a daybreak that’s wondrously clear 
I rise 
Bringing the gifts that my ancestors gave, 
I am the dream and the hope of the slave. 
I rise 
I rise 
I rise. 

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to the gentlewoman from New 
Jersey (Mrs. MCIVER). 

Mrs. MCIVER. Mr. Speaker, I rise and 
stand here today not as a politician, 
but as a daughter, a mother, and a 
product of public schools. I am here be-
cause I know what education can do, 
what it did for me, what it has done for 
millions of children across this coun-
try, and I cannot sit quietly as one of 
the cornerstones of our democracy is 
chipped away. 

What we are witnessing with the dis-
mantling of the Department of Edu-
cation isn’t just a bureaucratic deci-
sion. It is dangerous. It is a decision 
that tells every child in this country 
that their future doesn’t matter, that 
their dreams are negotiable, that their 
ZIP Code should determine the quality 
of their education. 

Let me be clear, that is not just 
wrong, it is vicious because when we 
give up on our schools, we give up on 
our communities. When we defund edu-
cation, we are defunding hope. We are 
telling a little girl in the south ward of 
Newark, a little boy in the Borough of 
Roselle, or a student living in Jersey 
City that their potential has limits, 
that they weren’t meant to retire. 

However, I know better, because I 
have seen what happens when we invest 
in our kids. I have seen how a great 
teacher can change the course of a life. 
I have seen how a Pell grant can lift up 
a family. I have seen young people go 
from classrooms with broken chairs to 
boardrooms and executive suites be-
cause someone believed in them. 

I have often said that education is 
the one thing no one can take away 
from you, but right now Trump and his 
billionaire buddies are trying to take 
away the very structure that ensures 
our kids get that education in the first 
place. 

It isn’t about politics. This is about 
values. This is about who we are as a 
country. Do we invest in the next gen-
eration or do we abandon them? We are 
better than this. Our children deserve 
better than this. 

I cosponsored H.R. 433, the Depart-
ment of Education Protection Act, to 
prohibit the use of congressional appro-
priated funds for any reorganization or 

dismantling of the Department of Edu-
cation. I urge my colleagues across the 
aisle in this room to fight for our 
schools, fight for our teachers, fight for 
every child who dares to dream beyond 
their circumstances because they are 
watching, and they are counting on us. 

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Mrs. HAYES), who was Teach-
er of the Year. 

Mrs. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, the Presi-
dent of the United States signed an ex-
ecutive order to dismantle the Depart-
ment of Education. It is very impor-
tant for people to understand what 
calls for the closure of the Department 
of Education would mean to local com-
munities. 

The Department of Education is re-
sponsible for protecting the civil rights 
of students, supporting students from 
low-income backgrounds, developing 
and preparing educators, providing re-
sources for English language learners, 
collecting statistics on enrollment, 
staffing, and crime in schools, and for 
the $1.6 trillion Federal student loan 
program. 

Many parents are concerned about 
disruptions to programs and services 
that ensure that the 7.5 million chil-
dren with disabilities and 49 million 
students enrolled in K–12 public edu-
cation get the education they deserve. 

President Donald Trump and his ad-
ministration do not have the authority 
to dismantle the Department of Edu-
cation. Only Congress has that author-
ity. An agency created by Congress can 
only be dismantled by Congress. How-
ever, by firing 50 percent of Federal 
workers at the Department of Edu-
cation and terminating funding for on-
going Federal education research, the 
Trump administration is making it dif-
ficult for the Department to accom-
plish its goals of ensuring equal access 
to education for all students. 

The Department of Education does 
not influence public school curriculum, 
instruction, or instructional materials. 
Those decisions are already made at 
the local level by local boards of edu-
cation. 

I am trying to state the facts, to lay 
them out so that the people at home 
understand what is happening right 
now. This is not an emotional journey. 
This is not an effort to save a depart-
ment that does not help people. It is, in 
fact, law. 

