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[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Hi everybody, welcome back to another episode of the ACB Advocacy Update. I'm Claire Stanley, the Director of Advocacy and Governmental Affairs for the American Council of the Blind. I'm excited to jump into a really important topic today on our show. But before we get going, we always like to remind our listeners that if you have any advocacy needs, that's what we're here for, so please reach out to us at advocacy@acb.org, and we will respond as soon as we can. Um, so I am joined by my lovely host, um, or guest host. No, I tease, but, um, Grace Hart, um, our OA here in the office, will be with me again, um, to speak with one of our members. So, Grace, do you want to say hi to everybody?

[Grace Hart, ACB] 
Hi to everybody!

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
I like that. Um, I'm sure everybody's getting to know your voice, which is great to have you with us more and more. But our guest today is one of our own ACB members from the Texas affiliate. Um, and really excited to have him, as I've gotten to know him over the last year or so. It's become apparent just how strong of an advocate he is, um, which is really exciting, um, to see one of our members becoming such a great advocate for the blind and low vision community. Um, so before we jump into, kind of, the meat of the topic, Anthony, do you just want to go ahead and introduce yourself? Who are you, where do you live, that kind of thing?

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Certainly. Um, so yes, um, like. So, as I always put in my letters and everything like that, my name is Brian Anthony Chase Jr. But I go by Anthony. Um, I am, um, a member of the American Council of the Blind of Texas. Uh, under the Austin Chapter for the Austin Council of the Blind. I serve as a, uh, board director, I am now in my fifth month in that position. And I'm also the advocacy committee chairman. Uh, which I was appointed, um, in August, so, coming up about on my 10th month now. If my calculations are correct.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
I love it. Sounds, the calculations sound right to me.

[Grace Hart, ACB] 
Now, we're here today to kind of talk a little bit about the Texas v. Kennedy lawsuit, so could you give maybe a brief overview, Anthony, of what the Texas v. Kennedy lawsuit is all about?

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Certainly. So, the Texas v. County lawsuit is a multi-state lawsuit that was filed by a Texas state attorney, uh, General Ken Paxton, um, along with, uh, Governor Greg Abbott. And, uh, and And initially, it was 8 other states, along with Texas, um, for a grand total of 9 states. And what this lawsuit is seeking to do is take a, uh And what it's seeking to do is to What it's seeking to do is attack and repeal, uh, Supreme Court decision known as the Integration Mandate. And what they're going to do is use that as grounds as to ultimately, deem Section 504 as unconstitutional. Now, um We understand when, uh, mentioning the integration mandate, what does that entail? That actually is, uh From a 1999 U.S. Supreme Court case, Uh, which actually celebrated its 27th anniversary yesterday. Um, it's called, uh, Olmsted vs. LC. And and that decision, what it ruled was that people with disabilities have the right to live in the community with, uh, reasonable accessible accommodations, and assistance, so that way they can be part of the community's that they're in, and not have to be relegated to living in restrictive care settings such as hospital hospitals or nursing homes, or other institutions. So that way, they can have a chance to thrive. And live in live to their greatest potential. Um, uh, what the what The plaintiffs are trying to do is repeal this decision and use this as grounds as dismantling Section 504 altogether. Now, what Section 504 is is part of the 1973 Rehabilitation Act. And what that Section 504 entails is that entities that receive government funding and assistance, such as public schools or universities, hospitals, places of employment, and others, are required to provide accessible accommodations for people with disabilities, to have equal, um, access and participation, um, as consumers, participants, and employees. So, with this being taken away, we can definitely see or in danger, jeopardy of being taken away, we can definitely discuss what is at stake here if we lose such protections as this?

