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of other major crises or natural disasters by
government authorities or law enforcement.
Such an international vetting system could in-
clude internationally recognized certifications
verifying individuals who have been recently
cleared to work with refugees.

Supporting efforts to only allow appropriately
vetted and credentialled individuals (such as
described above) access to refugees.

Continuing to support efforts by the Ukrain-
ian government to increase collaboration with
their European counterparts on anti-trafficking
investigations and increased awareness ef-
forts.

Supporting the development of robust child
protective mechanisms for vulnerable children,
including those from Ukraine, in Ukraine and
in countries that have received Ukrainian refu-
gees, that include social assistance and pro-
tection to help prevent human trafficking and
sexual abuse of Ukrainian children.

And working with Ukrainian authorities to
ensure that law enforcement officials stationed
at major border crossing points during a ref-
ugee crisis are appropriately trained to prevent
human trafficking and support other measures
to monitor for indications of human trafficking
targeting refugees in areas surrounding border
crossings.

Further, my bill directs sanctions to hold
Russia responsible for its actions against the
children of Ukraine by doing the following:

Imposing financial blocking and visa sanc-
tions on any foreign person or organization
that the President or Secretary of the Treas-
ury, in consultation with the Secretary of State,
determine are responsible for engaging in or
facilitating the transfer of Ukrainian children to
Russia or Russian-controlled areas of Ukraine
or for their forced assimilation, adoption, or
placement in a foster home, and engaging in
or facilitating the human trafficking of Ukrain-
ian refugees.

The actions laid out in this bill would rep-
resent a major step forward for the children of
Ukraine, illustrate America’s strong stance
against Russian aggression, and protect the
most vulnerable during this time of conflict and
crisis.

Holding Russia accountable for war crimes
is crucial.

There can be no impunity for these heinous
crimes.

And so today, | call on my colleagues to join
me in continuing our support for a victorious
Ukraine, and to put an end to these heinous
crimes Russia continues to commit.

It is important that we continue to do every-
thing we can to help Ukraine succeed on the
battlefield and protect its people, and we can-
not under any circumstances allow America’s
support for Ukraine to be interrupted.

O 1830

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. McCAUL. Madam Speaker, We are wit-
nessing the largest land invasion of Europe
since the Second World War.

The similarities to Poland in
chilling.

Russia’s unprovoked war of aggression has
led to countless war crimes, the death of inno-
cent civilians, and the mass deportation of
Ukrainian Children.

Make no mistake, Putin’s imperialist ambi-
tions do not stop at the Ukrainian border. A
loss in Ukraine could lead to a larger conflict
in Europe.

1939 are
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The implications and fallout from this war
could reach far beyond Ukraine’s borders. Our
adversaries are watching, and if Putin wins, it
will embolden dictators and despots around
the globe to advance their malign agendas
and challenge U.S. interests.

No one has more to gain from a Russian
victory than Chairman Xi, who is eyeing his
own military invasion of Taiwan. If Putin is al-
lowed to succeed, it will serve as a green light
for Chairman Xi. And it will definitively show a
failure in U.S. resolve to stand for freedom
and democracy.

Ukraine today could be Taiwan tomorrow.

We must commit to success in Ukraine to
demonstrate that the U.S. will not be intimi-
dated or accept threats to our partners and al-
lies.

If history has taught us anything, it is that
weakness only invites aggression. As Winston
Churchill famously said, “an appeaser is one
who feeds a crocodile, hoping it will eat him
last.”

We need to give Ukraine the weapons they
need to win, without delay. We need to tighten
sanctions on the Putin regime and transfer fro-
zen Russian assets to Ukraine.

Putin started this war, and Putin must pay.

We also need to address the growing na-
tional security threat at our Southern border.

The House is ready to move to support
Ukraine, but the Senate Democrats have
failed to work with Republicans and make any
meaningful policy changes to address the cri-
sis at our own border.

We are experiencing record numbers of ille-
gal aliens daily. Over 2,000 migrants and
counting have died trying to make the dan-
gerous journey across the border in the last
three fiscal years.

And 35 percent of women and children are
sexually abused throughout their journey at
the hands of brutal cartels.

And tragically, over the last two years, near-
ly 150,000 people died from fentanyl crossing
the border from Mexico.

That is nearly triple the number of American
deaths during the entire duration of the Viet-
nam War. And we only expect these deaths to
continue to grow.

