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Houston, Texas, I want to say to them, 
in Houston, Texas, there was a case 
that is still pending. 

This is the case of Joshua Johnson. 
Joshua Johnson lost his life under 
questionable circumstances. The case 
is still being investigated, and the lack 
of transparency is something that con-
cerns me as it relates to Joshua John-
son. 

Joshua Johnson lived in the Ninth 
Congressional District. I happen to rep-
resent the Ninth Congressional Dis-
trict. 

Joshua Johnson: killed under ques-
tionable circumstances. 

We have the same system in place 
where there is a grand jury and a pros-
ecutor, that I have great respect for, 
but we still have this same system. But 
Texas has a solution that is different 
from any other State in the country. 
There is no other State that has the so-
lution that we have in Texas for these 
kinds of questionable killings. 

In Texas, we have the opportunity to 
take such a case and move it through a 
justice system that has a court in-
volved in it, as opposed to the grand 
jury, in the initial aspects of it, or it 
can be after the grand jury has given a 
ruling. 

In Texas, we have the opportunity to 
go to a district court judge and present 
probable cause, and if that judge con-
cludes that there is probable cause, 
that judge goes to an administrative 
judge, and the administrative judge 
can then appoint a judge to have a 
court of review to review what hap-
pened in this case. 

It is time for us to look at something 
similar to this on the national level for 
our Nation. 

I believe that a court of inquiry— 
which is what it is called in Texas. It 
reviews evidence. But a court of in-
quiry can make a difference on the na-
tional level, and, as a result, I plan to 
introduce legislation for us to have 
courts of inquiry at the national level 
so that we don’t have to depend on 
prosecutors and grand juries. 

A court of inquiry in Texas allows 
any citizen who knows that a crime 
has been committed to present this evi-
dence to a district court judge. 

I believe a similar circumstance— 
maybe not the same—ought to exist for 
people when it comes to Federal 
crimes. So I will introduce legislation 
calling for courts of inquiry across the 
length and breadth of this country so 
that we may have transparency in this 
process. 

I will not seek to eliminate the grand 
juries, but I will seek to give an alter-
native for citizens who are concerned 
about transparency when there are 
questionable circumstances, when you 
don’t have body cameras, when you 
have persons who are committing no 
crimes yet find themselves losing their 
lives at the hands of the constabulary. 

I hope to have this legislation ready 
for this Congress, but if not, it will 
definitely be introduced for the next 
Congress. We need courts of inquiry or 

something similar to what we have in 
Texas. 

I love my country. It means some-
thing to me to say that I am a part of 
this great country. I love it, and I do 
everything out of love for country and 
a belief that there should be liberty 
and justice for all, regardless of who 
you happen to be, regardless of your 
race, creed, color, or national origin. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the time. I 
thank the leadership for giving me the 
opportunity to have this time on the 
floor. 

I promise that I am going to do as 
much as I can to eliminate invidious 
discrimination in all of its forms. 

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

f 

GOOD NEWS/BAD NEWS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. GROTHMAN) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
minority leader. 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I will 
remove my mask here for the speech 
since we are all alone. 

Today I would like to address the 
Chamber with regard to something I 
consider good news, because there is 
not enough good news that we talk 
about here. We always talk about the 
problems. But then I am going to ad-
dress one potential problem brought to 
my attention by one of my constitu-
ents, and I am going to ask the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor to take 
up that problem. 

The first issue in which I received 
good news is with regard to immigra-
tion. Only 15 months ago, about 90,000 
people were let in this country, largely 
because they asked to come here on 
asylum and, pending an asylum hear-
ing, were let into the country. 

Obviously, it would be preferable for 
our country if every person who was al-
lowed in the country is appropriately 
vetted and we know will become a pro-
ductive citizen. When we allow people 
in the country for other reasons, we get 
people here who will not necessarily be 
an asset to America and will ulti-
mately, perhaps, ruin America. 

This has been done by three things. 
First of all, we have reached an 

agreement with Mexico, whereby the 
Mexican Government is holding people 
who in the past were allowed into the 
United States and told to show up for a 
court hearing at some future date, 
maybe years down the road. Obviously, 
when you let somebody in the United 
States and tell them to show up for a 
court date years down the road, you 
are not maintaining control of our bor-
ders. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the Trump ad-
ministration and the Mexican Govern-
ment for agreeing to hold a consider-
able number of people south of the bor-
der. 

The second thing that was done was 
President Trump reached agreements 

with countries such as Guatemala, 
Honduras, and El Salvador to stop the 
spigot of more people coming into our 
country even south of Mexico. And, of 
course, these people came not only 
from other Central American coun-
tries, but South America and Africa as 
well. 

