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recorded on rollcall vote No. 84. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’. I am not 
recorded on rollcall vote No. 85. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’. I am not 
recorded on rollcall vote No. 86. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’. 

f 

RECOGNIZING BERTA CACERES 
(Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, today indigenous environmental ac-
tivist, Berta Caceres, would have been 
49 years old, but on March 2, 2016, she 
was viciously murdered in her own 
home by a coordinated effort between 
greedy corporate and government 
thugs. 

She died defending the land of the 
Lenca indigenous people. Berta, along 
with countless other Honduran activ-
ists, was the victim of a government 
wracked with corruption and impunity. 
Drug traffickers have littered the high-
est ranks of Honduras’ Government, 
and its military remains weaponized 
against its own people, all of whom are 
targets of victimization by this govern-
ment, which is aided by U.S. security 
assistance. We turn away our brothers 
and sisters at the border, but we abet 
the very crimes they are fleeing. 

Berta Caceras’ legacy should serve to 
remind us of this, and enough is 
enough. 

f 

RECOGNIZING LAURA RANDOLPH 
STEVENS DEVENDORF 

(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to remember and honor 
the life of Mrs. Laura Randolph Ste-
vens Devendorf. 

Born in Savannah in Georgia’s First 
Congressional District, Laura was a 
fearless advocate, a talented artist, and 
dedicated writer who used her gifts for 
the betterment of others. 

Laura was an extraordinarily gifted 
designer. In fact, during the Atlanta 
Olympic Games, she served as assistant 
course designer, the first women in 
Olympic history to be so honored. 

She was also a dedicated environ-
mentalist and preservationist. In her 
late sixties, she became a certified 
Master Tree Farmer and Master 
Wildlifer and was an instructor for the 
University of Georgia’s Master Natu-
ralist Program in forestry and salt 
marsh ecology. 

She served on numerous boards, in-
cluding the Georgia Forestry Associa-
tion. In fact, in 2000, she was named 
Georgia’s Tree Farmer of the Year. 

I was blessed to meet Miss Laura, so 
I can attest to her empathy, her intel-
lect, creativity, courage, and compas-
sion. She was a pillar in Savannah, and 
her legacy will live on. 

Laura’s family and friends will be in 
my thoughts and prayers during this 
most difficult time. 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 

Ms. WILD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 9 
a.m. tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois). Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
f 

IMPRISONMENT OF SAUDI WOMEN 
ACTIVISTS 

(Ms. WILD asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. WILD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize three extraordinary 
women: Nouf Abdulaziz, Loujain Al- 
Hathloul, and Eman Al-Nafjan. 

For nearly 2 years, these women have 
been imprisoned, placed in solitary 
confinement, and tortured by the Saudi 
Government, all because they used 
their voices to express the need for the 
government to recognize the funda-
mental rights and dignity of women. 

Under Saudi Arabia’s male guardian-
ship system, which requires women to 
obtain permission of their male guard-
ians in healthcare, employment, and 
travel decisions, the very notion of 
women’s rights or, for that matter, 
human rights, is effectively non-
existent. 

Despite the Saudi Government’s re-
cent claims of social reform, an unac-
ceptably oppressive status quo con-
tinues to dominate virtually every as-
pect of life for women in Saudi Arabia. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me as a cosponsor of H. Res. 129, a 
resolution which calls for the imme-
diate release of these activists and 
calls on the administration to impose 
sanctions on Saudi officials responsible 
for human rights violations. 

Let us come together, Democrats and 
Republicans alike, in demanding the 
release of these courageous women. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE WEST VAL-
LEY GIRLS BASKETBALL TEAM 

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, this 
past Saturday, the West Valley girls 
basketball team had a come-from-be-
hind win to win the Northern Section 
Division IV championship in northern 
California. 

After going 23–8 in the regular sea-
son, West Valley shut out their oppo-
nent in the fourth quarter to pull out a 
29–26 victory. 

