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Finally, I will share a word from
Mark Reihl, back from my State legis-
lative days, of the carpenters union.
Again and again, he would come into
my office saying that his guys, his
union carpenters, were being undercut
by people coming here illegally, and he
demanded that we crack down on that.
Illegal immigration drives down wages
of Americans who are already here.

We heard that yesterday as the
Democrats were claiming that if you
kicked out the illegals the cost of
things will go up, as they will.

————
O 1200

OPPOSING LEGISLATIVE VOTER
SUPPRESSION

(Ms. ANSARI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. ANSARI. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
firm opposition to the Republican pas-
sage of the so-called SAVE Act, an act
of legislative voter suppression that
will make it much harder for most peo-
ple to vote, the cornerstone of our de-
mocracy.

This bill, which just passed the Re-
publican House, is designed to combat
a nonexistent problem. Noncitizens are
already not allowed to vote under Fed-
eral law. Instances of fraudulent, non-
citizen voting are exceedingly rare.
You are literally more likely to get
struck by lightning than encounter
noncitizen voting.

To address this made-up problem, Re-
publicans have passed a draconian bill
that would make it extremely difficult
and costly for servicemembers, married
women, and disadvantaged Americans
to register to vote.

In most cases it requires a person to
present their birth certificate match-
ing a current ID. There are no excep-
tions for the 70 million American
women who changed their married
name.

This bill also mandates in-person vis-
its to register to vote, disenfranchising
potentially tens of thousands of de-
ployed servicemembers, as well as Na-
tive Americans in rural areas like
northern Arizona. This is a shocking
act of voter suppression.

REPUBLICANS’ BUDGET PLAN
PASSAGE

(Mr. LATIMER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, House
Republicans just passed their budget
plan, President Trump’s big, beautiful
bill, again. The first version didn’t cut
enough from critical programs like
Medicaid and SNAP. This budget is a
direct attack on the working and mid-
dle classes, all while handing more
than $7 trillion in tax breaks to billion-
aires.

Over 196,000 residents in my district
are at risk of losing Medicaid coverage,
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including 73,000 children and 27,000 sen-
iors in one district.

Approximately 74,000 people who
count on SNAP may not be able to put
food on the table.

People who are covered through the
Affordable Care Act will see premiums
rise by an average of almost $3,000 a
year.

This is what President Trump called
beautiful? It is anything but. This
budget won’t lower costs. These cuts,
coupled with the President’s thought-
less tariff policies, will make life more
expensive for our neighbors. We are
making a beeline to a MAGA recession
and perhaps a MAGA depression.

This is reverse Robin Hood. Stealing
from the lower and middle classes to
benefit the wealthiest is un-American.

———

WHO WE ARE FIGHTING FOR

(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 will
take a moment today to share a story
of why we are fighting and who we are
fighting for.

Every day this administration claims
they are trying to make America
healthy again, and yet everything they
are doing seems to indicate that they
are trying to make us sicker again.
They have fired 10,000 HHS health pro-
fessionals. On this floor this week, the
GOP passed a reconciliation package
that would cut Medicaid by billions of
dollars.

Every day my constituents ask how
can this cruel agenda continue? Yester-
day, I met with Rochelle Tittmann, a
mom of four, who was diagnosed with
cancer when she was 29 weeks pregnant
8 years ago. By the grace of God, her
family, and the medical advancements
made possible by the HHS, by the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, by the CDC,
she is here today, and her youngest
daughter, Rae, is in the second grade.

These are the people we are fighting
for. This is why we are fighting back,
and this is why we oppose this cruel
agenda.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
SPEAKER

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker of the House
of Representatives:

WASHINGTON, DC,
April 10, 2025.

I hereby designate the period from Thurs-
day, April 10, 2025, through Sunday, April 27,
2025, as a ‘‘district work period’ under clause
13 of Rule I.

MIKE JOHNSON,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

PROTECTING THE AMERICAN
DREAM

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. GREEN of
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Texas was recognized for 60 minutes as
the designee of the minority leader.)

