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clear, that even during a pandemic, 
supporters will put ideology ahead of 
science and ahead of patients’ health 
and gladly undermine the same type of 
research that helped develop new 
therapies for COVID–19. 

This is an irresponsible, ideological 
attack on science and medical re-
search. And it not only undermines 
doctors and researchers and patients’ 
healthcare, it also undermines the goal 
of this whole bill, which is to boost 
American innovation and competitive-
ness. I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 1891 
Mr. LEE. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 

sufficient second? 
There appears to be a sufficient sec-

ond. 
The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. KENNEDY). 

The result was announced—yeas 48, 
nays 51, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 206 Leg.] 
YEAS—48 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Manchin 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 

Portman 
Risch 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—51 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Kennedy 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order requiring 60 votes 
for the adoption of this amendment, 
the amendment is not agreed to. 

The amendment (No. 1891) was re-
jected. 

The Senator from New York. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 1520 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Mr. President, I 
rise tonight to once again call for this 
entire body to have the opportunity to 
consider the Military Justice Improve-
ment and Increasing Prevention Act. 
This would ensure that people in the 
military who have been subjected to 
sexual assault and other serious crimes 
get the justice they deserve. 

I first introduced this legislation in 
2013. Since then, the committee has 
had 8 years to consider it, to ask ques-
tions, to pursue changes, and to imple-
ment alternative solutions, and we 
have. In fact, over the period of 15 
years, the committee enacted nearly 
250 legislative provisions designed to 
address the scourge of sexual assault in 
the military. We have modified data re-
porting requirements. We have added 
questions to surveys. We have required 
annual reports on the status of sex of-
fense investigations. We have required 
developments of strategies to hold 
leadership accountable. We have char-
tered special panels, commissions, and 
advisory committees to address this 
problem, and we have enacted their 
recommendations. 

We have made scores of small adjust-
ments, and they have just not moved 
the needle. The most recent annual re-
port from the Department of Defense 
proves it. Reports of sexual assault 
have increased virtually every single 
year and remain at record highs, while 
prosecution and conviction rates have 
declined. The current system is not 
working. We need real reform, and we 
have the legislation to do it. 

In 2014, I asked for a vote on this bill, 
and it earned majority support—55 
votes—but it was filibustered. In 2015, 
again I earned majority support, but it 
was filibustered. I asked for a vote in 
2016, 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2020, and I was 
denied every single time. 

I am again asking on behalf of serv-
icemembers who do so much for this 
country, who will sacrifice themselves 
and their lives for this Nation, and on 
behalf of the bipartisan, filibuster- 
proof majority of Senators who support 
this legislation and want to enact this 
reform, and this vote is being denied 
again. 

How long must our servicemembers 
wait for real reform? How long must 
they wait for a criminal justice system 
that is worthy of their sacrifice? There 
is no persuasive argument for the need 
to allow more time to consider this leg-
islation in committee. The committee 
has had nearly a decade to consider it. 
Most Members of this body have had 
years to consider it, and those who 
have had the least time to consider it, 
our newest Members, have already seen 
the need for reform. Nine out of ten 
new Senators, Republicans and Demo-
crats alike, including the two new 
members of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, have already cosponsored this 
bill. 

This bill is now supported by 64 bi-
partisan Senators who deserve to have 
the opportunity to cast a vote for this 
important bill. We don’t have to take 
the time for another incremental step. 
It is time to bring this vote to the 
floor. 

I ask unanimous consent that, at a 
time to be determined by the majority 
leader, in consultation with the Repub-
lican leader, the Senate Armed Serv-
ices Committee be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of S. 1520 and the 

Senate proceed to its consideration; 
that there be 2 hours for debate equally 
divided in the usual form; and that 
upon the use or yielding back of time, 
the Senate vote on the bill with no in-
tervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, for the rea-

sons that I articulated last evening, I 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard. 

The Senator from New York. 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Mr. President, I 

continue to advocate for the ability of 
this body to vote up or down on this 
bill. This is an important moment in 
our Nation’s history. This is a genera-
tional change whose time has come. 

