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There was no objection.
————

AMERICANS NEED TO GET
VACCINATED

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

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to-
night to speak on the ongoing threat
posed by COVID-19, particularly the
delta variant, which is highly con-
tagious and 1is rapidly spreading
throughout our country.

After 18 months of this pandemic we
are all yearning for a return to nor-
malcy, but we must get vaccinated to
prevent further spread of this virus.

Recent data show that 99 percent of
deaths due to COVID-19 are among
those who are unvaccinated.

In Ohio, fewer that 50 percent of resi-
dents have received their first dose of
the vaccine.

We have the tools to emerge from
this crisis, but we must use them.
These vaccines are safe. They are effec-
tive. And we must all do our part to get
our loved ones, our friends, and our-
selves vaccinated as quickly as pos-
sible.

Finally, I want to thank our
healthcare sheroes and heroes in Cuya-
hoga, Erie, Lorain, Lucas, and Ottowa
Counties. They are doing courageous
work saving lives every day.

Get vaccinated.

———

CRISIS AT THE SOUTHERN
BORDER

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to address the
alarming and growing crisis on our
southern border.

Despite the rhetoric surrounding this
issue, the reality is families and unac-
companied children are arriving at our
southern border in greater numbers
than in the past decades.

June of this year alone saw a 450 per-
cent increase in border encounters
compared to a year ago, and this fiscal
year has seen more than 1.1 million il-
legal crossings.

Additionally, Customs and Border
Protection have seized more fentanyl
so far this year than in all of 2020, and
high positivity rates of COVID-19
among illegal migrants threaten to
undue much of the hard work our coun-
try has done in combating the pan-
demic.

The Biden border crisis is turning
deadlier by the day.

This crisis is a direct result of the
policies coming from the Biden-Harris
administration.

When Vice President HARRIS finally
visited the border last month, she
claimed the administration has made
progress, but the numbers don’t lie,
and with roughly 3,000 migrants cross-
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ing each day, little progress has been
made.

I believe securing our borders is the
first step in a broader discussion of
much-needed comprehensive immigra-
tion reform.

Ensuring the safety of American citi-
zens will allow us to address that and
is the best chance for a prosperous fu-
ture.

0 2030

INVESTING IN  JOBS, OPPOR-
TUNITY, WORKING FAMILIES

(Ms. JACOBS of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Ms. JACOBS of California. Mr.
Speaker, this past year exposed deep
inequities in our society, but it did not
create them.

In San Diego County, 60 percent of
families couldn’t access the childcare
they needed before the pandemic. We
know it has only gotten worse.

It isn’t enough to just get back to
normal. For too many families, ‘‘nor-
mal”’ wasn’t working.

That is why I am so proud that, this
week, we will pass appropriations legis-
lation that increases funding for edu-
cation, healthcare, childcare, and
more. I am proud that the package in-
cludes $3 million in local project fund-
ing for my district, including funding
to boost early learning and multimedia
education in Linda Vista and City
Heights and to make Balboa Park more
accessible.

I am also grateful that the package
includes my request for $1 million for
San Diego County’s Child Care Expan-
sion Fund to help providers increase
available spots for care.

There is so much work to be done to
build the future we deserve, and I am
grateful to be here doing it on behalf of
the community that I love.

———

WATER FOR OUR FARMLANDS

(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, recent
aggressive moves by California water
and environmental regulators now
threaten very long-held water rights,
pre-1914, the gold standard in my home
State. Why? The mismanagement of
water during a short rainfall year has
led to hundreds of thousands of acres of
farmland being cut off from water due
to Federal and State regulators that
prioritize fish over people’s needs.

A California State agency is now
ready to cut off water to crops in just
6 days, midsummer, mid-crop year.
Imagine, over halfway through the
year, and they just cut it off. This is in
favor of failed environmental policy
that allows the water to flow out to the
sea and doing so ostensibly to help a
fish population that it really is not
helping.
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Our infrastructure that we are con-
templating needs to include water stor-
age projects. For the American con-
sumer, don’t count on these fruit and
vegetable products coming from some-
where else in the world, except at a
much higher price. They will not get to
your table with the same high quality
you expect.

We need water storage. We need to be
included in any infrastructure bill.
Otherwise, we all suffer as Americans.
This is everybody’s problem.

RISING COVID CASES

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker,
COVID cases in America are rising.
They are rising in almost 25 States.
Texas happens to be one of the States
with the largest number of COVID
cases.

The United States has over 31 million
cases and, of course, over 600,000 who
have died.

Hospitals today in certain areas are
full, and the plague or the impact,
tragically, on those who are
unvaccinated. But the story goes on.

As we begin to enter school, children
under 12 cannot be vaccinated, even
though research is going on.

