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Mandates are saddled upon our hos-

pitals. For example, in my home State 
of California, earthquake mandates go 
back three decades, where hospitals 
that are in perfectly good shape that 
are in non-earthquake zones have to be 
replaced. Millions and millions need to 
be spent for them to be brought up to 
code. 

They change the rules in the middle 
of the game. You are building or re-
modeling a hospital, and they approve 
a plan. At the end of the plan, at the 
end of the construction, they make you 
change the plan and request you to re-
place brand-new equipment. They are 
making it unaffordable with mandates 
and rules that are not conducive to-
ward delivering healthcare. 

f 

HONORING MAYOR KATHY 
SHEEHAN 

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

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the exceptional service 
of Mayor Kathy Sheehan as she pre-
pares to retire at the end of this year 
after three impactful terms leading the 
city of Albany. 

Since taking office as Albany’s 75th 
and first female mayor, Mayor Sheehan 
has been a tireless advocate for equity, 
opportunity, and responsive govern-
ment, giving every neighborhood and 
every resident a chance to shape the 
city’s future. 

Mayor Sheehan’s steadfast leadership 
has ensured that key Federal and local 
investments were put to work effec-
tively, lifting up families, strength-
ening local businesses, improving 
transportation, and preserving the vi-
brancy and character that make Al-
bany such a special place. 

It has been one of the greatest honors 
of my service in Congress to support 
her passionate efforts to build a strong-
er, fairer, and, yes, more resilient city. 

On behalf of the entire 20th Congres-
sional District, I offer my heartfelt 
congratulations to Mayor Sheehan on a 
well-earned retirement. While she may 
be stepping away from city hall, I 
know her leadership, her principles, 
and her example will continue to guide 
and inspire Albany for many years to 
come. 

f 

A’JA WILSON NAMED TIME’S 2025 
ATHLETE OF THE YEAR 

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

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, just check 
out this picture. This fabulous woman 
is A’ja Wilson, who was named Time’s 
2025 Athlete of the Year. 

A’ja became the first player in either 
the WNBA or the NBA to win a cham-
pionship, claim the scoring title, and 
be named Finals MVP, league MVP, 
and Defensive Player of the Year all in 
one season. 

A’ja’s impact was pivotal as the Las 
Vegas Aces won a record 16 straight 
games at the end of the regular season 
and then swept the finals to capture 
their third championship in 4 years. 

Beyond those statistics, A’ja con-
tinues to elevate the sport. She in-
spires young girls, and she uses her 
platform to advance equity and em-
powerment across women’s basketball. 

We all want to be like A’ja: beautiful, 
smart, talented, and kind. I congratu-
late A’ja. We are so, so proud of her in 
Las Vegas District One. 

f 

FUNDING MANUFACTURING EX-
TENSION PARTNERSHIP OFFICES 

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

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to sound the alarm across Ohio. 
The Trump administration has reck-
lessly frozen all of Ohio’s Manufac-
turing Extension Partnership offices—I 
repeat, Manufacturing Extension Part-
nership offices. 

Members of Congress on both sides of 
the aisle have worked hard to grow 
manufacturing jobs in America, in the 
places we represent, to recover from 
the four decades of outsourcing of U.S. 
production. 

I am really shocked at what they 
have done. This impulsive decision is a 
direct blow to family-owned businesses 
and American entrepreneurs competing 
against Communist China, Mexico, and 
every other low-wage haven in the 
world. 

This decision delays critical up-
grades, injects uncertainty into local 
production lines, undermines new jobs 
being created, and undermines every 
worker this Nation depends upon. 

The Department of Commerce should 
release and restore these job-creating 
dollars immediately. Congress voted 
for them. They should be expended. 

If the Trump administration can send 
$40 billion off to Argentina to buy for-
eign beef that hurts Ohio cattlemen, 
they ought to restore this support to 
boost U.S. factories, companies, and 
new jobs here at home. 

This is simply unbelievable. 
By the way, the U.S. Commerce De-

partment Secretary is a Wall Street 
magnate. He doesn’t understand what 
it takes to create manufacturing jobs 
in this country. 

f 

DISMANTLING DEPARTMENT OF 
EDUCATION IS NOT REFORM 

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

Ms. SIMON. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to remind us what this Nation 
used to do to its children. 

Before 1975, this country locked up 
200,000 disabled children in institu-
tions. We shut the schoolhouse door on 
children who were deaf, blind, or dif-

ferent in any way that we deemed in-
convenient. 

