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and it opens the door to sexual devi-
ants that should not have a door avail-
able to them.

There is another here from ‘‘The Cou-
rier” in the U.K. The mom of a super-
market sexual assault victim warns
that her attacker will strike again.

Regarding the lawsuit from the East-
ern District of California about the
man who claimed to be transgender,
why would we pass a law that would
undo the great appropriate advances
that have occurred for women’s rights
toward equality and toward not being
victimized?

I know the intention is to try to help
people who have gender dysphoria, gen-
der confusion, from being victims so
they can walk into any restroom they
want to, but it is a mistake that will
do far more damage to women, and it is
just tragic to have that kind of law in-
cluded in the Violence Against Women
Act.

It was mentioned by a friend across
the aisle—and I know his motivation.
He has a big heart and he cares about
people who are victims, and that in-
cludes people who have gender dys-
phoria—but he was bragging about—ap-
parently according to what he said—
that equality law was being passed yes-
terday that will open the door to equal-
ity for transgender across sports and
education and across the board.

We are already seeing something that
is just incredible. Martina Navratilova
is probably one of the top five women
tennis players of all time and has been
an icon for so many tennis players, es-
pecially for liberal tennis players, lib-
eral women, because she has fought so
for gay rights. Yet she is now being at-
tacked because she dared to say that
she didn’t think that someone who is a
biological man with biological advan-
tages over a biological woman, in most
cases, should be able to compete in
women’s tennis.

How is that something to beat her up
for verbally?

How is that something to abuse her
for?

What will happen to the great
progress of equality for women if that
bill becomes law will be it will elimi-
nate women’s sports. You may occa-
sionally have a woman who desires to
compete as a man who is extraordinary
and can win some things. The doctors
talk about the potential for greater
muscle mass, they are built differently,
can do better in some sports than
women can, as a general rule. And, yes,
I know there are women that could
kick the rear of many men, including
me, I know, I get that. But we are talk-
ing about competition at the highest
levels, and it is grossly unfair to allow
a biological man to compete in wom-
en’s sports. No matter how gender
dysphorically confused the person is, it
is unfair to the great progress of wom-
en’s equality.

What that bill will do if it becomes
the law is it will bring an end to wom-
en’s sports. You will be left with main-
ly men’s sports and co-ed sports—co-ed
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sports consisting of the women and the
men who say they are women, and it
will end the equality, the fairness that
has come to be known in Title IX and
through women’s sports and women’s
professional sports, that they will be-
come co-ed sports. It is tremendously
unfair to women.

Now, the final thing I want to bring
up is the resolution we took up in here
regarding hate last week. The reason
that all came about were specific com-
ments by a Member of the House that
most everyone here, not all, but most
believe were anti-Semitic. For those in
Congress who don’t understand, anti-
Semitic comments are not criticism of
one person for something they have
said or done. That is not anti-Semitic,
even if that person happens to be Jew-
ish. It is not. So when I criticized
George Soros for damage I believe he
has done to my country by the things
that he has contributed to, by the dam-
age he has done to countries yearning
to be free in Europe as he has pushed
them toward socialism—why would a
billionaire push people toward social-
ism?

Because socialism means everybody
is treated equally.

It is because he knows that in a So-
cialist country after you eliminate the
middle class, what you are left with,
Mr. Speaker, is a very thin veneer of a
ruling class and everybody else who is
ruled over by the ruling class. That is
where socialism goes. Some billion-
aires think, oh, they will be there in
that tiny, little, ruling class, not un-
derstanding that historically if you go
to full-bore socialism or communism,
you are going to end up killing off the
billionaires and taking their money. So
it is an amazing thing to see that.

I am also aware that even Israel’s de-
fense ministry has pointed out the
damage that George Soros has done to
Israel. Because I have criticized George
Soros, people say: Oh, you are anti-Se-
mitic.

It is not anti-Semitic to criticize
somebody for things they have done,
things they are paying for, or things
they are contributing to just because
they happen to be Jewish. What makes
it anti-Semitic is when you slander or
libel an entire race or group of people
and smear them as all having the same
characteristics and belittle them as a
group.

So there was a resolution that was
supposed to address specific anti-Se-
mitic remarks by a Member of Con-
gress, and then we hear, well, there
were protests because they didn’t want
her condemned for anti-Semitic re-
marks. So it got watered down.

I printed out the copy of the resolu-
tion as it was at 3 o’clock that after-
noon. I came over here ready to speak
against that resolution because it had
been so watered down, and I was told:
well, actually, that one got pulled and
they watered it down even further, and
here is the new one, as of about 3:20
that afternoon.

It kept being watered down until it
basically said that we are against all
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kinds of hate. Of course, they didn’t
mention the kind of political hate that
would cause a Democrat—and if it had
been a Republican who supported Don-
ald Trump, that would have been what
everybody talked about, oh, gosh, this
is what Trump inspires, but since it
was a Bernie Sanders supporter, I don’t
know of any Republican, including me,
who has blamed BERNIE SANDERS for
the criminal who shot STEVE SCALISE
and tried to kill my baseball friends
and colleagues. He wanted to kill them
all, but that wasn’t singled out.

In fact, when we were taking testi-
mony on gun crime in Judiciary, the
majority would not even allow STEVE
SCALISE to testify. Oh, well, if he
comes in and testifies, it might open
the door to all kinds of other Members
of Congress.

Well, why don’t you just say that we
will restrict the testimony from Mem-
bers of Congress to those who have
been shot by somebody who hates them
and their party?

How about that?

But STEVE was not even allowed to
come testify before our committee.
That kind of thing was not mentioned
in what was, basically, we are against
all kinds of hate, except for that, and
we are also not going to call out the
hate that causes the hate hoaxes which
there seem to be a rash of people say-
ing they are the victim of some hate
when actually it is their hate that cre-
ated a hoax.

But I have made loud and clear rep-
etitiously, the reason I and 22 others
voted against that resolution was be-
cause it did not do what it should have
done, and that is, call out specific anti-
Semitic comments.

Now, some were bothered that I said
that there is no moral equivalence be-
tween the Holocaust and say the years
of slavery, the slavery that is con-
tinuing today. I was shocked to find
out this year that there are 40 million
slaves in the world today, more than
any time in history. We ought to do all
we can to stop it. It is horrendous. It
did so much damage to the core of this
country for far too long. But there is a
special hatred that the Jewish people
have experienced that we need to stop
when it starts. For those morons who
didn’t know, I voted against the first
anti-hate resolution.

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

————
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 15 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, March
18, 2019, at noon.

———

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