Four times I toured the border, and I 
found people were coming across not 
only from Mexico, but from Central 
America. And, actually, people were 
coming from Asia and Africa to Brazil, 
to Central America to work their way 
north. 

So I thank President Trump and I 
thank the Governments of Guatemala, 
Honduras, and El Salvador for not al-
lowing people through their country 
who are clearly planning on coming to 
the United States other than through 
the legal mechanisms that we have 
available. 

Finally, President Trump allowed 
our Border Patrol to turn people 
around to deal with the COVID epi-
demic. I know a lot of people wouldn’t 
have liked to do that, but President 
Trump put the United States first and 
now allows our Border Patrol to imme-
diately turn people around. 

The combination of these three 
things means we have gone from over 
90,000 people a month coming into this 
country who we really haven’t vetted 
and are now, among people who are 
touched by the Border Patrol, under 
2,000 people a month. As a matter of 
fact, I am told it is under 1,000 people 
a month, but that is almost too good to 
believe. 

But that is good news for the Amer-
ican people, particularly when you con-
sider all the people who come here are 
not appropriately vetted, wind up be-
coming a public charge perhaps, wind 
up involved in drug dealing perhaps. So 
that is your first good news of the 
night for America. 

The second good news: I know when 
President Trump ran for this office, he 
talked about reducing the number of 
troops abroad and keeping them out of 
harm’s way. 

However, this week, showing up on a 
subcommittee of Government Over-
sight and Reform, to my surprise— 
again, these are statistics I almost 
can’t believe, they are so good—in the 
last 7 months since a preliminary 
agreement was reached between the 
Taliban and the Afghan Government 
and the United States, there have been 
no military-connected casualties in Af-
ghanistan. We have gone 7 months 
without a combat casualty of our 
troops in Afghanistan despite the fact 
that we have 8,000 or 9,000 troops there. 

If you would have told me that was 
possible 4 or 5 months ago, I wouldn’t 
have believed it. No military casualties 
during a 7-month period. 

I was not aware of it until this week, 
and I, therefore, assume the vast num-
ber of Americans were not aware of it, 
but we should all be grateful that we 
have now gone 7 months in a row with-
out a military casualty in Afghanistan. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 07:48 Sep 25, 2020 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00069 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K24SE7.073 H24SEPT1dl
hi

ll 
on

 D
S

K
12

0R
N

23
P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4956 September 24, 2020 
The third thing I would like to ad-

dress tonight is dealing with possible 
medical advancements that can help us 
deal with the COVID pandemic. 

I sometimes feel, as I address the 
COVID pandemic, that our government 
agencies are focused solely on a vac-
cine and are not thinking outside the 
box. 

Today I talked to a couple of re-
searchers from Israel who continue to 
be optimistic on using fenofibrate, 
which is a drug which has traditionally 
been used to fight cholesterol. 

Well, they don’t like to be nailed 
down because nobody knows how many 
lives would be saved if we gave people, 
in the beginning stages of the pan-
demic, fenofibrate. It is possible that 
we could reduce the number of fatali-
ties by 30 or 40 percent. 

Again, fenofibrate is an easily avail-
able, in generic form, drug used to 
treat cholesterol. There are, right now, 
over time, better drugs. It is not as 
used as it once was. But, nevertheless, 
their preliminary studies are very posi-
tive. 

I wish our own CDC or NIH would get 
on the ball and help these researchers a 
little bit, because they feel they can 
have a definitive answer by winter. 
They feel that 3 months from now, we 
may have something that will be a cure 
for something like 30 to 40 percent— 
maybe 20 percent, maybe 30 percent—of 
the people who have this virus who now 
die. 

Can you imagine if we could reduce 
the number of fatalities by 30 percent 
by a simple expedient, not of devel-
oping an expensive vaccine, but if we 
could save all these lives with an easily 
available generic drug used for choles-
terol today? 

Mr. Speaker, I again ask CDC and 
NIH to think outside the box and help 
these researchers and find out if their 
preliminary work is accurate, and then 
we can save so many lives even if a 
vaccine is not developed. 

So there is the good news, kind of 
good news and bad news in that one. 
The good news is we are on the cusp of 
a cure; the bad news is we have got to 
get the American bureaucracy to think 
outside the box. 

The final thing I am going to address 
is some unfortunate news. 

The prior speaker talked about peo-
ple being treated differently, depending 
on who they are. 