Then, parents, advocates, and attor-
neys fought, and they won. We passed 
laws on this floor that said every child 
in this Nation belongs, and we created 
the Office of Civil Rights in the Depart-
ment of Education to enforce those 
promises in real time and to inves-
tigate complaints. 

Earlier this year, employees in this 
office were fired. They were dismissed. 
Now, over 25,000 families are waiting 
for justice on their complaints. 

The Trump administration just re-
quested that some of these attorneys 
temporarily come back to work this 
week to clean up the mess that the ad-
ministration caused, but students and 
their families have already paid the 
price. 

The dismantling of the Department 
of Education is not reform. This is the 
resurrection of abandonment. Children 
deserve protection, not pathology. 

f 

PROTECTING CHILDREN ONLINE 

(Mrs. MCCLAIN DELANEY asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Mrs. MCCLAIN DELANEY. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to address an 
issue which unites all of us: protecting 
our youth and protecting almost every-
one online. 

This week, Australia implemented a 
social media ban for kids under 16. 
While I don’t suggest the U.S. mirror 
Australia or EU regs exactly, it dem-
onstrates global pushback on Big 
Tech’s unregulated impact on our pri-
vacy, safety, and well-being, particu-
larly for our children. 

For too long, these companies have 
operated powerful systems with little 
oversight and no guardrails, with an 
aim to prioritize profits over our 
health and safety. 

Before I came to Congress, I worked 
as a comms attorney and nonprofit ad-
vocate for Common Sense Media, advo-
cating on these issues. 

It is this lifework that compelled me 
to join Representative KENNEDY of 
Utah in introducing the bipartisan Al-
gorithm Accountability Act. Platforms 
must begin to be held accountable for 
designing, testing, and operating plat-
forms safely and to be responsible for 
foreseeable injuries or harm to its 
users, particularly to children. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bipartisan and much-needed legisla-
tion. 

f 
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LIBERTY AND JUSTICE FOR ALL 

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

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
and still I rise, a proud, liberated Dem-
ocrat, unbought, unbossed, and 
unafraid. 
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Mr. Speaker, I rise today because I 

believe in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
I am known to wear this tie that has 

what I consider to be a meaning that 
expresses much of what the pledge is 
all about. There are many people who 
have said to me that the tie is old, that 
it appears to be soiled and stained, but 
it is my favorite tie. It is a tie that I 
will never surrender. It is a tie that 
means something to me because it 
stands for something. 

It stands for the Pledge of Alle-
giance. More appropriately, it stands 
for some specific words within that 
pledge. Those words are: ‘‘Liberty and 
justice for all.’’ 

‘‘Liberty and justice for all.’’ 
I do pledge allegiance to liberty and 

justice for all, and I rise today to 
thank the courageous persons who, on 
just yesterday, took a stand for liberty 
and justice for all. 

I rise to thank the 140 persons who, 
on yesterday, voted to support H. Res. 
939, House Resolution 939. This resolu-
tion, H. Res. 939, impeaching Donald 
John Trump, President of the United 
States, for high crimes and mis-
demeanors. 

I rise to thank the 140 persons who 
supported this resolution. 

I rise to thank the 47 persons who did 
not oppose what we were doing but 
chose to simply say: I will vote 
‘‘present.’’ 

That was a significant vote, as well. 
I rise to thank them. 

All of these persons had the courage 
to say to Donald John Trump: Things 
are changing in this country. You are 
likely to face a vote of 218 more per-
sons who would vote to have you im-
peached. 

I rise to thank them for their cour-
age, but I also rise with my cane in 
hand to thank two people. I want to 
thank John Bonifaz. John Bonifaz. 
John Bonifaz. Constitutional scholar, 
John Bonifaz. 

There are many constitutional schol-
ars in this country. Let me harken 
back just a moment to make this point 
perspicuously clear. 

There were many people who under-
stood what invidious discrimination 
was, known as segregation but, in fact, 
was racism. There were many who 
knew what it was. They understood it. 
They could articulate it well. They 
were great orators, but they had some-
thing that set them apart from Dr. 
King. It was a lack of courage. 

Dr. King was set apart from the in-
tellectuals and great orators of his 
time because he had courage. It was his 
courage that allowed him to go to Bir-
mingham and, from the Birmingham 
jail, to write a letter that explained 
why the movement existed and why it 
was so important. 