Here is my plea: To those in the 18th
Congressional District, in Houston,
Texas, in Harris County, in Texas, and
in the Nation, the unvaccinated should
get vaccinated. The surge is creating a
rise in the pandemic again.

If we are to get back to normal, find
someone that you agree with that com-
forts you—your faith leader, your best
friend—and talk about the importance
of getting vaccinated.

People are dying. Children will be-
come infected and/or carriers when
they go back to school. Everyone in
school should be vaccinated. Yes, in
the schools today, going back, you
must be masked. You should wear a
mask, and wear a mask inside, even if
you are vaccinated. We are trying to
save lives.

Get vaccinated. It will save lives.

ECONOMIC POLICIES CRUSHING TO
WORKING POOR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, yes,
it is one of those last names. I have
family members that have trouble pro-
nouncing it.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker,
may I make a quick parliamentary in-
quiry?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.
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Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, my
question is, just because the Democrat
leadership here changed the rules
sometime last night, do I have to wear
this thing while standing here alone
during my 1-hour Special Order? May 1
take it off when I am at the mike?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy, the
gentleman may remove his mask while
under recognition.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, I
appreciate the clarification. I know we
are all trying to get our heads around
it because things keep changing around
here.

Mr. Speaker, the gentlewoman from
Oklahoma had a couple of things she
wanted to share tonight. This is the
first time she and I have had a chance
to talk. She is really smart and incred-
ibly charming.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Oklahoma (Mrs. BICE).

Mrs. BICE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker,
I thank my colleague from Arizona.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to address
the ongoing crisis happening at our
southern border. Since President Biden
took office, he has stopped building the
wall, brought back catch and release,
and ended the remain in Mexico policy.

As a result, this administration has
created the worst humanitarian, na-
tional security, and public health crisis
ever seen at our Nation’s southern bor-
der.

In the past 3 months, each month, we
have seen more than 170,000 border en-
counters, a new 2l-year high, totaling
over half a million illegal border cross-
ings. These numbers are resulting in
overcrowded shelters, human traf-
ficking, drug smuggling, and violence.

In addition, the surge of unaccom-
panied children coming across the bor-
der shows no signs of slowing down.

In June, the number of children ar-
riving daily rose to 530. A journey like
this is not only unsafe; it could lead to
sexual exploitation or forced labor.

Despite the continuing increase of
border encounters each month, House
Democrats want to defund Customs
and Border Protection and Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement by
nearly $1 billion. Our CBP, ICE, and
DHS officers have been putting their
lives at risk protecting Americans.
Calling to defund them during the
worst immigration crisis in U.S. mod-
ern history is deeply troubling.

Mr. Speaker, the open border rhet-
oric from the Biden administration has
encouraged hundreds of thousands of
people to make the dangerous trek to
the U.S. We must secure the border. We
must protect our border cities. We
must support the men and women who
honorably protect our border. We must
end this heartbreaking crisis.

In addition to the immigration crisis
that we are seeing on the southern bor-
der, we are now dealing with a COVID
crisis that is not being addressed. The
number of individuals crossing into
this country with COVID has increased
exponentially.
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These individuals are not being test-
ed. They are not being offered vaccina-
tions. They are being put on buses and
shipped across this country.

With the number of cases on the in-
crease, it is imperative that this ad-
ministration addresses the border cri-
sis issue immediately.

Mr. Speaker, I again thank my col-
league from Arizona.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, to
the gentlewoman from Oklahoma, I
only got this in an alert just about 2
hours ago, and I will send her a copy of
it.

Apparently, we now have a whistle-
blower, a formal whistleblower com-
plaint. They were there to help take
care of these children, and they were
instructed not to disclose how many of
these people in the housing unit had
COVID.

If that is true, once again, we are
back to the duplicity of what has been
going on at the border.

As we talk about just what this is
doing, the impact to the country—and
I am going to talk a little bit about
what it does to the working poor—that
might be a really interesting thing, be-
cause you touched on it, this whistle-
blower complaint that may expose that
they are being told not to disclose the
level of COVID that is in this popu-
lation crossing the border illegally.

Mrs. BICE of Oklahoma. I had not
heard that, so that is incredibly inter-
esting information.

I think that with the mandates that
are being put in place by the adminis-
tration, asking for vaccinations of Fed-
eral employees, vaccinations of our
military, how about we test and vac-
cinate people who are illegally coming
into this country if we are going to
ship them all over the U.S.?

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. It
irony, isn’t it?

Mrs. BICE of Oklahoma. It is an in-
credible irony.

I will say I appreciate this whistle-
blower coming forward and providing
that information to us because you are
right, we are not being given accurate
or timely information about what is
happening on the border currently.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. What do you
think the likelihood is that the Demo-
crat majority here, in their constitu-
tional oversight responsibility, will
take that whistleblower complaint se-
riously and look into the fact that, if it
is true, we have been lied to?