Previously, when such important re-
forms were needed, such as the don’t 
ask, don’t tell repeal, they were 
brought directly to the floor. It is time 
to bring this to the floor. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 100TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE 1921 TULSA RACE 
MASSACRE 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 
234, submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The clerk will report the resolution 
by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 234) recognizing the 
100th Anniversary of the 1921 Tulsa Race 
Massacre. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I 
know of no further debate on the reso-
lution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? 

Hearing none, the question is on 
adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 234) was 
agreed to. 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the preamble 
be agreed to and the motions to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table with no intervening action or 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
(The resolution, with its preamble, is 

printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.’’) 
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Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, next 

week is a summer anniversary, 100 
years since the Tulsa massacre. Before 
1921, Greenwood District, also known 
as Black Wall Street, was a vibrant, 
thriving, prosperous Black community. 
But then, on the evening of May 31 into 
the early morning of June 1, 1921, there 
was a horrific massacre where hun-
dreds of Black Tulsans were murdered 
and thousands were made homeless 
overnight. It was awful. 

But as terrible as it was, that is why 
it is important to come together to 
honor the victims and their families 
and share their stories today with fu-
ture generations. I am honored to co-
sponsor Senator LANKFORD’s resolution 
today to remember this anniversary. 

Together, we can all work to lift up 
the story of Black Wall Street and use 
this anniversary to remember, reflect, 
and work, as we do every day, toward 
reconciliation. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, Sen-

ator INHOFE and I and this body have 
just passed by voice vote a resolution 
recognizing the 100th anniversary of 
the 1921 Tulsa Race Massacre. It is a 
significant resolution not only to be 
able to recall what happened in that 
terrible time in 1921 but to also recog-
nize the 13 Black towns that still re-
main in Oklahoma. 

It is an interesting history that we 
have in Oklahoma, and I encourage 
folks to be able to find out more about 
us as a State. From the late 1800s to 
the early 1900s, Black individuals and 
families from all over the South were 
fleeing away from where they were 
being oppressed, and they were coming 
to Oklahoma, setting up vibrant com-
munities. Over 50 all-Black towns rose 
up in Oklahoma. 

In fact, there was some dialogue in 
the early 1900s about possibly having 
Oklahoma be an all-Black State even. 
These Black communities were rising 
up around our State looking for oppor-
tunities, freedom, and a chance for a 
better life. Thirteen of those fifty 
towns still remain today as commu-
nities. Many of the individuals in these 
towns are friends and people whom I 
know and Senator INHOFE and I have 
the honor of being able to represent in 
this great body. 

I think about Dr. Donnie Nero, Sr. He 
is the President of the African Amer-
ican Educators Hall of Fame. He is the 
one who helped found and pull this all 
together. He has an attitude in wonder-
ful Clearview, OK, and he says: ‘‘One of 
the greatest motivational concepts ac-
cessible to mankind is ‘Recognition.’’’ 
He says recognition is about remem-
brance and acknowledgment. 

We are taking a moment as a Senate 
today to be able to acknowledge these 
13 Black towns that still remain in 
Oklahoma and to be able to look at 
some of the history of what happened 
during that time period. So let me 
walk through this somewhat. 

Tullahassee was founded in 1883. It is 
regarded as one of the oldest surviving 
historically Black towns in Indian Ter-
ritory. 

Langston, founded in 1890, and was 
named after John Mercer Langston, an 
African-American educator and U.S. 
Representative from Virginia. Seven 
years later, the Oklahoma Territorial 
Legislature established the Colored Ag-
ricultural and Normal University, 
which would later be called Langston 
University. This historically Black col-
lege and university has grown from 41 
students in 1897 to over 3,000 students 
today. Prominent Oklahomans such as 
Melvin Tolson, Ada Lois Sipuel Fisher, 
Clara Luper, E. Melvin Porter, Fred-
erick Moon, Marques Haynes, Zelia 
Breaux, Isaac W. Young, Inman Page, 
and Zella Black Patterson all resided 
in the town of Langston or called 
Langston University home. 