It was courage. 
John Bonifaz, constitutional scholar 

par excellence. John Bonifaz has some-
thing that many of the constitutional 
scholars just don’t have. They are bril-
liant. They can elucidate and explain 
to you the Federalist Papers in great 

detail. They can tell you why you 
shouldn’t or why you should do some-
thing, but they don’t have the courage 
of John Bonifaz—the courage to speak 
not only truth to power. You can speak 
truth to power by simply saying: 
Power, there is a problem, and we need 
to address it. 

John will speak truth about power, 
which means you go to power, and you 
say: Power, there is a problem, and you 
are it. You are it. 

John Bonifaz has that kind of power. 
John Bonifaz has that kind of courage. 

John Bonifaz, I thank you for what 
you have done to help me move im-
peachment to the floor of the House of 
Representatives for a vote. I want his-
tory to know who you were. I want peo-
ple to know that you left big tracks— 
big tracks—in the sands of time. I want 
people to know that you came from one 
direction and that you proceeded to an-
other, a righteous direction. I want 
people to know who you are. 

I want people to know who Jessica 
Denson is, who is the mother and 
founder of the Removal Coalition; who 
believes that impeachment, conviction, 
and removal is part of the process, but 
it is also the solution. 

Jessica Denson is a courageous 
woman—a courageous woman who has 
a voice that is sometimes amazing to 
me in terms of how she so clearly ar-
ticulates the issues of our time. 

I want people to know that she had 
the courage to be there when we were 
in front of the Lincoln Memorial—to be 
there—to be the key, the cornerstone, 
of the movement that caused us to get 
to the Lincoln Memorial, which she 
was there to support but also to push 
for impeachment, conviction, and re-
moval. She is truly one of the great pa-
triots of our time. 

I thank you for your courage. 
I also want to thank the millions of 

people now who are associating them-
selves with this courage of Bonifaz; 
with this courage of Denson; with this 
courage of the 140 who, on yesterday, 
voted to support H. Res. 939; with this 
courage of the 47 who also took a posi-
tion that I appreciate greatly. 

There is courage. I have to mention 
courage because these things don’t 
happen simply because you want them 
to. It is not easy to do what we did yes-
terday. It is not. There are all sorts of 
forces, crosscurrents, winds, and all 
sorts of energy pushing back: Don’t do 
it. 

Let me pause for a moment and say 
this: Those who are antithetical to my 
views like to say that I—AL GREEN has 
gone rogue. It was in the papers today. 
AL GREEN is coming before Congress, 
and he has his cane, and he is just wav-
ing his cane. 

That is what they say. They would 
have me become a person who is just 
another person from some dark place 
who doesn’t know what he is talking 
about, so they talk about waving my 
cane. 

Yes, I am waving my cane, and I am 
pointing it straight at all of you who 

are antithetical to righteousness, anti-
thetical to what we did yesterday in 
bringing these Articles of Impeach-
ment to a vote. I am pointing my cane 
at you. 

I am pointing at those people who are 
a part of the news media who will bring 
me up and say things about me but 
won’t allow me to respond to them. 
You know who you are. But, as I was 
saying, I want people to know about 
this courage and the pushback and the 
antithetical forces. I want people to 
know about it, and I want people to 
know that I understand what happened 
yesterday. 

It was comparable to what happened 
at the Edmund Pettus Bridge. Yester-
day was a seminal moment in time. It 
was comparable to what happened. It 
was comparable to what happened 
when John Lewis explained it to me. 
What many people never discuss is the 
fact that there were many people who 
thought that you shouldn’t go to the 
Edmund Pettus Bridge; it is too dan-
gerous. 

If you go to the Edmund Pettus 
Bridge, you could be hurt. You know 
what the constabulary will do. There 
were people who warned them, admon-
ished them, pleaded with some of them, 
saying: Those people will hurt you. 
These people are inspired by hate. 
There are some evil people among 
them. 

b 1120 
It was courage, however, that said: 

Go on to the Edmund Pettus Bridge, go 
on to the Edmund Pettus Bridge. 

Not only did they go, but when they 
reached that crest, they could see a 
point where the constabulary was 
there, some on horseback, and they 
knew at that point that some of those 
people who admonished them were 
right, but they marched on. They did 
not allow fear to prevent them from 
doing a righteous thing, even when 
they knew the consequences could be 
harmful. 

I keep saying it, and I will say it 
until I make my transition. John 
Lewis told me that he thought he was 
going to die on that bridge, but he 
marched on. Yesterday, in spite of a lot 
of admonitions, people marched on. 
People marched on, and they took a 
courageous vote: a vote that is going to 
be marked as a seminal moment in 
time, a vote that will have an impact 
on the rest of time because it sent a 
message to a reckless, ruthless, lawless 
President indicating that your time in 
office as a reckless, ruthless, lawless 
President, your days are numbered. 

