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For 25 years, Glyn served as business 

manager for the Downstate Illinois La-
borers’ District Council. During that 
time he fought to secure better bene-
fits and higher wages for more than 
10,000 union families. 

As a member of the Illinois Capital 
Development Board, Glyn brought 
workers’ voices to the table that over-
sees State construction projects. 

He also chairs the Illinois Laborers’ 
and Contractors’ Joint Apprenticeship 
and Training Program to help build the 
next generation of construction work-
ers. 

I thank Glyn for all he has done for 
Illinois’ workers, the labor movement 
and our community. 

I congratulate Glyn on his retire-
ment. 

f 

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
VENEZUELA—MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 119–21) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90 
days prior to the anniversary date of 
its declaration, the President publishes 
in the Federal Register and transmits to 
the Congress a notice stating that the 
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with this provision, I have sent to 
the Federal Register for publication the 
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency declared in Executive 
Order 13692 of March 8, 2015, with re-
spect to the situation in Venezuela is 
to continue in effect beyond March 8, 
2025. 

The situation in Venezuela continues 
to pose an unusual and extraordinary 
threat to the national security and for-
eign policy of the United States. For 
this reason, I have determined that it 
is necessary to continue the national 
emergency declared in Executive Order 
13692 with respect to the situation in 
Venezuela. 

DONALD J. TRUMP.
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 27, 2025. 
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CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
UKRAINE—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 119–22) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90 
days prior to the anniversary date of 
its declaration, the President publishes 
in the Federal Register and transmits to 
the Congress a notice stating that the 
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with this provision, I have sent to 
the Federal Register for publication the 
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency declared in Executive 
Order 13660 of March 6, 2014, which was 
expanded in scope in Executive Order 
13661, Executive Order 13662, and Exec-
utive Order 14065, and under which ad-
ditional steps were taken in Executive 
Order 13685 and Executive Order 13849, 
is to continue in effect beyond March 6, 
2025. 

The actions and policies of persons 
that undermine democratic processes 
and institutions in Ukraine; threaten 
its peace, security, stability, sov-
ereignty, and territorial integrity; and 
contribute to the misappropriation of 
its assets, as well as the actions and 
policies of the Government of the Rus-
sian Federation, including its pur-
ported annexation of Crimea and its 
use of force in Ukraine, continue to 
pose an unusual and extraordinary 
threat to the national security and for-
eign policy of the United States. There-
fore, I have determined that it is nec-
essary to continue the national emer-
gency declared in Executive Order 13660 
with respect to Ukraine. 

DONALD J. TRUMP.
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 27, 2025. 
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RETURN THE UNITED STATES TO 
A BALANCED BUDGET 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2025, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LAMALFA) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the time and effort to make this 
time available so that we can commu-
nicate directly with the American pub-
lic about what is going on in Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, I am disappointed that 
I sometimes hear a lot of misinforma-
tion going out, including several pres-
entations just a few minutes ago on the 
distortion of what the intentions are 
under the budget resolution and ulti-
mately budget reconciliation and how 
we are going to return the United 
States back in the direction of a bal-
anced budget, which has ballooned to 
be so unbalanced in the last few years. 
At least let’s get back to the pre- 
COVID numbers instead of $2 trillion 
annually. 

We will resolve that, and we will talk 
about that. We will talk about it pub-
licly in the upcoming weeks, and the 
people can tune right into the com-

mittee hearings and see for themselves 
rather than having to believe lies made 
by politicians and by the media. 

Mr. Speaker, I also will share this 
time and this hour here with col-
leagues, including my new colleague 
here from Indiana (Mr. SHREVE), who 
would like to give his comments and 
thoughts here. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. SHREVE). 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, during 
our district workweek this past week, I 
had the opportunity to visit with Hoo-
siers across Indiana’s Sixth District. I 
applied my first in-district workweek 
traveling from Indianapolis to Colum-
bus and points in between. It was great 
to hear directly from Hoosiers about 
their priorities and listening to the 
issues that are important to them. 

Above all else, in this role, our job as 
Representatives is to listen to our con-
stituents. I was honored to attend the 
Indiana National Guard change of com-
mand ceremony, at which Brigadier 
General Lawrence Muennich assumed 
command from Major General Dale 
Lyles, making General Muennich the 
60th Adjutant General of Indiana’s Na-
tional Guard. 

I met with constituents from the In-
diana Railroad Association and the In-
diana Trucking Association. The dis-
trict that I represent literally lies at 
the crossroads of America, and indus-
tries such as these represent key parts 
of the lifeblood of our economy. 

Indiana’s Sixth continues to be home 
to safe and prosperous communities in 
which to raise families. It was high-
lighted by my visit with the leadership 
of Franklin College and a number of 
state of the city addresses that occur 
in the month of January, including 
Greenwood’s, where I attended Mayor 
Mark Myers’ 14th state of the city ad-
dress. 

I visited with the leadership of 
Cummins Engine Company, 
headquartered in the district. I toured 
their cutting-edge engineering facility 
at their Cummins Engine plant. 

I toured Rolls Royce and their mas-
sive aircraft engine design and manu-
facturing facility, where they are at 
the leading edge of military aircraft 
production for our national defense. 

I also visited with SABIC, a company 
in Bartholomew County that is part of 
a global plastics industry. 

At each of these companies in my 
district, I witnessed the best of Indi-
ana: highly-skilled, hardworking Hoo-
siers who are contributing to the suc-
cess and the defense of our country. 

Above all, I heard a common theme 
as I traveled my district: Let’s bring 
more Hoosier common sense to Wash-
ington. 

Mr. Speaker, that is the commitment 
I made, and that is what I will con-
tinue to do. 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for participating and 
letting us know what is going on in the 
gentleman’s district. I wish the gen-
tleman the best in his first term and 
new term as a Member of Congress. 
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Mr. Speaker, just in quick review 

once again here, in passing the budget 
resolution this week, H. Con. Res. 14, it 
is a 60-page document, I invite people 
to look it up for themselves and rec-
oncile for themselves between what 
they are hearing and what my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
are trying to scare the public with on 
things that are going to be cut because 
of it. They are not in there. 

Again, Medicaid, no cuts. Medicare, 
no cuts. Social Security, no cuts. 
SNAP, none. We even heard a bit ago 
about veterans. No. We want to make 
these things better for them. We want 
to make them more effective. 