After trailing 24–17 in the third quar-
ter, Hannah Wayne scored seven of the 
next eight points for the Eagles, cre-
ating a momentum that allowed the 
Eagles to keep the lead for good. 

Madalynn Bassett scored eight 
points, along with Hannah Wayne, for 
lead scorer of the game. 

Congratulations on the win to the 
West Valley Eagles, and head coach, 
Lenny Ehn. Good luck in the play-offs 
for the State championship, we will be 
rooting for you. 

f 

CLERMONT NATIVE EARNS NA-
TIONAL ATHLETIC RECOGNITION 

(Mr. SPANO asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SPANO. Mr. Speaker, today I 
rise to recognize Clermont, Florida, na-
tive Diane Travis, who exemplifies the 
type of citizen who puts community 
above self. 

Ms. Travis serves as a councilwoman, 
small business owner, and most re-
cently was named as a finalist for the 
Anne Viviani Women’s Great Grand 
Masters Duathlete of the Year. As a 
duathlete who runs, bikes, and then 
runs again, she truly exhibits tremen-
dous perseverance, discipline, and 
strength of character. 

Even more noteworthy is the fact 
that she dedicates each race to her 
friend, Anne Viviani, whom this award 
is named after, and who sadly lost her 
life in a car accident returning home 
from a competition. 

Being recognized as a finalist for 
Duathlete of the Year reflects the 
great success Ms. Travis has displayed 
in past competitions, including being 
the 2019 champion in her age group at 
the Women’s USA Nationals, and then 
capturing the silver medal at the world 
competition. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish Councilwoman 
Travis the best of luck moving forward 
as a finalist and in all future competi-
tions. I know she will continue to 
make Clermont, the 15th Congressional 
District, and our country proud. 

f 

SOCIAL SECURITY AND MEDICARE 
THOUGHT EXPERIMENT 

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

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, we 
are going to actually try to touch on 3 
or 4 different things this evening, and I 
am going to try to make it all sort of 
connect together. 

On a personal level, I was very 
pleased as we were doing the supple-
mental and the mechanism in regard to 
the coronavirus, a little widget of that 
was actually the telemedicine piece of 
legislation that I believe Mr. THOMPSON 
from the Ways and Means Committee 
and myself have offered. It is always 
nice to see some of these ideas you 
have been working on getting lifted up 
and moved forward. 

But this evening I actually want to 
sort of continue to talk about science, 
and the fact of the matter is, the im-
pact it can have if we actually think 
forward on functionally our debt, our 
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deficits, and our ability to keep our 
promises. 

You know, I have been behind this 
mic dozens and dozens of times with 
my little boards, trying to demonstrate 
that over the next 30 years, functioning 
Social Security and Medicare, these 
are earned benefits, but they also are 
the primary drivers of U.S. debt. It is 
almost all of it. And a lot of it is just 
demographics, we are getting older as a 
society, and most of it is actually 
Medicare, it is healthcare costs. 

And it turns out that there are op-
portunities that, if we can embrace 
technology to actually disrupt some of 
those healthcare costs—and at the end, 
we always sort of talk about we need to 
grow the economy, we need tax policy, 
we need immigration policy, we need 
regulatory policy, we need incentives 
for labor force participation, there are 
all these things that make the econ-
omy grow so we have the resources, the 
receipts, revenues, tax revenues, and 
other things, to actually keep our 
promises. But one of the other things 
we could do is also disrupt the price of 
healthcare. 

So just as a thought experiment, ex-
cept it is actually based in the living 
math—this slide is a little hard to deal 
with—but think of this, over the next 
30 years—and this isn’t adjusted for in-
flation—but over the next 30 years, if 
you were to remove Social Security 
and Medicare, you would have $23 tril-
lion in the bank. 

If you roll Social Security and Medi-
care back, you are $103 trillion in debt, 
and it is mostly Medicare, it is mostly 
healthcare costs. Well, 30 percent of 
that healthcare cost is just diabetes— 
and that is what this slide is sort of 
walking through—diagnosed, the indi-
viduals we know about, those we are 
expecting to come in the future years, 
and the cost curve. 