Put simply, the President and Secretary
Mayorkas are aiding and abetting this crisis at
our Southern border.

It is time for the White House and Senate
Democrats to work with House Republicans to
finally secure our border through meaningful
policy changes, such as reinstating Remain in
Mexico, and Asylum Cooperative Agreements.

Only after we secure our border and deal
with the national security threats at home can
we look abroad to assist Ukraine, Israel, and
Taiwan.

The world is watching, and history will judge
how we respond.

——————

BIPARTISAN SUPPLEMENTAL AID
PACKAGE

(Mr. GOTTHEIMER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. GOTTHEIMER. Madam Speaker,
Israel and Ukraine may be 2,000 miles
apart, but the evils they face are con-
nected. Hamas and Putin have waged
unprovoked wars on neighboring de-
mocracies, murdering thousands of ci-
vilians and kidnapping innocent peo-
ple, including children.
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Recently, Moscow hosted Hamas and
Iranian leaders. This is incredibly con-
cerning because Hamas is funded by
Russia’s military ally, Iran.

I fear the extreme ultra rightwing
wants to cut and run and hand Putin a
win. It sends the wrong message to
China and empowers our adversaries.

The United States has a responsi-
bility to support Ukraine in its fight
against a murdering dictator and pro-
vide the support Israel needs to Kill the
terrorists responsible for the atrocities
on October 7. Hamas terrorists have
made it clear that they will not back
down and are committed to a second,
third, and fourth October 7.

We must pass a bipartisan supple-
mental aid package that makes sure
that we do not ever send the wrong sig-
nal about fighting against terror and
protecting global democracy and our
national security.

——
PLEA TO SPEAKER JOHNSON

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

Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Speaker, 1
make a plea to Speaker Johnson and
our colleagues on both sides of the
aisle, please give Vladimir Putin no
succor. Stand up for liberty. This is the
moment for Ukraine. Let us seize it.
Let us seize it.

———————

TECHNOLOGY REVOLUTION
HAPPENING AROUND US

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
majority leader.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Madam Speaker,
last week I promised I was going to do
something a little more positive to-
night. It is complicated because I basi-
cally have a compulsion. Being from
Arizona, I sit on an airplane 10 hours a
week; 5 there and 5 back.

I use these news aggregators, and I
collect articles. Afterwards, my staff
and I do follow-up and research. I just
gathered up some of them the last cou-
ple days. These are positive things hap-
pening in our society, but one of the
number one reasons I am going to show
them is they are things that actually
could make our lives better, make us
healthier as a society and assist with,
as you know, my fixation on the debt.

Before we start to actually focus on
the debt and deficit—and I am going to
try to minimize my sarcasm, but you
have got to give me a moment here—
we should be very proud of ourselves.
We did something very special today
that we have never done before other
than in the middle of COVID.

Over the last 2 months, our bor-
rowing has increased so much that we
are at $80,600 a second. We did it. I am
so proud of us. I knew we could actu-
ally spend ourselves into oblivion. We
did it, we crossed $80,000. We are at
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$80,000 a second, and we are only a few
ticks away from getting to $7 billion a
day.

When I think about the fussing that
goes on here on the floor where we are
knifing each other for this or that, un-
less it is covering almost $7 billion in
savings, that day we actually went
negative. Just a point.

Interestingly, the data shows since
the beginning of the fiscal year—we are
2 months and a week or so into it—So-
cial Security is number one. Social Se-
curity is always going to be number
one.

I have gotten picked on a little bit
for bringing my charts showing that we
are going to have $1 trillion this year
in gross interest. Some folks say, well,
that is not fair, you are paying interest
to the Social Security trust fund.
Okay.

Well, guess what? Even if I use what
they call net interest, which is only
the interest we pay out to people who
bought U.S. bonds, interest is still, so
far this fiscal year, the second biggest
expenditure in this government. Social
Security is first, interest is number
two, then defense, then Medicare, then
Medicaid. Just a little bit of fiscal
housekeeping there.

All right. As a body, as Members of
Congress and our staff, I need all of us
to start thinking. We live in a time
where there is a technological revolu-
tion happening around us. How do we
use that technology to make people’s
lives easier, better, and give them
more time?

I am going to start with one example
that I think is so incredibly obvious. I
chair the Oversight Subcommittee for
the Ways and Means Committee, so I
have the IRS. We have come up here a
number of times just enraged that dur-
ing the Inflation Reduction Act Demo-
crats moved an additional $80 billion to
the IRS. They tell us, well, it is for col-
lection and customer service.