Our veterans deserve to have the best 
possible care and the best possible serv-
ices for them. It isn’t going to come 
from the type of rhetoric of what we 
are hearing here. 

As I mentioned before, Social Secu-
rity. No one is going to reduce Social 
Security, but looking forward in the 
long term, it is going to be in big trou-
ble in 7 or 8 years. Shouldn’t we be 
working together in a bipartisan way 
to make sure that that program can 
sustain itself beyond that when the 
trust fund runs out, at such a point 
when more money will have to be paid 
in by workers or having less benefits or 
things like that because it just flat 
runs out? 

That is not good. Let’s have an hon-
est debate on that and how Medicaid is 
going to go forward, as well. All of 
these programs need to be looked at in 
order to keep them on a solid fiscal 
course. That doesn’t happen when lies 
get told about what we are trying to do 
here in sight of running $2 trillion 
budget deficits. 

Mr. Speaker, with so many different 
issues for us to be looking at in Con-
gress, we also have to revitalize our 
economy. A growing economy will help 
a lot in solving our deficit problem. 

Two big drivers of inflation are over-
spending by Federal Government and 
the cost of energy, which is integral to 
so much of our economy, to every as-
pect of production and transportation 
and delivery and what we do in our 
daily lives. The cost of energy, from 
electricity in our homes and busi-
nesses, manufacturing, and fuel for ve-
hicles, trains, and aircraft. Those are 
the two main drivers. 

As we have seen in the last several 
years, when the Federal Government 
has basically put a giant vacuum on 
the available money supply, prices go 
up on everything. The energy to 
produce those things causes higher 
prices. 

I am a farmer in my real life at 
home. A couple of years ago, I saw the 
tripling of the cost of fertilizer as an 
input for our crops and the doubling of 
the cost of fuel. Where is that going to 
be made up? It is in the price of food. 
Everybody is kind of mad about the 
price of eggs right now. I get it. I un-
derstand that. 

A couple of points that factor into 
that is that we have California regula-

tions, especially on how eggs are to be 
produced and the chickens are to be 
raised. We have seen all those things 
that drive inflation affect the egg 
growers and the poultry folks. 

Also, I believe there is an over-
reaction on the bird flu. The last num-
ber I saw was 160 million chickens have 
been exterminated because of the idea 
or perception on that. Yes, there is a 
real deal out there, but I think the 
Biden administration took it way too 
far. When you have these things going 
on, that is going to affect the price of 
eggs. 

The Trump administration is work-
ing diligently on that. I spoke with the 
Secretary of Agriculture just yester-
day, and they are looking at remedies 
for that. We will be soon getting a han-
dle on that and other things that are 
inflationary if we are allowed to have 
our economy thrive and be open 
enough to take care of these things. 

I am encouraged by this direction. 
There is a lot of talk about DOGE and 
what it is doing. It is, indeed, flipping 
over rocks and finding a lot of cock-
roaches scurrying away on some things 
that the American public cares zero 
about on what is being spent in foreign 
areas. At USAID, at the beginning, 
there were some good aspects of 
USAID, but it sure turned into some-
thing that the public doesn’t care 
about or want. There are effects from 
these costs and of these actions of gov-
ernment. 

Mr. Speaker, we should then look at 
the regulatory side. We have had so 
much being expended on climate 
change, in my home State of California 
especially. What actually is climate 
change, and let’s look at long-term 
trends. 

There is a lot of science behind that 
being ignored, I believe. What are the 
trends on temperatures? What are the 
trends on CO2? There are so many dif-
ferent aspects that are a lot more sci-
entific than politicians, me included, 
who are trying to expound upon that. 

We have seen very difficult regula-
tions come down the pike on the regu-
lations especially of CO2. My col-
leagues have probably seen this poster 
of mine in the past, where I have point-
ed out the makeup of CO2 in our atmos-
phere, one of the greenhouse gases that 
are the main concern by several admin-
istrations now. 

The main gas is nitrogen, oxygen, 
and these trace gases. We put right 
over here, especially carbon dioxide. 
Look at that very narrow strip which 
that represents. 

When I actually show them this stuff, 
people are astounded at how little CO2 
is in the atmosphere because they have 
been scared and had so much fear in-
stilled in them by media, by politi-
cians, and by regulatory agencies who 
say that CO2 is going to be the end of 
mankind. It is an existential threat. It 
is the biggest threat we have according 
to John Kerry and others. It is not the 
actions of China and others in the pro-
moting of war and terrorism around 
the world. 

Let me show my updated chart here. 
This one points out the same one I just 
showed here. This is currently in 2025. 
This is what it looked like back in 1970, 
back when I was a kid in school and 
they were instilling fear in us that we 
were going to have an ice age. Those 
are the days of the ice age. Those are 
the days of global cooling. 

Look at the two charts. They are a 
bit smaller than the first poster here, 
but they are the same ratios. There is 
CO2 once again, that little, skinny, 
purple piece of pie in that chart here. 
There it is right here. It is the same ra-
tios. Yes, CO2 is bumped up a little bit 
over that time, but that can be defined 
by so many things besides human ac-
tivity. 

Mr. Speaker, the credit that we 
would get as a nation isn’t very often 
forthcoming that we have actually al-
ready done a lot of good things in this 
timeline. There is the Paris climate ac-
cord. Only the U.S. and one other coun-
try have actually seen their CO2 num-
bers go down in that period of time and 
leading up to it. Everyone else’s is 
going up. 

When efforts are being made to so 
dramatically regulate carbon dioxide, 
it is killing our economy. It is killing 
people’s choices. 

Look at my home State of California, 
where they want to ban vehicles that 
are gas or diesel powered by 2035. They 
are coming after locomotives. More 
and more, they have forced aircraft 
into using different types of fuels. 

That is fine. If you can develop the 
fuel and it is a better fuel, let’s look at 
it, but is it really going to produce? In-
stead of where the rubber meets the 
road, I guess where the wing meets the 
air, are we going to see dramatic sav-
ings in the different pollutants that are 
being focused on, or is it going to be 
offset by such tremendously high costs 
that it is never worth doing it? 

b 1130 

When you look at the CO2, so many 
things are being done to try and avoid 
CO2, such as, again, vehicles. They 
want to take away gas stoves and gas 
water heaters. We have had legislation 
recently to address that, no, this isn’t 
something that should just be done by 
whim, by the stroke of a pen in execu-
tive orders by EPA or others. 

