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contributions to the families of Detroit

and Michigan’s 13th Congressional Dis-

trict as we honor her memory today.

RECOGNIZING CONGRESSIONAL APP COMPETITION
WINNERS

Ms. TLAIB. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in recognition of Michigan’s 13th
District Congressional App Competi-
tion winners, Hope of Detroit Acad-
emy’s Green Warriors.

Under the guidance of their teacher,
Ms. Allie Langwald, students Abraham
Salas, Yaritza Campos, and Itzel Mar-
tinez worked diligently to find innova-
tive solutions to address issues in their
neighborhood in the southwest Detroit
community.

Their hard work helped create the
Green Warrior app, which utilizes tech-
nology to help residents quickly and
easily report illegal dumping sites in
need of cleanup and expose dangerous
buildings.

In partnership, the students and their
teacher worked with the city of Detroit
and other community-based organiza-
tions. Their app will now ensure that
neighborhood streets and parks are
cleaned up, and dangerous buildings
are boarded up, so the community can
enjoy the use of public spaces.

Again, please join me in congratu-
lating the Congressional App Competi-
tion winners, Hope of Detroit’s Green
Warriors, for their hard work on behalf
of the communities of Detroit, Wayne
County, and Michigan’s 13th Congres-
sional District.

VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN IN POLITICS

Ms. TLAIB. Madam Speaker, I am
proud to rise today during the United
Nations’ 16 Days of Activism Against
Gender-Based Violence to call out the
disturbing rise of violence against
women in politics here in the United
States.

As we know, the never-ending string
of ignorant, hateful, and downright
threatening rhetoric against my sisters
in service and I and many is unaccept-
able, especially the deeply hateful,
Islamophobic comments from a Mem-
ber of this body against Congress-
woman OMAR and the straight-up death
threat against Congresswoman OCASIO-
CORTEZ, as well as our sitting Presi-
dent.

The hate these Members spew at
every opportunity is not new. It is the
same hate that is directed against
countless women all around the globe
and especially women of color in poli-
tics who are right now breaking down
barriers and trying to represent and
serve their communities.

By failing to put our party dif-
ferences aside and denounce violence
and hate, I want to encourage, again,
my colleagues to continue to speak up.

During the United Nations’ 16 Days
of Activism Against Gender-Based Vio-
lence, I am asking folks to truly be
able to speak up, stand up, and advo-
cate for us to do better.

To that end, I am proud to have
joined Congresswomen BUSH, OCASIO-
CORTEZ, OMAR, PRESSLEY, and SPEIER
to introduce H. Res. 801, which de-
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nounces violence against women in pol-
itics in all its forms.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

———

AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE GOV-
ERNMENT OF THE UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA, THE GOV-
ERNMENT OF AUSTRALIA, AND
THE GOVERNMENT OF THE
UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT
BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRE-
LAND FOR THE EXCHANGE OF
NAVAL NUCLEAR PROPULSION
INFORMATION—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 117-77)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

I am pleased to transmit to the Con-
gress, pursuant to section 123 d. of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(42 U.S.C. 2153(d)), the text of an Agree-
ment between the Government of the
United States of America, the Govern-
ment of Australia, and the Government
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland (the ‘‘United
Kingdom”) for the Exchange of Naval
Nuclear Propulsion Information (the
“Agreement’). I am also pleased to
transmit my written approval, author-
ization, and determination concerning
the Agreement. The memorandum sub-
mitted to me by the Secretary of En-
ergy providing a summary position on
the Agreement is also enclosed.

Pursuant to the enhanced trilateral
security partnership called ‘“AUKUS”
announced earlier this year, our three
governments are engaging in an 18-
month consultation period to seek an
optimal pathway for delivery of nu-
clear-powered submarines for the
Royal Australian Navy at the earliest
achievable date. The Agreement would
permit the three Parties to commu-
nicate and exchange Naval Nuclear
Propulsion Information and would pro-
vide authorization to share certain Re-
stricted Data as may be needed during
trilateral discussions, thereby enabling
full and effective consultations.