Mrs. BICE of Oklahoma. I guess it re-
mains to be seen.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman and wish her a
great evening.

Mr. Speaker, we are going to do a
couple of things this evening, and I am
going to try to tie it together. Hope-
fully, some of this makes sense. I am
going to start off with just a one-off.

Last week, I had a gentleman knock
on my front door of my home. For all
of us who are elected in this sort of
time where things are a little anxious,
you always stand up a bit when some-
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one you don’t know is at your front
door.

Turns out, it is a really smart gen-
tleman. He has a Ph.D. in amphibians
and lives down the street from me. He
had something he wanted to share, and
this was something I didn’t expect. It
was a complete one-off.

He told me the story of what had
happened just a couple of weeks ear-
lier. He had this beloved dog. I am
going to screw up the breed. I think it
was some type of malamute, just this
big, beautiful, fuzzy white dog. Appar-
ently, the canine had gotten his wife’s
purse and chewed up some gum.

I know this seems like a weird thing
to do on the floor of the House, but it
killed the dog. I think the more tech-
nical term is a sugar alcohol that is
used. It is pronounced xylitol, which
we see in certain gum products and
candy products. It is an artificial
sweetener. Apparently, it kills our ca-
nines.

We have drafted a letter to the FDA
and the appropriate agencies, asking if
there is knowledge of this. If there is
also knowledge of this, should there at
least be some warning put on these
packages? Because I had never heard of
this.

Then, when I went to the internet
and looked, there was story after story
after story after story of just heart-
break about people with their puppies
getting some gum, getting one of these
artificially sweetened candies, and
dying. I guess it shuts down the liver
incredibly aggressively.

As almost a public service announce-
ment, but also I am hoping that my
colleagues on the left and right—if the
FDA, if the bureaucracy doesn’t really
respond to us—would be willing to do a
piece of legislation creating a directive
that there needs to be some sort of
warning on these products that if your
puppy gets loose with this, it may lose
its life.

That is a little different than talking
about economics, but the gentleman
was just heartbroken because this dog
was truly one of his best friends, a real-
ly important family member. To go
from being out there playing to, sev-
eral hours later, having him pass away,
I think all of us would understand the
impact of that.

I had not heard about this. I think if
we have gum with that sweetener sit-
ting around our house—and I have a
puppy coonhound that will munch on
anything. We quickly got that in the
shelves, away from the dog.

For all of us, it is something that we
are thinking. Hopefully, the FDA and
others will do the right thing.

Mr. Speaker, let’s talk about what is
going on in our Nation. We are going to
touch a little bit—and it is going to be
a little sarcastic and a little cranky. I
am sorry about that, but I don’t know
another way to try to tell the story of
just the absurdity of what is going on
in some of our tax policy and economic
policy.

Mr. Speaker, the theme I really want
to try to weave through today is not
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being understood, I don’t think, by ei-
ther Republicans or Democrats, lib-
erals or conservatives.

So much of the public policy that is
being pushed right now is just crushing
to the working poor. We are going to
do some really crappy things to the
working poor, and it is not necessary.

There is rational economic policy.
You don’t cater to certain of your ac-
tivist constituencies as much, but it is
much more effective to helping those
we say we care about here in our soci-
ety.

O 2045

I do this slide as often as I can. What
is the greatest threat in this country
right now to my 5-year-old daughter,
to your retirement?

The fact of the matter is our demo-
graphics. This slide is before all the
crazy spending proposals that have
been produced so far this year. This is
where we are structurally.

And the fact of the matter is, as a so-
ciety, we are getting old really fast. So
think of this in 30 years in today’s dol-
lars. So I will adjust for inflation. In
today’s dollars, we will be $101 trillion
in publicly borrowed money. Only
about $3 trillion of that is what you
would think of as general spending. All
the rest of it is purely Social Security
and Medicare.

Medicare is about $71 trillion of bor-
rowed money. The spend is much,
much, much, much larger than that,
but that is how much we are going to
have to borrow to finance the shortfall.

Because, once again, for those who
don’t pay attention to this, Medicare is
a promise. We have made that promise
to American workers and American re-
tirees. But only part A, which is the
hospital portion, is actually the trust
fund. And the trust fund is gone in 3 to
5 years, we wiped out that money.

The rest of Medicare spending, when
you see the doctor, when you get a
pharmaceutical, those things come
right out of the general fund. There is
no trust fund for that spend.

If we don’t get serious about sort of
the holistic theory of how you save
this country, and it turns out really
aggressive economic growth, you have
got to embrace technologies and new
methods to crash the ©price of
healthcare, these sorts of things. If we
don’t have that type of vision, these
numbers become what drives all policy.