We have had CRAs, referring to the 
Congressional Review Act, to say, no, 
we are going to let people keep what 
they have because it really hasn’t been 
shown that there is going to be a dra-
matic positive effect by taking away 
people’s appliances, their gas stoves, 
vehicles, what have you. 

Let’s go back a little bit. I want to 
talk about greenhouse gas and the ef-
forts by the EPA in different adminis-
trations. 

In 2003, under the Bush administra-
tion, there was a petition submitted to 
the EPA for the agency to regulate 
greenhouse gases and CO2 under the 
Clean Air Act. It led to litigation that 
went all the way up to the Supreme 
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Court, which ruled, in 2007, that the 
Clean Air Act was written broadly 
enough, at least in that Court’s deci-
sion, for EPA to regulate greenhouse 
gases, which include CO2 supposedly as 
a greenhouse gas—you can debate that 
if you want—and that EPA must decide 
if emissions from new motor vehicles 
endangered public health or welfare. 

Once the Supreme Court made that 
ruling in 2007, 2 years later, the Obama 
administration, under their EPA, 
jumped to issue a 2009 finding that CO2 
greenhouse gas endangered public 
health and that these emissions from 
new motor vehicles contribute to that 
endangerment. That is the 
endangerment clause that we talked 
about. 

With these actions, the EPA is now 
required to establish CO2 standards for 
new motor vehicles for upcoming 
years. Up until that 2007 ruling, EPA 
generally did not regulate CO2 and 
greenhouse gas emissions from vehi-
cles. We saw that, in ’09, as I men-
tioned, the Obama administration 
moved in that direction, and we have 
been hearing about CO2 as a pollutant 
ever since. 

Let’s go back to basic school chem-
istry and science on that. CO2 is an im-
portant element in the atmosphere, 
even though it is only this tiny frac-
tion at 0.04 percent. It is enough to sus-
tain plant life. It is an important ele-
ment, a key element. 

We breathe oxygen, basically. We 
breathe all this, but oxygen is what we 
carry in our bloodstreams. CO2 is basi-
cally the same oxygen for plant life, 
tree life, all of it. 

Interestingly, if we are too successful 
at reducing CO2 below the 0.02 percent 
level, you will see plant life starting to 
die off. You will see, with certain agri-
cultural and horticultural operations, 
some will put up greenhouses in order 
to get the new developed plants to 
grow faster. Maybe for retail sales, so 
you can buy your tomatoes at the mar-
ket to plant in your garden, they will 
inject extra CO2 into that to boost the 
speed of the plants. That shows right 
there firsthand that CO2 is essential to 
plant life and tree life. 

If we are making that an existential 
threat, then we are really missing an 
important key to the science. Even 
though back in ’09, in that area, every-
body wanted to say that the science 
was settled. This is a catastrophe wait-
ing to happen, that has been happening 
ever since, especially in my home 
State of California, where they are 
hell-bent on taking away people’s 
choices on their vehicles, gas stoves, 
gas leaf blowers, and whatever you can 
think of, even—catch this—generators. 

Think of what a generator does dur-
ing an emergency. Generally, they are 
pretty portable and are needed when 
there is no electricity available in an 
area. A lot of times, this might be up 
in the hills or in the woods where there 
is no electricity anyway or in a remote 
area, maybe out on a farm. Maybe you 
need to weld something on your farm 

equipment, so there is a generator on 
the truck that can hook to the welder. 
A lot of people have home generators 
that are fuel powered, frequently gas 
powered, some diesel powered. 

Let’s say they get their way and ban 
fuel-powered generators of all types. 
Hospitals have backup generators when 
the power goes out there. Lord knows, 
in my part of the State here, we have 
seen plenty of power outages where we 
have what is called public safety power 
shutoffs in northern California because 
we have so many forest fires. Some of 
them have been started by the inter-
action of trees and tree branches and 
such with power lines. You get two bad 
results when that happens. A tree fall-
ing into a power line or a large branch, 
et cetera, sparks and causes fire. 

The two bad outcomes frequently 
will cause a blackout. The power will 
be knocked out, but the things that are 
more dramatic and more noticeable in 
the long term are the fires that could 
come from that and then torch tens of 
thousands, even hundreds of thousands 
and, in one case, a million acres. In my 
district, a perfectly healthy-looking 
tree that had been inspected and 
deemed to be okay fell into a power 
line. That is how the Dixie fire started 
and burned 1 million acres. 

What are the effects of that fire on 
CO2, air quality, and all that? It is real-
ly bad. 

The Dixie fire, for example, was, as I 
mentioned, 1 million acres of such con-
centrated smoke that that smoke 
plume got up into the atmosphere in 
such density that it made it up into 
the jet stream that comes across west 
to east in this country and affected the 
East Coast. 

People in New York, Philadelphia, 
and even here in D.C. were advised for 
a several-day period to not go out and 
do physical athletic activities outside 
because the smoke was seen as above 
healthy levels. 

This isn’t just in my backyard, where 
it happens so often that people are al-
most used to having brown skies be-
cause of burning forests. Our fire is af-
fecting the East Coast. 

You noticed it a year or two ago with 
the Canadian fires, where it was com-
ing down from either Ontario or Que-
bec, much more close by, and suffering 
those effects, too. That came all the 
way from back there. That is a result 
of regulations not allowing us to man-
age the forest in such a way that you 
can put fire out much more simply and 
sooner. 

You are always going to have fires. 
You are always going to have burning 
forests. The last 50 years or so, because 
of the way they have not been man-
aged, the forests are now so dense, so 
full of burnable material, burnable 
fuels, that it is extremely difficult to 
put a fire out. 

We need what is called shaded fuel 
breaks, which in plain English means 
thinning areas of the forest. We should 
prioritize around towns and cities, of 
course, but any area that you can do 

that means that you are going to have 
a lower density of trees per acre. A lot 
of the brush and other material that 
gathers on the bottom of the forest, 
that biomaterial can actually be used 
for positive things. 

There are folks talking to us even 
more about expanding the use of that 
for pellets to export, positive export, 
positive for our economy and our trade 
deficit, but also for cleaning up our for-
ests and putting jobs back in our for-
ests. 