What would happen if I came to you
today and said, have you ever tried
calling the IRS and sat on hold forever
or got their response saying: Hey,
could you call back another day? Or,
give us your phone number, and we will
get around to calling you back? I am
going to give them credit here; they
tried an experiment.

The IRS actually did an experiment
this last tax season, and it served 13
million people, and it was a chatbot.
Most people say: Oh, I don’t like AI
However, think about this: When you
call an airline today, most of the time
do you think you are actually speaking
to a real human? What if I could call
the IRS and actually have the phone
picked up right then, and I can ask a
certain question: What do I put on this
line? I have this issue, where do I find
the document for this? Is there a
YouTube video I can watch on how to
fill out this form?

The experiment worked. It was actu-
ally incredibly positive. I have had
their technology people in my office
multiple times, even last week, and I
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am told it is going to get expanded for
this next tax filing season. You are
going to get the phone answered.

What happens if the ability to do a
chatbot at a government agency could
mean better and faster customer serv-
ice and, let’s be honest, save a lot of
money because you don’t have to hire
as many government bureaucrats? It is
a moment where those of us who are
very concerned about that additional
$80 billion going to the IRS could actu-
ally say: Okay, there is an argument.
We have got a real customer service
problem, how about using technology?
Well, the experiment is working.

How do I get my brothers and sisters
here when we do our oversight, when
we think about our job of making gov-
ernment faster, more efficient, more
affordable, and less borrowing—oh, less
borrowing—to say what other agencies
could basically get rid of buildings full
of people answering the phone and
move to technology that is crisper,
faster, better, cheaper, more accurate,
and can actually give you the link so
that you can see the video on how to
fill out the form.

That is where this discussion is
going. There are positive things hap-
pening, or at least possibilities if I can
get this body to think.

Let’s actually go on to one of the
other ones that I am absolutely fas-
cinated with. I have actually worked
on this for years. There is this thing
called carbon capture. Most of the left
despise it because it would allow you to
continue to use, particularly, natural
gas, and yet there are breakthroughs in
the technology right now to capture
the carbon, sequester it or convert it
into other products.

I actually have functionally a whole
library of MIT and others who have had
breakthroughs on how to do it. This
one is about facilities being built.

There are even crazy experiments
going on around the country and in the
world on what they call ambient car-
bon capture. Where the concept is what
happens when you can actually start to
capture the carbon right at the point
source, turn it into another fuel, se-
quester it in the ground, use it for ex-
traction of other hydrocarbons. There
is a solution here. The problem is it
doesn’t fit the narrative of my brothers
and sisters on the left.

However, if you actually look at the
math, particularly with 45Q, which is
an incentive to capture this carbon—
look, one of the biggest emitters you
have in the country is making con-
crete. Okay. What if you would grab
the carbon and put it in the concrete?
Yeah, the concrete turns gray, but it is
the sequestration of it. There are posi-
tive economic growth solutions for our
brothers and sisters on the left who
have climate change concerns, but yet
we talk past each other.

I have saved article after article on
topics, including speaking about new
technology that could capture carbon
and water out of thin air. This is ambi-
ent carbon capture. It is out there. It
exists.
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How do you get this body to start
reaching this century of technology?
Instead, we often sound like it is still
the 1990s.

It is here. We have actually had some
of these experts, some of the research-
ers, the one on MIT’s breakthrough
from almost 2 years ago. I bring this
because this is a particular subject
area where the left wants one thing, we
want one thing, and I argue there is a
technology that actually solves both of
our problems.

Part of my point tonight was instead
of just talking about the dystopian ter-
ror I have of the speed and growth of
debt—and the fact of the matter is that
no one wants to have the conversation
with me that from today through the
future most of our debt is going to be
healthcare costs, and if in 9 years we
start to backfill Social Security, it is
demographics.

What do you do to create as much
economic growth, as much prosperity
as possible?

One of the number one things we
have to do in time is start to talk
about not how you finance the price of
healthcare, but, rather, how to disrupt
it.

I am going to jump around a little on
this. The ACA—ObamaCare—a decade
ago, wasn’t a healthcare bill. It was a
financing bill basically saying you
cover this, and here is how you get sub-
sidized and here is who has to pay. The
Republican alternative was a financing
bill, here is who has to pay and here is
who gets subsidized. Medicare for All is
a financing bill, they are not about
what you pay. What is the actual cost?

