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viable path forward for the project. I do 
believe when we have a new Governor 
in the State, the project will finally be 
wound down. 

Taxpayers also deserve answers on 
where all of this money has gone. Curi-
ously, as we are seeing new scrutiny to 
answer that question as to where the 
money is going, the Governor is push-
ing a bill in the legislature to keep 
records of the project secret and to cre-
ate new exceptions to our public 
records laws that specifically apply to 
high-speed rail. That raises the ques-
tion: I wonder what he doesn’t want 
the public to see. 

Mr. Speaker, I will continue to fight 
to assure that our share of Federal tax 
dollars goes toward projects like our 
roads that will actually benefit Califor-
nians, now that we have cut off funding 
for high-speed rail, and in encouraging 
leadership at the State level to wind 
this project down immediately so we 
don’t continue to throw good money 
after bad. 

AUDIT OF NEXT GENERATION 911 SYSTEM 
Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-

er, I am grateful to hear that there is 
going to be an investigation, an audit, 
of the so-called Next Generation 911 
system in California by the non-
partisan State auditor. At least this is 
being requested. 

For several years, since 2019, Califor-
nians were charged extra fees on their 
phone bills. This was to build a Next 
Generation 911 system. The fees were 
paid by the taxpayers, and they went 
into a pot of money to build out this 
system. The Newsom administration 
ultimately spent $450 million building 
this new 911 system, which is needed. 
Our system is outdated in California. 

Yet the Newsom administration has 
just announced it is scrapping the en-
tire project because the technology 
doesn’t work. How does that happen, 
Mr. Speaker? This is California, by the 
way. Silicon Valley is a stone’s throw 
away from the Governor’s office. How 
do we charge Californians fees for years 
on their phone bills, spend $450 million, 
and get absolutely nothing for it be-
cause the technology doesn’t work? 

Now our taxpayers have lost that 
money, and we still don’t have an up-
graded 911 system. We are looking at 
ways we can bring some scrutiny at the 
Federal level, as well; but we need to 
get answers why, once again, Califor-
nians have been forced to sacrifice and 
gotten absolutely nothing in return. 

WEALTH TAX CAUSING CALIFORNIA’S MASS 
EXODUS 

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, the so-called wealth tax being pro-
posed in California has now caused in-
dividuals worth a combined $1 trillion, 
by some estimates, to leave the State. 
The latest are Mark Zuckerberg and 
Steven Spielberg. Others include Larry 
Ellison and the founders of Google, 
Larry Page and Sergey Brin, among 
many others. 

The wealth tax would confiscate 5 
percent of an individual’s net worth if 
they are worth more than $1 billion. 

What is worse is it would actually go 
after people who have already left the 
State if they had been in California 
within a year of the measure’s enact-
ment. 

That is why you are seeing this exo-
dus simply based on the wealth tax 
being proposed. If you stick around too 
long before it goes into effect, if you 
miss the deadline, then they will come 
after you and seize your assets wher-
ever you might be. I could not think of 
a more self-defeating proposition. 

Let’s start with the fact that a lot of 
individuals with a high net worth don’t 
necessarily have 5 percent of their as-
sets that are liquid. They will be forced 
to unwind their companies. When they 
are leaving the State, they are taking 
their businesses and investments with 
them. They are taking their income 
taxes with them. 

That is why any country that has 
tried any such wealth tax has actually 
repealed it because it has had the oppo-
site of the intended effect. 

I have introduced the Keep Jobs in 
California Act to preempt the most 
blatantly unconstitutional provision of 
this measure, the one that would tax 
former residents. My measure simply 
says that a State cannot seize the as-
sets of former residents. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a straight-
forward proposition. If this goes into 
effect, then it will stop this mass exo-
dus because people will not need to 
leave California simply based on the 
threat that this could eventually go 
into effect. 

SHUTTING DOWN ILLEGAL BIOLABS 
Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-

er, I have joined with several of my col-
leagues, including the cosponsor of leg-
islation I have introduced, Representa-
tive COSTA, in calling for immediate 
consideration of our bill to find, detect, 
and shut down illegal biolabs operating 
throughout the United States. 

A couple of weeks ago, a second ille-
gal biolab run by Chinese nationals was 
discovered in Las Vegas. This follows 
the lab that was found in Reedley, Cali-
fornia, a couple of years ago. It was run 
by the same international fugitive with 
ties to the Chinese Communist Party. 

While the samples are being tested 
now, it looks very similar to what was 
found in Reedley, where some of the 
world’s most dangerous pathogens were 
being held, pathogens like E. coli, like 
malaria, like HIV, like COVID, like 
AIDS in this facility that no one knew 
was even there. They also had geneti-
cally modified transgenic mice in this 
facility in Reedley. 