In my judgment, the Agreement
meets all statutory requirements.

I have determined that the United
Kingdom and Australia, by partici-
pating with the United States pursuant
to international arrangements, are
making substantial and material con-
tributions to the mutual defense and
security. The United Kingdom is party
to the North Atlantic Treaty, and Aus-
tralia is party to the Australia, New
Zealand, and United States Security
Treaty.

I have approved the Agreement, au-
thorized its execution, and urge that
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the Congress give it favorable consider-
ation.
JOSEPH R. BIDEN, Jr.
THE WHITE HOUSE, December 1, 2021.

———

REVIEWING THE FISCAL PICTURE
OF AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
SCHWEIKERT) for 30 minutes.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Madam Speaker,
tonight we are going to try to do sort
an of an extension of the last couple of
times I have been behind this micro-
phone and have a discussion about
what is actually going on with the big
fiscal picture of our country.

I am going to be a little mean to
some of the Democratic policies, but I
am going to show factually how I think
it actually hurts, but there is actually
something that happened this Ilast
week that we should actually be al-
most giddy about if it ultimately
proves out, a major breakthrough on
one of the things that creates misery
around the world, let alone our own
country, but also has real fiscal im-
pacts.

So, let’s actually sort of start with
some of the basics. How much do you
think we borrowed every single day
last year? We were playing with the
math a little while ago. We were bor-
rowing about $3.8 billion every single
day. Break that down, do that math, an
it is $160 million an hour.

I know every time I get behind this
mic and start talking numbers, people
just glaze over, but it is important be-
cause if you are someone who says I
really care about investments in the
environment, I really care about in-
vestments in healthcare, I really care
about investments in education, where
do you think the money is going to
come from?

If we continue policywise the avoid-
ance of the drivers of our debt, we con-
tinue doing public policy by feelings.
One of the things that enrages me
around here is we have entire conversa-
tions, entire speeches behind these
microphones, and then we make public
policy by our emotions, by our feelings,
but not by a calculator.
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And I know the calculator sounds
cold, and as Republicans, we sound like
accountants on steroids, but at some
point the math is important. But also,
what happens when I can show you
that getting the math right means you
don’t hurt people?

We saw in the Democrat social spend-
ing bill, their Build Back Better, mul-
tiple university papers coming out say-
ing, Hey, we are looking at this and we
believe the working poor will be poorer
at the end of the decade. The disasso-
ciation of the value of your labors to
money coming in, the other social poli-
cies that were driven in that piece of
legislation, they may be great politics,
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and they are really crappy for the soci-
ety, and they are really crappy for the
very people that the left claims they
care about.

So let’s pull it back and just deal
with where we are at right now. Now,
this board here is from math from a
year ago. And once again, we are not
going to talk about 1965, but I start
with this over and over because I can’t
tell you how many people will come up
to me at Costco, and they will walk up
and say, DAVID, if you would just cut
back on that foreign aid. DAVID, if you
would just get rid of waste and fraud.
Or if they are liberals, Hey, if you cut
back on defense spending.

Well, we have a reality problem. You
see this red area? That is mandatory
spending. That is functionally, Social
Security, Medicare—the primary driv-
ers.

The green area over here is what we
get to vote on. The little blue area,
that is defense. The green is all domes-
tic. It is down to 13 percent of what we,
as Members of Congress, vote on is the
non-defense spending around here. And
that is today. This gets dramatically
worse. And you know what makes it
worse? We are getting old as a society.

Demographics. Demographics are ac-
tually what primarily drive the U.S.
sovereign debt. And yet, how many
times—for anyone that is crazy enough
to watch C-SPAN, or even our fellow
Members or staff—do we talk about
where we are going to be in just a few
years.

And I thought I would also just sort
of start with some of the folklore. You
will hear the speeches here of: Rich
people need to pay their fair share.
They sure do.