Tatums was founded in 1895. It was 
named after brothers Lee B. Tatum and 
Eldridge ‘‘Doc’’ Tatum. They found 
prosperity in 1929 when oil wells were 
drilled in Tatum. Norman Studios even 
filmed a silent movie called ‘‘Black 
Gold,’’ using the brothers in their film. 

Taft was founded in 1902 on land al-
lotted to Creek Freedman. They 
changed their name from Twine, which 
they were originally, to Taft to honor 
the then Secretary of War and later 
President William Howard Taft. 

Grayson was bustling with five gen-
eral stores, two blacksmiths, two drug 
stores, a cotton gin and a physician 
shortly after it was founded in 1902. It 
was originally known as Wildcat. It 
was changed in 1909 to honor the Creek 
chief, George W. Grayson. 

Boley was a town established in 1903 
and named after J.B. Boley, a railroad 
official of the Fort Smith and Western 
Railway, and grew to be the largest Af-
rican-American town in Oklahoma. 
Only 5 years after being founded, Book-
er T. Washington visited the town and 
wrote about the prosperity that he had 
witnessed. Boasting the first Black- 
owned bank, the First National Bank 
of Boley was owned by D.J. Turner. It 
received a national charter and rose to 
be one of the largest and wealthiest ex-
clusively Black communities. Today, 
Boley still hosts the Nation’s oldest 
annual Black rodeo. 

Rentiesville, founded in 1903, was de-
veloped on 40 acres owned by William 
Rentie and Phoebe McIntosh. The Mis-
souri, Kansas and Texas Railway devel-
oped a flag stop, putting Rentiesville 
on the map. John Hope Franklin, a 
scholar of African-American history 
who promoted dialogue that reshaped 
American views on race relations, was 
born in Rentiesville in 1915. The Frank-
lins later moved to Tulsa, where John 
Hope Franklin graduated from Booker 
T. Washington. He survived the 1921 
Tulsa Race Massacre, and he went on 
to become one of the most decorated 
historians. He inspired the John Hope 
Franklin Center for Reconciliation, 
Reconciliation Park in Tulsa, and an 
elementary school in North Tulsa. 

Rentiesville continues to host the 
Dusk Til’ Dawn Blues Festival that at-
tracts blues artists and all the folks 
who come in. 

Clearview, a town I have already 
mentioned, was founded in 1903 along 
the tracks of the Fort Smith and West-
ern Railroad, was widely known for its 
baseball team, but it is widely known 
now for the Hall of Fame for Black 
Educators. It is a place that I would 
encourage people to be able to stop in 
and to be able to see. And it is an an-
nual tradition where individuals from 
around the State ride in to be able to 
recognize Black educators to be recog-
nized that year in the Hall of Fame 
ceremony led by Dr. Nero, Sr. 

Brooksville, founded in 1903, origi-
nally named Sewell, was renamed in 
1912 in honor of the first African Amer-
ican in the area, A.R. Brooks. 

Red Bird, founded in 1907 along the 
Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railroad, 
was built on the land allotted by the 
Creek Nation. E.L. Barber was one of 
the town’s original developers and the 
first justice of the peace and an early 
mayor. Before Red Bird officially be-
came a town, Barber organized the 
First Baptist Church in 1889, which 
grew to be the largest church in Red 
Bird. 

Summit was founded in 1910 along 
the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Rail-
way. 

Vernon was founded in 1911 on Tan-
kard Ranch in the Creek Nation and 
was home to many trailblazers such as 
Ella Woods, who was the first Post-
master, and Louise Wesley, who estab-
lished the first school and church. 

Lima, founded in 1913 along the Chi-
cago, Rock Island, and Pacific Rail-
road. The Mount Zion Methodist 
Church was built in 1915 and still 
stands to this day. 

And, of course, the most famous and 
prosperous of all of the Black commu-
nities was Greenwood. Greenwood Dis-
trict became a thriving community 
where Black business owners, schools, 
and churches flourished. By the late 
1910s, it was the wealthiest Black com-
munity in all of the United States. The 
community earned the name ‘‘Black 
Wall Street’’ from the famed African- 
American author and educator I al-
ready spoke of, Booker T. Washington. 