For some reason, we are the number 
one importer of wood products of the 
Western countries. Let’s get some wins 
on that. Let’s get some wins for every-
body on the management of the forest 
and the negative environmental effects 
you have on air quality as well as 
water quality. You have all the ash 
that is left behind on these cata-
strophic fires that basically leave you 
a moonscape that is washed into the 
streams, brooks, and rivers, and even-
tually the lakes, such as lakes in 
northern California that store mass 
amounts of water—4.5 million acre-feet 
in Lake Shasta, 3.5 million acre-feet in 
Lake Oroville, when they are allowed 
to be full. That is the water supply for 
most of the rest of California. It is the 
drinking water for L.A. It is important. 

What do you do with that water qual-
ity with all that stuff flowing in there 
because we are not managing the forest 
lands? When we harm ourselves with 
CO2 information that really isn’t accu-
rate or proportional, we hamper our 
ability to do much of anything. 

I am excited to see that our new EPA 
Administrator, Lee Zeldin, is taking a 
look at this again. We are not just ac-
cepting that, back in 2009, the Obama 
administration was able to just say 
that the science is settled. 

What do you know about science? 
Science is never settled. Science is con-
stantly evolving at some level or an-
other as new information is found. I 
don’t know how many things you can 
really decide are the final word in the 
area of science, biology, or what have 
you. We are always learning more, so 
how you can have the whole equation 
on whether it is mankind’s involve-
ment or what nature does with forests 
and trees—in the rain forest, for exam-
ple, as plant life grows and dies, as it 
absorbs oxygen doing so, it releases 
CO2 when it dies off. 

What is happening in the ocean? 
There are a lot of sources where CO2 
could be happening. That is under the 
assumption that we think CO2 is bad, 
but ask a tree. CO2 is good. Pretty 
much everything is carbon-based any-
way in our world and our lives. 

If we are going to eliminate CO2, 
which I don’t know that we can elimi-
nate that much, down to 0.02 percent, 
that would be really dangerous to do 
so. 

I am pleased that under the executive 
order that President Trump put out, 
the EPA Administrator is going to 
look at recommendations on the 2009 
endangerment finding as it was called 
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at the EPA under the Obama adminis-
tration. It has been the basis for many 
climate-related regulations. This exec-
utive order will determine whether this 
really aligns with what the energy 
policies, legal interpretations, and, 
more importantly, the needs of Ameri-
cans are for energy and all the things 
that come from energy. 

Remember, I talked about the main 
cost drivers of inflation and why every-
thing is so expensive now, including 
eggs and fuel. Our fuel in California is 
about $1.25 or $1.50 a gallon higher than 
the national average. That is another 
thing we get to enjoy under the regime 
in California. 

Taking a look at this endangerment 
finding and saying the science isn’t set-
tled is going to be extremely impor-
tant. We can actually get some more 
science involved back in how we are 
going to look at CO2. 

The other greenhouse gases, I think 
we need to continue to look at meth-
ane and NOX, nitrogen oxide. Those are 
still issues we need to look at, and I 
think certainly that Mr. Zeldin over 
there at EPA is going to be responsible 
in that area. 

I also am very glad that we are ask-
ing the question once again, because if 
you watch this floor very much, you 
might see me pretty often talking 
about this chart because so many peo-
ple have been scared into believing 
that CO2 is this giant existential dan-
ger. 

I ask people frequently when we have 
gatherings or meetings and sway into 
this topic a little bit. Most people on 
the street believe the atmosphere is 
somewhere between, typically, 20 to 50 
percent of CO2. Again, they are dumb-
founded when they find out that it is 
0.04 percent. 

We are exporting our jobs to the Pa-
cific Rim, Mexico, or other places be-
cause we don’t want to do it here. Part 
of the findings is that when you look at 
the whole equation, we are not helping 
overall global emissions. The finding 
itself states that even if the U.S. cut 
its emissions to zero, global emissions 
would keep increasing because of coun-
tries like China, India, and others in 
that neighborhood. They would keep 
going up. 

Remember the Olympics that were 
held in China just a few years ago? The 
air is so nasty there in those large cit-
ies that they actually shut down their 
industries for about a couple of weeks 
leading up to the Olympics and during 
the Olympics so they could try to have 
blue skies and cleaner air for the ath-
letes participating back then. 

We don’t have to do that stuff here, 
except when we have forest fires. Of 
course, no one wants to go outside if 
the forest fire is affecting them. That 
gets down to a forest management 
thing I will talk about on a different 
day. 

We have achieved so much, and we 
have achieved good things with regula-
tions in this Nation here going back to 
’66 and ’68. A lot of those rules came in 

on car emissions, devices, and such 
that have helped. 

The L.A. Basin is a lot cleaner than 
it was in the late sixties and earlier 
seventies and probably before that, as 
well. We have done so much. The tech-
nology with engines these days, with 
the internal combustion engines, called 
ICE, is so tremendously much cleaner- 
burning now than it used to be. Credit 
doesn’t seem to be given to industry 
for doing that. Truck engines and trac-
tor engines are up to Tier 4 now. They 
burn pretty darn clean. 

We can still do more to improve, but 
if industry is allowed to improve on its 
own as technology is done organically 
instead of being forced by a regulation 
that is taking it in the wrong direc-
tion, away from improving what we 
have, we are not going to get there. 

We are going to have these electric 
vehicles that nobody can afford and no-
body really wants, other than the 
elitists and what have you. They are 
being forced upon people, and they are 
forced upon the industry that is trying 
to develop a way to make it better. 

b 1145 

Battery technology, I am sorry, has 
not caught up to the desire to have 
battery-powered vehicles. Storage bat-
teries, it takes so much area, so many 
resources to build the batteries, so 
many metals, metals that we are not 
allowed to mine in this country due to 
EPA and other regulations. 

In one case, a copper mine took 29 
years to permit. Copper is going to be 
dramatically needed as more and more 
AI technology; AI centers are built. 
The amount of electricity to run them 
is going to be tremendous as well. 

Where are we going to get the energy 
to do all this? Well, we have these 
clean forms of energy that have been 
shunned for a long time. One form is 
hydroelectric power. In my own dis-
trict, just recently, they took four hy-
droelectric dams down that generated 
CO2-free power. Hydroelectric creates 
zero CO2 in making that electricity. 
Nuclear power creates zero CO2. 