A couple months ago we made a
whole presentation here on the floor
begging our Democrat colleagues, say-
ing instead of doing policy where you
are going to go—say, we are going to
raise taxes on small businesses. We are
going to go raise taxes on individuals.
How about just stop subsidizing them?

We came in and showed almost $1.4
trillion over 10 years that the policies
of this place subsidize the rich. And I
am talking the really rich. So the
Democrats did their build back better
social spending bill. If you look at it, it
now substantially subsidizes the really
rich even more.

The other perversity in that piece of
legislation, if you get to year five, you
do realize you have driven almost an-
other $800 billion of borrowing. Then
we play this pretend game around here
and say, Oh, then we are going to make
these programs disappear, and then we
are going to keep the taxes going for
the rest of the decade. And that is how
we only end up with about $400 billion
of borrowing.

I mean, no wonder those in the public
who pay attention to Congress in
Washington, D.C., just realize we treat
the public like fools. These are people
who are just trying to survive. They
are trying to take care of their kids.
They are trying to get ready for retire-
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ment. And this place is basically get-
ting ready to destroy the next couple
decades. And the scale of debt is off the
charts and it will drive every bit of pol-
icy around here, instead of the fraud
that is going on so far this year where
it looks more like trying to buy votes
than save the future of this country.

So let’s take a quick look. Even 100
percent tax rate on small businesses
and upper-income families, if you took
100 percent of it, you can’t get close to
covering where we are spending-wise. It
is just math. And I know this is a
math-free zone, but at some point the
math will always win.

So take a look here. If you took
every dime of people that make over
$500,000, and with that, every dime of
the small business earnings, you get
about 5.5 percent of GDP. This is the
most elegant way to do the math. But
in 2030, just the borrowing will be 6.3
percent of GDP. And 29 years from now,
it is 156.1. You don’t get close to it. You
can take every dime of $500,000 and up
and every dime from small business,
and where are we 29 years from now?
You hit a third of the revenues nec-
essary.

We are living in just an absolute eco-
nomic fraud. The share of Federal tax
revenue spent on interest—and this is
one of those that scares me to death.
Let’s see if I can try to explain this.

What happens to a country when you
have borrowed and borrowed and bor-
rowed and borrowed and borrowed, and
you put yourself right up against the
edge. And then you have a new virus
and all of a sudden you need to sta-
bilize the economy. Or God forbid,
there is a military conflict or some
other tragedy in your country, you
have made yourself very, very fragile
as a country.

It is the concept of, we all have this
occasion where we live a little too
close to the fire and that one time
there is a traffic accident, that one
time something happens and we miss
our airplane. We understand the con-
sequences of what they call fragility.
We are doing that to this country.

This board here is really simple. If we
had a 2 percent increase in interest
rates, by the time we get to that 29
years from now, 100 percent of all the
tax revenues, 100 percent of the tax
revenues go just to pay the interest
payments. You start to think about
that, hell, just a 1 percent rise in inter-
est from the CBO’s baseline is 70 per-
cent of all tax revenues will be con-
sumed just making our interest pay-
ments.

Is this the future you plan for your
children? I mean, is this the future this
place plans for your own retirement?
You think you are going to continue to
still get all the benefits you have
earned when your government, 100 per-
cent of its income is going just to cover
the borrowing interest? This is where
we are at. And this is last year’s math.
This is before the huge amount of bor-
rowing that has already happened this
year.
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So now the most difficult part of
when you get behind this conversation,
for those who come behind these micro-
phones, this is the part that my broth-
ers and sisters around here on the
left—and even a number on the right—
don’t want to have.

What is the primary driver of the
U.S. sovereign debt? Two things: Re-
member how I said demographics? It is
the fact we are getting older. You have
got to understand, 29 years from now—
and this was actually, this math was
done before the massive amount of
spending this last year—we will be at
$112 trillion of borrowed money in 29
years. And that is inflation-adjusted,
so today’s dollars, $112 trillion of bor-
rowed money, most of it is Medicare.