No one wants to see you harmed 
physically, that is not the case. But 
there are people who do not believe 
that you should serve out this term of 
office given your behavior in office. 
There are people who believe that you 
ought to be impeached, you ought to be 
convicted, and you ought to be re-
moved. 

I am one of the people. I am one of 
the people. We, the people of the re-
moval movement, believe that you, sir, 
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should be an example of what a right-
eous government will do when a person 
who would subvert the Constitution 
has slithered his way into office. 

You, sir, should be the example. You, 
sir, by your behavior, by your actions, 
by your words, by your deeds, you, sir, 
should not hold the title President of 
the United States of America, and you 
should be removed. 

I know that there are some who 
would want to wait, well, he will leave 
office in a couple years, and after he 
leaves office in a couple of years, we 
will get back to our normal lives. Not 
the case. This man is having a long- 
term impact on American society. Not 
the case. 

There are others who want to mimic 
him. There are many Trumps—not 
many in terms of numbers, although I 
could argue that there are large num-
bers, but there are many in terms of 
being smaller now who would like to 
enlarge their persona, enlarge their 
image, enlarge their reach, enlarge 
their power, many Trumps who want to 
be another Donald Trump. They are 
out there, and we need to do something 
to let people know that when you be-
have as he has behaved, justice will be 
served. 

Yesterday, the sword of justice 
swung across the House of Representa-
tives, and it left its indelible mark. 
People know now that we mean busi-
ness. Yes, we mean business. 

To the millions of people who have 
joined the impeach, convict, and re-
moval coalition, I thank you for being 
there. I especially thank the persons 
who were on The Mall at the Lincoln 
Memorial. 

Now, I would like to respond to the 
question, if I haven’t already: Why are 
you doing this, AL GREEN? That really 
is not the question. 

The question really is: Why wouldn’t 
I do it? Why wouldn’t I do it, when I 
have in my hand language that moti-
vates me to do it? 

Let me read what I bear in my hand. 
It says here Dick Cheney’s statement. 
For further edification, that would be 
Vice President Dick Cheney. This is his 
statement on Donald Trump’s state-
ment, talking about Donald Trump. 
This is something that NPR published 
September 6, 2024, per Vice President 
Dick Cheney. 

By the way, he was a Republican. I 
need not say it, but I think that it adds 
to what I am about to say. I am a Dem-
ocrat. I think we were in different 
places politically, but when it comes to 
the country, we are in the same place. 
We were in the same place then, and we 
are in the same place now. 

Here is what he said: ‘‘In our Nation’s 
248-year history, there has never been 
an individual who is a greater threat’’ 
to American democracy—correction— 
‘‘a greater threat to our Republic than 
Donald Trump.’’ 

Let me repeat it. ‘‘In our Nation’s 
248-year history, there has never been 
an individual who is a greater threat to 
our Republic than Donald Trump.’’ 

Then, he goes on to inspire because 
he says: ‘‘As citizens, we each have a 
duty’’—I would add the word ‘‘responsi-
bility.’’ ‘‘We each have a duty to put 
country above partisanship to defend 
our Constitution,’’ to put our country 
above partisanship and defend our Con-
stitution. 

Those words inspire me. I believe 
that he is right. We have to put coun-
try above partisanship. We have got to 
defend the Constitution. That means 
defend liberty and justice for all, not in 
the Constitution, but it is symbolic of 
what the Constitution represents. It 
means, defend your Fifth Amendment 
rights, right to due process, 14th 
Amendment also, defend your right to 
free speech, defend your right to say 
that members of the military don’t 
have to follow illegal orders. In fact, 
they must not follow illegal orders. 
That is what he is talking about. That 
is the Constitution. That is what 
comes out of the Constitution, al-
though it may not be explicated with 
this kind of specificity within the Con-
stitution, but that is it. You have got 
a right to say it. Don’t follow illegal 
orders. That is a mandate. It is not 
something that is optional. You have 
got a right to say it. And you have got 
a right to say it without having some-
one indicate that you somehow have 
done something wrong and that you 
somehow ought to be hanged. 