If you care about the environment, if
you care about education, if you care
about this, there will be no money be-
cause we will spend every dime we have
just financing the retirement promise
that we have made as a government, as
a society to each other. But yet this
isn’t particularly sexy. It is really
scary. It is really hard. It requires a
calculator. And God knows, we all
work in a place that doesn’t own cal-
culators.

So let’s walk through a little bit of
the reality that part of the solution to
what we are doing to the working poor,
part of the solution to what we are
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doing to these massive, massive un-
funded promises is economic growth.

And one of my intense frustrations is
the amount this place is willing to,
what do you call it, oh, yeah, lie, about
basic revenues. We call them receipts
in Ways and Means, tax revenues, and
these things. Remember, post tax re-
form a number of my brothers and sis-
ters on the left got up behind these
microphones and told stories: We are
going to go into massive recession, the
revenues are going to collapse, this is
going to happen.

Well, what ended up happening?

Remember 2018—because remember
we passed tax reform at the end of
2017—2018 and 2019 were the second and
third highest, adjusted for inflation, so
we are talking real math, receipts, tax
collections in U.S. history. But what
was more phenomenal about it is it
created such an economic lift. So many
of our brothers and sisters were work-
ing, particularly from the working
poor. We saw things—and we are going
to look at a couple of those boards—
where the working poor became dra-
matically less poor. And because they
are working, the trust funds we were
just touching on, what we showed for
Social Security and Medicare, their
longevity revenues, because people
were working, their lives got longer.
This was actually, I thought, the Holy
Grail for both those on the left and the
right, we were going to try to find a
way to mathematically make the num-
bers work so we can keep our promises.

Well, it turns out, post tax reform,
the receipts were incredibly robust,
and they were the second and third
highest in U.S. history. And the only
reason they weren’t number one, by a
sliver, was in 2015 we had some really
unusual, what they call, timing effects,
when certain things happened just be-
fore the end of the fiscal year that were
posted in a certain fiscal year. So I
won’t geek out too much on that.

But often you will hear Members of
the majority party here get behind the
microphone, and say, well, the tax
scam. It is really actually a pretty
dark thing to say, because those couple
of years before the pandemic were
some of the most robust—actually, the
most robust years in modern economic
times for the poor in this country. The
working poor became dramatically less
poor.

But there are those that will stand
behind the microphone and call it a tax
scam. And the willingness to Kkeep
lying—and I am sorry, I know that is a
crappy word to use, but I am so frus-
trated because they can’t seem to stop.
A couple of Members, just this last
week, once again, got behind these
microphones, and said: Well, 83 percent
goes to the top 1 percent. That is a lie.

As a matter of fact, even the Wash-
ington Post—which is not really par-
ticularly friendly to those of us on the
free market economic side—has gotten
so frustrated with Democrats getting
behind microphones and lying. They
are even now saying, the zombie claim
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that 2017 tax cuts gave 83 percent to
the top 1 percent. Even the leftist
newspapers are just bewildered with
the left not telling the truth. I don’t
mind having policy arguments, but
don’t make crap up, over and over and
over.

We see now even the left-wing media
is having to correct the Democrats,
saying, no, it turns out post tax reform
that 2018 and 2019 were sort of miracle
years; incredible wage growth, incred-
ible productivity growth, savings
growth, and particularly for the popu-
lations that we claim we care about.

Remember, they were the first 2
years in modern economic history
where income inequality really shrank,
and I thought that was the Holy Grail,
that the wealthy got wealthier, but the
poor got much less poor much faster,
actually closing the income differen-
tial gaps and the wealth gaps. I always
thought that that was the Holy Grail
around here.

And when it happened—but it didn’t
happen with social engineering, it
didn’t happen with big spending pro-
grams that you get to basically extort
votes with. It happened by opening up
the economy and creating investment
in productivity that made it so you
could pay people more. It gets vilified
with misinformation. It is just real
hard to make honest government pub-
lic policy when one side won’t actually
own a calculator.

So to beat this a little bit more, you
take a look at what happened to, par-
ticularly, working, unmarried women.
The wage growth was remarkable. Just
remarkable. I think it was in 2019, we
had African-American females, I think,
who were having like a 7-8 percent
growth in wages in a single year in a
time with almost no inflation. Some of
these numbers were remarkable.

And if the goal here is to make the
poor less poor, I actually believe those
who were on the free market side have
demonstrated there is a path where it
works, and it is sustainable. And we
are going to come back to that theme,
because this year we will probably see
income and equality shrink, but it is
going to shrink in a way—because we
have pumped so much cash out the
door—it is not sustainable. As soon as
that money goes away, we go back to
the bad old days and the really crappy
policies of the previous decade.