The type of power they make is 24- 
hour, 7-day a week availability of 
power. You don’t have to wait for the 
Sun to come up, the rain and clouds to 
go away, or for the wind to blow, as is 
necessary for a windmill or solar plant 
to become effective. I am not against 
those forms of power, but I am just 
looking at what is the efficiency of 
them versus what we know has worked 
for a long time. 

The country has moved away from 
coal. Coal is still a very important 
component. Coal could still be a win if 
we would redesign the power plants and 
allow them to be retrofitted. Maybe it 
is a good backup plan. I am not sure. 
That is a tougher debate. 

Natural gas plants are very, very 
clean running plants. We need more of 
them, as we have so much natural gas 
available after the miracle of hydraulic 
fracturing was invented and is being 
perfected more each day. There is so 

much potential there. It is important 
that we up the production of natural 
gas and the export of it, as well. 

Look at Europe, where Russia built 
the giant pipeline to bring gas into 
Germany, and other areas I suppose. 
When you look at the history of that 
area of the world there, I am astounded 
that Europe would want to be depend-
ent upon Russia for natural gas. They 
could take that 90-degree valve and 
shut it off anytime if they didn’t like 
what Germany or others were doing po-
litically or what have you. 

We have a much stronger relation-
ship with Europe. We are in NATO to-
gether, which we need to maintain that 
relationship. I am glad to see President 
Trump is also requiring stronger par-
ticipation by NATO folks to pay for 
more of their own way. Why should 
that be on the American taxpayer? 
They seem to be getting it. Germany 
was talking more recently about par-
ticipating at a stronger level. That is 
all good. We are still their friends. We 
are still allies together. There is noth-
ing wrong with that. 

Why would they want to be depend-
ent on the Russian bear for their nat-
ural gas? 

What if there was actually not a po-
litical crisis but just some kind of hic-
cup anyway? 

The U.S. has tremendous ability to 
develop more natural gas and export it 
via those big ships to Europe. We 
should be doing a lot more of that as a 
good ally and a good trading partner. It 
will help with trade. 

We were talking about trade in agri-
culture a little bit earlier today. We 
are not having a lot of great results on 
that trade. Dairy, for example, is really 
suffering in this country as there is a 
tremendous amount of imports coming 
in, kind of undercutting our dairies. 
Why is that? 

Why are we seeing so much Canadian 
lumber and wheat coming down? I see 
it as I sit at the railroad crossings in 
northern California when a train goes 
by. Why are we importing all that, es-
pecially the lumber? We burn hundreds 
of thousands, millions of acres each 
year that are not being managed by the 
Forest Service or by allowing those 
contracts to be let out for the lumber, 
the timber that needs to be taken from 
those areas. 

The first thing you will hear from 
the environmental groups: Oh, you 
want to clear-cut. You are just in it for 
big lumber, big timber companies. 

That is not what it is at all. We are 
managing these lands. We will be much 
more successful. The forests will be 
healthier, and it is better for the wild-
life. Nothing is good for the wildlife 
when you burn a million acres. The 
habitats of the spotted owl, cougar, 
and raccoon, and everything else goes 
up with them, and the water quality, 
on and on and on. 

It comes back to these choking regu-
lations that don’t allow us to do what 
we need to do. I am getting back to the 
CO2 and the work the EPA will be look-
ing at. 
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As I mentioned, the U.S. has cut 

emissions in absolute terms as a share 
of global emissions since really the 
1990s. Despite our increasing popu-
lation, larger economy, we have been 
able to accomplish that. 

An important thing to note about the 
ruling by the 2009 Obama EPA is that 
Congress has not directly given the 
EPA the authority to regulate these 
emissions. It was by the sweep of a pen 
in the Supreme Court. 

Well, isn’t Congress the most respon-
sive, the closest to the people, espe-
cially this House, as each of us rep-
resents about 750,000 people? 

We have the most opportunity to 
interact most directly with our con-
stituents and hear from them. That is 
the model that was set up by the 
Founders. The U.S. House is the one 
most directly responsive to the people 
and has 2-year election cycles so that if 
they get tired of us they can throw the 
bums out. 

There has to be a responsiveness. It 
has a responsibility in that it really 
should be leading the way on how regu-
lations are going to affect those same 
people that send us here. 

That is why we have, thankfully, for 
the EPA and others, the Congressional 
Review Act where if a regulation is put 
in and it seems to be overreaching, 
overbearing, we have the opportunity 
in the House to hear those. We have 
passed a couple lately that say, no, we 
are going to put you back in your more 
reasonable role as a regulatory agency. 

What we are hearing from the people 
is they don’t want their light bulbs 
taken away. They don’t want their cars 
taken away. They don’t want all these 
things to happen to them when the 
science is unsettled about if it is really 
helping anything. They know it is driv-
ing costs up. They know they have 
fewer choices. 

The Supreme Court has already had 
another recent ruling where the EPA 
has tried to move even more aggres-
sively to regulate emissions and they 
have found that some of these rulings 
were illegal in their overreach, so it 
comes back to us to legislate on it. 

Let’s take credit for what we have 
done. Let industry take credit for hav-
ing done the research and development 
to make cleaner running vehicles, 
more efficient vehicles, cleaner power 
plants, more efficient appliances than 
ever. Just over time, by attrition, 
when more and more of these are re-
placed with the newer stuff, you are 
going to see improvements in that, 
even with the increased population and 
more things going on with the econ-
omy. 

As I mentioned AI a minute ago, the 
amount of need for electricity is going 
to grow dramatically just for that. If 
we did have all these electrify-every-
thing mandates, electricity needs to be 
grown as well. 

How are we going to do that if we are 
not building more power plants, like 
nuclear power, natural gas, hydro-
electric? 

They are after more hydroelectric 
plants in northern California, Wash-
ington, and Oregon. It is all about tear-
ing dams out right now. We are seeing 
some of the negative effects. 

Let’s talk about the Klamath River. 
As soon as they tore the dams out, mil-
lions of cubic yards of silt flushed right 
down the Klamath River. I have the 
pictures in the other room—I have 
shown them to you enough times prob-
ably—of dead fish, dead wildlife, and 
the muck that has been moving down 
the Klamath River. That is a pretty 
negative effect from all the hype of 
what it was going to do to help that. 