The Department was created by Con-
gress. There are 7.5 million students 
who receive special education services 
that the Department of Education en-
sures that they get. You heard Con-
gresswoman MCCLELLAN say that I was 
a public schoolteacher for 15 years. I 
worked in a title I school district. I un-
derstand that it is rural communities, 
low-income communities, communities 
that don’t have large tax bases that 
will be hurt the most. It is my commu-
nity. 

Education is the great equalizer. I 
don’t understand how if we want to 
have conversations about making the 
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Department more efficient or more ef-
fective that isn’t happening here in 
Congress. That isn’t happening in the 
committees of jurisdiction. I don’t un-
derstand how my colleagues are giving 
away all of our congressional authority 
to make sure that the children in our 
communities are protected. 

Ending funding or eliminating the 
Department does not end our legal ob-
ligation to provide services to kids who 
rely on public education. One of two 
things is going to happen in your com-
munities: Either other services will be 
cut or local property taxes will be 
raised to compensate for the lack of 
Federal funding that communities will 
receive. 

The thing is, here in Congress we go 
back and forth between majorities and 
minorities. We have policy debates and 
disputes, but our kids can’t wait 4 
years. They can’t wait another con-
gressional term. They can’t wait until 
we figure it out because what we are 
actually doing today they needed us to 
do 20 years ago. There are so many 
funding gaps and so many services that 
students still don’t receive. 

I hear people talk over and over 
about the NAEP scores and how stu-
dents are not at proficiency or where 
they need to be. I would encourage you 
to disaggregate those scores and look 
at the lack of funding over the years, 
look at the States that have 
disinvested over time in education. 
Look at the communities that don’t 
value public education. Those are the 
communities that are dragging those 
scores down. 

We have so much work to do here in 
the Congress. Our budgets are a state-
ment of our values. In the same sen-
tence or at the same press conference 
where the President talked about cuts 
to public education, he also talked 
about additional military grants to 
build aircraft. I don’t understand how 
as a country we keep increasing mili-
tary and defense funding and keep tak-
ing away from our children, whether it 
is education, food, or basic services 
that families need. I really don’t under-
stand it. Of all the things that we could 
be doing here, cuts to public education 
should not be one of them. 

I will end by just saying, the Presi-
dent and the Secretary of Education 
keep promising that there is a plan. I 
haven’t seen anything articulated. We 
don’t know what happens next. We 
don’t know how these services will be 
provided. He says that some things will 
go to HHS, and a small business will 
handle student loans. 

For anyone who has actually worked 
in education, you know that by April, 
you are closing out your budgets. You 
are already planning for the next year, 
so we are already too late as far as giv-
ing information to schools as to what 
they do in September. They need to be 
ready to go on day one for the 49 mil-
lion children who depend on public edu-
cation. 

Still there is no plan. We are weeks 
into this executive order, and no plan. 

Nothing from the Secretary of Edu-
cation, nothing submitted to Congress, 
no concrete plan about who would take 
over IEPs, special education services, 
and the civil rights protections that 
are guaranteed by the Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act. No plan. 
Just empty promises from an adminis-
tration that has been dead set on cut-
ting public education to the kids who 
need it most. 

The Congressional Black Caucus and 
House Democratic Members are com-
mitted to continuing the work to make 
sure that these cuts do not go unchal-
lenged because if they were as good as 
the President and his cohorts, Sec-
retary McMahon and Elon Musk, say 
they are, then they would be here be-
fore Congress with a detailed plan to 
share with the American people of how 
this will work and what happens next. 

Mr. Speaker, I can tell you, coming 
from a State like Connecticut where 
we value education, I want a high-qual-
ity education for every student. Even 
the kids in Louisiana with some of the 
lowest test scores in the Nation and 
even the kids in our rural commu-
nities, I want those kids to have a 
good, high-quality public education. I 
am going to fight just as hard for them 
as I will for the kids in my congres-
sional district. 

b 2045 

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, may 
I inquire as to how much time is re-
maining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HARRIGAN). The gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia has 5 minutes remaining. 