What if I came to you and said, let’s
actually think about the things we can
do to make our society healthier, make
our society so we don’t need the same
level of healthcare services?

The next board I am going to show
you is a fairly radical thought. Let’s
actually walk through this because I
have been collecting articles on this
concept for a while.

This last year, somewhere close to
100,000 of our brothers and sisters in
America died of a drug overdose. Num-
ber one was fentanyl. Come to Phoenix,
Arizona, in Maricopa County, Arizona,
we have three people who lose their
lives every single day due to fentanyl.

What if I came and said, hey, there is
a healthcare solution. Turns out we are
on the cusp of having a vaccine. I am
not an expert on this, but I have read
the articles, and apparently fentanyl,
because it is a synthetic, is remarkable
at capturing the receptors in your
brain and just dramatically changing
your brain chemistry.

O 1845

It turns out there are scientists all
over the world working on the concept
of filling those receptors. If anyone is
industrious enough, google right now
or use your search engine ‘‘vaccine for
cocaine.” It is a different formula. It is
a binding to a protein.

I started following this a couple of
years ago when there was an article
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about a vaccine for alcohol addiction.
We scream at people and say: ‘‘Just
tough it out. Go to your meetings.”
You should do both of those, but what
would happen if you could start to re-
move the high from some of these in-
credibly addictive drugs? Remember,
these things are chemicals. They are
not plant-based.

This world is so much more
dystopian. What change would happen
with the homelessness in our urban
areas if this was available? How many
people out there could you help back
into society?

It is a tough conversation. There are
some really tough ethical questions
where you have someone who comes in
off the street. They are addicted to
fentanyl. There is a fentanyl vaccine
available.

Do they have to be able to choose it
themselves? Probably. When are you in
your right mind that you can make
that type of decision?

This is on the cusp. This is projected
to be here potentially next year. Are
we intellectually, ethically, and finan-
cially ready to deal with the oppor-
tunity of a disruption of something
that is tearing many of our cities and
communities apart?

This is optimistic. This is loving peo-
ple. This is also trying to figure out a
way to take on human misery.

How many times have you had an
idiot like me come to the floor of the
House and say maybe we should start
to think about policy if there are now
going to be vaccines coming that actu-
ally block the receptors for these types
of drugs? Would that be good for soci-
ety? If it would be good for society,
how do we carry it out?

I think this is just moral, besides the
fact that if you actually look at the 10-
year cost of it, it may actually be a
huge economic benefit and saver to
municipal governments, city govern-
ments, State governments, and also
our Medicaid subsidies. It just may be
the right thing to do.

There should be hope. There should
actually be excitement about these
sorts of things.

As we walk through a few more of
these—and forgive me. There are so
many subjects here. I am going to
bounce around on this one only because
this is one I have been collecting for
years.

A couple of years ago, I came across
an article by some scientist who actu-
ally had been focusing on methane. For
those of you who care about math,
methane apparently has a substan-
tially higher impact, according to for-
mulas we are given, but a much shorter
life span in the atmosphere.

The capture of methane was going to
cost a fortune. Some of the early Biden
administration rules are that they
wanted costs upstream and down-
stream of the production of natural
gas.

Scientists wrote this article saying:
Did you know that clay, when it is also
adjusted, I believe it was with copper
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oxide—you get the joke here if anyone
actually has a scientific brain. Clay
and Kkitty litter with copper oxide acts
like a methane sponge. It is incredibly
inexpensive.

I proposed it to some of my Demo-
cratic colleagues who claim to really
care about climate change, methane,
and all those things. They just looked
at me like I was a heretic because I was
giving them a solution that didn’t re-
quire massive government subsidies.

Here we are, a little bit later, and the
articles continue on with the ability to
do the capture, and even the ability to
use that methane capture in agri-
culture, and the fact that there are ac-
tually even some new attempts to do
it. You don’t have to bankrupt us.

Is it enough to come and give speech-
es about how much you care about cli-
mate change and then not actually un-
derstand the science that makes it so
you can do something without crushing
people’s livelihoods, crushing your re-
tirement, and leaving your future gen-
erations in debt?

Call my office. We have dozens of
these articles we collect. We subscribe
to some really crazy blogs and sci-
entific publications. In this place, does
anyone actually read the literature?

This is supposed to be a happy, opti-
mistic speech, so forgive my exaspera-
tion. Let’s talk through some of the
other things that are going on.