If you are like I am, and you believe
Medicare is a societal promise we
made, how do you plan to keep paying
for it? Social Security is the rest of the
balance. The rest of the budget is actu-
ally in balance. As a matter of fact, the
latest math actually says the rest of
the budget actually has a small posi-
tive balance in 29, 30 years.

How many times today behind my
Democratic microphones—or even the
Republican microphones—did we tell
the public the truth? That if we don’t
get our act together and find a way to
disrupt the cost of healthcare, we have
just—and it is a technical economic
term for the future—we have screwed
our kids and our own retirements. I am
sorry to be crass, but I don’t know how
to get anyone here to listen.

It is math. It is demographics. It is
not Republican or Democrats. Getting
older is not Republican or Democrat. It
is not partisan. It is math.

And the solution so far this year is,
Well, let’s just spend a hell of a lot
more money right now, let’s pay for it
with a bunch of fake accounting. And
maybe it is enough spending where we
can buy enough votes, we will survive
another election, but the country will
be in an incredible amount of trouble.

So what is the solution? Well, let’s
first, what is the primary driver? You
just saw the slide. The primary driver
of U.S. sovereign debt is Medicare.

So let’s break it down. Five percent
of our Nation’s population, our broth-
ers and sisters who have really tough
lives—they have chronic conditions,
they have diabetes, they will have
other comorbidities, as you have heard
over and over during the pandemic—
well, they are a majority of our
healthcare spending. If you actually
love and care for people, why not go
and do your very best to help these
poor people that are suffering? Oh, by
the way, you also get an amazing eco-
nomic value for it.

Go help our brothers and sisters who
are sick, who are suffering. It is not
putting up a bunch more clinics. It is
investing in the disruptive tech-
nologies that are around us right now
that are curing people.

I beg this place to think like
disruptors. Because good politics are,
Oh, we are going to go spend a bunch of



H6850

money; we are going to put up a bunch
more diabetes clinics in my district,
and I will look like a hero. Yeah,
maybe that is great politics, but you
just functionally patched over the mis-
ery, the suffering. Go put the resources
in a cure.

I did a presentation back in March or
April here, talking about a cure for
Type 1 diabetes and how it also means
part of that will translate to Type 2. 1
saved some of the really nasty emails I
got saying, Oh, that isn’t true; it can’t
happen.

Wait until the last board here. Guess
what? There are miracles happening
around us. Do you remember a couple
weeks here I did a little presentation
on messenger RNA? We now have a
vaccine.

Now, it is not 100 percent effective. It
is only mildly effective. It has to be
used for malaria. It looks like we are
about to have a vaccine for so many
other diseases that plague us. Why
aren’t we putting our resources into
something of that nature? Because if it
is b percent of our brothers and sisters
who are suffering, who are the major-
ity of our healthcare spending—and
healthcare spending is what is bank-
rupting the country—putting up a
bunch more clinics doesn’t solve the
problem.

Also the other absurdity, I will have
liberal friends who will say, Well, we
did the ACA, known as Obamacare.
That was a financing bill. It basically
just moved around who got subsidized
and who had to pay. It didn’t change
the price of healthcare. And I hate to
say, the Republican alternative did the
same thing. We just moved around who
got subsidized, who had to pay. I think
we did some more things to create
some creativity and competitiveness,
but that bill died in the Senate. We did
pass it out of the House.

But then you will get some that say,
Well, how about Medicare for all. Medi-
care for all doesn’t save a dime. Model
after model after model says it doesn’t
save a dime unless you begin ration-
ing—and even then it really doesn’t
save much.

So what do you do? What are the ac-
tual drivers?

You remember that Medicare number
that is the primary driver of our debt?
Remember on that chart, it was $77
trillion over the next 29 years. And
after this year’s binge spending, God
knows what the new numbers are. Thir-
ty-one percent of Medicare spending is
just diabetes, so almost a third of over-
all healthcare spending is just diabetes.