The history of these historically 
Black towns is interwoven into the his-
tory of Oklahoma and the history of 
the United States. The residents of 
these towns have achieved great suc-
cess and faced tremendous challenges. 
The stories of these Black towns and 
communities in Oklahoma are also in-
extricably linked to the events of May 
30 through June 1 of 1921, when the 
Greenwood District in North Tulsa 
burst into flames. 

An important part of history is 
learning from the past. It is not look-
ing at an incident in isolation. It is 
what came before and after. This week-
end, the Nation will pause and reflect 
on the 100th anniversary of the 1921 
Tulsa Race Massacre, the worst race 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 07:51 May 26, 2021 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00027 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G25MY6.050 S25MYPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES3412 May 25, 2021 
massacre in the history of the United 
States. 

But we can’t look at Greenwood as if 
it was a single weekend. It was a pros-
perous, thriving Black community. 
And it still has a history to be able to 
share in our future. 

Maybe you have heard me share the 
story on the floor of the Senate before. 
In the past several years, I talked 
about the race massacre, here in com-
mittee meetings and in conversations 
around this body. There is a signifi-
cance of the 100th anniversary, not just 
for Tulsa and my State, but for the rest 
of the Nation as well. So let me re-
count this again. 

On May 30, 1921, a young Black man 
named Dick Rowland was in downtown 
Tulsa. He entered the Drexel Building 
to use the only bathroom in the area 
that was available for Black people to 
be able to use in downtown Tulsa. 

An incident occurred in the elevator 
between Dick Rowland and Sarah 
Paige, and Sarah Paige screamed. We 
really don’t know what happened 
there, but as the doors opened, she 
screamed. The police did an investiga-
tion and the next day they went to 
Dick Rowland and they detained him 
at the Tulsa Police Department for 
questioning before removing him to the 
Tulsa Courthouse to be able to be con-
fined. 

On May 31, 1921, the Tulsa Tribune 
released a sensationalist story claim-
ing that a young Black man had at-
tacked a White girl in an elevator in 
the Drexel Building. That story and 
long, simmering tensions in the city 
led to a large group of White individ-
uals surrounding the courthouse to de-
mand that Dick Rowland be released so 
he could be lynched. 

A group of Black men traveled to the 
courthouse to help defend Dick Row-
land from the angry mob, many of 
them veterans from World War I who 
had served honorably there. 

After a scuffle at the downtown 
Tulsa courthouse, White rioters pur-
sued the men back to the Greenwood 
District and the violence escalated dra-
matically. Literally, as the violence in-
creased, the White rioters that really 
became a mob were deputized to be 
able to handle the issues in Greenwood. 
They gathered firearms as they ran the 
few blocks from central downtown 
Tulsa into Greenwood just north of 
Tulsa. 

Houses and businesses were burned 
and looted throughout the Greenwood 
District, and the attacks lasted well 
into the night and well into the next 
day before being quelled by the Okla-
homa City National Guard. In less than 
24 hours, 35 city blocks were destroyed 
by fires, 6,000 African American indi-
viduals were detained, and up to 300 
lives were lost. 

Out of the 23 churches that were lo-
cated in the Greenwood area prior to 
the 1921 massacre, only 13 of the 
churches survived and only three 
churches were able to be rebuilt after 
being destroyed—Paradise Baptist 

Church, Mount Zion Baptist Church, 
and Vernon AME Church. 

It was a horrific day, and 100 years 
later, the residents and businesses in 
the Greenwood District still carry on 
the legacy of resilience and determina-
tion. 

For the past few years, I have been 
working to tell this story. For some— 
even some Oklahomans—it is a story 
that they had not heard before. Five 
years ago, I started telling the story in 
Washington, DC, and when I told it, 
hardly anyone knew about it. Now ev-
eryone I speak to is familiar with the 
story. 

We have pulled this story out of the 
dark ages of history and lifted it up for 
our Nation to be able to see and our 
Nation is looking at it. In Oklahoma, 
many people now know about that ter-
rible 2-day period when rioters set a 
community on fire and set our Nation 
back. But I also tell people that you 
can’t understand Tulsa and Oklahoma 
unless you understand May 31 and June 
1 of 1921. 