The fact of the matter is, our invest-
ments, our ability to build policy that 
gets us to solutions for diabetes—and 
diabetes is complicated, you know, 
there are autoimmune issues, there are 
lifestyle issues, some are just some ge-
netic issues. It is complicated. 

b 1700 

But understand just curing diabetes 
would be 30 percent of the Medicare 
costs we are projecting over the next 30 
years. It is a demonstration, when we 
can get the incentives here correct, to 
push science for these little labs, for 
these really smart universities that ac-
tually will break off something and go 
set up and raise capital and do these 
high-risk experiments to produce dis-
ruptions, cures, how important that is 
actually to our society today but also 
into the future. Because if those little 
biologic labs can produce a cure, can 
produce new therapeutics, and change 
this cost curve, they also change the 
projection of U.S. economics, U.S. debt. 

I am trying to build an under-
standing here. So think about what we 
just did on the floor. We just moved 
eight-billion-something dollars work-

ing through the coronavirus, making 
sure there are supplementals and all 
these other things, and we also have 
had briefings, even earlier today, of 
some of the small labs and Big Pharma 
and little pharma that are desperately 
working to produce vaccines to also 
new therapeutics, antivirals. 

Yet, this same body in December 
moved a piece of legislation through 
here that would functionally crush, 
would functionally put those small bio-
logic innovators out of business. It 
would destroy what is often called the 
‘‘capital stack,’’ the ability to raise 
money for high-risk therapeutics that 
most of the time fail. 

If we care about drug prices, which 
both the Republican side and the Dem-
ocrat side all focus on, can we make 
sure that, if you are going to move a 
bill like they did, H.R. 3, that—func-
tionally you are going to get some 
price efficiency here, but you are going 
to wipe out the very innovation and 
the very biologics and small pharmas 
that we are relying on right now to 
produce some of the very disruptions 
for what is going on in the world right 
now. 

Understand, we have to be so careful 
that we don’t satiate our current polit-
ical desire—and it is a real one, to deal 
with the cost of pharmaceuticals—and 
end up destroying future innovation 
that will save lives, but also make sure 
we have the infrastructure for when we 
take on something like we are right 
now with the virus around the world. 

It turns out one of our greatest debt 
drivers is diabetes. It is 30 percent of 
the cost of Medicare over the next 30 
years. 

So why show this board? 
Just a couple days ago, I came across 

a series of articles talking about an-
other example of a miracle that science 
is bringing us. 

This is a mouse experiment. And tra-
ditionally when you see a mouse exper-
iment, we are still a decade away from 
the therapeutic. But this should be 
stunningly hopeful. They functionally 
found a way to put in living cells that 
associate as a pancreatic cell—and this 
just comes from reading three or four 
articles in some of the science jour-
nals—that produced insulin in this 
mouse experiment. 

Is this the beginning of a therapeutic 
that is either a cure for part of the dia-
betic population, or a substantial por-
tion of it, that also happens to have 
the economic benefit of dramatically 
changing the cost curve of healthcare, 
dramatically changing the cost curve 
of Medicare and Medicaid and so many 
other things? 

As we sit here and talk about every-
thing from conversations around the 
coronavirus to debt and deficits, under-
stand if the primary driver of our defi-
cits are functioning healthcare costs— 
and really it is actually our demo-
graphics; we have 74 million of us who 
are baby boomers, and we are moving 
into our benefit years—how do we build 
policy around here that says this is po-
tentially a miracle? 

If we can make this miracle work for 
our brothers and sisters across the 
country, how do we incentivize invest-
ment in this type of technology that 
not only may partially or substantially 
cure diabetes, but it also solves one of 
our greatest debt problems in the fu-
ture? This is actually the sort of thing 
Republicans and Democrats should be 
embracing and the policy and ideas to 
move capital, to move incentives to 
make this work. 