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to the gentlewoman from New 
York (Ms. CLARKE), the chair of the 
Congressional Black Caucus. 

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Let me 
first start by thanking JENNIFER 
MCCLELLAN of Virginia and JIM CLY-
BURN of South Carolina for anchoring 
this evening’s Special Order hour on 
behalf of the Congressional Black Cau-
cus. 

I rise on this day in opposition to 
President Trump’s unprecedented and 
alarming efforts to dismantle the De-
partment of Education. With no consid-
eration for the will of Congress or the 
will of the American people, Donald 
Trump has commenced an attack on 
education that we haven’t seen the 
likes of since the racist segregationist 
Plessy versus Ferguson decision declar-
ing separate but equal as an edu-
cational doctrine. 

At a time when racial segregation is 
increasing in our schools to levels not 
seen since before the Supreme Court 
ruled that separate but equal had no 
place in the United States, Donald 
Trump’s actions will not only make 
our schools more segregated and less 
equal but they will put quality edu-
cation out of reach for countless young 
Americans today and in the years to 
come. 

No matter what justification the 
President gives, we know the real rea-

son he is tearing apart the Department 
of Education. That is to steal money 
from public schools and funnel it into 
private ones that don’t care about 
teaching our kids, only indoctrinating 
them into the cult of Trump. 

Mr. Speaker, make no mistake. 
These attacks on the Department of 
Education are deeply, deeply unpopular 
in every corner of the country. In fact, 
two-thirds of Americans oppose them. 
They oppose them because families 
from all walks of life rely on the De-
partment of Education to meet their 
children’s needs. 

Districts with high rates of poverty 
depend on Title I funding to serve their 
students, just as parents of children 
with disabilities or special needs de-
pend on IDEA funding to give their 
kids the care they deserve. 

In New York’s Ninth District alone, 
the administration has already clawed 
back $4 million in funds that our 
schools were entitled to. That figure is 
as much as $300 million across our 
State. 

Because of Trump’s war on edu-
cation, classroom sizes will balloon. 
Teachers’ recruitment will plummet. 
Higher education will be inaccessible 
for thousands of students. Money will 
be taken from students with disabil-
ities and special needs and given to the 
President’s allies. 

Let’s be clear. The President’s ac-
tions represent a disturbing new step 
in his crusade against public education 
and all it represents. I reject his war 
against education, just as I will reject 
whatever bill comes before Congress to 
further damage the Department of 
Education. 

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to end where I began and that is 
with the story of my mother who lived 
to be 94. 

She was the third youngest of 14 chil-
dren in the Gulf Coast of Mississippi 
where the only school available to her 
was the Catholic church because Mis-
sissippi did not deem Black children 
important enough to educate. She 
wanted more than the life that was 
available to her siblings, her parents, 
her great-grandparents, and her grand-
parents. She had to move to go to high 
school. 

She ended up running the Federal 
TRiO programs at Virginia State Uni-
versity to ensure that a little girl, 
whether she is in Petersburg, Virginia, 
or a little boy on the Gulf Coast of Mis-
sissippi, would have the same access to 
an education, no matter their parents’ 
financial situation, no matter the ob-
stacles in their way. As a mother of 
two children in public school who has 
spent almost 20 years in public service, 
I have dedicated my life to making 
sure that every child has that same op-
portunity. 

The Department of Education doesn’t 
run schools. They don’t set the cur-
riculum. They fill the gaps that State 
and local governments have been un-
willing or unable to. 

Without the Department of Edu-
cation, there is going to be a little girl 
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somewhere in this country as brilliant 
as my mother was, as dedicated as my 
father was to public education, as pas-
sionate about it as I am now, who will 
not be able to succeed because their 
school lacks a quality teacher or a 
principal who knows what he is doing 
or the school lacks the resources to 
provide a student with disabilities the 
tools they need to succeed. 