So let’s actually walk through some-
thing that we started to touch on when
we opened this up. The violence—and I
am going to use the term, economic vi-
olence—that we are committing to the
working poor in this country seems to
get no press. I mean, if you read some
of the really geeky economic journals,
they are shaking their heads trying to
get their heads around why the left is
doing what they are doing.

But if I came to you tomorrow and
said, tell me the number one policy sin
that is going on right now that crushes
the working poor. The classic defini-
tion of the working poor is they may
not have finished high school. That is
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their labor is their value, it is what
they sell.

It turns out, when you open up the
borders—we have some amazingly de-
tailed studies, and these are studies
from years ago, back when Democrats
actually believed in locking down the
borders to protect working men and
women. Remember these days, it was
only like a decade and a half ago,
where Republicans were accused of
being owned by the Chamber of Com-
merce and wanting cheap labor, and
Democrats were going to protect work-
ing men and women? Until all of a sud-
den it seems to reverse.

And I just desperately wish this place
actually used basic economic theory to
create policies instead of sort of having
a meeting and saying, okay, this year
you guys take that side, we will take
this side. It is just absurd what is going
on.

We have a number of studies that
talk about when you flood the market
with folks with similar skill sets. So
you basically—if you are part of the
working poor, what do you sell? You
sell your labor. And this is the right
board, sorry.

When you open up the border, we are
actually looking at a reduction in
wages by 6.2 percent. But why this is so
harsh is some of the papers say it is
going to last for a decade. What is
going on at the U.S. border right now
is, you are kicking the heads in of the
working poor in this country for the
next decade.

I know that doesn’t fit the talking
heads’ language that you see on cable
television or the rhetoric around here,
but you can’t sort of give speeches and
say you care and then engage in poli-
cies that crush the value of their labor
because you make them compete
against potentially millions of those
with similar skill sets.

And you start to take a look at what
we did this last year, where there was
peak unemployment for those skill
sets. Now, if you happen to be a com-
puter programmer this last crappy
year, actually you did just fine. If you
are someone who your skill set was you
could work from home, you survived.

If you happened to be part of the pop-
ulation that you had not finished high
school, you were in the 21-plus-percent
unemployment area. It turns out the
very populations that were most
crushed by the pandemic are the very
ones we are turning around and Kkick-
ing their heads in again by opening up
the border.

Is it compassionate? Is it truly lov-
ing?

When 1 hear speeches from my
friends on the left saying, well, we are
opening up the borders to be compas-
sionate. How about the millions and
millions and millions of our brothers
and sisters here who may not have had
the opportunities that those in this
body have had? And we are going to
make them compete with similar skill
sets and millions of new arrivals.

And it turns out, if you actually look
at the math, it is African Americans,
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particularly in urban areas, that you
have just—that this body has just—by
this President’s policies, have crushed
their future earning power, have made
the value of their labor much less and
it is not short term.

If you read the studies, we have a
whole decade now of loss from where
we were in 2018 and 2019, we have just
wiped out that progress and the pre-
vious several years of progress. You
would think this place would actually
care about things like that.

No. Because what is going to happen
is the left’s economic policies aren’t,
hey, we need revenues for this spend-
ing, and being extra creative with
where those revenues come from.

Remember, I have come to this floor
multiple times and said, if we need a
trillion dollars for infrastructure, I can
show you where you can cut a trillion
dollars in spending, stop subsidizing
the rich.

0 2100

Stop subsidizing the very top 1 per-
cent. Stop subsidizing their flood insur-
ance on their third home on the beach.
Stop buying them subsidies for their
Teslas, for their electric car, and for
their solar panels.

If you take a look, Mr. Speaker, this
is one of the great perversities we have
here in policy, is the left wants to raise
taxes on the rich and then on the other
hand, hand it back to them in subsidies
for other things they buy. I assume
this is purely political.

This is, hey, I am giving you some-
thing, vote for me. Then you are able
to tell your base, hey, look here, I went
out and taxed the rich.

But from an economic standpoint,
this is an absurd thing to do. This is
economically distorting, and this is al-
most a type of political exploitation.

Why don’t you just go straight, Mr.
Speaker?

Don’t do the economic extortions.
Stop subsidizing, and stop sending the
money out the door.

What is fascinating is I have done
that speech now three times on the
floor. I have sat down with a couple of
my Ways and Means Democrat friends,
walked them through the binder on all
the things we do to subsidize the
wealthy, and they just look at me,
shrug, and say, Well, I don’t know how
we would sell that.

It is crazy. But it shows you, Mr.
Speaker, the perversity of policy here.

So this becomes the policy being of-
fered by the left: Let’s raise corporate
taxes.

Okay. Well, besides the international
tax that we seem to be signing onto
that is going to make the United
States one of the most uncompetitive
nations in the world, we are also about
to do something where raising the cor-
porate tax in the first 24 months we
lose 1 million jobs.