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
and still I rise, and I rise today to ini-
tially extend greetings to all, espe-
cially those who are traveling over this
season of resurrection.

In my church—I am a Christian—we
commemorate and celebrate Easter. I
want to let everyone know that I ap-
preciate those who do, and to those
who do not, I understand.

I also give a special expression of
gratitude and thanks to the thousands
of persons who have literally called my
office, sent cards, greeted me along
life’s way, to give me a pep talk, or to
simply say to me: We appreciate what
you are doing.

It means a lot to me to have people
that I do not know, many of whom I
will never meet and greet, to simply
say to me: We want you to continue to
do what you are doing.

As you know, Mr. Speaker, I have
been censured. I have been censured. I
was censured but not silenced. I was
censured but not silenced. I am here
today because I was censured but not
silenced.

Today, as a person who still speaks
truth to power, I also speak truth
about power. Speaking truth to power
is not as difficult as it is to speak truth
about power. To speak truth to power,
you but only have to go to power and
say: There is a problem, and you and I
can solve it. That is speaking truth to
power.

When you speak truth about power,
you go to power and say: There is a
problem, and you are it.

I speak truth about power and to
power. Today, I am going to speak
truth to power as it relates to the
President’s tariffs.

One has to ponder why the President
of the United States of America would
put so much emphasis on these tariffs,
emphasizing the tariffs for many years,
as I am told, but put emphasis on the
tariffs to the extent that he nearly
drove the economy into a ditch, a col-
loquial way of saying driving the econ-
omy into an area wherein it would suf-
fer greatly.

The President put a lot of emphasis
on this. He was just obsessed with the
tariffs. We have to ask ourselves why
was he obsessed with the tariffs. I am
going to answer this question, and I am
going to answer this question as it re-
lates to the President’s obsession and
how it will impact you. It is important
for you to understand how this obses-
sion would impact you, how it would
impact billionaires, how it would im-
pact your life. I will answer the ques-
tion how it will impact you.

It is important for me to call to your
attention that the President has a
book that you are familiar with. It is
styled ‘“The Art of the Deal.”

Well, I introduce you to the Presi-
dent’s art of the steal. A steal can be
an underhanded way of acquiring some-
thing. This is how the art of the steal
works. The President, with his tariffs,
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will continue—at one point it was
going to be unimaginable, but he has
reduced it. Let’s just say 10 percent.
There is a 10 percent tariff.

This tariff is collected at the point of
entry into the United States of goods
that an importer desires to purvey in
this country. He wants to sell it, she
wants to sell it, or they want to sell it.
They want to sell these goods, so they
have to pay this tariff. This tariff has
to be paid that the President would add
to the goods. Let’s say you have some-
thing that costs $40,000 coming into the
country, a tariff of 10 percent, so that
is going to give you an additional
$4,000. This additional $4,000 is col-
lected at the point of entry, and the
person importing has to pay the tariff.

This is the Trump tariff tax at this
point. When that tariff is paid, that
money goes into the Treasury of the
United States of America, the same
place that your tax dollars will go, into
the Treasury of the United States of
America. The tariff is collected at the
port of entry. Let’s say $4,000 on a
$40,000 item—it is a 10 percent tariff—
and when it is collected, it goes again,
important to remember, into the
Treasury.

Now, that person who imports and
has this additional tax now to deal
with will do what you will see when
you buy something and you are in a
State that has a sales tax. You will see
that the item costs X amount of dol-
lars. If it is something that costs
$40,000 and there is a 10 percent sales
tax, then you will see that there is a
tax on there, a sales tax of 10 percent,
or $4,000.

Well, here is where the stealth comes
in. Here is where the art of the steal
begins. When the person sells that
$40,000 item and has to add that addi-
tional $4,000 to it, that person becomes
somewhat of a tax collector for the
Trump tariff-tax steal. That person
who purchased this item, brought it
into the country, paid $40,000 for it, and
then had to pay $4,000 more, making it
$44,000, adds that $4,000 to the product
when you buy it. That $4,000 is added.