If this body is going to even have a 
discussion saying, hey, the world eco-
nomics are going to slow down for a lit-
tle while because of what is going on 
and we want to do some stimuli; talk 
about doing stimuli that actually isn’t 
just a momentary change, but actually 
would change our future debt curve be-
cause it provides cures for our brothers 
and sisters with diabetes, a chronic 
condition that is 30 percent of just 
Medicare’s future spending. 

I am asking us to think not only 
strategically and creatively, but also 
incentivize the very science that actu-
ally helps change our future. And it is 
here. This is really exciting stuff. 

You know, you hope and pray that 
the continuation of the experiments 
and the science continue to go in this 
direction, this is a big deal. And it is 
not only a big deal from a science 
standpoint for our brothers and sisters 
with diabetes, but even from debt and 
deficits. It turns out you really can ac-
tually have that holistic circle come 
together if we can get our policies 
right around here. 

So another thing we spend a lot of 
time on is talking about energy policy. 
How do you deal with everything from 
the issues of greenhouse gases and how 
dysfunctional our actual policies are 
here? 

And I don’t mean to get snarky, but 
on one hand people get behind these 
microphones, and we give these beau-
tiful speeches about how much we care. 
And then we look the other way when 
the actual things are going on in our 
economy are actually making things 
worse. 

And let me give my example. Part of 
the thought experiment is to under-
stand—do you see this multicolored 
layer? That is nuclear generation that 
is coming off-line. This is a 2017 slide. 
If you could see the slide—which it is 
very colorful—you would notice it is 
substantially taller than the yellow 
side. The yellow side is photovoltaic. 

I am from Arizona. I love solar. It is 
wonderful. But I also realize nuclear 
power provides this amazing baseload 
that is really clean. And we have actu-
ally been here and shown that. 

There is a gentleman with a Nobel 
Prize that wrote an article a few 
months ago thinking that in about 10 
years they will actually have a way to 
break down nuclear waste with a type 
of pulse laser. The physics on that are 
a little beyond me, but this is sort of 
the point. 

So we get our policy wrong on trying 
to keep our nuclear generation up and 
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running, and then we run around giddy 
that we have had so much photovoltaic 
hit the market, but you do realize what 
the slide is telling you? We actually 
went backwards, because that differen-
tial had to be made up by other types 
of power generation. We fell backwards 
because we didn’t find ways to keep 
this nuclear power in production. 

If we are going to talk about things, 
I just desperately wish we would get 
our math right. 

Another thing, this one is optimistic, 
and this one actually is touching on a 
piece of legislation from Ways and 
Means. It is a bipartisan number of Re-
publicans and Democrats trying to 
push an all-of-the-above-type of model. 
For those of us in the desert southwest 
in the afternoons we produce a lot of 
photovoltaic power, solar power. And 
then the Sun goes down and we are 
still running our air conditioners. 

We actually have incentives for solar, 
for wind. Why wouldn’t you actually 
design something that is a little more 
egalitarian in understanding the tech-
nology? And this charge is about bat-
teries. And what is really amazing here 
is—see if I can bend over and read this 
line—battery prices have had an 85 per-
cent fall in price per density in the last 
decade. When you see that curve going 
down, those little black lines, that is 
actually the falling price of battery 
storage. 

Well, if you are going to have in the 
tax code an incentive for wind genera-
tion and solar generation, why 
wouldn’t you have it, also, for battery 
storage? Why wouldn’t you have it for 
a type of technology that we haven’t 
even thought of that some freaky 
smart person is working on in their 
basement or their garage or in a fancy 
lab right now that they may be about 
to bring out? 

So I am going to encourage Members 
to think about that as we are working 
on some of these packages, and it is 
often referred to as extenders and those 
issues. Why don’t we get this right and 
incentivize those things that actually 
are the next disruption? Because for us 
in the desert southwest, incentivizing 
that power storage actually creates the 
mechanisms of photovoltaic and other 
types of generation and smooths it out 
so it actually works for us. So, please, 
for anyone that is listening, let’s pay 
attention to that tax legislation. 