By the way, they had a freezer that 
was labeled ‘‘Ebola’’ at that Reedley 
facility. It should be noted that Ebola 
has a 50 percent fatality rate—a 50 per-
cent fatality rate. While it is not espe-
cially transmissible, we know based 
upon our experience with COVID that 
in the Wuhan lab, they conduct gain- 
of-function research. 

Imagine if they produced a strain of 
Ebola with its 50 percent fatality rate 
but at a higher level of trans-

missibility. I could not think of a more 
jarring threat to public health in the 
United States. 

Mr. Speaker, the U.S. Congress needs 
to act with urgency in considering and 
passing this legislation that we have 
introduced. After the first lab was dis-
covered, I said that we don’t know how 
many others are out there. That con-
cern was echoed by a report by the 
House Select Committee on the Chi-
nese Communist Party. 

We now know that at least one other 
lab was out there. The question still re-
mains: How many others are there? We 
need to get answers to that very quick-
ly, and we need to make sure we are 
doing everything we possibly can to 
find and shut down any other labs that 
are indeed out there. 
CONGRATULATING PRIDE INDUSTRIES’ 60 YEARS 

OF SERVICE 

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to congratulate and rec-
ognize PRIDE Industries on reaching 
their 60-year anniversary milestone. 

In 1966, PRIDE Industries was found-
ed in the basement of a church in Au-
burn, California, by a group of parents 
of young adults with developmental 
disabilities. These parents shared a 
simple, yet powerful, goal: To ensure 
their grown children had purpose and 
the opportunity to participate in the 
workforce. 

Now, 60 years later, still based in 
Placer County, they are the leading 
employer in the Nation of people with 
disabilities. PRIDE has operations that 
span across 15 different States, as well 
as here in Washington, D.C. 

Throughout the past six decades, 
PRIDE Industries has remained com-
mitted to making direct investments 
in breaking down barriers to employ-
ment, strengthening our local work-
force, driving economic growth, and de-
livering a lasting and meaningful so-
cial impact. 

It is an honor to represent exemplary 
organizations like Pride Industries in 
Congress. As such, I commend Pride In-
dustries for their ongoing dedication to 
helping people with disabilities to real-
ize their full potential and maximize 
their participation in the workforce. 

Therefore, on behalf of the United 
States House of Representatives, I join 
Pride Industries in celebrating 60 years 
of service, and I look forward to seeing 
all that they will continue to accom-
plish in the years to come. 

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

f 

b 1300 

PEACEFUL, SILENT PROTEST 

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. GREEN of 
Texas was recognized for 30 minutes.) 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
and still I rise, and I rise, Mr. Speaker, 
a liberated, unbought, unbossed, fear-
less, unafraid Democrat. 

I rise, Mr. Speaker, with a special 
message, one that concerns events that 
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transpired right here on the floor of 
the House of Representatives last 
night. 

I rise, Mr. Speaker, to speak truth to 
power and truth about power. To speak 
truth to power, you have to simply say 
to power: We have a problem, and let 
us solve the problem. But if you speak 
truth about power, you say: Power, 
there is a problem, and you are it. 

I would like to address both. Let’s 
start with the genesis of what occurred 
last night, and that genesis is a meme 
in some worlds, but it was actually 
something that AI concocted. It had 
President Obama and First Lady 
Michelle Obama being represented as 
apes, portrayed as apes. 

I find this unacceptable, and a good 
many people of good will found it unac-
ceptable, as well. As a person of good 
will finding this unacceptable, I wanted 
to do more than simply tweet some-
thing about it or write something 
about it. I wanted the President to 
know that people of good will will con-
front him and let him know that he is 
doing things that are unacceptable. 

It is unacceptable to portray Homo 
sapiens, especially persons of African 
ancestry, as apes—a little bit more 
than, in some worlds, of the ape family 
and a little bit less than a Homo 
sapien, something that is sort of in a 
twilight zone, maybe the missing link, 
if you will. 

We are not the missing link. We are 
as human as anybody else, and we are 
going to demand the respect that ev-
erybody else is accorded. This is not a 
world where you are going to relegate 
some human beings to a lower life form 
simply because it pleases you and a 
host of people who you happen to com-
municate with. This is unacceptable. 

So right here, I sat on this row. I was 
over one seat away from the aisle, but 
when the President approached, I then 
approached the aisle. When I ap-
proached the aisle, I wanted him to see 
a sign that I had that simply said—but 
it was truthful; I believe it was power-
ful—that Black people are not apes. 
Black people aren’t apes. 