Take a step and think about it. For
someone like myself, who is terrified of
that failed bond auction because we
have built up so much more debt, and
the public—and internationally—they
just don’t have an appetite for our debt
anymore, that becomes the cascade of
hell.

O 1845

If I came to you, and said, Why don’t
we focus on how to help people not
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have such misery, and also it would
have incredible effects on our fiscal sit-
uation.

Madam Speaker, 31 percent of just
Medicare is diabetes. So why aren’t we
doing something 1like an operation
warp speed on diabetes, instead of so-
cial spending where we can buy an-
other election with taxpayers’ money
and then borrow and borrow and bor-
row, and then use absolute fraud as the
pretense of how it is going to be paid
for? Or we could do something where
we end people’s misery, and the future
looks brighter and optimistic.

This slide here, I think I brought to
the floor in April, and I did a whole lit-
tle thing about the concept of the tech-
nology being developed, and it is really
impressive. They have worked on it for
years, taking stem cells and adjusting
the DNA there to make it—and forgive
me if I mispronounce these things—an
islet cell and their ability to produce
insulin.

I showed this slide—and I still have a
few of those emails of folks saying,
Stop making things up. This tech-
nology can’t work. You can’t cure dia-
betes. Well, a couple great articles this
weekend—and this is where the opti-
mism is. This is a place of optimism.
We live in an amagzing country. We
have suffered and done great things,
and yet we seem to roll in misery these
days instead of the fact that we are on
the cusp of ending so many individuals’
misery, sickness, and maybe even
changing the world.

I only did this just so people could
visualize. Imagine the concept of grab-
bing some stem cells. You can grab
them now from skin—we have learned
all sorts of things. The ability to pro-
gram them, and then functionally you
can teach them to grow into what you
need.

If we have that technology, just
imagine the diseases, the illnesses, the
misery—so you have messenger RNA
that now we are about to know how to
take on so0 many viruses, SO many
other types of diseases. We are now
about to have the technology—we actu-
ally now do have the technology—to
actually take on other types of dis-
eases where it is failures of certain or-
gans.

Now, I am going to give you one
other one, just as part of the thought
experiment, before we do the closing
board that I am most excited about.

If Congress wanted to have an impact
on healthcare costs, what is something
we could do in 1 year? What is some-
thing we could do—Republicans and
Democrats could do in 1 year? If I came
to you right now, and said, In 1 year,
you are not going to get all of it, but 16
percent of healthcare spending turns
out to be people not taking their phar-
maceuticals as they should. You realize
that is well over a half a trillion dol-
lars a year.

A half a trillion dollars a year in
spending because someone didn’t take
their high blood pressure pill and they
have their stroke. They had trouble
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and they didn’t take their insulin; they
didn’t do this and that. What if I came
to you right now, and said, Instead of
nationalizing healthcare and doing this
and that, why don’t we promote sub-
sidized—make it part of CMS—the
technology where the pill bottle cap
beeps at grandma when she didn’t take
her meds?

For someone like myself with high
blood pressure—I take my pill reli-
giously—but if I didn’t, my phone
would beep at me, and say: David, we
don’t want you to have a stroke. Please
take your medicine because we know it
works. We know the same thing. How
many people do we know who have had
clogged arteries, and if they had just
taken their statins?

Madam Speaker, 16 percent of all
healthcare spending relates back to
people not taking their meds. That is
$5628 billion a year.

There are disruptions. If you take
that and then put it into what we al-
ready know about the messenger RNA
and the fact that there are so many ill-
nesses and diseases—if you read any-
thing, you have to have seen the arti-
cles that believe that we are close to a
vaccine for HIV, close to a vaccine for
herpes. Now you see the vaccine out
there for malaria. There are so many
amazing things happening, you saw it
two boards back.