The other one I want to touch on is 
another piece of legislation I am spon-
soring and working on. 

A couple years ago, we passed some-
thing called Q45. No one knows what 
Q45 is, but it is actually really impor-
tant. It was everything in the tax re-
form data spot. It is the concept of a 
tax credit for capturing carbon. And 
then the other part of it for seques-
tering it or using it in other fashions. 
Wonderful. 

We have a piece of legislation to take 
that and make it permanent because, 
as we have learned, the capital expend-
itures for the technology to be on top 
of a smokestack or even the ambient 

air capture where it is on top of a 
building and it is just pulling carbon 
right out of the air, those sometimes 
are very large capital expenditures. 
They need a longer time to amortize 
out their costs. 

Well, it also turns out there are dis-
ruptions in that technology. This is a 
clip from an article back, oh, let’s say, 
last October, and anyone that is track-
ing this just basically grab your phone, 
go to your search engine, and search 
‘‘MIT ambient carbon capture.’’ They 
actually even have a little video to 
show you how it works. 

What the researchers say on this 
technology is overnight they may have 
just cut the cost in half. Cut the cost 
in half for functioning, just pulling car-
bon right out of the air, let alone on 
top of a smokestack. 

So it turns out that the technology 
of carbon capture and then the abil-
ity—if we could fix some of what we 
call that Q45, that tax credit that is al-
ready on the books, we are just trying 
to work out its timing—for seques-
tering that carbon in concrete or using 
it for enhanced oil recovery or—a cou-
ple researchers have been in our office 
and talked about—they can take that 
pure carbon with a little bit of a chem-
ical treatment and turn it back into a 
clean burning hydrocarbon fuel. The 
technology is here. 

How do you ever take a body like 
this, where you have a lot of smart 
people, but we have lots of different 
specialties, and keep up to date with 
the fact that we live in a time of mir-
acles? And if you are one of the people 
who truly cares about greenhouse 
gases, carbon in the atmosphere, then 
you also have the obligation to keep 
track of the disruption in technology 
because I will make you the argument, 
if the underlying math in the article 
behind this MIT carbon capture is true, 
it is a miracle, they may have cut the 
costs of capturing in half. 

So another one, and this has just 
been a project of mine for almost 5 
years here. I can walk through the con-
cept, and I actually even have a 
YouTube video. I think if you search 
‘‘Schweikert environmental 
crowdsourcing,’’ I have a 90-second 
YouTube video trying to explain this 
concept. 

We all walk around with these super 
computers in our pockets. We call 
them a smartphone. What would hap-
pen in your community if you had a 
couple thousand people in your com-
munity that had these new little sen-
sors that have hit the market? They 
are here, they are now. And you can be 
driving around, it could be your Uber 
driver, your Lyft driver, your UPS 
driver, the person driving the kids to 
soccer practice and every few minutes 
it is taking a sample as you go through 
the neighborhoods. You would actually 
have crowdsourced environmental 
data. Because today, what we do is we 
put up these towers, and those towers 
cost about a million dollars a year just 
to maintain, but they lack so much of 

the community information you actu-
ally need. And I will get to my punch-
line here where this makes sense. 

How do you know that the business 
over here is a good camper, but the 
folks down the street are painting cars 
in their backyard? Well, the fixed 
tower never tells you that. If you actu-
ally have a crowdsourced model of col-
lecting air quality samples, you know 
the business is a good actor over here, 
but you have clowns over here break-
ing the law. Capture them. 