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Absolutely. Just to add a little bit more, you know, meat to it, when this case first started, and it's been a couple years now, it started During the last, um, last administration, so the fun fact, the name of the case has actually changed because the name of the head of the HHS has changed, so it used to be Texas V. Becerra, and now it's Texas v. Kennedy. So, it's, you know, an ongoing case. All that to say, when the case first started, it had very kind of a different fact pattern that had a lot of political leanings, um, but when you really get to the core of it, just like Anthony said, it's really chopping away at Section 504 of the Rehab Act. Um, and I'm sure many of our listeners know, and Anthony knows, but if you don't, Section 504 and the Rehab Act is really where we got much of the language of the ADA as well, the Americans with Disabilities Act. The ADA just kind of took the language that applied to, like Anthony said, entities that receive federal funding, and then extended that to state and local governments and public entities as well. But really, the core of what Section 504 is for those rights and that, um, equality for those of us with disabilities really did come from that. So, you know, chopping away, um, at 504 is is a big thing, um, for a whole, whole slew of different reasons. So I feel like I kind of took the next question away from you by my my little rant there, but why is Section 504 so important to our community, Anthony?

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Well, um, again, like, um, like we said before, this, um, provides, um, us to have, um, an equitable chance to participate in all areas of life. And, um, as well, too, this is, um, beyond just, um, being blind as well. This applies to all sorts of, um, a whole spectrum of disabilities.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Mm-hmm.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Um I would say, like, for me personally, if I may, like, say, like, how I've benefited personally,

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Yeah, absolutely.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Um, so, as, um Some who may not know me, I've only been blind for about 3 years. But before I was blind, I had, um I have been diagnosed with cerebral palsy as a toddler. And I also had a traumatic brain injury when I was 4 years old. Which, um They was then diagnosed with traumatic brain injury and intellectual disabilities. And they had told my doc the doctor had told my parents at the time, that I would be lucky if I could even complete 8th grade, and have theintellectual fortitude for it. But with accommodations with Section 504, I was able to be granted Accommodations such as being able to sit in the front of all my classes, I was able to have extended time to complete tests and assignments. I was also able to have individualized, personal, one-on-one free tutoring in what's known as the Content Mastery Center, or CMC. And it was with these accommodations that by the time I reached the 8th grade, where they had originally said that I would probably not be able to continue academically, I became an honors student.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Hmm.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
I wound up going to a magnet high school. And I've been to college as well. So, um, and a lot of that was a lot of my academic success, Icredit to Section 504.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Hmm.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
So, you take away these things I've been able to benefit from these things tolive a complete life. Um, I live independently. I lived independently since I wasIn my early 20s, um And even after I went blind today, I've still been able to live independently as well. Um, I was able to have access to a full education, I have full access to a normal life.with accommodations. And if I were to have not been able to grant it that, who knows where I would be today? And I think about if we lose Section 504, again, this is also was the foundation for what we Later got was the ADA. Um, we If we create an environment that exists where people with disabilities are born without such lifelines, we're only setting ourselves back as a society and as a community. For all the strides we've been able to make because of these things. And our ability to participate as equals with respect and dignity in this society.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Absolutely. Well put.

[Grace Hart, ACB] 
Excellent. Now, I'm going to pivot a little bit. Um, anyone who knows me knows I am a big Speak4 nerd. I love that platform. So, um, why did, uh, your affiliate decide to create a Speak4 campaign on this issue?

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.]
Well, um When going back, actually, last year, I began following this when it was Texas vs. Becerra as well. Um, about a month after I had participated in the very first ACB DC Leadership Conference, uh at least the first one that I participated in, where I initially met Claire.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Woohoo!