When I came to this mike back last
March and we talked about, Hey, there
is maybe this stem cell therapy that is
going to turn how to make islet cells
that actually could be injected back
into someone, and it could be at least
the cure for type 1 diabetes.

How many of you saw the articles
this weekend? It was only one person;
it was the first person they tried it on.
Guess what? It works. They have suc-
cessfully cured someone with type 1 di-
abetes. That is a million and a half of
our brothers and sisters in this Nation.

What are we willing to do to find a
way to almost put that type of tech-
nology—Ilet’s have it be proofed. Are we
willing to put it on a production line,
just like we have done, messenger RNA
on a production line? And now can we
also make the really tough policy deci-
sions, are we willing to change the
farm bill, nutrition, some of the inputs
into type 2 diabetes? And if we can fix
those, the articles and papers are say-
ing the same ability to fix the body’s
ability to make insulin again may be a
path to cure type 2 diabetes. If that is
true, think about it.

You just saw, the primary driver of
U.S. sovereign debt is healthcare costs,
Medicare.

Madam Speaker, 31 percent of Medi-
care spending is just diabetes. Why
wouldn’t this place take on something
that is that obvious, that is loving and
compassionate, and also really makes a
big difference to our future, both eco-
nomically and just from a moral health
standpoint of loving and caring for our
brothers and sisters?

The last thing I will throw out—we
are working on a little project in my
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office and the math is really hard. If
you care about things like income in-
equality and you look at the differen-
tials of our brothers and sisters, like
Tribal communities out West, other
people that may have urban minority
communities that are suffering from
type 2 diabetes, we are trying to figure
out what would the math look like if
those populations had this disease
cured?

What would their economics be?
Would we actually see so many others
able to come back into society, back
into the economy, back into trying to
develop a life in the middle class?

The crazy thing is our preliminary
math—it may turn out that curing a
big portion of our population where we
see the huge income inequality and
helping them get back into society and
the economy may be one of the most
powerful things, if not maybe the sin-
gle largest thing, we could do to actu-
ally take on income inequality in this
country.

Who would have ever thought? It is
the math. I want to make the argu-
ment that people here who want to
make policy by their feelings are
crushing individuals, crushing families,
crushing the country. People are will-
ing to see love and compassion through
actual facts or how we do what is
moral and do what is right and also do
what makes this country as great as
can be.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

——
CRIMINAL JUSTICE ISSUES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the Chair recognizes the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON
LEE) for 30 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
let me take this opportunity to do one
or two things. First, I acknowledge my
colleague, Congresswoman SLOTKIN and
her district, to offer to her and the peo-
ple of Michigan my deepest concern
and sympathy for the loss of those pre-
cious children.

No parent should ever expect to send
their child to school and there would
be a loss of life. Murdered. And for too
long we have had a roll call of children
being murdered. Students at Col-
umbine High School, those college stu-
dents at Virginia Tech, high school
students at Parkland, high school stu-
dents at Santa Fe, and of course, in
Connecticut, little babies. It brought a
President to tears.

Tonight, my message is sometimes
the Federal Government has to step in.

For example, as it relates to this
tragedy of gun violence, we are long
overdue for dealing with the appro-
priate reaction. Many of us have dis-
cussed legislation that I had, some 20-
plus years ago in Texas, that some-
times—although I am a champion of
parents, I am one—I want to see par-
ents front and center in their chil-
dren’s education, PTO meetings, I
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know where to go to get action par-
ents.

When a little one—and I will say a
little one—gets a gun from a parent
that bought the gun a few days ago and
winds up taking the lives of three pre-
cious little ones and others now fight-
ing for their lives in hospitals, I would
make the argument that something
has to be done. Something has to be
done and the Federal Government
needs to step in in a tragedy like this.

We will all be working with our col-
leagues to do better. Before I start this
theme that I have, as a member of the
Judiciary Committee now for two dec-
ades, I have seen the success stories of
making things better. I remember the
joy of the reauthorization of the Vot-
ing Rights Act in 2007 and 2008 when we
went as a bipartisan Congress—98 votes
in the United States Senate and 400
plus in the House, and the bill was
signed by George W. Bush. The Voting
Rights bill, the one that is now being
held hostage.