So I worked to develop a curriculum 
to ensure future generations of Oklaho-
mans learn the accurate historic 
events of 1921. Before we started work-
ing on the curriculum, our schools had 
a mandate to teach the 1921 massacre. 
But there were no materials to actu-
ally use to teach that accurate history. 
There were no visuals. There was no 
curriculum. Now there are. We pulled 
all those together and made that re-
source free to every educator in Okla-
homa and every educator in America 
that wants to be able to teach that his-
tory accurately. 

During this same time period, 5 or 6 
years ago, I started working on some-
thing I called Solution Sundays, be-
cause when I started speaking about 6 
years ago now to individuals all around 
Tulsa and around the State about the 
Tulsa Race Massacre, I usually started 
the conversation the same way: May 31 
and June 1 of 2021, I would say, about 6 
years ago, the entire country is going 
to pause. I don’t know how long. They 
may pause for a minute. They may 
pause for an hour. They may pause for 
a day or for a weekend. 

But the entire country will pause and 
will look at Tulsa and look at Okla-
homa and will ask themselves one 
question: What has changed in America 
in race relations in the last 100 years? 
I said 6 years ago, that is a fair ques-
tion for someone to ask; we had better 
be able to answer it when May 31 of 
2021 comes. 

Little did I know 6 years ago, when I 
started asking that question and con-
tinued to ask that question when it 
was 5 years, 4 years, 3 years, 2 years, 
and the next year—little did I know— 
about the events dealing with race that 
would happen in the last 12 months and 
the awakening that in the Nation real-
ly has happened to what is still left un-
done in the issue of race in America. 

I started something about 6 years 
ago. At this same time, I started ask-
ing about what would we say. I started 

challenging families with something I 
called Solution Sundays. It is a simple 
idea, quite frankly. I would just ask 
people that I would encounter, of all 
races, of all backgrounds, a simple 
question: Has your family ever invited 
a family of another race to your home 
for dinner? 

I thought it was simple until, when I 
would ask people, I would get the same 
answer back. I would ask people: Has 
your family ever invited a family of 
another race to your home for dinner? 

And the most common answer I got 
back was: I have friends of another 
race. 

To which I would always smile and 
say: That is not what I asked. I asked: 
Has your family ever invited a family 
of another race to your home for din-
ner? 

And what I found in my State was 
that most individuals of every race all 
answered it the same way: That has 
never happened in my house. 

So I would ask them a simple ques-
tion. A national conversation about 
race is not something that happens on 
TV. A national conversation on race 
happens at our dinner tables with our 
families. 

We should not expect that the Nation 
will speak on race when our families 
are not. And the best way for our fami-
lies and to show our kids that this is 
normal conversation is to have a fam-
ily over of another race to sit around 
the table. 

What I like to say to people is, we 
will never get all the issues of race on 
the table until we get our feet under 
the same table and just talk and just 
get to know each other as friends. The 
Nation will not shift on race relations 
until each of our families shifts on race 
relations. 

I continue to be able to challenge 
this simple concept of Solution Sun-
days. By the way, if you want to pick 
a different day, that is fine with me. 
But Sunday seems to be a pretty good 
day just to invite someone over for din-
ner or for lunch. 

In just a few days, people from all 
over the country will fly into Tulsa, 
some of them for the first time. They 
are going to participate in events to 
commemorate the hundredth anniver-
sary. It is my hope that what they see 
will be a model of reconciliation for 
the rest of the country. But after the 
anniversary passes and the crowds 
leave and the national folks will go on 
to doing something else, we will still be 
around. Tulsa and all of Oklahoma will 
still need to finish the work that has 
begun on race. 

I will still be around North Tulsa. I 
have lots of friends there. And I know 
there will be an ongoing dialogue, still, 
about reconciliation because the big 
event that the whole world turns the 
television cameras on for doesn’t solve 
the issues of race. We solve that as in-
dividuals and as a family. 