It turns out if you built an air qual-
ity crowdsourcing model in your com-
munity—the world we have today, 
where you fill out lots of paperwork, 
then shove it in file cabinets, do the 
papers and file cabinets actually make 
the air quality cleaner in your neigh-
borhood? Of course not. It is a 1938 reg-
ulatory model. We document things, 
and then when someone screws up, we 
know who to sue. 

b 1715 

I will make you the argument that if 
you could crowdsource air quality sam-
ples in your neighborhood, you don’t 
need the businesses or the others who 
are licensed today to fill out paperwork 
every quarter, every 6 months, every 
year, because if they screw up, you cap-
ture them immediately. 

Think about it. You could crash the 
bureaucracy. You could crash filling 
out paperwork to shove in file cabinets 
and keep the air quality much, much 
healthier because you capture when 
there is a bad actor or when something 
has gone wrong. And you capture it in-
stantly. 

That community science, that citizen 
science, that crowdsourcing is here. It 
turns out that lots of smart people 
around the country are now producing 
products that will let you do this. 

I am ordering a couple different ones, 
but this is one version we pulled off the 
internet just the other day. What they 
are trying to point to here is that this 
is how we do it today. We put up a sin-
gle tower. It costs a million dollars a 
year. The technology is great. It has 
great sensitivity, but it doesn’t tell 
you where the bad actor is. 

In a crowdsource model, you in-
stantly find out where the bad actor is. 

In my State, in my county, Maricopa 
County Air Quality, instead of them 
being collectors of paperwork, they 
would have the data come in. They 
could see it on the heat map and imme-
diately know where to go take a look 
to see if there is something wrong hap-
pening. 

I am trying to make the argument— 
do you remember what I was saying 
earlier?—that we have to grow the 
economy rather vigorously to be able 
to have the resources to keep our 
promises. One of the things on that 
list, besides a tax policy that works 
and an immigration policy, was a regu-
latory policy. 

I have never been thrilled when peo-
ple walk around and use the term: ‘‘Oh, 
we are going to deregulate.’’ I beg of 
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you to think about ‘‘smart regula-
tions.’’ 

This requires a dramatically smaller 
bureaucracy, dramatically less burden 
on those who are creating productive 
capacity in our communities, yet it 
would keep us healthier and would 
show us where the bad actors are. 

I beg of this body, think forward. We 
keep designing pieces of legislation 
around here that might have been bril-
liant if it was still the 1980s or early 
1990s. How do we push the way we 
think of everything, from the environ-
ment to environmental protection all 
the way down to creating the next gen-
eration of pharmaceuticals that cure 
us? 

I truly believe we live in a time of 
miracles. I also believe that our inabil-
ity to be forward-thinking in this body 
is one of the biggest problems we have 
in these sorts of technologies reaching 
our communities. 

We always start with this slide, be-
cause, one more time: What is the 
greatest fragility, long term, to this 
country? I am going to argue it is debt, 
but that debt is driven by our demo-
graphics. 

Our birth rates have collapsed over 
the last couple of decades, particularly 
these last few years. There is a large 
number of us who are baby boomers; we 
have our earned benefits coming to us. 
If you look at the debt accumulation 
that is about to happen, it is stunning. 

How do we build a path that makes it 
so that we can keep our promises and 
still have a growing economy so that 
my 4-year-old daughter has the same 
opportunities I have had? 

My brothers and sisters on the left 
will often come up with: ‘‘Well, we will 
tax rich people.’’ My brothers and sis-
ters on the right will often say: ‘‘Well, 
we are going to find waste and fraud.’’ 

You do realize that is mathematical 
lunacy? None of that works mathe-
matically. 

You have to grow the economy. You 
have to have a disruption in healthcare 
prices. You have to have a disruption 
of how you incentivize people to stay 
in the labor force. 

That is why we put up this slide, be-
cause we believe there are these five 
pillars that if we get the economic 
growth; the labor force participation; 
the adoption of disruptive technology; 
the population stability of encouraging 
family formation; and if you are going 
to change the immigration system, you 
actually incentivize more of a talent- 
based immigration system, because 
you need the economic velocity. 