Now, I will say more about that in 
just a moment. I have much to say 
about that, but before I say it, I want 
to say this: If you, any one of you, if I, 
if I threaten the President of the 
United States of America, I have got a 
punishment here in my hand, if you are 
convicted under 18 U.S.C. Section 871 of 
threatening the President of the 
United States, you can suffer con-
sequences including up to 5 years in a 
Federal prison, fines of $250,000, a per-
manent felony record, possible restric-
tions on future employment, firearm 
ownership, and other rights. 

b 1130 

Now, if I or anyone of you should in-
dicate in some way that the President 
ought to somehow receive a death sen-
tence, or if I or one of you should indi-
cate that the President ought to be 
hanged, I guarantee you this President 
would have you arrested. I guarantee 
you, you would be incarcerated. I guar-
antee you, because you can indict a 
ham sandwich, they say, you would be 
indicted. I guarantee you, you would go 
to trial. 

If you do something that is consid-
ered threatening, if you say—here is a 
good word: If you say the President 
ought to receive death, be punishable 
by death, or if you say that he ought to 
be hanged—as the President has said 
here when he posted a third-party’s 
post indicating, ‘‘hang them, Wash-
ington would,’’ indicating here that 
their behavior was ‘‘seditious behavior, 
punishable by death.’’ 

Now I am talking about the person 
who did the right thing, the righteous 

thing, the lawful thing of saying to 
people in the military: Don’t follow il-
legal orders. They found themselves, 
not the President but themselves, 
being suspect. The President who has 
threatened execution, some people 
don’t want him impeached. 

Now, there are some who do, but they 
have various reasons for why they 
can’t take the stand. They can’t say it. 
Well, I can. For all of you who want to 
say it and can’t say it, I am saying it 
for you. I am saying he should have 
been impeached. I am saying that if 
ever there was a President in the his-
tory of the United States of America 
who should be impeached, it is Donald 
John Trump for what he said. He 
should be impeached. 

Now, there are people who will say 
that you do know that he went over to 
FOX News, that he slithered his way 
over there and after being there, he in-
dicated that he didn’t intend for any-
body to be killed. Maybe not in those 
exact words, but he didn’t intend. He 
didn’t intend for that to be the case. 

Do you really think that if I said the 
President ought to be hanged that I 
could go over to FOX—well, FOX 
wouldn’t allow me to say it, but some 
news source—and say, oh, no. Forgive 
me. I made a mistake. It was a slip of 
my tongue. No. This President would 
not allow it. He would consider this a 
threat. I would be facing a fine. I would 
be facing going to prison, but the 
President is with impunity, saving 
what happened yesterday, with impu-
nity making threats against judges, 
making threats against Members of 
Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, for those who say, well, 
that is just Congress and they are just 
judges, let me tell you how it impacts 
your life. 

If you go before one of the judges 
that the President has threatened and 
you believe that the President’s 
threats can make a difference, will you 
question the judgment of the judge? He 
puts the judiciary in question, the 
judgements. When he can intimidate 
judges to the extent that you think 
judges are acting because of the Presi-
dent’s actions that he has taken 
against the judge. 

This is bigger than you are as a per-
son. It is about all of us as people. 
Threatening the judiciary, threatening 
the independence of the judiciary, not 
respecting the separation of powers, it 
impacts you and me. 

We all can be judged at some point. 
We want to believe that the judge is 
going to be objective, that he is not 
going to be subjected, that he is not 
going to or she is not going to subject 
her most precious judicious thoughts 
to the whims of a President who is 
reckless, ruthless, and lawless. That is 
what you want to believe. 

Okay. Well, maybe that takes care of 
the judges, Congressman GREEN, but 
what about Members of Congress? He is 
just threatening them. 

Remember, we had a Member of Con-
gress who was wounded. There was an 
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attempt to assassinate her. There were 
innocent bystanders there with her 
who were harmed, deadly. It is about 
all of us. It is about when we are out in 
the public. It is about some person tak-
ing to heart what the President said 
when he said ‘‘death,’’ when he said 
‘‘hang them.’’ It is about all of us. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no regrets for 
what I have done. Zero. I would chal-
lenge anyone to come and stand over 
here or here and stand with me. I chal-
lenge you to come and stand and point 
out why I shouldn’t have done what I 
have done, or we shouldn’t have done 
what we have done, meaning those who 
were part of the removal coalition. 

Come. I challenge you. Let’s talk be-
fore the world, any one of you. I am 
proud of what I have done. I would do 
it again. 

I want you to know that in doing this 
we are putting the country above some 
people. We are. Because it is the coun-
try that contains all of the people. All 
of the people are more important than 
some one or two, 10 people maybe, 
maybe 23. More important than 23 peo-
ple. It is the country we are trying to 
save. 