The unfortunate thing is that it is
not done the way a sales tax is done. It
is not noted that you are paying it.
You pay it because it is a part of buy-
ing the product, but there is nothing
that will say this is the Trump tariff-
tax steal. It won’t be there. It is a very
stealthy way of doing business.

Most people don’t realize that they
are paying this tariff, this tax, this
steal, if you will. They do, but, again,
we really haven’t gotten to the essence
of what is important here. That money,
that $4,000 that was paid at the point of
entry, is now collected from you be-
cause the person who is selling,
purveying, does not want to pay that
because they are operating possibly on
a thin profit margin. They already
have an overhead that they have to
consider, so you pay it.

Now it goes into the Treasury, and
here is where it gets really stealthy.
The steal gets stealthy because at
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some point, the President is desiring to
say that he gave you a tax break, that
you got a tax break from the Presi-
dent.

Well, here is the truth. That tax
break that you think you are getting
or may get and the billionaires will
get, that is the money that came out of
your pocket.

The President was desiring to get
this huge tariff because that would be
more money in the coffer coming out of
your pocket so that it could then be—
some of it—you don’t get back dollar
for dollar—you might get some of it
back. You may not get any depending
on your tax circumstance. The billion-
aires will get plenty. You may not get
any.
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This is a stealthy way of doing busi-
ness. It is a steal. This is why it is the
art of the steal that has been developed
by this President, so that he can take
money out of your pocket, put it into
the Treasury, and then say later on:
You now have a tax break.

I think that people who understand
this will understand why tariffs are not
always a great benefit to you. They can
be a benefit in some circumstances, but
remember, the President was putting a
tariff on some 90-plus countries. He was
putting a tariff on any and every coun-
try that he could find a means by
which he could tax with a tariff.

Some places didn’t have people to ac-
tually tax with a tariff, just animal
life, but he was desperate because he
wants to get money into the coffer, the
Treasury of the United States of Amer-
ica, so that he can then say to you:
You have now a tax break.

Some of you may—billionaires will—
have a tax break, but it is really
money out of your pocket that is being
returned to you in a diminished fash-
ion. This is the art of the steal as is
being perfected by our President.

Our President understands also that
there are other ways to get money into
the coffer, the Treasury. You can get
money into the Treasury by simply
having Medicare or Medicaid—have
some cuts into these two programs,
these two healthcare programs.

This can be done because there has
been an indication in this House that
some $880 billion will be cut or should
be cut or attempted to be cut—I am
going to fight it—from the committee
that has jurisdiction over Medicaid and
Medicare.

You can’t cut $880 billion out of the
appropriations that will emanate from
that committee without cutting into
Medicaid or Medicare. You have to do
it.

Well, when that is done, that money
goes into the Treasury. Now, you add
the stealth tax, which was a tariff, and
you add the money that you are saving
now by putting people who need
healthcare in harm’s way as it relates
to their healthcare, put that money in.

When I say people who need it, I am
talking about people who have long-
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term illnesses and seniors, dual-eligible
persons who may qualify for Medicaid
and Medicare, so they need these long-
term hospitalization programs avail-
able to them. That can be cut.

We are talking about the approxi-
mately 40 percent of children in this
country who benefit from Medicaid at
some point in their lives. That can be
cut.

These cuts that would impact chil-
dren and seniors would then go into the
coffer. Again, add this to the stealth
tariff tax, and you have more money
that you can now pass back to people
who are going to get a break and say
here is what the government is sending
you by way of cutting taxes and giving
you additional money.

Friends, I conclude that this is a very
stealthy way of doing business when
people don’t always understand. I be-
lieve that if people truly understand
how the President is amassing this tax
break for billionaires, I think they are
going to be exceedingly upset.