I flashed that for the President to 
see. Based upon the way he turned 
away and tried to move briskly, it ap-
pears that he got the message but did 
not want to embrace the message. 

As a result of this, he made his way 
up to give his speech, and I continued 
to stand silently, holding my signage. 
My signage was my means of silently 
protesting. 

There were other persons over in this 
area who were protesting, and they 
were doing it peacefully. They had on 
signage. It was displayed on a cap— 
that is what I saw on one person, a 
cap—and it had language on it. 

These kinds of things are done in this 
Chamber quite regularly. If someone 
thinks it is too often, I won’t differ 
with them, but we all have to stop. If 
we are going to stop some of us, every 
one of us will have to behave in a simi-
lar fashion. 

I stood there with my signage, and 
my colleagues became rather disturbed 

about it. I did not create a disturbance. 
I stood there silently. They created the 
disturbance. They are the people who 
grabbed and ripped my signage. They 
are the people who said things to me as 
I traversed the aisle and tried to make 
my way out of the Chamber. They are 
the people who became rather ram-
bunctious and behaved, in some ways, 
in an unacceptable fashion. 

If there is to be some concern about 
who created the disturbance, then you 
have to look at the video, and you will 
see. 

I am saying this to you because I 
have heard talk of someone wanting to 
censure me again. I have already been 
censured. This happened some time 
ago, and I have signage that I used to 
indicate that, while I have been cen-
sured, my signage indicates that I have 
not been silenced, and I will not be si-
lenced, censured but not silenced. 

This was when the President was 
here for a joint session of Congress. 
The President was indicating that he 
had a mandate. I wanted him to know 
that he didn’t have a mandate to cut 
Medicaid, Medicare, or Social Security, 
and I spoke up. 

I was seated in that very same area. 
For this, I was removed, and I was cen-
sured. But for this that occurred last 
evening, there should not be a 
censureship of me. If anybody is going 
to be censured, it should be the people 
who became so rambunctious as to cre-
ate a disturbance. 

I didn’t do that. I silently stood, and 
I would do it again. The first time I en-
gaged the President, it was with spon-
taneity. I did not plan this. I responded 
to this because I was concerned about 
Medicaid, Medicare, and Social Secu-
rity, and well I should have been be-
cause about $1 trillion has been cut 
from healthcare. 

We are still fighting to get subsidies 
so that people can pay premiums that 
they can afford. This is a part of that 
affordability that the President refuses 
to recognize, but I did this with a de-
gree of spontaneity. It was not 
planned. 

What I did last night was planned, 
but it was only planned after I did have 
a conversation with my staff and asked 
them to tell me why I should and 
should not come over. We had that con-
versation, and I made the decision my-
self. My staff did not make the deci-
sion, but I welcomed their input. I 
came here to behave, as I did, and en-
gage in peaceful, silent protest—peace-
ful, silent protest. 

However, my colleagues caused it to 
metamorphose into something that 
was less than what some persons would 
call the standards that we have set for 
ourselves here in the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

I am not going to give a long message 
today. I wanted to make this message 
clear such that people would under-
stand that I believe in what I did. The 
President should not portray persons of 
African ancestry as apes. 

This is unacceptable given the his-
tory in this country of caricatures such 

as this being utilized against people of 
color at an earlier time. The President 
would take us back to those ugly days 
when you could call Black people n- 
words with impunity, when you could 
demand that Black people show respect 
that was not deserved, when the Black 
people were relegated to the back of 
the bus. They were relegated to the 
balcony of the movie and the bottom of 
the jails. 

This is unacceptable. Black people 
are not going back, Mr. President. 
Black people are going to move for-
ward with the rest of this country. 

I am giving notice today that we will 
not tolerate this level of injustice ema-
nating from the highest office in this 
country, from the Presidency. We will 
not tolerate it, Mr. President. 

I speak for a good many people of 
good will, of all hues, who have decided 
that they will not tolerate it. 

Now, one final word on something 
else before I bring you to my closing. It 
seems to me that the news media—a 
good many, not all the outlets—not all 
of them, but a good many of these 
major outlets have decided that they 
will determine when a problem that Af-
rican Americans are having to suffer— 
they will determine when it is worthy 
of being televised, worthy of when it 
should be challenged, when the prob-
lem itself should be taken on, and they 
will decide who is going to solve our 
problems. 