That is something that the Federal
Government does better—voting rights.
That is what I want to talk about to-
night, what we need to do better.

Just a moment, before I do that, let
me deviate just for a moment and let
me do it because I am pained. I am
hurt. This has not been directed at me,
but a sister Congresswoman.

0J 1900

This has not been directed at me, but
a sister Congresswoman. And when I
say sister Congresswoman, I am look-
ing at the landscape of women because
it has not been easy for women, Madam
Speaker, to get to the United States
Congress. We have not been here long
in large numbers. We have been one or
two. We can go back to the 1800s and
beyond to know that women did come
into the United States Congress but
very few—certainly women of color,
very few.

Then might I add something else,
Madam Speaker, the wonderfulness of
the multiculturalism of faith, the dif-
ferent faiths that are in this place. It is
finally a recognition of America as the
unusual experiment, different lan-
guages and different cultures under one
flag that you sit directly in front of,
Madam Speaker, the United States of
America. And then as I stand here
right above your head, Madam Speak-
er, it says, In God We Trust.

So whatever way you craft your
faith, our Constitution says that you
are recognized and welcome under the
First Amendment, freedom of religion
and freedom of access. That is one of
the reasons that, although imperfect,
America has been able to go into far-
away places and find connection be-
cause they have citizens who are con-
nected to those places.

Then why would we have the trash of
discourse?

Why would we disgrace our positions
and the oath we take by suggesting
that a person of a different faith, who
wears her own faith, a hijab, is a ter-
rorist?
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Madam Speaker, there were times
when I first began to wear braids that
I was looked at askance. I, frankly, be-
lieve there are opportunities that I did
not get because I wore braids. But it
does not in any way even equal to
being called a terrorist or black heart,
to be made light of, to have a faith
made light of, to not understand that
the words in this hallowed ground, this
most powerful lawmaking body in the
world, is heard around the world.

As we speak today, someone is won-
dering what Americans are saying. The
easy way to do it is to tune in, as we
may not think, to the floor of the
House; or the aftermath the words of a
Member of Congress or a Member of the
United States Senate or the President
carry great weight, make a lot of noise,
and are listened to. And the billions of
Muslims around the world should not
be denigrated for tomfoolery.

But what about, as I have been told,
our own Member, ILHAN OMAR, receiv-
ing deaths because of someone’s ugly
words?

It is time for the Federal Govern-
ment to step in. Lives can be lost. Or
we used to have that old phrase, sticks
and stones can break my bones, but
words will never hurt me. And that is
the context of yesteryear when the
words were, in essence, light.

But, Madam Speaker, when you begin
to play with the minds of those who
came on January 6, we just heard testi-
mony that said: I came because the
former President called me to come.

Then who is safe when we say words?

This is not chatter. It is vile, and it
can hurt people.

Can it hurt the innocent Muslim
woman on a street in America, or Mus-
lim man, or Muslim family, or Muslim
child going to school because it has a
megaphone?

Can it endanger our colleagues no
matter who they are?

It is appropriate for the action of this
House or the time for the Federal Gov-
ernment to step in.

I offer my concern, love, and affec-
tion for my colleagues and my sister
Congresswomen. But I cannot and we
should not tolerate dastardly language
and non-humorous insults and threats
to people’s lives.

How dare you?

As I said, I want to talk about the
idea of when the Federal Government
should come into action.

Madam Speaker, let me ask you how
much time do I have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Texas has 20 minutes
remaining.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker,
the Federal Government is an umbrella
on a rainy day. So the context of my
remarks today will be about criminal
justice issues and the unequal results
that have come about through State
laws.

Let me say that the juries have spo-
ken in two important cases. As a
trained lawyer I will say it again: The
jury has spoken. But it does not mean
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