Every Member of Congress in this 
body was privileged enough to get a 
good education to get here, but not 
every child we represent has that same 
ability. The Congressional Black Cau-
cus, as the conscience of Congress, will 
fight for every child no matter their 
ZIP Code, race, creed, or background to 
get that education. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for your at-
tention tonight and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I include in the RECORD the following: 
OPENING REMARKS FROM CIVIL RIGHTS FORUM ON 

TRUMP’S ATTACKS ON STUDENTS, WORKERS, AND 
FAMILIES 
We have seen this Administration attack di-

versity, equity, inclusion, and accessibility in 
the federal government and, by extension, in 
schools, workplaces, and public services and 
research—attacks on civil rights that we have 
not seen since the 1960’s. 

DEI, regrettably, has been attacked by the 
Republicans and this Administration to erase 
contributions and accomplishments of so 
many Americans. We have seen the Adminis-
tration remove references to Jackie Robin-
son’s military participation. References to 
women in health care research or women who 
served at the CIA have been erased. Ref-
erences to the plane which carried the first nu-
clear bomb in World War II, the Enola Gay, 
because artificial intelligence flagged it as a 
reference to the LGBTQ+ community, so they 
wanted that erased along with everything else. 
And now, they are attempting to ‘‘rewrite his-
tory’’ with the latest executive order targeting 
the Smithsonian Institute. Specifically, the Ex-
ecutive Order singles out the African American 
History Museum for its ‘‘corrosive ideology.’’ 
Before these relatively recent attacks, diversity 
itself had been the goal—in fact, the Brown v. 
Board of Education decision in 1954 said that 
segregation of children in public schools, sole-
ly on the basis of race, denies the children of 
the minority group of equal educational oppor-
tunities, even though the physical facilities and 
tangible factors may be equal. Regrettably 
President Trump, during his last administra-
tion, appointed dozens of judges who, during 
their confirmation hearings, refused to say 
whether Brown v. Board was properly decided. 

Last week, the President signed an execu-
tive order to dismantle the Department of Edu-
cation—a department that was created to en-
sure that students’ civil rights were protected. 
The Department actually does very little in 
education—most of its work is civil rights, 
guaranteeing rights of low-income students. 
Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act: money in low-income areas to off-
set the effect of funding education with the 
real estate tax, guaranteeing that low-income 
areas will be at a disadvantage, so we put 
money in Title I. ED helps low-income stu-
dents, racial minorities, dealing with achieve-
ment gaps, English as a Second Language, 

and students with disabilities. On higher edu-
cation, they deal with access, Pell grants, and 
student loans. Some of the proponents of the 
elimination of the Department of Education 
campaign on the slogan of ‘states’ rights.’ We 
remember that campaign was used in the 
1960’s by those who wanted to maintain seg-
regation. 

The Trump Administration’s war on diversity, 
equity, and inclusion programs are not just 
limited to education. It prompted a purge of 
federal agencies of employees who supported 
DEI initiatives, culminating in the unprece-
dented firing of EEOC Commissioners. With-
out their presence, the EEOC actually lacks a 
quorum and is essentially unable to protect 
the rights of workers whose rights under Title 
VII of the Civil Rights Act have been violated. 

Similarly, President Trump rescinded Execu-
tive Order 11246, which has been the corner-
stone of civil rights protections in federal con-
tracting since the 1960’s. This Executive Order 
ensures that federal contractors must take af-
firmative action to ensure that they are not dis-
criminating against workers based on race, 
color, religion, sex, sexual orientation, gender 
identity, or national origin. These actions en-
sured that taxpayer dollars were not being 
used to fund discrimination. 

But despite the President’s reckless actions 
and the acquiescence of congressional Re-
publicans, we need to assure the public that 
many are still fighting for diversity, equity, in-
clusion, and accessibility. 

Now, this is not just a fight in Congress. 
That is why we have asked these organiza-
tions here today to remind us why civil rights 
need to be protected and to tell us what they 
are specifically doing to combat those attacks. 