With all this happening, we still have 
a pretty amazing, strong economy in 
this country. I am very, very pleased 
that President Trump is trying to re-
store that after the 4 dark years of the 
Biden administration not really paying 
attention to much of what we need, es-
pecially in the rural sector with the 
economies we used to have in timber, 
mining and agriculture as well. 

Due to the timber industry being 
devastated for most of the last 50 
years, we have to resort to something 
called the Secure Rural Schools Act 
that myself and Mr. NEGUSE from Colo-
rado are putting forward. It is a fund 
that comes from the U.S. Treasury to 
make sure that the schools and roads 
in local areas have some of the money 
they need that they used to get from 
timber receipts. 

When you cut timber in those areas, 
they had this fee upon that timber that 
went to the local roads, local schools 
and counties, et cetera. With the 
sweeping away of the timber industry 
and so many mills that we have lost in 
the West, the negative effect it has had 
on those local funds has been required 
to be replaced by the Secure Rural 
Schools Act that we are again putting 
forward. 

We have enjoyed pretty good bipar-
tisan support in the past on that, but it 
does have a budget effect, so we have to 
fight for it every year. Wouldn’t we 
rather fight for the timber receipts and 
not have to come hat in hand to Con-
gress, to the American people and say, 
yeah, we need this fund for something 
that got taken away by a regulatory 
act? 

It is something we need anyway. It 
would be better for these wood and 
paper products to come from American 
forests instead of us being the number 
one importer of wood products, as I 
mentioned. 

Why are we doing that? We are not 
forced to take these products by any 
type of trade agreement. 

Certainly, President Trump is look-
ing at how we are going to even the 
score with other countries via tariffs. 
Tariffs are controversial, I get it. I 
have long believed, just personally— 
this is as a nonpolitician, when I was 
much younger—you know, our policy 
with other countries ought to just be a 
mirror. You treat us how we will treat 
you or vice versa. That is what our 
trade policy is going to be. If you are 

going to tariff us, then I guess we 
should tariff you back until we get to 
the point where we can just get rid of 
the tariffs and whoever can build the 
best product or compete the best is 
going to be able to trade with each 
other. India has been pretty bad on 
that. Even some of our best trading 
partners we have these tariffs. I hope 
that ultimately, if that has to be a 
stick until we can get to the carrot— 
and I hope we get to the carrot soon— 
then that is something we have to look 
at. 

I am encouraged that under this ad-
ministration we are looking at things 
in a different way, maybe more sci-
entifically than we have in a long time, 
but the greenhouse gas thing is going 
to be very detrimental long term to 
our economy and the things that we do 
well unnecessarily. 

I mean, in California, they are still 
pushing forward on this high-speed rail 
project. You have heard me talk about 
this maybe a few times. What started 
as an idea back in 2008 and put before 
the California voters was a $33 billion 
fast train from S.F. to L.A. 

Well, this is 2025. That is 17 years, 
and not a single mile of track has been 
laid yet. There have been kids born and 
graduated high school during the 
amount of time that this hasn’t been 
done. 

This fast train from S.F. to L.A. was 
projected to be finished by 2020. That is 
what the voters were told when they 
approved the bonds by a narrow 52 to 48 
percent. Okay. We will put forth $9 bil-
lion of bonds to kick-start the invest-
ment. 

I love that word ‘‘investment’’ 
around here, meaning we are going to 
spend your dollars, we are going to in-
vest. 

That said, they narrowly agreed to 
that because private investment was 
going to come along as well. They 
would be attracted to it. This will be a 
great project, a money maker. It will 
be a great thing. Private investment 
has stayed away in droves. Nobody 
wants to come in on this unless they 
can have guarantees that they will 
make money. 

However, in that bond initiative spe-
cifically, in order to pass it, because 
people would be warning against that, 
it specifically outlined that no sub-
sidies of train tickets, what have you, 
are allowed. Now they are going to try 
to find ways around that, which is an-
other lie told to the voters on that 
proposition. Still, they forge ahead. 
Many years later, not a single mile of 
track has been laid. 

They have these bridges and cause-
ways built, which one day will be 
monuments to the idiocy of this 
project. Still, they forge ahead. 

You can only identify between that 
$9 billion—and then right back in 2009 
there are kids in junior high school 
that saw that happen—or still in high 
school, I mean, that saw during that 
timeline when the Obama administra-
tion had the ARRA funds, which was 
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known as the stimulus package then 
for shovel-ready projects. 

How many years can you do a project 
and have it still be deemed shovel- 
ready when we are 17 years in on high- 
speed rail? 

Shovel-ready projects, they had a 
component for high-speed rail around 
the country. Three other States want-
ed a piece of that. After a while, look-
ing at the cost, they gave it back, so it 
all went into one pile. California said: 
We will take that $3.5 billion. Here we 
are 17 years later without having a 
mile of track even laid. 

We are having an investigation into 
that, too. I appreciate that Secretary 
of Transportation Sean Duffy came out 
to L.A. a little over a week ago and an-
nounced that they are going to be au-
diting that, reviewing that, and seeing 
if the American taxpayers are getting a 
bang for the buck for the money that 
had been, not really asked for, but had 
put in there, that original $3.5 billion 
in 2009, and then right at the end of the 
Biden era another approximately $4 bil-
lion. 

As I started to mention, you can only 
identify between all this money, the $9 
billion, the two chunks from Federal, 
and then California has implemented a 
cap-and-trade act to tax people’s abil-
ity to make CO2, as in manufacturing. 
If you are a certain size or larger man-
ufacturer, you have to go buy the right 
to do what you have always done if 
that produces CO2, you know, 0.04 per-
cent of the atmosphere in that. 

b 1200 
Mr. Speaker, they have created their 

own phony currency. They just had the 
auction for it. They have an auction 
where people have to go bid for this. 
They had it sometime in February and 
raised some money for the State gov-
ernment to spend. About a billion of 
that is dedicated each year since then 
to the high-speed rail. 

If all of these numbers are added up 
and if they are somehow allowed to 
keep the $3.5 to $4 billion that Sec-
retary Duffy is looking at—that I hope 
to claw back—adding all that up, it is 
about $18 billion or $19 billion. The 
price of that rail project has quad-
rupled since its inception in 2008 from 
the $33 billion to now about $130 bil-
lion. 