Well, how do you save the country 
without having control of the House of 
Representatives, AL? 

By showing the country that what is 
happening to this country is going to 
cause us to dissolve into something 
that we have been fighting. We are al-
ready at the point of having a person 
who is maybe less than a dictator but 
an authoritarian, we are getting close. 

When the President controls one side 
of the aisle that has a majority, the 
Republicans in the House, when a 
President controls one side of the aisle 
called Republicans in the Senate, when 
a President has stacked the Supreme 
Court of the United States—yes, he 
stacked the deck—and gets rulings 
that people never thought the Supreme 
Court would render, all that is left is 
impeachment. That is all that is left. 

There are those who would say, well, 
let’s just wait. Why don’t we wait. 
They told Dr. King to wait. One of the 
things that Dr. King said in response to 
this notion that we must wait was: 
‘‘The time is always right to do what is 
right.’’ 

Now, I say to you what we did yester-
day was not only right, it was right-
eous because everything in those arti-
cles is true. It is righteous, and we 
don’t have constitutional scholars 
coming out and saying, well, it really 
doesn’t comply with Federalist number 
whatever. That is not the argument. 

The argument is this is not the time. 
I differ. The time, as Dr. King put it, is 
always right to do what is right. 

Now, Dr. King didn’t expect every-
body to do what was right when he was 
doing it. I don’t expect everybody who 
believes that what we are doing is right 
but won’t do it themselves to do what 
is right with us. 

I understand, but what I don’t want 
you to do, and I beg that you not do, is 
assault the people who are standing up 
for you in clever language. 
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Don’t do that. Don’t assault us. We 

may fight back, but don’t do that. I 
have bigger things to do. I am not 
going to say ugly things. 

My point is this is bigger than any 
one of us in this Congress. It is bigger 
than the Congress, the House and the 
Senate together, and the judiciary. 
This is about the country. What kind 
of country will he leave when he leaves 
office? That is what we are dealing 
with. 

My friends across the aisle are very 
much aware of how he is encroaching 
upon the separation of powers, the ju-
diciary, how he is threatening the Su-
preme Court, and threatening judges 
with abusive, vituperative language. 
When you are threatening one judge, 
you are threatening them all. Let’s not 
kid ourselves. He is doing it. 

I am going to share this with you. I 
know who this President is. I want to 
make sure that you understand that I 
am going to a different topic in sharing 
with you who he is. I want to tell you 
who he is because, in telling you who 
he is, I will be going to a different 
topic. I made my point about impeach-
ment, but I want to tell you who he is, 
because I have seen him before. I know 
him. 

This is a different topic now because 
there is more to be said about this 
President than what was said in the 
Articles of Impeachment. I want to say 
that more has to be said at this time 
about who he is that wasn’t in the Ar-
ticles of Impeachment. To say that, I 
am going to move to another podium. I 
am going to move to another podium, 
so give me just a moment as I move to 
another podium. 

And still I rise, Mr. Speaker, and I 
rise now to explain to the world who 
Donald John Trump is. I have seen him 
before. I have seen his cousins. I have 
seen his relatives. I am going to tell 
you who he is. 

I saw him on June 11, 1963, when he 
stood in the schoolhouse door. He was 
George Wallace. I saw him when he 
fought desegregation in this country. I 
saw him. He metamorphoses. He 
changes. He is a shape-shifter. He 
changes his makeup, his appearance. 

Now, there are those who are going 
to take that literally and say, gosh, he 
thinks that Donald Trump was George 
Wallace, but there are other people 
who understand that I am saying: 
George Wallace was a forerunner of 
Donald Trump. 

I saw him. I know who he is. He 
wasn’t Wallace, but he is, in a sense, 
his cousin. He was George Wallace’s 
cousin. He is a relative, not because of 
ethnicity, not because of race, but be-
cause of behavior. They are related in 
terms of their behavior. 

I know he is. I saw him in 1964, when 
he was Lester Maddox. He had an ax 
handle, and he used his ax handle to 
threaten people of color. I saw him 
with that ax handle when he wouldn’t 
allow Black people into his restaurant. 

I know who he is. I saw his cousin, 
Milton Friedman, Nobel laureate, who, 

after the Brown v. Board of Education 
decision was rendered, he went public 
and said let’s use vouchers to maintain 
segregation. That is another way of 
saying let’s use vouchers to maintain 
racism, because that is what segrega-
tion was. It was racism. 