Let’s be clear: We are not here to do what 
I call ‘‘celebrating the problem.’’ We know 
what this Administration has done, and we 
know what this Administration is doing. We 
want to let the public know what we are spe-
cifically doing to fight back, and know how the 
public can join into that fight. 
OPENING STATEMENT AT EDUCATION AND WORKFORCE 

FULL COMMITTEE HEARING ENTITLED, ‘‘THE STATE OF 
AMERICAN EDUCATION’’ 
I would first like to start with the elephant in 

the room. There is current reporting that Presi-
dent Trump plans to issue an executive order 
to eliminate critical programs at the Depart-
ment of Education and call on Congress to 
eliminate the entire department. But then I re-
call that that’s exactly what Project 2025 said 
the president should do—it said that on page 
319 of Project 2025. 

The irony is not lost on me that we are here 
to discuss the ‘‘state of American education’’ 
while the current Administration is actively dis-
cussing how to dismantle the main federal 
agency responsible for ensuring safe, quality 
education for all students. According to polls, 
the majority of voters oppose the abolition of 
the Department of Education. I also know that 
I, and every Democrat, will do what we can to 
ensure the Department continues. 

Now to the issue at hand. As reflected in 
the latest National Assessment of Educational 
Progress (NAEP) data, schools are struggling 
to make up for lost time in the classroom fol-
lowing the COVID–19 pandemic. Achievement 
gaps, which existed before the pandemic, 
have widened. According to that assessment, 
math and reading gaps between higher- and 
lower-performing students continue to rise, as 
Black students continue to be more than 10 
points behind their white peers in all subjects. 

In 2021, Democrats passed the largest one- 
time investment in education in the history of 
the United States in the American Rescue 
Plan Act (ARPA), to provide schools with the 
resources they needed to reopen classrooms 
safely and make up for lost time due to the 
pandemic. Without this investment, we would 
undoubtedly be in a worse situation today. 
However, the American Rescue Plan Act was 
only a band-aid on the larger issue of under-
funding in schools. It is abundantly clear that 
we need sustained federal investment over 
time to overcome decades of underfunding. 

Unfortunately, instead of investing in our 
children, Republicans are stuck on proposals 
that will only create more challenges for stu-
dents. Consider that the first education bill we 
considered this Congress targets—indeed bul-
lies—transgender youth. Also, my Republican 
colleagues have misrepresented programs in-
tended to expand diversity, equity, and inclu-
sion as a problem in education. Republicans 
have threatened to ban books, police bath-
rooms, and take away funds from communities 
that need them most. Simply put, the Adminis-
tration is promoting a warped version of DEI— 
discrimination, erasure, and inequity. 

This all serves to distract Americans so that 
they will not notice the privatization of the 
American education system with taxpayer 
funds going to private schools, the resegrega-
tion of public schools, the erosion of services 
for students with disabilities, cuts to the stu-
dent loan program, and distracts from the 
price of eggs going up. And while some folks 
may be hollering about imagined ‘‘DEI prob-
lems,’’ many in the public will fail to notice 
how the taxpayers’ money is being siphoned 
away from public education and the student 
loan program to pay for tax cuts for the 
wealthy and well-connected. 

And so, Mr. Chairman, I know that we can 
all agree that every student in this country 
should have access to a safe, welcoming, and 
well-funded learning environment. That begins 
with eliminating disparities in education with 
sustained federal funding. This Congress, 
Committee Democrats will reintroduce legisla-
tion such as: 

the Rebuild America’s Schools Act, which 
would make a critical investment to repair and 
rebuild school facilities—particularly in high- 
need areas. 

the Equity and Inclusion Enforcement Act, 
which would restore the private right of action 
for students, parents, and local civil rights 
groups to bring discrimination claims based on 
disparate impact under Title VI of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964. 

And the Strength in Diversity Act, which 
would provide resources to states or school 
districts that want to voluntarily develop plans 
to integrate their schools. 