I know everyone was reading and en-
thusiastic about the first CRISPR drug
that made it through the final bit of its
process and apparently is heading to
the streets now. The FDA has approved
it for sickle cell anemia. It is incred-
ibly painful. This drug will be out-
rageously expensive, and we need to
find, for just basic morality’s sake,
how we make it available. The point
here is that it works, finally.

We have talked about CRISPR and
the ability to alter a genome and add
some gene sequencing. It is here. It has
been done. It is approved. It is avail-
able. One of the miseries in our society
actually now has a cure.

We have proposed ideas of a
healthcare bond, the ability to be able
to buy the units, cure our brothers and
sisters, and then wuse the future
healthcare savings, because they no
longer have that affliction in the fu-
ture, to pay it back.

If someone else has a better financing
mechanism other than just borrowing
money, let me know, but get ready.
There are dozens of these types of phar-
maceuticals—genetic, bio, other
things—that are in the pipeline that we
have almost a moral obligation—if it
ends misery and also allows our broth-
ers and sisters to once again fully par-
ticipate in society and the economy,
we have to deal with these.

This is optimistic because we actu-
ally have been trying to find a cute
way to say cures are the solution. This
is where I often get in a fuss. I am
going to spend a bunch of time at the
end on diabetes.

A fuss I have with a number of our
Democratic Members—we go at each
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other pretty hard here because their
version of morality is to put up more
clinics to help manage misery.

I keep looking at them and saying:
Will someone read the scientific lit-
erature? We are on the cusp of cures.
What is more moral? To spend money
to build more clinics, or to spend some
money to get more economic growth
because you have ended the misery?

How do I get this body to see that vi-
sion, that it is great economics, great
growth, and also moral?

Let’s walk through just a few other
of these things. This is another one I
am really interested in. It is in phase 1
right now. How would you feel about a
vaccine for breast cancer? This is a
brand-new board. I only have a couple
of the scientific papers on it, but so far,
it looks like it is working.

What would this mean for society?
What would it mean for testing? What
would it mean for mammograms? What
would it mean for expenditures in the
future? What would it mean for people
like my wife who have gone through
some misery here?

Is this the right thing to pursue?
Maybe it works, maybe it doesn’t, but
they are well into their phase 1, and
their early data is great.

Think about it. You see, I am trying
to create thinking here. What happens
if one of the ways we reduce future
debt and spending is that we ended
misery, disease? Cures.

These are the sorts of things I wish
we actually brought in front of our
committees and talked about, that we
actually had staff who would under-
stand the basic science.

I have brought versions of this next
one to the floor for about 3 or 4 or
years. We even had a debate yesterday
in the back of the room here when we
were doing a piece of legislation that I
thought was purely theater and saying:
What is the simplest thing you can do
tomorrow that, by the end of next year,
you could have a major change in
spending on healthcare?

People look at you and don’t know.
What if I told you 16 percent—and this
has been peer-reviewed multiple
times—16 percent of U.S. healthcare
spending is associated with people not
doing their pharmaceutical mainte-
nance?

It is someone like me. I have hyper-
tension. Can you believe that? As long
as I take my calcium inhibitor, I am
most likely not to have a stroke.

Someone that takes a statin, those
pharmaceuticals are incredibly cheap.
They have been around for 50 years. It
turns out—and this board is now 3
years old. Our latest number is over
$600 billion. That is 16 percent of U.S.
healthcare spending in a single year.

You are not going to get all that, but
what happens if you could get 10 per-
cent, 20 percent of it by just a pill bot-
tle cap that beeps at you in the morn-
ing or a text message you would get on
your phone asking: Did you take your
statin? It is worth thinking about.

How many people do you know who
don’t follow their regimen on insulin?
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We have technology to help each
other stay on the program within a
year by just saying that we want a pill
bottle cap that beeps if it is the type of
thing you use for maintenance.

For grandma, it is the type of thing
that if she has to take these in the
morning and these in the afternoon, it
drops the pills in the cup. It already ex-
ists. It has existed for years.

We have done presentations to the
committees around here saying the day
is here. We all agree this is real. Why
is it so hard?

We had someone come to present us
with a package, saying: Do you realize
there are certain pharmaceuticals that
are so incredibly expensive? Put them
in sterile blister packs, and when some-
one has gone through their treatment,
don’t throw away what is left. If it is in
sterile packaging, why can’t it be given
to a Medicaid system or helping the
poor?