If we allow other people who, for 
whatever reasons, have a timeline that 
does not coincide with our suffering, 
then we do ourselves a disservice. We 
cannot allow some of these major news 
sources to decide when they will give 
us the opportunity to protest our prob-
lems. 

Those who would deny us this oppor-
tunity to engage in peaceful protest 
will only make it possible for other 
forms of protest to manifest them-
selves. This peaceful protest is an ac-
ceptable methodology by which prob-
lems can be brought to the attention of 
the public, can be properly litigated, 
and can be resolved, but not when you 
have a media—and there are many of 
them that would do this, and I will tell 
you who they are so that there won’t 
be any question about it. I know that 
they don’t favor me because I talk not 
only to them but about them. 

They are the same people, the same 
networks, who are over in the Russell 
Office Building—over in the Russell Of-
fice Building, named in honor of a 
bigot and a racist. Richard Russell was 
a coauthor of the ‘‘Southern Mani-
festo.’’ Richard Russell fought anti- 
lynching legislation. 

b 1310 

Richard Russell fought civil rights 
legislation. We should not honor a 
bigot and a racist by placing his name 
on a building paid for with taxpayer 
dollars. 

Who are they? They are the people 
who have themselves stationed above 
the statute of Richard Russell in the 
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Russell Senate Office Building. They 
are CNN. They are MSNBC. Yes, they 
are two of the major components of 
this group of folks who don’t respect us 
enough to move themselves from the 
Richard Russell Office Building. Don’t 
leave FOX News out. These are the peo-
ple who talk as though they are our 
friends, who give the impression that 
they want to see our problems solved. 
Yet, they are part of the problem over 
in the Russell Senate Office Building. 
CNN, MSNBC—no longer that—it is MS 
NOW, and also FOX News, they are a 
part of the problem. 

I speak truth not only to power. I 
told you I would speak truth about 
power. This is about them, and this is 
about what they are doing to prolong 
the suffering that we have to endure by 
having Richard Russell’s name on the 
building and having them right there 
over Richard Russell in the Rotunda 
dedicated to Richard Russell. 

How shameless are you? Why is it 
that you, who portray yourselves as 
the bearers of the torch of freedom, as 
the carriers of the words of ‘‘liberty 
and justice for all,’’ how can you sta-
tion yourselves in that building all of 
these years and not make a to-do of it? 

You know you have the power to 
make the change come about. The Sen-
ate itself can do it, and you can influ-
ence the Senate. But rather than do 
that, you and the Senate, you are par-
ticipants in the same coverup of Rich-
ard Russell being the racist that he is 
and having taxpayers pay for his name 
on a building. 

Those are the people that I am talk-
ing about, and there are others. I just 
mentioned these three main characters 
in a sense because they are the ones 
that hold themselves out to be such 
great liberty-seeking people and want-
ing justice for everybody. Shame on 
you. You don’t want justice for every-
body. You just want to make the news 
for yourselves. 

I marvel at how newspeople have de-
cided now that if the story is to be 
told, they have to make the news too. 
Just report the news. Tell the truth 
about what is happening over in the 
Russell Senate Office Building. These 
are the people who want to decide when 
the problems of people of color can be 
solved and who will have the oppor-
tunity to solve them. Until they decide 
who it is that will have the oppor-
tunity to do this, it won’t be done. 
Shame on you. Become the newspeople 
that you are supposed to be. Don’t pick 
and choose. Just carry the news. 

Unfortunately, they have become so 
interwoven with the various parties 
that they literally are mouthpieces for 
one party or another. You are a news 
source. You are not mouthpieces for 
any political party, or you shouldn’t 
be. But that is what you have become. 
Shame on you. Do you have no respect 
for the profession that you are sup-
posed to represent? 

Now, as I come to my final close, 
sometimes I close more than once—and 
I am being handed a note, so let me 

just see what my note says. So please 
forgive me. 

All right. I shall honor this request. 
I am honored to tell you that in my 

quest, which is not a quixotic quest, I 
see it as a noble calling. In my quest to 
bring some scintilla of justice to this 
cause associated with the President 
representing a former President and 
First Lady as persons who are less than 
Homo sapiens, maybe a little bit above 
the primates, but still not the human 
beings that other people happen to be. 

In my quest to do this, it has become 
very clear to me that people of good-
will do not want to see us continue 
down the path that we are currently 
traversing. People of goodwill want to 
see us unite and deal with the great 
issues of our time. 