We have to take steps to lower the cost of 
higher education for students and families. To 
that end, we’ll also reintroduce the Lowering 
Obstacles to Achievement Now (LOAN) Act, 
which would lower the cost of college for cur-
rent and future student borrowers and their 
families by making critical reforms to the stu-
dent aid system, including doubling the Pell 
Grant, improving the Public Service Loan For-
giveness program, and making loans more af-
fordable and accessible. 

Allow me, to that end, to promise to my col-
leagues and students across the country, that 
we will not go along with programs to dis-
mantle our education system. We will fight any 
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attempt to dismantle the Department. We don’t 
know what the plan will be, but count on our 
opposition to any plan that will abolish the De-
partment of Education and the programs in it. 
To that end, Democrats will always be for the 
wellbeing of students, teachers, and parents 
across the country. 

f 

IT’S THE MATH 

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. SCHWEIKERT 
of Arizona was recognized for 30 min-
utes.) 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, 
let’s have some fun with math and the 
reality of what is going on in the 
world. 

First, let me get something off my 
chest. I hate it when I make a mistake. 
Mr. Speaker, have you ever had that 
moment when you say something as 
you are walking down to your next 
meeting and you go: oh, damn it? 

Last week, I was walking through a 
series of different numbers, and one of 
them was a proposal, or a discussion 
coming out of the White House. It was 
about taking the top tax rate and just 
letting it expire. 

I think I said it was $32.7 billion. 
That is for a single year. Just multiply 
it by 10. That is what the actual math 
would be. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the reasons I am 
sort of stressed out of my mind right 
now is more than the chaos we see in 
some of the financial markets and try-
ing to understand the tariff issues and 
our leverage on other countries and 
their leverage and what is going on 
there. 

I don’t think we are spending enough 
time talking about our own work. Last 
Friday—actually, it may have been 
Saturday morning—the Senate passed 
their version of a reconciliation budg-
et. It was a completely unserious docu-
ment. 

I am going to show over and over 
here how they took a pass on doing 
what was difficult. If this is a negotia-
tion between the House and the Senate, 
for example, Mr. Speaker, if you have 
ever bought a car or been in a negotia-
tion, when one side gives a completely 
unserious offer, the other side often 
has to walk away until they get seri-
ous. 

There are real things going on in the 
world. Here is an article from the other 
day. I have a small stack of these. It is 
talking about bond markets and debt 
markets and others starting to unload 
U.S. debt. 

Mr. Speaker, today, if you are a geek 
and are watching the 10-year bond—I 
was watching it over a period of an 
hour or so. I saw the 10-year bond move 
by about 20 basis points. Now, in geek 
speak, that is a big deal. Apparently, it 
has been 5 years. Think about some of 
the crazy things that were going on 5 
years ago to see that sort of move-
ment. We are stressing the crap out of 
the markets. 

Why that is important is this coun-
try borrows about $60,000 to $70,000 

every second. That becomes $250 mil-
lion every hour. Last year, for every 
dollar we took in, in tax receipts, we 
spent $1.39. 

The reality of it is you borrow 39 
cents out of every dollar. For the $5 
trillion we are going to take in, in tax 
receipts and we are going to spend $7.1 
trillion or $7.2 trillion. Maybe we don’t 
screw with the bankers. 

Mr. Speaker, the reality of it is your 
savings, this government’s bond fund, 
the family on the other side of the 
world that has savings, that is the 
money that buys our debt. 

Ray Dalio, the Bridgewater founder, 
has written these articles that say we 
have a problem. The basis of the prob-
lem is there is not enough capital in 
the world to deal with the bingeing of 
debt coming from the United States 
and coming from China. Now it is 
starting to come from Europe. In Ger-
many, it looks like they are going to 
be lifting their debt cap. 

When we borrow, we are also com-
peting with other countries in the 
world. The United States, I think, is 
now maybe 13, maybe number 12 on the 
credit stack. Think of this. I believe 
Greece can sell a 10-year bond cheaper 
than the United States. That is worth 
thinking about. 