You see, I believe, like many do, that 
I have a calling toward reconciliation. 
As a follower of Jesus, as I read 
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through the New Testament, I bump 
into passages like Second Corinthians, 
chapter 5, where Paul wrote to us and 
said we have the ministry and the mes-
sage of reconciliation. 

Now, I understand that Paul first 
meant that was an ability to be able to 
come to God and be reconciled to God. 
And I do believe firmly that every indi-
vidual can be reconciled with God, and 
I am glad to share that message of 
ministry. But I also believe it is a chal-
lenge to each of us to work toward rec-
onciliation. Where relationships are 
broken, we are the reconcilers, and we 
have a ministry and a message of rec-
onciliation. 

My friend Robert Turner is the pas-
tor of Vernon A.M.E. Church, in the 
heart of Greenwood. He and I were vis-
iting last week on the phone, talking 
through the things coming up in the 
days ahead. As I was chitchatting with 
my friend, he said: I have to tell you 
about my sermon that I preached a 
couple of weeks ago. 

So I said: Tell me all about it. 
Pastor Turner said: I preached on 

Matthew, the tax collector, also called 
Levi. 

And we spent some time talking 
about that. 

And he said: What I told my con-
gregation was that Jesus called Mat-
thew, the tax collector, to be one of his 
disciples, but he also called Simon the 
Zealot to be one of his disciples. 

Now, you may not know, but the tax 
collectors were loyal to the Romans. 
They were Jews who were loyal to the 
Roman authority, and the zealots were 
Jews who were adamantly opposed to 
the Roman authority. So, literally, 
Jesus grabbed two people from opposite 
political perspectives—opposite, if I 
can say it, political parties—and he 
grabbed both of them and said: I want 
you to be my disciple. 

And Pastor Turner said: There is a 
lot that we can learn from Jesus, be-
ginning with what Jesus said: Every-
one is welcome, from every political 
perspective, to come and follow Him. 

Pastor Turner, you are spot on. My 
friend, keep preaching it. But excuse 
me for noticing, Jesus is the one who 
set the example, and he called all of us 
to be able to follow it. 

Now, I have to tell you, Pastor Tur-
ner and I don’t agree on everything. We 
may not even vote alike, though, hon-
estly, I have never asked him how he 
votes. But he is my friend, and he is 
my partner of reconciliation. 

For 6 years, I have asked people 
across Oklahoma, when May the 31st 
comes and the Nation stops and asks, 
‘‘What has changed in the last 100 
years?’’ We should be prepared to an-
swer. That weekend is here, and each of 
us should be able to answer that for our 
lives and for our families. 

Let’s finish the work. We are not 
done on racial reconciliation. Let’s fin-
ish the work, starting with our own 
families, our own communities, and 
our own lives. 

God help us to carry on the ministry 
and the message of reconciliation. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
f 

ENDLESS FRONTIER ACT— 
Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. HAS-
SAN). The Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-
dent, before I begin, let me just say a 
word of thanks to my two colleagues 
from Oklahoma for this moment that 
we have had on the Senate floor. 

I was privileged to be waiting to give 
my remarks to hear them speak, and I 
thought this was a wonderful moment. 
We have our challenges around here, 
but if we had more moments like this, 
we would get through our challenges 
better. I congratulate and thank both 
of my colleagues. 

U.S. SUPREME COURT 
Madam President, there is a scheme 

afoot, a scheme I will be talking about 
in weeks ahead—a long-running, right-
wing scheme to capture the Supreme 
Court. 

Special interests are behind the 
scheme. They control it through dark 
money—hundreds of millions of dollars 
in anonymous hidden spending. We will 
dwell in later speeches on how the 
scheme operates. 

This first speech seeks its origins. 
The scheme is secret, and because of its 
secrecy, it is hard to know exactly 
where the story should begin. 

The one place you could begin is with 
a corporate lawyer—the Virginian 
Lewis Powell. An authorized biography 
of Lewis Powell by his fellow Vir-
ginian, renowned UVA law professor 
John Jeffries, reveals Powell to be a 
tough and incisive lawyer, willing and 
able to make sharp, even harsh, deci-
sions, but a man of courtly and decent 
matters, well settled in the White male 
social and corporate elite of Richmond, 
VA. There he developed his legal and 
business career through the 1950s and 
1960s. 