So, Mr. Speaker, do you remember
how we were talking about we need
that robust economy and we need the
robust labor market, but Democrats
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get their tax policies, just the cor-
porate tax will unemploy in the first 24
months 1 million Americans.

So we start to take a look at—and
this is a little complex to try to show
on a board, we are going to have to
spend more time on it to try to ex-
plain. But this is a whole bunch of the
revenue side that the Democrats are
proposing, and this is the spending.

The problem is much of the revenue
here is a fraud. It is not real. So, Mr.
Speaker, you start looking at the tax
compliance. We can give you some pro-
posals, and we have been trying for
years, saying use data. You can cover
much that of that tax gap by using
data, not hiring 80,000—think of that,
80,000, that is twice as many as the en-
tire Coast Guard—=80,000 new unionized
IRS employees to go out and chase peo-
ple for the taxes when it turns out we
have these supercomputers in your
pocket, and there is data out there
that would let you match instantly
saying: Is this person telling us the
truth?

It would be dramatically less intru-
sive, because for this to work, the
Democrats actually have a proposal
where you are going to turn every bank
account into an IRS employee. Mr.
Speaker, you do understand, if you
look at the Democrats’ revenue pro-
posal, my transactions, my bank bal-
ances, my ins and outs, go to the IRS.

This march towards totalitarianism
is on every one of these aspects. So it
is not enough to just make up fake
numbers of what the revenues are
going to be. It is inherently intrusive,
and it won’t work. You will get lots of
data, Mr. Speaker, that you can func-
tionally use against the American peo-
ple, but it is not the data that is actu-
ally going to get you the revenues, be-
cause for these who are really rich, to-
morrow they will just move their
money or their currency, they will do a
crypto, they will do that type of token
type of transaction, and it will be the
rest of the American public that just
gets crushed by this intrusion.

So let’s actually sort of dig a little
bit more into this so it is understood.
Lots and lots of the experts out there,
many are just the columnists. If you
take a look, Mr. Speaker, some of them
who are actually on the left are mak-
ing it very clear that the Democrats’
revenue proposals are a fraud. They are
making things up.

These are just some snippets of many
of the articles that are out there, and
they are calling it bipartisan. But
there was a promise.

Do you remember? The big promise
from the President and Speaker PELOSI
is: We are going to pay for these
things.

No, they are not. Let me show you,
Mr. Speaker, how devious this stuff is.
So President Trump a couple years
ago—and many of us weren’t thrilled
with the model—proposed a rebate
back to the consumers.
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So you buy a pharmaceutical, the
purchasing managers in the back-
ground who buy it from the manufac-
turer and get it to your pharmacy get
a rebate. They take that rebate and use
part of it to buy down the price of the
drug. Then it is sold at the retail
counter, and you get a lower price.

President Trump’s proposal was to
take that and not buy down the price
of the drug; therefore, it would actu-
ally raise the drug cost a little bit to
Government, but the consumer would
get that rebate at the retail counter.
This is the simplest way to describe it.
It is a little complex.

This is the way it works over here.
The Democrats said: Oh, no. We hate
this.

I have a whole list of quotes from
Speaker PELOSI and the Biden team
saying that this will never become pol-
icy and this will never become law.

Well, if it was never going to become
law, how can the Democrats turn
around and tell us that they are going
to use the money from that program as
one of their pay-fors?

It was like $180 billion. This is not
law, and it is not policy. It was a pro-
posal. But somehow if you look at the
list of the pay-fors from the left, Mr.
Speaker, they put $180 billion and say:
Hey, we will just take this fake, mag-
ical money and use that to buy our
friends.

Is this the new and improved way?

Mr. Speaker, you wonder why the
American people when they start to
understand the scam that are so many
of these spending tax proposals why
they are becoming so cynical.

I put up this board, because I want to
call it the cliff that it is. Here is one of
the other great scams that is in the
Democrats spending proposals, how
they get the scores to work.

Mr. Speaker, may I ask for my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Arizona has 29 minutes re-
maining.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. I am sorry if I
sound a little cranky, but I have had a
lot of coffee. As you know, Mr. Speak-
er, at a certain point when you start to
stack this stuff up it just breaks your
heart, because we are better than the
games we are playing right now. Please
trust me, if Republicans were doing
this, I would be, and I have been, when
we have tried doing these sorts of
things I have been every bit as aggres-
sive.

So here is the scam so the public un-
derstands this: There are things like
PAYGO where, hey, if a program goes
more than 5 years, it has to be paid for.

So, Mr. Speaker, what if you create a
multi-multi-multibillion dollar pro-
gram, and then on the fifth year you
just pretend it comes to an end?

Hey, we are just going to drop it. It
doesn’t really exist. Wink, wink, nod,
nod.