Let’s actually walk through what is 
going on right now with the reconcili-
ation budget. Let’s sort of explain. 
Why do we do the reconciliation budg-
et? The Budget Control Act of 1974 cre-
ated this mechanism that if we are 
going to cut spending—and it gives us 
one of the few times in life where we 
can actually work on mandatory 
spending, the things that are on auto-
pilot. 

For most Members of Congress in 
their entire career, everything they 
vote on is borrowed money. When we 
vote on defense, when we vote on non-
defense discretionary, the things we do 
get to vote on, every dime of it is all 
borrowed. Last year, about $300 billion 
or $400 billion of mandatory, earned 
benefits, those things were on borrowed 
money. 

Mr. Speaker, start to understand. 
Here is what is going on. You have 
heard we are doing these reconciliation 
budgets, because that is a whole mech-
anism to be able to move something 
through the Senate, where only 51 
votes are needed so it doesn’t hit that 
60-vote filibuster. That is the real rea-
son we do this whole dance. 

Remember how many people are so 
upset. David, you are going to cut 
spending over the next 10 years. This is 
the baseline money. We are scheduled 
to spend $86 trillion over the next 10 
years. At best, the House resolution 
adds $2 trillion of spending reductions 
and modernization over 10 years. $86 
trillion is the baseline spending. We 
are talking about trying to trim $2 tril-
lion out of the $86 trillion. This causes 
people to lose their minds. 

Have we lost our sanity in this coun-
try? We can’t find—that is what—2.3 
percent? Forgive my math. I am trying 

to do it quickly. That is Armageddon? 
Does that give us a sense of just how 
addicted the bureaucracies, the soci-
ety, and the business models out there 
are to U.S. borrowing? 

There was another thing that hap-
pened last week that really should 
have taken people’s breath away. This 
is sort of behind the paywall. We have 
found other articles that write about 
it. Moody’s Analytics, the people who 
study what is going on in economics 
and businesses, put out a paper that in 
9 budget years, 30 percent of U.S. tax 
collections are going to go to just pay 
interest. 

b 2100 

So, Mr. Speaker, you pay your $100 in 
income taxes, 30 percent of it just went 
to interest, and this is before the Sen-
ate or what we are trying to do in the 
budget reconciliation. 

Remember, Mr. Speaker, I am going 
to show you the Senate document is 
completely unserious. It piles on stun-
ning amounts of debt. 

Mr. Speaker, does this scare anyone 
that in 9 budget years, 30 percent of 
your taxes you pay go to just cover in-
terest? 

Am I just an idiot for coming behind 
this mike every week and trying to 
show the math? 

I get my brothers and sisters around 
here: 

That was interesting, DAVID. I am 
still going to vote for piling on more 
debt because, well, let’s be honest, my 
voters want stuff, and I will be out of 
here by the time this blows up. 

It probably doesn’t blow up. What 
happens is you hit a moment where the 
money required to finance the debt 
like this consumes everything. You hit 
a moment. 

I showed a chart a couple of months 
ago, 1 month ago, that showed if we 
went back to a six handle, so it is 6 per-
cent interest rate on U.S. sovereign 
debt, which we were right up against 
in, what, the mid-, early 2000s, 2005 and 
2006. We went to a 6 percent interest 
rate. About 45-plus percent of all U.S. 
taxes went just to cover interest. If we 
go to 9 percent, it is the majority of 
U.S. taxes go to cover just interest. 

Part of that is because right now we 
are sitting what, $29, $30 trillion of 
publicly sold debt, so the actual debt is 
about 36.6 or something like that. We 
are in extraordinary measures so the 
actual debt number is a little distorted 
right now because we are borrowing in-
ternally and we have got to pay that 
all back. So watch interest rates pop 
when we finally raise the debt ceiling, 
and now we have to refund all that 
money back to the accounts plus the 
interest that they missed. 

Mr. Speaker, you start to think 
about we have to refinance—and some 
of this gets refinanced two, three, four, 
or five times in a year because you are 
borrowing 30 days, 6 months, so we will 
refinance about $9 trillion, and we are 
going to issue about two, $2.2 trillion 
new debt. 
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