We just don’t think here. We are so
used to saying we will just spend more
money. Please, give this some consid-
eration. Is this Republican or Demo-
cratic? It is neither. It is just tech-
nology.

It would be a partial solution. If it is
16 percent, that means this is, like, 34
percent more effective than the piece
of legislation we jumped up and down
and made a big deal about passing yes-
terday on suspension. One is theatrics;
one is actually a solution.

We need to learn math. Here is where
I start to soak myself in kerosene and
play with matches. It is math. The
math will always win.

I have no intention of hurting some-
one’s feelings, but we really should
start to talk through some of this. This
has been incredibly well vetted. It is in
article after article.

O 1900

Mr. Speaker, 5 percent of our broth-
ers and sisters are actually over 50 per-
cent of our healthcare spending—actu-
ally a little over 50 percent of all
healthcare spending.

These are folks with multiple chronic
conditions. Many of them have a miser-
able life, but our ability to change this
5 percent here is a remarkable savings
on debt and spending, and the morality
of people having a decent life.

Why is it so hard to focus on this?

We actually have article after article
that we have been collecting on the
ability to use AI to discover cures. This
is happening all around us.

Why haven’t we updated our policy?

Why haven’t we worked with the
FDA, saying, hey, AI can reduce parts
of your population statistics. So you go
into your phase 1, you get certain data
back, you can use AI to model your
populations. You can cut the time
bringing solutions and cures to mar-
ket.

The ability to actually change what
the concept of telehealth is. Is tele-
health grabbing your phone and
FaceTiming someone, or is it the
things you have on your body?
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Is it the wristwatch you have?

Soon we will have blood glucose and
oxygen and heart rate and those
things. You will functionally have a
medical app on your body.

You should be allowed to take that
data, run it through, and if it can be
certified by the FDA, it should be al-
lowed to prescribe.

Now this is heresy I just said, but the
fact of the matter is if you update it on
your body—or like that flu kazoo I
came here and showed on the floor
years ago; the thing you blow into. It is
a breath biopsy that within a couple
moments says, hey, you have this
virus. We are bouncing off your med-
ical records.

So it bounces off your phone: Here
are your medical records. You are not
allergic to this antiviral.

We are going to order that antiviral,
and maybe Lyft or Uber drops it off at
your house in a couple hours.

That would be a good thing, except
for the fact that we functionally keep
that illegal, and if we don’t make it il-
legal, we make it so it can’t be reim-
bursed.

It is a solution. Remember, part of
this discussion is what did we do to
change the cost and the ability to be
healthy, not who is going to subsidize
your healthcare premium, your insur-
ance premium.

We have article after article. There
are actually some miracles happening
here in starting to understand cell dy-
namics, which is a big deal if it starts
to come around in the next few years.

Remember, we have a certain misery
in this country we have to deal with.

This sort of goes back to my fentanyl
vaccine. We may be able to walk into a
fifth year of life expectancy falling,
particularly for prime-age males.

It is bad enough you live in a country
that in about 18 years we will have
more deaths than births, but what hap-
pens when life expectancy in this coun-
try is shrinking?

We are going to get to one of the rea-
sons for that.

How about this. What would happen
if there was a universal flu vaccine; in-
stead of playing this game every winter
saying, did they get the mixture right?

Well, it is only about 30 percent effec-
tive because it turns out that the ge-
nome of the flu that actually started to
circulate wasn’t the one they expected.

What if they figured out a way to do
the snip on the protein?

Have you ever seen the data of the
economic impact of a major flu season;
how many people don’t go to work?

It is really good economics. I will
argue, it is embracing science in a way
that is good for all of us.

Look, I have article after article of
these breakthroughs that are actually
not in the lab right now. Many of them
are actually being tested.

Why can’t we get this body to say,
hey, that one should be getting an
XPRIZE, because if they can bring that
to market 1 or 2 years sooner, think of
the misery we can end. Oh, and it is
really good for the budget deficit.
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Hey, this one we need to work with
the FDA, if we actually have to move
someone over here to be able to do the
review process instead of it being piled
up on some overworked bureaucrat so
it sits there for a year.

We need to think through the fact of
the timing of a cure. The faster it
comes is moral, and it is also great eco-
nomics.

Let’s actually now go where it gets
even more uncomfortable.