I know who he is because I have read 
about him and what he did on May 18, 
1896, in Plessy v. Ferguson, the case 
that allowed invidious segregation to 
bloom and blossom and permeate soci-
ety. 

I know who he is. Some of you don’t 
know. You have not had a chance to re-
view his history as I have. I know his 
cousins. I know his relatives. 

I know who he is because I have read 
about what his relatives did on March 
6, 1857, in Dred Scott v. Sandford, when 
they concluded, this Chief Justice, that 
a Black person had no rights that a 
White person had to respect. 

I know who he is. I know the people 
who were there before him to pave the 
way for him to do what he is doing 
now. I know him, and because I know 
him, I have to fight him. I know what 
he did in my lifetime. 

He didn’t have a personal hand in 
what happened, but when I say he did, 
I am talking about the people who have 
made it possible for him to do what he 
is doing now. 

Let’s just say I know what they did 
so that FOX News and some of the 
many others who are antithetical to 
hearing the truth—maybe they won’t 
obliterate the truth to the extent that 
they are perfectly capable of doing. 

Here is what I know: I know what 
happened in my lifetime when I had to 
go to the back door to get my food. I 
remember when I had to drink from a 
filthy colored water fountain when 
there was a pristine White water foun-
tain right next to me. I know. I lived 
it. 

I remember how I had to sit in the 
back of the bus, and if there weren’t 
enough seats for Anglos—we called 
them White people. I don’t like the 
term. But when there weren’t enough 
seats for Anglos, then I had to move. I 
know. I know what is going on. I see it. 

Well, you say, that is not happening 
right now. No, but we are headed in 
that direction. I don’t want to return 
to that past where I was a suspect sim-
ply because of the color of my skin. I 
was a suspect. 

We are now at a point in this coun-
try, to tie this together, where there 
are people who are suspects because of 
the way they look, just as I was a sus-
pect because of the way I looked. If you 
are Latino in the United States of 
America, given the behavior of the 
king’s men—that would be President 
Trump—you are a suspect. You are a 
suspect, and the king’s men can show 
up with a mask, faces covered, collect 
you—that is a very kind way of saying 
it—put you in some vehicle, and then 
storm away to some distant place and 
lock you up. Relatives don’t know 
where you are—no due process. 

I know. I know who you are. I know 
where you are going. I know what you 
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want to do. I have suffered what you 
would return to if you could. I know. 
Yes, I see how you have decided that 
you, and you alone, determine what 
the law is in this country. You, and 
you alone, will decide whether a person 
should be locked up or released, unlike 
what the Constitution requires. I know 
who you are. 

b 1150 

Mr. Speaker, I know who you are. I 
understand that there is an attempt to 
roll back the clock. People of color are 
becoming suspect in this country. You 
can be African American; you can be 
Asian; you can be Latino; we are mov-
ing toward your being suspect. 

There are people of good will of all 
colors who are going to fight this. I 
pray that we will succeed. There are 
people of good will who are White and 
who are standing with us. 

It is easy to see, if you care to look, 
at how the President has now said: Yes, 
I said there were s-hole countries. Yes, 
I said it. 

The President is now saying in South 
Africa there is genocide. We will bring 
in the White South Africans. If you are 
from one of the 19 countries—actually 
it is 18—predominated by people of 
color, we will put a hold on you. 

There is no one so blind as he who 
won’t see, not he who can’t, but he who 
chooses not to see. I know who he is. I 
know what he has done to lay the foun-
dation, not him personally, but the 
many who came before him and who 
know how to use hate as a weapon to 
change society. That is what he is 
doing. He is using hate. 

He is using beneficial bigotry. 
How does beneficial bigotry work, AL 

GREEN? 
Here is how it works. You go to 

someone who is a principled person, 
someone who has been fighting for lib-
erty and justice for all. You do them a 
favor. In exchange for that favor, you 
only require one thing: Loyalty. Just 
give me your loyalty. Give me your 
loyalty in the future. 

The thing that he has done can some-
times be of benefit to the person. Most 
of the time it is. It can also be detri-
mental to some other people. He uses 
beneficial bigotry. 

It is beneficial bigotry that he has 
used against the Palestinians. It is ben-
eficial bigotry to say they should be 
obliterated and to say that the Pal-
estinians don’t deserve a country. He 
has used it to do all that he can to 
eliminate the possibility of a two-state 
solution. That plan that he has is noth-
ing more than a land grab. 