It was brought to my attention 2 
weeks ago of something I normally run 
on, or I ran on originally, by a woman 
who had two children who went to col-
lege. 

b 1845 

She and her husband were hard-
working, middle-class Americans. And 
like most hardworking, middle-class 
Americans, when their children went 
to college, they had to take out loans 
and both of their children had loans in 
the $30,000 to $50,000 category. 

Because she did a good job of raising 
her children, they were hardworking, 

and working their way to paying off 
those loans, which is a good thing. 

But she has talked to other people 
and she found out other people, who 
perhaps weren’t married, weren’t work-
ing as hard, that their children re-
ceived grants from the government. 

So in other words, if you get married 
and work hard, we treat your children 
different than people who don’t get 
married. And, of course, there are won-
derful parents in all sorts of families. 

But just particularly, after we just 
got done with a speech pointing out 
that we should treat everybody the 
same, I would like to ask the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor to hold 
a hearing and find out if it is really 
true. 

Are we penalizing children of married 
couples because of their parents’ mar-
ital status? Are they stuck repaying 
$30,000, $40,000, $50,000 worth of student 
loans just because their parents are 
married, and they wouldn’t have had to 
take them out if their parents hadn’t 
been married? 

So I am going to ask my good friend, 
the chairman of the Committee on 
Education and Labor, to look into this. 

Recently, it has been in the paper 
that there are some powerful groups at 
work in the United States who are op-
posed to the nuclear family. So wheth-
er this is something that happened by 
accident, or whether it happened inten-
tionally because of longstanding 
groups that are opposed to the old- 
fashioned, nuclear family, I would like 
to know. 

And I think, given all of the hearings 
we have had around here on discrimi-
nation, it would be great if we could 
get to the bottom of this and find out 
whether my constituent is right and 
her children were both penalized $30,000 
to $50,000 each just because their par-
ents were married. 

So I ask my good buddy from Vir-
ginia to hold that hearing, and I appre-
ciate the time on the floor tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that we adjourn, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

f 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 
A bill of the Senate of the following 

title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 914. An act to reauthorize the Integrated 
Coastal and Ocean Observation System Act 
of 2009, to clarify the authority of the Ad-
ministrator of the National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration with respect to 
post-storm assessments, and to require the 
establishment of a National Water Center, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources; in addition, to the Com-
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology; 
and to the Committee on Financial Services 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to section 4(b) of House Resolution 

967, the House stands adjourned until 9 
a.m. tomorrow. 

Thereupon (at 6 o’clock and 46 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Fri-
day, September 25, 2020, at 9 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: 

5381. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Control of Communicable Dis-
eases; Foreign Quarantine: Suspension of the 
Right to Introduce and Prohibition of Intro-
duction of Persons into United States from 
Designated Foreign Countries or Places for 
Public Health Purposes [Docket No.: CDC- 
2020-0033] (RIN: 0920-AA76) received Sep-
tember 22, 2020, 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. 

5382. A letter from the Officer, Office for 
Civil Rights and Civil Liberities, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting 
the Department’s FY 2019 No FEAR Act re-
port, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 2301 note; Public 
Law 107-174, 203(a) (as amended by Public 
Law 109-435, Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat. 3242); to 
the Committee on Oversight and Reform. 

5383. A letter from the Acting Director, Re-
tirement Services, Office of Personnel Man-
agement, transmitting the Office’s final rule 
— Federal Employees’ Retirement System; 
Present Value Conversion Factors for 
Spouses of Deceased Separated Employees 
(RIN: 3206-ANO03) received September 22, 
2020, 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 Reform. 

5384. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, Centers for Medicare and Medicare 
Services, Department of Heath and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s 
Major final rule — Medicare Program; Spe-
cialty Care Models to Improve Quality of 
Care and Reduce Expenditures [CMS-5527-F] 
(RIN: 0938-AT89) received September 22, 2020, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); jointly to the 
Committees on Ways and Means and Energy 
and Commerce. 

5385. A letter from the Inspector General, 
Office of Inspector General, Railroad Retire-
ment Board, transmitting the Board’s Office 
of Inspector General FY 2022 budget request, 
pursuant to 45 U.S.C. 231f(f); Aug. 29, 1935, ch. 
812, Sec. 7(f) (as amended by Public Law 93- 
445, Sec. 416); (97 Stat. 436); jointly to the 
Committees on Appropriations, Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, and Ways and 
Means. 

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. GRIJALVA: Committee on Natural Re-
sources. H.R. 5126. A bill to require individ-
uals fishing for Gulf reef fish to use certain 
descending devices, and for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. 116–531). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. PALLONE: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 2075. A bill to amend the 
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