The amount of mocking I took a cou-
ple of years ago, and then the science
actually turned out right, but I never
got that reporter—and, look, the DCCC
is always going to attack us, but you
would think they would actually see
the morality in ending misery in peo-
ple’s lives.

Diabetes is the single most expensive
disease in America. It is 33 percent of
all healthcare spending. It is 31 percent
of Medicare; 31 percent of Medicare is
associated with diabetes.

A few months ago, we actually had a
Healthcare Innovation Summit down-
stairs. We actually got six Members of
Congress to show up. We invited all of
them, but six showed up to meet the
company that looks like they have a
cure for type 1 diabetes. The other
company sitting next to them looks
like they had a path for type 2. There
are four or five companies.

If type 1 is an autoimmune disease,
what happens if you could teach your
body not to attack itself? That one is
actually, I think, heading towards its
phase 1.

If these things are so expensive in so-
ciety, why can’t we actually fixate on
them?

Of the $327 billion spent on diabetes
in 2017 by insurance and government,
we are going to Kknife each other
around here for a few hundred million,
maybe several billion dollars in sav-
ings. Incremental changes here on just
helping our brothers and sisters if we
could get to a cure for diabetes.

Now here is where it gets politically
even trickier.

Researchers exploring the use of gene
therapy to show promising results for
diabetic retinopathy.

Madam Speaker, I represent a Tribal
population that apparently, I have
been told, is the second highest per
capita population of diabetes in the
world.

It is not a poor Tribe. They are in-
credibly well managed. They are pros-
perous.

As we have learned now, because of
the GLP-1s, obesity really has a huge
genetic component. The hormones you
produce to know you are full are dif-
ferent between you and I.

What happens to our brothers and
sisters who are going blind because of
diabetes? We are on the cusp of a cure
there.

I would actually go even more cre-
ative.

If anyone is willing to read some-
thing that is a little bit complex, about
6 months ago, the Joint Economic
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Committee Republicans—a couple of
them have Ph.D.s in economics—wrote
a response to the President’s budget.
But we took it further.

We said, think about what we could
do for society if we were willing to ac-
tually do something about obesity in
America.

Remember I just showed you that 5
percent is 50 percent of healthcare
spending? Some of the data from the
economist came back and said, hey, al-
most half of healthcare actually has an
association with obesity in America.

This is where it gets tricky, but
math is math.

In that, they did very comnservative
math. They were coming up with say-
ing, hey, at the end of 10 years, that is
$56-plus trillion dollars of savings. And
if you did the multiplier effects, you
might actually be able to work, family
formation, labor force participation,
life expectancy. You start to add in
those other benefits, it could be several
trillion dollars, besides the basic mo-
rality.

So how do you get there?

How do you come here and actually
have a conversation without someone
accusing you of nasty things because
you showed you cared?

Well, we have some new categories of
drugs, the GLP-1s. One apparently goes
off-patent next year.

Could we actually, as a policy here in
Congress, encourage a co-op? Make the
one that is off-patent, add competition,
crash the price?

The fact of the matter is, someone
like me who comes and fixates on the
debt—and the Democrats over there
fixate on wanting to tax people more—
for the last couple months, I have come
here and shown you the academic lit-
erature over and over that says you
can raise rich people’s taxes all you
want; you hit the economic ceiling and
you get about a point and a half;
maybe if the sky opened up, you can
get up to almost 2 percent of GDP.

Over here we have talked through al-
most everything we were able to cut,
and there are only a couple of percent
of GDP that we could ever cut and sur-
vive, just get the vote.

The problem is if you take away the
fraud of crediting back the administra-
tion the student loan money, if you add
it all up, we borrowed almost 8.4 per-
cent of the economy last year. So bor-
rowing last year was 8.4 percent of
GDP.

Did you hear my math? If taxing rich
people only gets you a couple percent
of GDP and the cuts we want to talk
about—and many of the cuts I am abso-
lutely going to vote for, but it is only
a couple percent of GDP.

Does someone see a problem in the
math? It has to happen through policy.

Is having a healthier society that
needs dramatically less healthcare
moral? It is surely great damn econom-
ics.

The point of tonight’s presentation is
actually clear: There is hope. We have
calcified intellectually. The left some-
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how thinks there is a path to tax your
way to prosperity.

I have tried to show repeatedly that
if we did every tax the Democrats talk
about to save the Social Security trust
fund, you get close, you still actually
have very substantial cuts.

I mean, we have tried to model it,
but let’s say it covered everything. You
have just used up all your gun powder.