Let’s look at these numbers for a bit. 
The $130 billion, after all this trouble, 
after all this battle to get Federal 
money—two chunks of a little over $3 
billion, the $9 billion from the voters, 
and this $1 billion at a time for the CO2 
cap-and-trade money generated in Cali-
fornia with that fake currency they are 
taxing people that produce—$18 billion 
to $19 billion, they are about $110 bil-
lion to $112 billion short of the $130 bil-
lion that is commonly accepted to be 
the total price. 

They have extracted maybe seven or 
eight out of the Federal Government. 
They want another $110 billion, and the 
private sector is not coming forward to 
finance this thing because they know it 
is a loser. They can recognize that. 

Are they going to hit the people of 
California with another bond? Instead 
of just $9 billion, it is a bond of $110 bil-
lion which takes 30 years to pay back 
once they have doubled the price of 
that. Where are they going to get the 
$110 billion? 

Secretary Duffy of the Department of 
Transportation is right. He is smart to 
look at the $4 billion still hanging 
right now just recently given by the 
Biden administration. Let’s claw that 
back now and let them figure it out in 
California, my home State. Let them 
figure it out. Why should the other 49 
States pay for something that isn’t 
working at all and that is so late? 

They promised—back when this came 
along in 2008, 2009, 2010—it will prob-
ably provide a million jobs for Cali-
fornia. Are we kidding ourselves? Peo-
ple up there on that dais were prom-
ising that number. 

It turns out, after review a couple of 
years later in a State senate hearing, 
they said we meant a million job years. 
Job years is a different terminology 
than what they had been telling people. 

Currently, they claim there are 14,000 
jobs involved in building whatever the 
portions of high-speed rail they are 
doing. When we do the math on that, 
14,000 divided into that million job 
years, that means that at about 70 
years of 14,000 people at a million job 
years, it will take about 70 years to 
make that math work, which they are 
right on track. It is going to take 
about 70 years to build this rail if they 
actually got the financing. I don’t 
know that anybody wants to come for-
ward with $110 billion to continue this. 

I thank Secretary Sean Duffy for 
looking at this. I thank EPA Director 
Lee Zeldin for looking at the CO2 side 
of it here because most of the premise 
of the high-speed rail in California is 
that it will be a CO2 saver. We have 
this electric train. Where does elec-
tricity come from? How many trains 
can they actually run on that track 
from northern California to southern 
California to displace Southwest Air-
lines and all the other airlines that 
have a heck of a lot of traffic? 

How much is the ticket going to cost 
to ride this since it is not allowed to be 
subsidized? It will probably be in the 
rage of $300. They say it will be cheaper 
than airlines. How will it be cheaper 
with these rates? It can’t be. It can’t 
possibly be. People will ride it for the 
novelty. 

Even at one point they said, in order 
technically for it to be the high-speed 
rail going from San Francisco to L.A. 
in 21⁄2 hours, they only have to run one 
train as an express each day to do that. 
Other trains can stop in little burbs 
along the way, which means it won’t be 
a high-speed rail anymore except in be-
tween the cities. 

It will probably end up being a 4-hour 
train anyway by the time they do that. 
What have they gained? What have 
they gained for all that money? What 
have they gained for all that pain— 
from the ag land, the farmland, a ren-
dering plant that is in the way of it? 

Rendering plants are very essential, 
where they take discarded farm ani-
mals that have died: dairy, horses, 
whatever. To resite a rendering plant 
isn’t popular. No one wants to be next 
to one of those, especially in this day 
and age where people don’t understand 
rural issues and rural needs. They ask: 
What is all this dust? What is all this 
noise? What are all these tractors 
going slowly down the road? It is mak-
ing our food is what it is doing, but we 
will worry about all that later. Maybe 
we can import all that. 

It brings back this old poster I al-
ways use here. We are not growing the 
food in California if we are not growing 
these crops. Somewhere between 90 and 
100 percent of these crops listed here 
are grown in California. If we don’t 
grow them, then we have to import 
them or do without them. We have to 
pay higher prices. 

We won’t have the stability of where 
they come from, all because it is being 
regulated out of business. The water is 
being taken away for these growers. 
The land is being taken away in some 
cases like this debacle going on at the 
Point Reyes National Seashore Park 
where farmers for dairy and beef 
ranches are being kicked off right now 
because the national parks have mus-
cled them off, along with environ-
mental organizations. They are mus-
cling them off because of phony NEPA 
stuff that they have made up to move 
them out of the way. 

They say the Tule elk will now thrive 
there because of that. Cattle and Tule 
elk get along just fine on these lands. 
Cattle are very essential for helping 
maintain the landscape, grazing at a 
level that helps with keeping it 
healthy. In areas where it is dry, it 
keeps it safe from fire. 

That is more government regulation 
muscling people out there. That is 
what we see. That is why we have the 
Congressional Review Act. That is why 
we have what we are looking at here 
with DOGE flipping things over, find-
ing these phony-baloney contracts, and 
giving it even to some of the media 
here, to buy subscriptions to the media 
to keep them pumped up. 

We see how many people are getting 
laid off from some of the higher levels 
of media and some of the programs 
that are closing because maybe they 
are not getting these hidden subsidies 
anymore from things like USAID. 

It is disgusting when a lot of people 
see what is going on and what this Fed-
eral Government has been getting 
away with behind the scenes. It is ex-
citing to see the rocks flipped over and 
watch the cockroaches run away on 
this. 

There is criticism about how some of 
it is coming about, and I think that is 
being looked at and refined. To throw 
away the process of making govern-
ment accountable is a giant mistake if 
that is allowed to happen. The rhetoric 
flying out of here on that is just amaz-
ing. People are defending basically this 
massive government waste and these 
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scandalous issues that are being funded 
by our tax dollars. 

I understand. Tax dollars aren’t con-
tributions. People don’t have the op-
tion of making these contributions for 
these investments. These are manda-
tory. If people don’t pay their taxes, 
bad stuff happens to them. Wages are 
garnished. Stuff is taken away and auc-
tioned. A person might even find him-
self in handcuffs and prosecuted if they 
think it is a high enough level. 

I think the American people need to 
be optimistic about the direction 
things are going and not fall for all the 
scary stories. Again, we have been 
hearing it all week long. They are 
going to cut Social Security. They are 
going to cut billions and billions from 
Medicaid. Nope. We need to look at 
how these programs can be made bet-
ter, but there is nothing in the budget 
resolution this week that said we are 
going to do that. 