There are many ways to express how
upset you are. You can do this always
peacefully. Many are going to protest.
Others will do it at the polls. A good
many of my colleagues who are partici-
pating as persons who are aiding and
abetting, if you will, many of them will
find, as they are finding out currently,
that they are going to be received in
less than a very warm way when they
find themselves having townhall meet-
ings. They are already experiencing
this. That is why many of them are not
having their townhall meetings.

They are going to experience it also
when we have an election because peo-
ple aren’t going to forget this. They
are not going to forget how the Presi-
dent desperately tried to tax them so
that he could then return money, some
to them if they were qualified but
much to billionaires who would qual-
ify.

This is, in my opinion, a shameful
and disgraceful way for the President
to tell people that they are going to
get a tax break when it is really their
money that is being returned to them
by way of this tariff.

I would also remind people that as we
move forward, I have indicated that
the filing of Articles of Impeachment is
imminent. We are currently in a count-
down to impeachment.

Now, those who know me know that
I wouldn’t say this if I were not going
to move on with it, and I am. We will
have Articles of Impeachment filed.

I cannot tell you what the vote will
be. There are some who would say you
shouldn’t file the Articles of Impeach-
ment if you can’t win. No, you need to
know where people stand. You really
do. We need to know. I heard a Member
just yesterday indicate that we need to
have a certain thing brought before the
House to understand where people are.
It is not unusual for us to have votes to
find out where people are on certain
issues, and this is no exception.

The first Articles of Impeachment
may not succeed, and the second may
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not succeed, but having laid the foun-
dation for the President’s impeach-
ment in the past, I know that impeach-
ment can succeed.

I also know that should Democrats
reclaim the House and the Senate by
margins that are sufficient to not only
impeach but to convict, I believe that
the President can be removed from of-
fice.

He talks of having another term.
Well, Mr. President, you are not going
to have another term. That is not
going to happen. I know that you have
incited persons to come to the Capitol,
the citadel of democracy, and engage
in an insurrection. I don’t know what
you have up your sleeve, but I do know
that we will prevent you from having a
third term, and the best way to do it is
to not have you finish this term. The
best way to do this is to have you im-
peached and convicted and removed
from office. It can be done. I am telling
you, it can be done.

The law says it can be done. We but
only have to have the will to do it. The
way is before us. The will is what is
necessary to implement the way to an
impeachment and a removal of Donald
John Trump as President of the United
States of America. It would be the ap-
propriate thing because he is unfit to
be President, unfit to enforce the laws
of the land in such a way as to bring
honor to the process—unfit.

When you consistently, repeatedly
flout the laws, flout the notion of due
process, when you have agents of the
State approach a female and approach
her with persons who would surround
her, and then pull up a mask, and then
take her away, all in plainclothes,
masks, I don’t believe that the Amer-
ican people want to see that kind of
episode take place in this country. It
looks like we have secret police.

America is not a country with secret
police that come and take you away,
away from your home to some distant
State where you are not known, where
you don’t have resources, and they
don’t give you any due process. This is
not America.

The President is destroying the law-
ful, judicious processes that we have
enjoyed. He is chipping away at them.
If the President can do it for a person
who is here for whatever reasons, the
President can do it to any one of us, es-
pecially when the President believes
that you don’t have to allow a person
to say: ‘“‘Hey, you have the wrong per-
son. I didn’t do that.” It doesn’t matter
because the President believes that he
has the sole authority, by and through
his agents, to determine who can stay
and who must leave. Unfortunately,
someone who should be here is not here
as a result of the President’s behavior.

The President is harmful to the proc-
esses that we have enjoyed in this
country. He is unfit to be President. He
is also unfit because he disrespects the
judiciary. When he loses a case, it is al-
ways the judge’s fault.

What is amazing to me is that I have
colleagues who are buying into that,
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that it is the judge’s fault. Let’s im-
peach the judge because it is the
judge’s fault. It is always the judge. It
is never his fault. It is always the
judge.