If two-thirds of all future borrowing
is functionally Medicare, where do you
get the cash for that, because you have
used it to shore up the Social Security
trust fund.

That is actually part of the intellec-
tual vacuousness of this place.

It is, we will just tax more. There is
not enough money, but we are not
going to tell anyone that because it
doesn’t fit with what we said on the
campaign trail.

How many times have some of my
brothers and sisters on my side said it
is foreign aid? Then you show the chart
that every dime of foreign aid is about
11 days of borrowing.

Remember, we are on the cusp of bor-
rowing $7 billion a day. We are over
$80,000 a second now. We are going to
have to change through policy.

I have done videos on how you could
have a revolution on environmental
data by crowdsourcing the data. I even

made a whole cartoon. It is on
YouTube somewhere about
crowdsourcing environmental data;

that if you did that, you don’t need the
current enforcement mechanism. If you
have enough data, you will catch the
bad actors. It would open up the econ-
omy, promote growth, and you would
catch the clowns that are breaking the
rules.

I have shown that to people in here
that have said, oh, but that would cut
a whole bunch of jobs at the EPA.

That is the point. It is better, faster,
and better for the environment and a
hell of a 1ot cheaper and fairer.

I guess my rambling in my closing,
Madam Speaker, is that there are solu-
tions. There is hope, but they are only
going to come about if we have intel-
lectually a fairly dramatic change in
how we have sort of calcified on policy,
because all these things are disruptive.

All these things are going to have ar-
mies of lobbyists who do not like them
because you are changing their busi-
ness model, or armies of bureaucrats
showing up in your office explaining
that you are changing the laws.

That is the point.

There is hope. It just requires us to
change.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.
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CONGRATULATING THE FOLSOM
HIGH SCHOOL BULLDOGS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from California (Mr. KILEY)
for 30 minutes.

H6855

Mr. KILEY. Madam Speaker, I wish
to recognize and congratulate the Fol-
som High School football team on win-
ning the 2023 CIF Division 1A State
football championship, beating St.
Bonaventure this weekend 20-14. This
is Folsom’s fifth State championship
since 2010, their first since 2018. Head
coach Paul Doherty got his team to
buy in, and together they were able to
achieve remarkable things, with Defen-
sive Coordinator Sam Cole taking the
reins and making life for the St.
Bonaventure offense rather difficult.

Sophomore quarterback Ryder Lyons
opened the score in the first quarter,
and Folsom held the lead at halftime.
St. Bonaventure battled back and led
14-13 with less than 3 minutes left.
Then Folsom’s defense stopped the St.
Bonaventure offense and took over
with a little more than 2 minutes to
g0.
Lyons led his team downfield and
completed a touchdown pass to Jame-
son Powell with 20 seconds to go.

Coach Doherty and Coach Cole’s de-
fense held from there, and the Folsom
High School football team won the
championship, capping off an amazing
12-2 season.

Coach Doherty and the Folsom Bull-
dogs should be congratulated on win-
ning the championship of the entire
State. We know how hard they have
worked. This team brings so much
pride to the city of Folsom, and I con-
gratulate all the players on a very
well-deserved victory and amazing end
to your season.

FREE SPEECH ON COLLEGE CAMPUSES

Mr. KILEY. Madam Speaker, Harvard
University’s leadership today an-
nounced that they will be retaining
President Claudine Gay, despite ac-
knowledging President Gay’s repeated
failures to adequately condemn ter-
rorism and anti-Semitism.

Now, the university will have to an-
swer for why it takes these matters
less seriously than the University of
Pennsylvania, which recently forced
out its president. As disappointing as
this is, the refusal of one university to
make a needed personnel change is not
going to stop the momentum for far-
reaching reform that we are seeing in
higher education. This is a moment of
reckoning for higher education in this
country, where the true character of
our universities has been laid bare for
the world to see.

Even before last week’s shocking tes-
timony by the presidents of Harvard,
MIT, and Penn, many in this country
were asking the question: How is it
that our leading academic institutions
have been gripped by such an ancient
and retrograde prejudice as anti-Semi-
tism? How is it that institutions that
have been suppressing free speech for
years suddenly discovered the First
Amendment as a reason not to con-
demn terrorism or to stop Jewish stu-
dents from being bullied and harassed?
How is it that university leaders who
have waded into every political issue of
the day suddenly felt bound by institu-
tional neutrality when it came to the
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