But you can’t deal with the great 
issues of the time if you have a Presi-
dent who is continually ignoring the 
norms, ignoring the rules, ignoring the 
Constitution. When you have a Presi-
dent who has decided that he can go to 
war at will, without conferring with 
the Congress. Who would allow a Presi-
dent to speak for 435 people? Who 
would allow him to have this awesome 
power to determine for the hundreds of 
millions of people in this country that 
we go to war when he says we go to 
war? This is totally unacceptable, and 
it is unconstitutional. 

The President does not have the au-
thority to unilaterally declare war. He 
has to consult with the Congress. 

Well, there is a reason why he is not 
consulting. It is because there are too 
many pusillanimous politicians in Con-
gress, people who have decided that 
they will bend the knee and kiss the 
ring. There are people who are afraid to 
speak not only truth to power but 
truth about power as well. If you won’t 
speak truth to power, I guess it is far-
fetched to assume you will speak truth 
about power; but there are too many. 

The President has assumed the re-
sponsibility of Congress to declare war. 
He does it because Congress has been 
on the sidelines, not by accident, but 
with intentionality. They have just de-
cided—and when I say Congress, I real-
ly mean my Republican colleagues. 
Democratic colleagues, please under-
stand this does not refer to you. 

My Republican colleagues know that 
I am speaking the truth. They know 
that the President should not be de-
claring war without us. Maybe there 
would be a majority of us who would 
say yes, let’s go to war. Until that hap-
pens, we have to assume that there is 
not a majority of us saying it, and the 
President cannot assume that he can, 
on his own volition, just declare war. 
This is the kind of President that we 
have. 

It is difficult to deal with some of 
these other issues concerning afford-
ability when you have a President who 
disrespects the separation of powers. 
He doesn’t believe that courts have the 
ability to make judicial and judicious 
decisions. He thinks that if they don’t 
agree with him, they are wrong. If they 

are wrong, he believes that they can be 
impeached. It took the Chief Justice of 
the Supreme Court to remind him that 
he does not have that level of author-
ity, that he must recognize the Court’s 
authority as a separate branch of the 
government, the judiciary, and he has 
to honor the decisions or he can appeal 
the decisions. It took the Chief Justice 
of the Supreme Court to influence 
him—I assume he was influenced by 
the Chief Justice—to get him to stop 
flouting court orders. That is what he 
does. He flouts the orders of courts. 

He disrespects Congress’ right to de-
clare war. He disrespects the power of 
the judiciary to make decisions and, if 
you differ with them, to appeal. He also 
disrespects the notion that the Con-
stitution provides something called 
due process, the right to be able to sim-
ply raise your hand and say: Hey, you 
got the wrong guy. I am not the person 
you are looking for. I am not the per-
son who performed this dastardly deed. 
That is not me. 

He just believes that if he thinks you 
are it, then you are it. You can be sum-
marily removed from the streets of this 
country by persons in military regalia, 
with a mask and little identification, 
taken to some distant place, locked up. 
Family and friends don’t know where 
you are because this President believes 
that you are somehow a criminal that 
has breached some code of his, not nec-
essarily the law, given the way he un-
derstands the law, and you should be 
taken away. 

When you have all of these things 
happening and then you couple this 
with the way he demeans people, he 
stood right there at the podium at the 
Joint Session of Congress and called 
Members of Congress lunatics. Well, 
when he does all of these things, it is 
difficult to deal with affordability. It is 
difficult to deal with the housing cri-
sis. It is difficult to deal with what is 
happening not only in the stock mar-
ket, which he seems to celebrate and 
appreciate, but also what is happening 
in the supermarket. 

Most of my constituents are more 
concerned about the prices in the su-
permarket than the prices in the stock 
market. They are concerned about the 
necessities of life, not their ability to 
store away something so that they can 
have a better quality of life by virtue 
of playing what we call the stock mar-
ket. 

b 1320 
We have a responsibility to address 

all of these other issues, but this Presi-
dent distracts us from them, and he 
prevents us from resolving them. As a 
result of doing this, he is as much to 
blame for any of these problems associ-
ated with affordability as anybody else 
in this country. In fact, he is more to 
blame when you realize that the Su-
preme Court had to tell him that a tar-
iff is a tax. It is a tax on the American 
people, and that he doesn’t have the 
authority to impose these taxes. 

He has got lawyers who are supposed 
to be advising him if he doesn’t know. 
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Most people assume that if you are 
going to tax something coming into 
the country, into the hands of a person 
who is in this country and you put a 
tax on it—they call it a tariff, but 
when you put this tariff tax on it, that 
this person is either going to pay it 
himself to get the product into the 
country or the person that is sending it 
in is going to have to lower the cost or 
the person bringing it in can pay the 
cost and then pass it on to the con-
sumer. At some point it becomes some-
thing that is passed on to the con-
sumer. That is what has happened. 