We know a future Congress will have
to extend it, because it have will have
a constituency, but that way when it is
scored, it scores within—and we don’t
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have to pretend that we just created
another program that has no funding
and, therefore, continues to explode
that debt.

This is actually what the Democrats
are doing, and much of the spending is
the creating games.

So earlier this year we created things
like the childcare tax credit extension.
Republicans really want to work on
this, because particularly if we can tar-
get it to help the working poor there is
a much more uncomfortable conversa-
tion, but we need to have it because, as
you know, Mr. Speaker, the United
States has a collapsing fertility rate.
We actually now functionally don’t
have enough children to cover our
debts. Oddly enough, that has a huge
impact on future economic robustness.

How do we make it so you can afford
to have a family?

So the left has actually created a
thing here where it costs functionally
$100 billion this year. In the proposal,
it would cost $1.3 trillion to do this the
way the Democrats are spending
money over the 10 years.

So how do they make that score
work?

How do they not have to say: Well,
just the childcare credit is $1.3 trillion
of spending over 10 years. They just
pretend it stops. They get a few years
out, and then they just drop it.

You are really going to take the pop-
ulace of the United States, start send-
ing them a check every month, and
then pretend it is going to stop?

That is the example. There are
bunches of these examples. As a matter
of fact, they did it with SCHIP years
ago where on the sixth year the pro-
gram was just supposed to disappear,
and that is how they were so giddy
they could get it to work with PAYGO.
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You wonder why the public realizes
this place is almost operating like
scam artists. If we allowed someone
outside this building to do things like
that, we would put them in jail.

Mr. Speaker, there are a couple of
other things here. There are ways to
find revenues to cover the infrastruc-
ture spending. I believe those of us on
the more conservative side, we can
show you places to cut spending and,
therefore, not create the distortions.

You all saw the report, though I am
sure my brothers and sisters on the left
will avoid ever saying it out loud, that
the actual capital gains tax hike on its
own loses $33 billion in the 10 years,
that it is not until you start to play
games with something called bases.

Well, Mr. Speaker, have you ever
thought about what a capital gains tax
actually is? Okay. We are going to tax
you for the gain you have in your
value, the profit you made. What hap-
pens when the house you have, the
piece of real estate, the other things
you own—it is not appreciation. It is
called inflation.

You do realize that is one of the
great scams going on at this moment.

July 28, 2021

As your house goes up in value, as
other things go up in value, and we are
going to get this much larger capital
gains tax, then we are going to remove
a bunch of what they call the bases. We
are going to cap what you can subject
to the lower tax rate.

You do realize that we are going to
tax Americans on the higher price from
inflation, not the actual purchasing
power of it getting more valuable.

Let’s do an example of your home.
Now, you are a single person. You own
a home, and it goes up by half a million
dollars. You have just done incredibly
well. That first $250,000 of gain—it is
called once in a lifetime though you
get to use it, I think, every 5 years—is
exempt. But that other $250,000, you
will have to pay capital gains tax on.

How much of that gain is apprecia-
tion? You bought a house in the right
neighborhood. You exploded in value.
But the next house you are going to
buy, didn’t it also go up similar in
value, similar in cost? Was it inflation?

You will pay tax and now extraor-
dinarily high tax rates, if the Demo-
crats get their proposal, on that gain.
It is a certain level of cruelty.

The last thing I want to touch on is,
if our body here really wants to have
an honest discussion about infrastruc-
ture and its true needs in our society—
I have not seen the details of the so-
called bipartisan agreement in the Sen-
ate, but the devil is always in the de-
tails.

I have a couple of examples here. If
we are really going to do this, we need
to sort of figure out if the Democrats
really want infrastructure, particu-
larly even green infrastructure. Do we
really want it, or do we just want to
put up a whole lot of cash that, ulti-
mately, basically goes to environ-
mental groups and that, ultimately,
just goes to lawyers?

Let me give you an example. For us
out in the Southwest, there is this area
of New Mexico—I guess the way it is
phrased is that they have this tremen-
dous wind asset. It is one of the great-
est wind production areas in all of
North America.

Fifteen years ago, California said,
hey, we really want some of that clean
energy from that wind area in New
Mexico. We will help invest in it. We
will buy a forward on it. We will con-
tract to buy this. We are at 15 years
now, and the power line still isn’t per-
mitted because of all the environ-
mental reviews, all the different juris-
dictions.

If you are vreally trying to
decarbonize the power grid, are the
Democrats willing to stop funding the
lawyers and the environmental groups
that make their living off the litiga-
tion and NEPA study after NEPA
study? Those are environmental stud-
ies.

We have a case here. It is referred to
as SunZia power line. You can g0 on-
line and look it up. It started in 2006,
and some of the documents out there
say they will finally get their permits
in 2023 or 2025.