When we start this process of having
the person who holds the highest office
in the land continually say that judges
are not fair when they are dealing with
him and things that he would have
done, when we allow that, we are now
sending a signal to the rest of society
that the judges are the reason why we
are not succeeding, the reason why we
can’t have whatever it is that we want
and can’t acquire, and we have to take
it to court. It is always the judges.

At some point, people will have a dis-
respect for the law and the process that
will cause others to disrespect the
country. People invest in this country
because they know that we have a good
judiciary, that it is a process that has
been in place and that will be honored.
They invest in this country also be-
cause they know that your money is
safe here. You invest in our bills, our
bonds. It is safe.

We have stability except when you do
as the President has just done, and
that is tariff some 90 countries and do
it in such a way as to cause people to
start to equivocate when it comes to
our bonds, our notes.

When that happens, you can see how
the President backs off. He understood
finally, at last, that he was making a
terrible mistake, and he backed off. He
has extended what he calls a 90-day
pause, but I don’t think he is going to
go back to where he was. I don’t think
he will. Even he understands that he
was making a serious mistake.

Here is the problem with that mis-
take: He has hurt the brand, the Amer-
ican brand. He has hurt the image of
the country. He has put the country in
a position such that people may no
longer think that this is the safest
place for their investment dollars.
They may not want to buy our bonds as
readily. If they don’t buy them readily,
that would then make it difficult for us
to sell them to pay bills.

The President is hurting the image of
the United States of America. We are
now seen as a country that doesn’t
honor its word. The President nego-
tiated a trade deal with Canada and
Mexico; he breaks the trade deal. The
President says that he wants Canada to
be the 5lst State; Canada is not about
to become the 5lst State.

I will be quite candid with you, I ad-
mire the way the Canadians have made
it perfectly clear to the President that
this won’t happen. Someone has to
stand up to him.

He wants to take Greenland. He
wants to make Gaza a resort. The
President has to understand that he is
not a king. He is not the emperor. He is
not a dictator. He has awesome power,
but he doesn’t have the power to just
go around people and take what he
wants. He doesn’t have that kind of
power, and we can’t let him have that
kind of power.
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Mr. Speaker, it is important for us to
move to impeachment because im-
peachment is the means by which a
reckless, ruthless President can be
brought into check. This is the balance
that we have. When all else fails, when
the Congress majority refuses to act,
and when he disregards the orders of
the court, impeachment is still avail-
able.

Mr. Speaker, I intend to bring Arti-
cles of Impeachment. I don’t know
what the vote would be. My guess is
that you are not going to get the vote
required, but you will get the oppor-
tunity to see who believes in what we
have said.

We said that the President was a det-
riment to democracy. We talked about
how he would harm the country if he
got back into office. Let’s find out if
we meant that. One of the ways we will
find out is with Articles of Impeach-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to serve my
country. I am proud to be an American.
It means something to me. I want to
protect what this country stands for in
a positive way, the positive image that
our country has had. I am trying to
change the negative image to a posi-
tive, but I want to protect that. It
means something to me to be an Amer-
ican.

Mr. Speaker, I want this country to
be the one that people look up to, as
opposed to frowned upon. Many do now
because of the way our President be-
haves.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to say that
I am censured but not silent, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HARRIGAN). Members are reminded to
refrain from engaging in personalities
toward the President.

———

HIGHLIGHTING THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA

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

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to highlight ten ways in
which the State of California is cur-
rently under Federal investigation. In
particular, the Newsom administration
is under Federal investigation.

The New York Times recently ran a
story on this topic with the headline,
“Trump Takes Aim at California Six
Times in 24 Hours.”’

The question was asked: Why is the
administration targeting California?
They call it a multipronged assault on
California that has begun in earnest.
That is actually the wrong question.
Why the administration is targeting
California is the wrong question. The
appropriate question is: Why is Cali-
fornia so flagrantly violating Federal
law in so many different ways?

In the article, the junior Senator in
our State, ADAM SCHIFF, is quoted as



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-06T14:06:00-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