When you have that coupled with the 
other things I have mentioned, afford-
ability becomes a difficult issue to ne-
gotiate. It is easy if you want to capit-
ulate and call that negotiation, but ca-
pitulation is not negotiation. Capitula-
tion means, in the President’s world, 
he has won. He talks about winning. He 
has won, and you have lost. For him, it 
is an all-win-or-lose game, and he al-
ways has to win. 

The President is the source of the up-
heaval that we are seeing in this coun-
try. Two people killed—American citi-
zens, unarmed, were killed under the 
color of law by the constabulary. Mem-
bers of our police protection force 
killed two people. We saw it with our 
own eyes. We saw what happened to 
Ms. Good as she was in a vehicle. We 
saw how she had her life taken from 
her. We saw what happened to Alex 
when his life was taken from him, shot 
9 or 10 times, depending on who is 
counting, while he was unarmed, while 
he was on the ground, while he was 
subdued to the extent that he was not 
a threat to anybody. 

Yet the President of the United 
States distracts us with other things, 
including buying Greenland and taking 
Canada and making it the 51st State. 
He goes on to something else. Now we 
are no longer mourning the lives of 
those two people that were lost trag-
ically at the hands of the constabulary 
under the color of law. 

These kinds of things are distrac-
tions that allow him to get away with 
other things, that allow his family and 
himself to make huge sums of money, 
profits. It allows them, while we are 
being distracted, to drive the market 
down, and he will then signal to people 
over his Truth—well, I don’t even like 
to call it Truth—over his means of 
transmitting messages—he uses that to 
tell people: It is time to buy. His people 
buy, the market goes up, and they 
make billions. 

This is what is happening. I know. I 
am on the Financial Services Com-
mittee. We have had the empirical evi-
dence presented to us. 

All of these things—other things are 
happening while the President is mak-
ing billions by and through his family, 
billions of dollars. 

We fight among ourselves such that 
we cannot coordinate and unify and ac-
quire the unity necessary to deal with 
this reckless, ruthless President. We 
have to find a way to put a stop on his 

behavior. His behavior is totally unac-
ceptable. 

I am here to tell you that what I did 
last night, I would do again. I would do 
it again by coming in and taking my 
seat and saying to people what I said 
because what I said was necessary. 

It was not performative. It was not to 
get attention, other than to call atten-
tion to what the President is doing. It 
was not to get attention but to call at-
tention to what the President is doing. 

I still say that all of these other 
things that we find ourselves saddled 
with, they can be solved, but you have 
to have a President who is willing to 
behave with some degree of Presi-
dential dignity, according respect to 
the people of this country, which he 
seems to have great difficulty doing. 
He seems to, for whatever reason, want 
to believe that his moral standards are 
the standards that everyone concurs 
with. 

He has as much as said that the only 
thing that can get in his way would be 
his own moral standards. How bold. 
How can a person have the gall to say 
such a thing? Do you not want to hesi-
tate and have the good sense to say to 
yourself that maybe this is not an ap-
propriate thing to say? 

But I think he believes this. Because 
he believes it, he imposes it on us, 
whether we like it or not. Well, Demo-
crats don’t like it, and Democrats want 
to do something about it, but Repub-
licans are in the majority. 

If there is a problem with these great 
issues of our time, don’t lay them at 
the feet of Democrats. Democrats are 
doing as best as they can with what 
they have to work with, the resources 
that are available to them. These re-
sources are not unlimited. We just 
don’t have the same opportunity to 
bring legislation to the floor that Re-
publicans have. We don’t have the op-
portunity to deny things to get to the 
floor that Republicans can deny. We 
are in a weakened position because 
they have 218 votes or more in the 
House, and they have more than 51 
votes in the Senate. They are in the 
majority. 

When you are in the majority, don’t 
blame President Biden for what you 
are doing. President Biden is no longer 
the President of the United States. He 
should not be blamed for what is hap-
pening currently within the United 
States. This is Donald Trump’s watch. 
We ought to blame Donald Trump and 
the Republicans who side with him and 
prevent us from solving the great 
issues of our time because they have 
the power. 

We have but one power that we can 
use without the consent of the other 
side. That one power is impeachment. 
We have one power: the power to im-
peach. 

We are in a countdown. We are in a 
countdown because, whether the Presi-
dent likes it or not, whether I like it or 
not, the people of the country want to 
see him impeached. Whether he likes it 
or not or whether I like it or not or 

anybody else, he is going to be im-
peached before he leaves office again. 
He should be for what he has done to 
the country in terms of its devolution 
into authoritarianism. He should be 
impeached. 