July 28, 2021

This isn’t unique. There are lots of
occasions like this where an area where
you want to build wind, solar, even
some geothermal, you can’t get it per-
mitted.

Don’t you see the absurdity? We are
going to put up all this money for in-
frastructure, particularly even from
the Democrats, the green infrastruc-
ture, but we are not going to change
the laws because the left is the bene-
ficiaries of so much money from the
environmental left and the trial law-
yers and the lawyers that sue on this
stuff.

We need to put a clock on this. Look,
I know this hits a little close to home
for some of our East Coast folks. But
when it becomes an upheaval over
doing ocean-based windmills off part of
the East Coast here—and a lot of the
very, very wealthy leftists are the very
ones who cry and complain, saying you
can’t put this in part of our view,
which really isn’t part the view if you
actually looked at the data.

We have to decide. Things like this
Vineyard Wind project, which, I guess,
is—actually, I am embarrassed to say
that I have the map on my wall. I guess
it is off the coast of Rhode Island. They
have been fussing over that for a dec-
ade now.

Do the Democrats truly want this
clean energy? For us in the desert
Southwest, in the afternoons, because
of our photovoltaic inventory, we
produce too much power. We are now
having to have really creative discus-
sions of, in the afternoon, when power
rates crash to almost nothing, should
we convert it into hydrogen and make
that storage?

You all saw the incredible article last
week in The Wall Street Journal about
the new iron to rust batteries. They are
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very, very heavy, so they don’t work in
vehicles but could be incredibly inex-
pensive, efficient storage. This is won-
derful. But that is for those of us who
live in the desert, where we have lots of
sunshine and photovoltaic is pretty ef-
ficient.

But if you want to transmit that
power someplace, are the Democrats
going to step up and help someone like
myself, who is just trying to do a piece
of legislation that would put this per-
mitting on a clock for it to get capital,
for you to raise money, for investors to
participate, for you to plan the power
grid?

You can’t have it where the power
line for that wind farm you wanted
takes 15 to 20 years to get the power.

I guess my little passion here is I am
incredibly skeptical on the pay-fors.
Even if it passes, unless we are willing
to change the bureaucratic bottlenecks
that have been created, you are not
seeing much of this change in the
power grid for a couple of decades.

Do we continue to tell the public the
fantasy? Or do you step up and say:
Hey, I am going to do the hard things.
I am going to change these timelines. I
am going to have to say no to some of
my trial lawyer contributors. I am
going to have to put this on a clock so
everyone gets a chance to share their
concerns for it to be properly environ-
mentally reviewed.

It doesn’t take 20 years to do a line
siting. If the left is willing to do that,
then they will get some credibility
that they really are serious. If they are
not willing to do that, then you under-
stand much of the talk about the green
revolution and the energy base is a
fraud. It is theater. It is pandering be-
cause we will say: Hey, look at all this
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money, but you can’t move the genera-
tion.

It is real, and we have example after
example after example.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate you toler-
ating a bit of my tirade tonight. As we
often joke to whoever is in the chair, I
used to get put in that chair when I
made John Boehner mad, so I got to be
in the chair a lot at night.

But the things I shared tonight, they
don’t need to necessarily be partisan.
They are math. They are process. They
are the bottlenecks that keep many of
the things we actually can agree upon
from happening.

But this place is so weaponized right
now that if I say it is black, the other
side has to say it is white. It has just
become a dysfunctional body.

If our goal is to make the working
poor less poor, if it is to make our soci-
ety much more prosperous, if it is to
provide optionality in our energy, we
know it has to be done, but we have to
be willing, not to necessarily engage in
the theater side but maybe actually en-
gage in the proof we have of what has
worked and what hasn’t.

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

———

ADJOURNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 11(b) of House Resolu-
tion 188, the House stands adjourned
until 10 a.m. tomorrow for morning-
hour debate and noon for legislative
business.

Thereupon (at 9 o’clock and 20 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, July 29, 2021, at 10 a.m. for
morning-hour debate.

EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for Official Foreign Travel during the second quar-
ter of 2021, pursuant to Public Law 95-384, are as follows:

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2021

Date

Name of Member or employee

Arrival Departure

Per diem !

Transportation

Other purposes Total

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency 2

Country Foreign

currency

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency 2

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency?

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

Foreign
currency

HOUSE COMMITTEES

Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.

1per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

HON. DAVID SCOTT, July 14, 2021.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN

APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2021

Date

Name of Member or employee

Arrival Departure

Per diem !

Transportation

Other purposes Total

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency 2

Country Foreign

currency

Foreign
currency

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency 2

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency?

U.S. dollar
equivalent
or US.
currency 2

Foreign
currency

Foreign
currency

HOUSE COMMITTEES

Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.

1per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

HON. FRANK PALLONE, Jr., July 20, 2021.
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