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Um, and I hadn't even now that I think about it I hadn't even been a member for a full year yet at the ACB. At this time. ButIt really ignited a bug in me of a sense of pushing for advocacy, and speaking my mind, and not only that, also trying tobecoming politically active, um, and also just active other than the community, and seeing what ways I can do to help people. Because one thing that's alwaysstruck a chord with me is that I've always been someone who can who has always been very sensitive to seeing people being discriminated against, or people having unfair treatment. And for me, certain things that I've witnessed and experienced I noticed that, one, A lot of people with disabilities, and even just other vulnerable populations, have a tendency not to speak up for themselves. A lot of times, they're either afraid, or um, aren't sure how to do it, and in some extreme cases, may not be intellectually or psychologically capable of advocating for themselves. And I felt inmy own opinion, my own heart of hearts, that Well, the only thing that doesn't work on me is my eyes. But my brain fully functions. Then I might as well try to be helpI'll be a voice, and Um, and an advocate for someone who can't necessarily defend themselves. So, when I learned about this case, It really struck a chord with me. Again, being someone who's benefited from Section 504 in the past. And even I plan on hoping to use this as well, as I plan to go back to school eventually.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Hmm.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
In the years to come as well to pursue a career as an occupational therapist. Um, this would definitely help in my, uh, returning college career. Um, also, another thing as well is, um, Uh, when I learned about this Texas vs. Becerra, we had it was in perfect timing as They had the quarterly meeting for the Governor's Committee of People with Disabilities. Which is, um, a committee that's held in my state that I also am a part of. Um, or should I say an intendant of? So, when they were allowing public comments to speak on this, I felt compelled to give my very first public comment. And I did so, and also submitted even a letter to the Attorney General and the Governor giving, basically, a long form of my um, said public comment, um, back in April of last year at the Health and Human Services building, Um, in Austin, Texas, where I live. Um, when I saw that there was enough people that were pouring outrage. onto this, and I saw, again, that they had, um, changed the new laws and the new rulings after, um um, Robert Kennedy had taken over, um, because this was during the transition of the new administration, And at that point, when there was 17 states in the lawsuit, Last year, and saw how they had postpone this. At the time, I had naively thought that they were going to be done with this, so they probably wouldn't attack it anymore. Or they saw that this was unpopular, or saw this was Not something that was worth going after. However, One of my committee members, um And, um I think, uh, I think she'll she won't mind if I sign her name, uh, this is just for credit, um Ms. Myra Jimenez was the first person to bring this to my attention. Back in late January. that a new form of this lawsuit had been taken up about Texas vs. Kennedy. And it was 9 states that were attacking, uh, attacking Section 504, and this time they were using the integration mandate. And upon learning that, that pretty much lit a fire in me, and I felt like, at this point now, being advocacy committee chairman, newly appointed newly elected board member for our local chapter, and just, uh, having act having access to the capital as I live in. Austin, Texas, and in the state where this suit was filed, I felt like I would be remissed and in dereliction of my duty, uh, and even just my principles, if I didn't do what I could to fight this case. So, I brought this, uh I brought my concerns up to, um my, um my state president, uh, Mr. Chris Prentice, and Vice President, Mr. Kenneth Simeon, And they granted a uh, advocacy a state a state-level advocacy meeting, Where I was able to plead my case that we needed to get involved with this. And try to kill this thing where it stands. Because, again, if with 9 states at the time that were participating and this was the state that launched it. It was my idea that if we could kill this here, In Texas, we could kill this momentum altogether, and the movement. And we should at least try, if not, If not, get knock it off. So that's when They heard my case, and they agreed with me, so they agreed. Um, I agreed to pay for the Uh, Speak4 campaign, And, uh, I had the opportunity to write this, uh, with, uh, Ms. Grace here, and we, um We're and one of the things I wanted to make sure what the point with this Speak4 campaign, was is that not only would it just be going to our Um, to the Attorney General and the Governor, which this is directed at, but I also had a few things I wanted to do to cover ourselves, and I'm also a chess player, so I like to do things in blanket moves, coordinated attacks, and I'm always thinking several steps ahead naturally for these things. And one of the things I felt was, because the court that it's being the federal court where it's being held in is in North Texas, where it has jurisdiction in both Texas, Arkansas, and Louisiana. It's a heavily conservative court with, uh With, uh, almost entirely, um, right-leaning plaintiffs, um, from attorney generals and governors, that have joined on to this, uh, lawsuit. Um, it seems like they're very much kind of working in a way to get this, uh, railroaded through as fast as possible so it can be headed to the Supreme Court. Where it can then become law of the land, and We could lose all these federal protections that we've had for Um, for almost 50 years, for, I'm sorry, for 54 years include, um, if we talk about, um, Section 504 and the Rehabilitation Act. And 27 years as of yesterday, Um, if we include, um, Olmstead, and the integration mandate. Um, so what I felt like, well, we should at least do on my state level if I can't necessarily do something on the federal side, or I'd done what I could there, since I know we have plenty of, uh, state affiliates who have also been working on this case as well, what I figured what I would try to do is tap into my Texas state legislature, and What I wanted to do is I started going to the Capitol, And meeting to meeting with, uh, different state senators and state representatives. to let them know of this issue, why this issue is important. And the effects that it would cost And what I believe we should do is to draft legislation that codifies these protections on the state level. So, no matter what happens on the federal level, people with disabilities in Texas, and blind people in specific here, Uh, for the sake of this conversation, are able to still maintain those same protections and rights. that we were inject that we're in jeopardy of losing to this day. And if I can get enough of our state representatives to sign on to this. And agreed to this, and for it to pass both, the State House and the State Senate side. Um, I also would call for the governor to signed this legislation now. It has the legislature's approval. Uh, with a majority, if I can't even if I can't get unanimous. And then also, for the Attorney General, to cease from filing future lawsuits that attack Section 504 and the integration mandate.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Hmm.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
going forward as well. So, I My intent for creating this Speak4 campaign was to blanket all for these, um, areas at once.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
That's wonderful. Thank you so much for the advocacy you're doing, both for the Texas affiliate and just for ACB at large in the blind community. Um, so much of what you said, I had just all these things percolating in my head. Um, first and foremost, just as a quick step back, I think all of our members now know what Speak4 is, but just in case, Speak4 is a platform we use that makes it really easy to reach out to your Congress members, or your governor, and I'll talk about that in a second. Um, through a simple link that we create to educate people on either a bill or a issue or a lawsuit, and then it makes it really easy for, um, persons to rereach out to their representatives. Many of our state affiliates have started to use it, um, which is so exciting, um, and we just encourage people, one, to participate in any of the campaigns that ACB puts out at the federal level, and also if any state or special interest affiliates want to use it, Please do, we've been seeing people use it far and wide, and I don't know, Grace, I'm getting the feeling that people like it, so