Ongoing, the President has pledged 
that. We, in Congress, should look at 
it. How can we make them better? It is 
by not taking a single benefit away 
from anybody. Don’t buy the lies. Read 
H. Con. Res. 14 on the budget resolu-
tion. It is not even listed in there. 
Don’t buy the lies flying out of this 
place and that the media keeps push-
ing. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the time 
and the ability to get some of these 
ideas across to the American public 
and our colleagues here. 

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

f 

REMEMBERING HISTORY AND WHY 
IT IS IMPORTANT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2025, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. MFUME) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MFUME. 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 
my Special Order today. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HARIDOPOLOS). Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Mary-
land? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MFUME. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today to talk about two things, one 
particularly of import and interest, be-
cause we are exiting what we have 
come to know in this country as Black 
History Month and the other more per-
tinent in terms of the current news and 
what is going on, particularly what has 
been going on over the last month and 
a half. 

I begin my remarks today by talking 
about this whole notion of history, why 
it is important, why nobody owns it, 
why it affects all of us as Americans, 
and why it is important to remember. 
In remembering, we tend not to make 
the same mistake again. 

As we officially end the month to-
morrow, I wanted to take some time 
today to bring to the attention of the 
American public something that is not 
highlighted and very seldom ever 
talked about but very important be-
cause it was a grave injustice and a 
mark on our Nation’s history. It is re-
ferred to as the Tulsa Race Massacre 
which occurred in the summer of 1921 
in Tulsa, Oklahoma. 

I want to walk us back to that sum-
mer and those three nights when the 
affluent Greenwood neighborhood in 
Tulsa, often referred to then and now 
as Black Wall Street, was burned to 
the ground. It was totally burned to 
the ground, and 300 African-American 
people—men, women, and children— 
were murdered. 

It is hard to imagine that that hap-
pened in this country in just the last 
century, just a little over 100 years 
ago. It did, and the fact that it did, I 
think, speaks volumes about why it is 
so very important that we understand 
the deep hurt that took place and why 
we understand also it is really our re-
sponsibility to remember that and to 
make sure that we don’t allow this Na-
tion to creep down that dark kind of 
road again. 

That Tulsa Race Massacre, again, 300 
people were murdered. It started with a 
man being falsely accused of sexual as-
sault, a 19-year-old kid. On May 30, 
1921, Sarah Page, a young White 
woman operating an elevator in the 
Drexel Building in Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
encountered him. He encountered her. 

Dick Rowland was the name of the 
19-year-old Black kid. He was a shoe-
shine, a delivery boy, and worked in 
the Drexel Building. He was in that 
building at that time because they had 
a public ‘‘colored’’ restroom facility. 
He came there to relieve himself, as he 
normally did. 

While there, both Rowland and Page 
were both in an elevator. A clerk, iron-
ically a White clerk, claimed to have 
heard a scream and called the police, 
telling them that this kid, this 19-year- 
old kid, Rowland, had sexually as-
saulted the young lady. 

The police chief, whose name was 
John Gustafson, reported that the 
young lady bore no scratches, no 
bruises, no disarranged dress. The 
young woman said: No, he never made 
a bad remark to me of any kind. This 
is public record. 

That should be enough to negate this 
false claim that someone just yelled 
out of the clear blue. Despite that, 
charges were brought against the 19- 
year-old kid, Mr. Roland. He was ar-
rested and then taken to the Tulsa 
courthouse. 

Later that afternoon, newspapers ran 
inflammatory articles hot off the press 
that suggested that the 19-year-old kid, 
Rowland, had sexually assaulted the 
young lady, and they ran with a story 
that stirred emotions at that time. 

b 1215 
The story was: Headline. Headline. 

Read all about it. Young Negro nabbed 
for attacking girl in elevator. 

Even though the girl’s testimony 
was: He never touched me. We never 
spoke. He got on the elevator. He got 
off. 

Even though there was no physical 
evidence to the contrary, that is what 
the newspaper ran at the time. 

Worried, as most of the residents 
were, that this kid was going to be 
lynched, approximately 300 men met at 
the courthouse, and an estimated 25 
Black men also arrived at the scene to 
back up the sheriff who had sent out a 
plea for help. The sheriff wanted some-
body there to protect the courthouse to 
ensure justice and to make sure that 
this kid he had had to take into cus-
tody was, in fact, safe. 

However, when the crowd of White 
men swelled to roughly 3,000 and the 
group of Black men swelled to about 75, 
a confrontation did not take place. 
There was a standoff at the courthouse, 
and the National Guard Armory in 
Tulsa opened its doors and allowed peo-
ple to come in, citizens, to arm them-
selves. They just took whatever weap-
ons they wanted. Then they dispersed. 

Now, if this sounds a little strange, it 
really, really is. This was 104 or so 
years ago. It is the sort of thing that in 
this month where we talk about Black 
history and American history, which 
are both intertwined, it is important to 
say to a lot of people that this really 
happened. I am not making it up. We 
have got court records. There are news-
paper records. There are reports of all 
sorts by those who reported the news. 
This is an American fact. It is chilling. 
I mean, it is sad. It is very, very sad. 

I don’t raise it today to make any-
body feel bad. I just raise it to say that 
you can’t simply close the books and 
act like things did not happen, call it 
DEI if somebody wants to talk about 
it, and pretend that something that did 
happen, that was gross and so 
antihuman—it is still repulsive to pre-
tend that it did not happen. 

For someone just tuning in right 
now, these are the statistics from that 
day. Again, this community, Green-
wood, was known as the Black Wall 
Street at the time. It was thriving with 
businesses and entrepreneurship and 
commerce. 

Eighty-five of the businesses in that 
town owned by the Black population 
were burned to the ground. One thou-
sand of their homes were set on fire 
and burned to the ground. As I indi-
cated in my opening remarks, 300 Afri-
can Americans were killed that day 
and the next day, and there were 700 
people injured, overflowing the hos-
pitals, which in that day and time were 
challenged anyway. 

The total damage was estimated to 
be $1.5 million, but in today’s dollars it 
is $32 million plus. 

What was left of the town? Just 
smoldering ashes. 

Again, it is important to talk about 
this, because this actually happened. 
For anybody thinking that Black His-
tory Month is just a celebration of all 
the great things that Africans Ameri-
cans did or invented or their role in the 
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