I know who he is. I see what he is 
doing. Others do, too. They just don’t 
have the ability to stand in the well of 
the House of Representatives and say 
it. I am saying it. Yes, he is a bene-
ficial bigot. 

Then those who benefit from his big-
otry are loyal to him. These are people 
who would never allow a person to do 
such a thing if he hadn’t done favors 
for them. They would speak out and 

speak up against his bigotry. They 
don’t because he has done favors. 

Those who are part of the evangelical 
movement see what is happening to the 
country. They have an opportunity to 
preach on Sunday all of the righteous-
ness, and then on Monday they benefit 
from the bigotry. As a result, right-
eousness becomes secondary to the loy-
alty that they pledged because he did 
something for them. 

I say to my dear friends in this part 
of my message today that I am not 
going to relent. There are some who 
would have me go away. There are 
some who have already indicated— 
there was a news story out today about 
how I will be defeated at the next elec-
tion and I will just become part of a 
bygone history. They have already 
prognosticated my defeat and called 
me a rogue. 

Friends, all of this may happen. I will 
say this. It won’t change my opinion, 
and it won’t change who I am. I believe 
in this flag. I believe in liberty and jus-
tice for all. I don’t support beneficial 
bigotry. I don’t support people who 
would desecrate what the flag really 
means as it relates to the Constitution. 

Those are not the last Articles of Im-
peachment that will be brought to the 
floor. H. Res. 939 is not the last to be 
brought to the floor for a vote to re-
move Donald John Trump from office. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT FROM FRIDAY, DE-
CEMBER 12, 2025, TO MONDAY, 
DECEMBER 15, 2025 

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 
noon Monday next for morning-hour 
debate and 2 p.m. for legislative busi-
ness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

BRINGING AMERICA BACK TO ITS 
ROOTS 

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

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, it was great 
to have had the chance last night to be 
at the White House with the President, 
his Cabinet, and my colleagues. 

Obviously, we celebrated the Christ-
mas season and our collective belief 
that this season is particularly impor-
tant for the American people in rec-
ognition of who we are as a people in a 
Judeo-Christian society and cele-
brating the birth of our Lord and Sav-
ior, Jesus Christ. 

It is not just a holiday for white 
lights and garland and making merry. 

It is a holiday that serves as the center 
of who we are as a people. 

As the Speaker knows, sitting there 
in the Speaker’s chair under ‘‘In God 
We Trust,’’ it is that collective faith 
that we have in the Lord Almighty and 
our collective belief in his Son that has 
served as the core of the strength of 
this country from its founding. I will 
talk about two things today that are 
related to that. 

One is a policy issue. That issue is 
the ability of the American people to 
get healthcare and care for one an-
other. The other is defending our 
Judeo-Christian heritage in Western 
civilization from the onslaught of 
those who wish to push the 
Islamification of our country into the 
forefront. 

Mr. Speaker, I will start on the point 
of the healthcare policy because I 
think it goes to the central problem we 
face as a people right now. A lot of 
folks are talking about ‘‘affordability.’’ 
It has become the political hot-button 
buzzword. It is affordability. 

This is being driven intentionally by 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle because they have got virtually 
nothing to run on. They made a choice 
to shut the government down in order 
to set up a fight and to try to elevate 
the issue of healthcare because they 
believe they can win on it politically. 

Mr. Speaker, I want everyone to 
think about that for a minute. They 
shut down the government because 
they want to politicize the issue of 
healthcare and not actually work to 
solve the problem. 

b 1200 

Republicans, in my view, have avoid-
ed the issue of healthcare out of polit-
ical fear historically. I believe that 
this Republican Congress, this Repub-
lican House and Senate, and this Re-
publican-led White House have the op-
portunity today to transform 
healthcare for the American people so 
that it can be affordable, so that they 
can have choice and they can go to the 
doctor of their choice, and to empower 
doctors and patients, not insurance bu-
reaucrats and government bureaucrats. 

I want to repeat that again because I 
am going to engage in a colloquy and 
yield to my friend from Missouri in a 
moment on this important topic. 

Right now, the average American 
family is getting crushed and is unable 
to afford healthcare because Democrats 
broke our healthcare system. 

I want to be very clear: Democrats 
knowingly chose to break the Amer-
ican healthcare system 15 years ago. 
We told the world what would happen, 
and it has come true. 

American families and the businesses 
that employ most of them are spending 
about $25,000 a year for insurance pre-
miums that give them fewer options 
and restricts them on what they can 
do, gives them higher copays, higher 
deductibles, and fundamentally makes 
it impossible for them to have actual 
care. 
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