Now, a lot of this is really politically 
uncomfortable. I mean, some of these 
things, when you go talk about it, peo-
ple get really mad because they are not 
comfortable with it. But it is almost 
the only way, at least in our little of-
fice, that we have been able to build a 

model that we can have enough eco-
nomic growth, enough tax revenues, 
enough change in the price of what our 
promises are that we end up having a 
pretty amazing future as a country. 

How do you ever get a body like this, 
where you have lots of smart people, to 
act when a lot of what we know is long 
since out of date and when the math is 
really, really uncomfortable to deal 
with and talk about? When you show 
up in front of an audience at home and 
say, ‘‘You do understand the biggest 
driver of debt is Medicare?’’ you will 
get booed, hissed at. But you need to 
understand, if you don’t talk about it, 
how do you save it? 

Remember, the Medicare trust fund, 
which is the part A, has only a few 
years left, and then it is gone. 

We need to step up, both Democrats 
and Republicans, and start telling the 
truth about the math, maybe invest in 
that crazy thing called a calculator 
and start to build a model of how we 
disrupt the prices, how we grow the 
economy, how we create the velocity 
that makes this work and provides 
hope and opportunity. 

My thesis is very, very simple: It is 
here. There is a way to do it. And the 
biggest barrier to it happening is this 
body here. We need to change the way 
we look at the disruption of tech-
nology. 

The last one I will give you is just 
this simple example. I have come to 
the floor multiple times and sort of 
done a thought experiment: the tech-
nology of something that looks like a 
large kazoo that you can blow into and 
instantly tells you that you have the 
flu, that instantly can bounce off your 
medical records on your phone, that 
knows you are not allergic to a certain 
antiviral, and that orders your 
antivirals. 

Isn’t that wonderful? Think about 
just the cost disruption that tech-
nology would have, particularly with 
what is going on right now. 

It turns out that technology exists, 
yet the professor who was working on 
it had incredible difficulties raising 
capital, being able to get investors to 
move it forward. You know why? Be-
cause it is functionally illegal. It 
would save lots of money, but the algo-
rithm for being allowed to write a pre-
scription is functionally illegal. It is il-
legal under State licensing laws, the 
Social Security Act, the way we reim-
burse. 

We need to become much more for-
ward-thinking because it is the way we 
save ourselves. If we stay the way we 
are, we do nothing but bathe in debt 
and stagnation. 

But there is a path. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, March 4, 2020. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the 
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II 
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
March 4, 2020, at 2:57 p.m.: 

That the Senate passed S. 1869. 
That the Senate passed with an amend-

ment H.R. 4334. 
That the Senate passed without amend-

ment H.R. 5214. 
With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
CHERYL L. JOHNSON. 

f 

CALL FOR REPRODUCTIVE 
JUSTICE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts (Ms. PRESSLEY) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of 
the majority leader. 

Ms. PRESSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my dear friend and sister in 
service, Representative TLAIB, for 
cohosting this special session with me 
this evening to discuss the critical 
issue of reproductive justice in our 
country. 

As chair of the Abortion Rights and 
Access Task Force in this first-ever 
pro-choice majority Congress, I am 
proud to join my colleagues tonight as 
we stand up and push back against 
these unprecedented, coordinated at-
tacks on our collective reproductive 
rights and liberties. 

You see, Mr. Speaker, the stakes 
could not be any higher. Since 2011, 
anti-choice politicians have pushed a 
wave of nearly 450 restrictive laws 
through State legislatures and now all 
the way to the U.S. Supreme Court. 
Over the last year alone, they have en-
acted 25 bans across dozens of States, 
pushing comprehensive reproductive 
healthcare, including abortion care, 
further and further out of reach. 

They are working overtime to peddle 
harmful misconceptions and to legis-
late abortion out of existence. 

As a result, reproductive health fa-
cilities have been forced to shut their 
doors, forcing individuals to travel 
across State lines, shoulder additional 
financial burdens, and jump through 
unnecessary and humiliating hoops 
just to access comprehensive care. 
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