A successful corporate law practice 
often entailed joining corporate 
boards. Richmond was a home to Big 
Tobacco, and Powell’s legal career led 
him on to Richmond’s tobacco and 
other corporate boards. 

Richmond was Virginia’s sibling rival 
to Charlottesville, which could boast of 
Thomas Jefferson’s nearby Monticello, 
his renowned University of Virginia, 
and all the cultural and academic vi-
brancy bubbling around that great uni-
versity. Richmond—Richmond was the 
working sibling, hosting the State’s 
capitol and its political offices and 
serving as its corporate center. 

Powell was an ambitious Richmond 
corporate lawyer, and the turbulence of 
the 1960s was broadly distressing to 
America’s corporate elite. The civil 
rights movement disrupted Jim Crow 
across the South, drawing out and ex-
posing to the Nation the racist vio-
lence that had long enforced the social 
and legal norm of segregation and up-
setting America’s all-White corporate 
suites and boardrooms. 

Anti-war protesters derided Dow 
Chemical Company’s manufacture of 

napalm and scorned the entire mili-
tary-industrial complex. Women’s 
rights protesters challenged all-male 
corporate management structures. The 
environmental movement protested 
chemical leaks, toxic products, and the 
poisons belching from corporate 
smokestacks. Public health groups 
began linking the tobacco industry to 
deadly illnesses, and lead paint compa-
nies to brain damage in children. 

Ralph Nader criticized America’s car 
companies for making automobiles 
that were ‘‘Unsafe at Any Speed’’ and 
causing carnage on America’s high-
ways. America’s anxious corporate 
elite saw Congress respond with new 
and unwelcome laws and saw courts re-
spond with big and unwelcome ver-
dicts. Something had to be done. 

Powell’s prominence in Virginia’s 
civic, legal, social, and corporate cir-
cles had brought him attention in 
Washington, DC. And a new client of 
his, the Washington, DC-based U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce, asked Powell 
for his help. The Chamber commis-
sioned from Powell a secret report, a 
strategic plan for reasserting corporate 
authority over the political arena. 

The secret Powell report, titled ‘‘At-
tack on American Free Enterprise Sys-
tem,’’ was telling. It was telling, first, 
for the apocalyptic certainty of its 
tone. Powell’s opening sentence was: 
‘‘No thoughtful person can question 
that the American system is under 
broad attack.’’ By that, he meant the 
American economic system, but that 
assertion was footnoted with the par-
allel assertion that—and I am quoting 
him again—‘‘The American political 
system of democracy under the rule of 
law is also under attack.’’ 

This was, Powell asserted, ‘‘quite 
new in [American history].’’ 

‘‘Business and the enterprise system 
are in deep trouble,’’ he wrote, ‘‘and 
the hour is late.’’ 

The secret Powell report was an 
alarm. 

The report is populated with liberal 
bogeymen: the bombastic lawyer Wil-
liam Kunstler; the popular author of 
‘‘The Greening of America,’’ Charles 
Reich; the consumer advocate Ralph 
Nader, whom Powell said there should 
be, and I am quoting here, ‘‘no hesi-
tation to attack.’’ 

Against them, Powell set establish-
ment defenders like columnist Stewart 
Alsop and conservative economist Mil-
ton Friedman. Powell cloaked the con-
cerns of corporate America as concerns 
of ‘‘individual freedom,’’ a rhetorical 
framework for corporate political 
power that persists to this day. 

The battle lines were drawn. Indeed, 
the language in the Powell report is 
the language of battle: ‘‘attack,’’ 
‘‘frontal assault,’’ ‘‘rifle shots,’’ ‘‘war-
fare.’’ The recommendations are to end 
compromise and appeasement—his 
words: ‘‘compromise’’ and ‘‘appease-
ment’’—to understand that, as he said, 
‘‘the ultimate issue may be survival’’— 
and he underlined the word ‘‘survival’’ 
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