[Grace Hart, ACB] 
I definitely agree.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Yeah. Um, but that also takes me back to to one difference. Your campaign, Anthony, from the state of Texas was the first one we've done that wasn't directed to either Congress or to a state legislature. Um, because we tend to think of these campaigns as seeking, uh, more co-sponsors for bills, either at the federal or state level. But there is the capability to direct them to state governors as well. So if it's not necessarily, uh, legislation, but an issue that would be handled by the governor of a state, we can direct it through this platform as well. And so, you guys were actually the first ones who did that, so that was actually kind of a fun first, first use case Um, an exciting, exciting to see you guys do that, so thank you.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Thank you. Well, um This is my pleasure, and Matt. And again, too, the way this Speaks4 campaign works, When people sign onto it, it actually will send to their state representative and to their senator, as well as the governor and attorney general for the state, so they actually so all So, um, both the legislative and executive branches will Uh, in Texas will receive this campaign.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Great.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.]
And again, mypurposely wanted it to be like that as well. Because this, um, is something that's going to be in a two-part two-part, or at least three-part manner, becauseof it being filed by the executive this case being filed by the executive branch. Probably state, and then being held in the the judicial courts, and then also trying to use the state legislature to, um, uh, counteract, um also cover, uh, cover us. In case of the federal court's rulings. So, that's why that's why I had it, um