Mr. President, you will be impeached 
for your dastardly deeds done and for 
the way you have demeaned the Presi-
dency, the way you have harmed soci-
ety with your behavior. You should be 
impeached. 

I say to you: I would, without ques-
tion, reservation, or hesitation, given 
the opportunity, bring the Articles of 
Impeachment to have him at least im-
peached. I would hope that the Senate 
would act and remove him from office. 

But even if the Senate chooses not to 
act, we should proceed with our count-
down to impeachment and impeach 
him. It is that impeachment that will 
make the difference in the lives of the 
people of this country when the signal 
is sent that we do not agree with his 
behavior. 

People are waiting for us to let them 
know that we don’t agree, and this is 
the best way to signal to them we don’t 
agree, with Articles of Impeachment, 
where we can make our case, explain it 
to the public, and then take a vote on 
it and show the public that a majority 
of the people in the House of Rep-
resentatives differ. 

b 1330 

Someone would say: Why bring im-
peachment until you have a majority? 

It is because we, quite often, build up 
to a majority by presenting legislation 
on the floor that doesn’t get a majority 
of votes the first time. 

The best example of this is 
healthcare. It took us almost one cen-
tury to get the kind of healthcare that 
we have, so that people who have af-
fordability problems will have 
healthcare in this country. It took us 
almost a century to do it, but we kept 
bringing it back and back until we 
were able to get a President, a House, 
and a Senate that could agree on some-
thing and get it done. 

That is the way it is with impeach-
ment. Somebody has to lay the founda-
tion for it, Mr. Speaker, and when you 
lay the foundation for it, you are put-
ting the country in a position to move 
forward with it. 

I am assuring you, Mr. President, 
should you continue with what you are 
doing, articles will be filed whether 
they are agreed-upon by a majority or 
not. We will file the Articles of Im-
peachment, and we will have votes on 
them. This is what I believe the Con-
stitution not only allows but requires. 
This is what I think that the Constitu-
tion requires. 

Mr. Speaker, I want you to take 
these last words to heart: I still rise 
unbought, unbossed, and a liberated 
Democrat. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H2325 February 25, 2026 
JOINT APPOINTMENT OF INDI-

VIDUAL TO SERVE AS INSPEC-
TOR GENERAL FOR THE U.S. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces, on behalf of the 
Speaker, majority leader and minority 
leader, their joint appointment, pursu-
ant to clause 6 of rule II, and the order 
of the House of January 3, 2025, of the 
following individual to serve as Inspec-
tor General for the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives: 

Ms. Christen Stevenson, Brandywine, 
Maryland 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 31 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, February 26, 2026, at 9:30 
a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

EC–2939. A letter from the Assistant Sec-
retary for Legislation, Department of Health 
and Human Services, transmitting the FY 
2024 Report on the Preventive Medicine and 
Public Health Training Grant Program, pur-
suant to 42 U.S.C. 295c(d); July 1, 1944, ch. 
373, title VII, Sec. 768(d) (as amended by Pub-
lic Law 111-148, Sec. 10501(m)); (124 Stat. 
1002); to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

EC–2940. A letter from the Senior Counsel, 
Office of the General Counsel, Office of the 
Secretary, Department of Commerce, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Re-
moving Obsolete Regulations Related to the 
Voluntary Consumer Product Information 
Labeling Program [Docket ID: 260107-0006] 
(RIN: 0605-AA74) received February 9, 2026, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–2941. A letter from the Assistant Sec-
retary for Legislation, Department of Health 
and Human Services, transmitting the De-
partment’s 2024 Progress Report on Under-
standing the Long-Term Health Effects of 
Living Organ Donation, pursuant to section 
3 of the Charlie W. Norwood Living Organ 
Donation Act, Public Law 110-144, codified at 
42 U.S.C. section 273b; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

EC–2942. A letter from the Acting Branch 
Chief, Regulatory Management Branch, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — National 
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pol-
lutants: Coal- and Oil-Fired Electric Utility 
Steam Generating Units: Final Repeal [EPA- 
HQ-OAR-2018-0794; FRL-6716.4-02-OAR] (RIN: 
2060-AW68) received February 23, 2026, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–2943. A letter from the Acting Branch 
Chief, Regulatory Management Branch, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — Pesticide Tol-
erances; Implementing Registration Review 
Decisions for Certain Pesticides; Terbacil, et 

al. [EPA-HQ-OPP-2023-0502; FRL-11773-02- 
OCSPP] (RIN: 2070-ZA16) received February 
19, 2026, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–2944. A letter from the Acting Branch 
Chief, Regulatory Management Branch, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — Pesticide Tol-
erances; Implementing Registration Review 
Decisions for Certain Pesticides; 
Diphenylamine, et al. [EPA-HQ-OPP-2025- 
0153; FRL-12748-02-OCSPP] (RIN: 2070-ZA16) 
received February 19, 2026, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