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Yeah.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.]
I wanted it structured the way it was. for the for that intent. Um, I would also say, too, another thing as well, is, um and I also credit, as this as well, for going to the Legislative Leadership Conference as well. Um, when I went there the first time last year, um I never would have thought I would have been advocating for Um, our community, um, in the House of Representatives or the U.S. Senate, Um, but it was such a great experience was such an invigorating time. that one of the things I thought about is that our local chapter should be doing this more, and more of us should be doing it as a way to empower. our, um, empower the ACB altogether, um, from our local chapters to our state affiliates, to the national level, and even at

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Can you share that enthusiasm and zeal with all of our affiliates? I love it.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Certainly, I mean, certainly, I mean, like, The way I see it, too, is like One of the ways we can do that effectively Because a lot of people see this as, like, how why should we do this? Like, they're not going to listen to us, these people are government officials and all this stuff. But the thing is, the reason I say is, like, why not? Well, should they not listen to us? We're, first of all, these people, especially when we're talking on the state level, which is, um, the focus of this campaign in particular here in Texas. All of these offices, the governor, So the Attorney General, to our state representatives and state senators, are all popularly elected, meaning that

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Yeah.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Our popular vote is what keeps these people in office and gives them the power that they have.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Yeah.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
And one the best way we can exercise our power is one Uh, one, try building rep- uh, relationships with these people, meeting with them. and get, uh, going to their meetings, um, writing letters. Um, if you I have I have the privilege of living in the capital of Texas, in Austin. So, it's easy for me to use paratransit to go to the state capital, which I do on probably about a weekly basis.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Oh, wow.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Or so, or at least, or at least bi-monthly. Um, especially when this case came up here, because one of the things I noticed when I went to DC the first time, was when I was speaking with different in different offices doing legislative drop-offs and trying to secure appointments, One of the things that was a little bit of an annoyance to me was that a lot of these officials And their staff tended to conflate us with other organizations. Um, often tend tended to beI would say ignorant oftentimes, of, like, the issues that we face.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Mm-hmm.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
And with that being said, that means that, obviously, one, Nobody's talking to these people. Nobody's reaching them, nobody's trying to bring these efforts out there. So, I think it would I think it would make sense that, one, if we want to make changes, uh, legislatively and even just change the landscape of of how we, um, how we navigate through this society. We have to start it from the ground up, from where we where we are. So, that gave me the idea that Okay, when I go back here into Austin, I'm gonna try to build relationships with my politicians on the on the local level.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Absolutely.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
such as City Council, such as our mayor, Um, I wanted to build relationships on a state level with our state representatives, our state senators, even the governor, if I, um, and attorney general, if I could reach them. Um, then on the federal level, with our congressional representatives and our U.S. senators, and Even potentially even a president at one of these days.

[Claire Stanley, ACB]
Well, that's

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
And it all starts from the ground up, and that's why we're a grassroots organization.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Absolutely. Um, I love this. We're getting close to the end of time, but Um, I just want to bring up, even to both of you, to Grace and Anthony, and myself, just for a second for us to take it and think about the fact that it started with, what did you say, 17 states initially in Texas v Becerra? Um, and it's down and it's down to 6 now, so we we still have a hurdle to go, but

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Yes.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
I guess just to both of you, real quick, just a Uh, flash round, uh, how do you guys feel? Optimistic, excited? I'm still a little nervous, 6 is still a big number, but it's a whole lot less than 17, so how do you guys feel about that?

[Grace Hart, ACB] 
I think with every state that drops out, my optimism increases.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
I love that. What about you, Anthony?