EC–2945. A letter from the Acting Branch 
Chief, Regulatory Management Branch, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — 
Pydiflumetofen; Pesticide Tolerances [EPA- 
HQ-OPP-2024-0502; FRL-13086-01-OCSPP] re-
ceived February 19, 2026, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

EC–2946. A letter from the Acting Branch 
Chief, Regulatory Management Branch, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — Inpyrfluxam; 
Pesticide Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2021-0433 
and EPA-HQ-OPP-0833; FRL-13125-01-OCSPP] 
received February 19, 2026, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

EC–2947. A letter from the Acting Branch 
Chief, Regulatory Management Branch, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — Imidacloprid; 
Pesticide Tolerance(s) [EPA-HQ-OPP-2024- 
0630; 13166-01-OCSPP] received February 19, 
2026, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–2948. A letter from the Senior Bureau 
Official, Bureau of Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting a Deter-
mination on the Palestine Liberation Orga-
nization (PLO) Commitments Compliance 
Act of 1989; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

EC–2949. A letter from the Deputy Assist-
ant General Counsel, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting a notification of a 
nomination, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); 
Public Law 105-277, Sec. 151(b); (112 Stat. 
2681-614); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

EC–2950. A letter from the Acting Chief 
Privacy and Civil Liberties Officer, Execu-
tive Office for Immigration Review, Depart-
ment of Justice, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Privacy Act of 1974; Im-
plementation [CPCLO Order No.: 01-2026] re-
ceived February 19, 2026, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

EC–2951. A letter from the Deputy Asso-
ciate General Counsel for Regulatory Affairs, 
Office of the General Counsel, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Civil Monetary Pen-
alty Adjustments for Inflation (RIN: 1601- 
AB16) received February 23, 2026, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

EC–2952. A letter from the Chief, Regu-
latory Development Division, Federal Motor 
Carrier Safety Administration, Department 
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Parts and Accessories 
Necessary for Safe Operation; Brakes on 
Portable Conveyors [Docket No.: FMCSA- 
2025-0119] (RIN: 2126-AC93) received February 

23, 2026, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

EC–2953. A letter from the Chief, Regu-
latory Development Division, Federal Motor 
Carrier Safety Administration, Department 
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Removal of Obsolete Ref-
erences to ‘‘Water Carriers’’ [Docket No.: 
FMCSA-2025-0112] (RIN: 2126-AC86) received 
February 23, 2026, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

EC–2954. A letter from the Chief, Regu-
latory Development Division, Federal Motor 
Carrier Safety Administration, Department 
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Electronic Driver Vehi-
cle Inspection Reports [Docket No.: FMCSA- 
2025-0115] (RIN: 2126-AC89) received February 
23, 2026, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

EC–2955. A letter from the Chief, Regu-
latory Development Division, Federal Motor 
Carrier Safety Administration, Department 
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Restoring Integrity to 
the Issuance of Non-Domiciled Commercial 
Drivers Licenses (CDL) [Docket No.: FMCSA- 
2025-0622] (RIN: 2126-AC98) received February 
18, 2026, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. JORDAN: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H.J. Res. 139. A resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States requiring a balanced budget 
for the Federal Government (Rept. 119–520). 
Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HILL of Arkansas: Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. H.R. 1078. A bill to amend 
the CARES Act to remove a requirement on 
lessors to provide notice to vacate, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
19–521). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HILL of Arkansas: Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. H.R. 1181. A bill to prohibit 
payment card networks and covered entities 
from requiring the use of or assigning mer-
chant category codes that distinguish a fire-
arms retailer from general-merchandise re-
tailer or sporting-goods retailer, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
119–522). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HILL of Arkansas: Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. H.R. 3959. A bill to except 
quotations of fixed-income securities from 
certain regulatory requirements, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
119–523). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WALBERG: Committee on Education 
and Workforce. H.R. 4624. A bill to amend the 
Professional Boxing Safety Act of 1996 to es-
tablish requirements for unified boxing orga-
nizations, to further enhance the well-being 
of professional boxers, and for other pur-
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 119–524 Pt. 
1). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HILL of Arkansas: Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. H.R. 4130. A bill to amend 
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