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Well, for me, um I would say I'm optimistic too, but, um One thing I would say, too, is that The one thing I I was positive, even when it was 9 states before was We're already dealing with almost less almost half of what we were doing with last year.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Yeah.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Um, and also, again, when Last month, when Indiana and South Dakota dropped out in the first and second week of May.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Mm-hmm.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
You take those two out, Uh, you take those two out mathematically, You already have, um you already have over 20 almost 20% of these of these plaintiffs dropping out. And now with, uh now with, um Kansas dropping out a couple weeks ago.We've now have a third, of what we were up against this year.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Yeah.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
has dropped out. And one of the things, too, and statistics, um, there's a thing a inevitable, um, numbers. Where if you get a critical mass, which is 10% or more of something, to take hold it becomes almost inevitable, that the that that trend will become the new rule. And when we look at things, um, such as civil rights, For instance, even at the height of the Civil Rights Movement, Up until before it was signed, less than less than, uh, 30% of Americans were in favor of it. Now it's the law of the land.

[Claire Stanley, ACB]
Mmm

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
You look at things even now, like when we look at issues of um, gay marriage, or LGBT, um, issues the major overwhelming majority of Americans were against it, And even before it was legalized, we had we still had a sizable mass that still were against it. But because we had at least 10%, Going back about 20 years ago, we see how the landscape is, and now we see these loss of, uh, we now have marriage equality. We have civil rights, now. Granted, the thing is, too, And that's another thing, is as optimistic as we can become, And as happy as we can of the gains that we make, We should always remember to remain vigilant, because this is something I always tell my advocacy committee.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Absolutely.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
And those who know me, they know I don't really sleep. Um, I usually go on I usually go on standby for about an hour or two each day. But I always, uh, tell tell my committee this, is that When it comes to advocacy, advocacy never sleeps either. Because there's always something going on. There's always a fight to take up. There's always an issue that needs to be fixing. And that's why we need to stay vigilant. We need to keep our fingers on the pulse of these things. And when we get the when we get things, uh, when we get our way, and we get our rights, we need to make sure we always protect them.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Absolutely.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Because laws change and everything like that, new administrations come in, new issues come up, things evolve. And we always have to tailor and, um and adjust these things. Well, just same thing with assistive technology, the same thing. What's what was good, what was good 10 years ago for assistive technology, like the communications, video, and audio Technology Accessibility Act. That was before we were on a platform where we had everyone's using streaming services now, and less people are going to the movie theaters, less people are watching

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Exactly.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Um, your regular televisions anymore.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Yeah.

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
So, that's how we need to treat this with advocacy as well, as we need to Always keep our fingers on the pulse. Keep, um, keep on when we start something. And maintain these things, too, so that future generations coming up behind us and those that haven't been born yet, will be able to experience the same thing the same privileges. And writes that we were able to experience.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Well put. I think that's a great way to close it, so thank you. Um, just as a quick addition, and we'll put more information out there as it comes, Um, but as of the time we've recorded this, uh, the statement had come out from the Department of Justice, uh, memo on Thursday, June 18th, that is walking back much of what we know about Olmstead and the integration mandate that Anthony talked about. It's still very new. We don't know what the long-range implications will be, but all that to say, there is a lot of connection between the memo that came out from the Department of Justice and this very lawsuit, Texas v. Kennedy. So as of today, we don't know exactly what that's going to look like. Grace, feel free to chime in if you've had any more, um, research findings, but I just wanted to close the show today by saying we will update members of ACB as we learn more, but there does seem to be some connections between this lawsuit that we've just talked about and this new memo that came out of the DOJ. So the lawsuit could look very different, um, in many ways, um, very soon, in light of the circumstances, we just don't know what they are. Um, but please stay tuned for that.

[Grace Hart, ACB] 
Well said, Claire.

[Claire Stanley, ACB] 
Thanks. Awesome. Well, thank you so, so much, Anthony. Um, I love your zeal for advocacy, and, um, this was really fun, and thank you for working on this. Um, and Anthony, we always like to close our show by telling everybody to keep advocating!

[Grace Hart, ACB] 
Keep advocating!

[Bryan "Anthony" Chase Jr.] 
Keep advocating, and that I will And thank you so much for having me, uh, Claire and Grace. It's been a pleasure and a privilege.
