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options, and ensuring access to 
healthcare for our most vulnerable pa-
tients. 

Madam Speaker, I admire Briana’s 
enormous strengths. 

f 

STANDING WITH OUR ALLIES IN 
UKRAINE 

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

Mr. TONKO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to stand with our allies in 
Ukraine—action that my Republican 
colleagues have repeatedly failed to 
take. 

Over the 2 long years since Putin’s 
brutal war against Ukraine, I have 
been heartbroken to hear the personal 
stories of so many Ukrainian Ameri-
cans in my district and beyond who are 
living in fear for their families and 
their friends. 

Yet evidently heedless to this call to 
action on Ukraine from our constitu-
ents and from many of our Nation’s al-
lies, Republicans in the House continue 
to obstruct the Senate-passed bipar-
tisan national security bill which 
would deliver military, economic, and 
humanitarian aid to Ukraine. Their 
GOP gridlock plays directly into 
Putin’s hands. 

At the top of his State of the Union 
Address last week, our President, 
President Biden, said: ‘‘If the United 
States walks away now, it will put 
Ukraine at risk. Europe at risk. The 
free world at risk, emboldening others 
who wish to do us harm.’’ 

Enough is enough. It is past time to 
stop this gamesmanship and at last 
rise together to oppose tyranny and de-
fend democracy. The Senate has acted. 
Put that Senate bill to a vote in the 
House. 

The world is watching. 
f 

PI DAY 
(Mr. FOSTER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. FOSTER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to celebrate March 14, 3.14, or Pi 
Day. 

Pi is a Greek letter, and in mathe-
matics it is a symbol for the number 
that you get when you divide a circle’s 
circumference by its diameter. 

Many people approximate pi as 3.14 
or 3.14159 or 3.159265, and on and on, but 
the number is irrational. 

Madam Speaker, if you try to write 
down the exact number for pi, there 
would be infinite numbers to the right 
of the decimal point, and there would 
be no discernible pattern. That means 
we are down to an infinity number of 
digits to be found. 

There is so much new math to be dis-
covered. 

Mathematics is critical to everything 
that we do. It is the language of 
science, and it is the language of engi-
neering and technology. 

So amidst all of the irrationality 
that we see before us in Congress, let’s 
celebrate a little of that irrationality 
on March 14 and celebrate Pi Day. 

f 

FOREIGN ADVERSARIES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
LUNA). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 9, 2023, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. ROY) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of 
the majority leader. 

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, I am glad 
to be here in an empty Chamber having 
the rigorous debate that we are so ac-
customed to here in the people’s House, 
but that is, again, where we find our-
selves with the level of debate at the 
moment. 

We are left with bringing bills to the 
floor, having a couple of hours cut up 
and then moving on with whatever bill 
has been on the suspension calendar. 
That is not the kind of debate that we 
should have. 

There is a bill that is coming before 
us tomorrow that I believe should have 
vigorous debate. I believe that it does 
raise consequential issues, and we 
should debate them here vigorously on 
the floor of the House. 

I want to be unequivocally clear to 
the American people that I support it, 
and I support it unapologetically. 

We have legislation before us that 
would ensure that foreign adversaries 
are not able to collect information on 
the American people and collect data 
on the American people and use that 
data to target the American people, 
undermine our national security, un-
dermine our democracy, and undermine 
our way of life, which is precisely what 
is happening with the evidence we have 
before us. 

Both classified and very publicly 
known information indicates very 
much that TikTok, which has signifi-
cant ownership by the Chinese Com-
munist Party, is targeting American 
citizens. There are some who are out 
professing that this legislation that 
would try to prevent that would some-
how undermine our freedom. 

Madam Speaker, I do not like the 
heavy hand of government being used, 
certainly not wantonly. An individual 
today who is fairly well-known out in 
the social media sphere put out and 
said that we had this classified briefing 
today and that the issue of election in-
terference was brought up. This was a 
classified briefing that was not sup-
posed to leak by the way. That is how 
things work in Washington. It was 
leaked. 

Then we had the additional point 
here, not coincidentally, the anti- 
TikTok legislation. Let me clarify and 
stop. It is not specifically anti-TikTok 
legislation. It is antiforeign adversary 
control of American data and informa-
tion legislation. 

b 1745 

According to this individual, this 
‘‘legislation now being debated on the 

Hill would allow the Federal Govern-
ment to force the sale of any social 
media platform that interferes in elec-
tions. Just so you know what is coming 
in 2025.’’ 

Now, if I believe that to be true, I 
certainly wouldn’t support the legisla-
tion. It is 12 pages long. I would note 
that a friend of mine who serves on the 
FCC, Brendan Carr, responded to this, 
and I happen to agree with Mr. Carr. 

Mr. Carr wrote: ‘‘It would be con-
cerning to many if the bill allowed 
this.’’ 

‘‘This,’’ being the post on X by some-
one this afternoon that I just re-
counted. 

Mr. Carr says: ‘‘It would be con-
cerning to many if the bill allowed 
this. It does not. The text is definitive 
on this point. The bill does not apply 
to just any social media platform. Far 
from it. Here is the only and targeted 
application.’’ 

Mr. Carr writes: 
‘‘One, if you are an individual user, 

the bill confers zero authority to the 
government over you.’’ That is true. 

‘‘Two, the bill only applies to appli-
cations controlled by one of four for-
eign adversary governments previously 
codified in law by Congress—China, 
Iran, North Korea, or Russia. The bill 
is clear that it is not enough to merely 
have operations there or do business 
there. It must be ‘controlled’ by one of 
those four governments. 

Three, even then, the bill only ap-
plies if the application presents a dem-
onstrated and significant threat to na-
tional security. Control by one of four 
foreign governments alone isn’t even 
enough under the bill.’’ 

You have got to have significant 
ownership by these foreign govern-
ments. You have got to have a dem-
onstrated and significant threat to na-
tional security. 

Four, and then, only after public 
process provided and Congress reported 
to with a description of the specific na-
tional security threat. 

Every single one of those hoops (and 
more) must be cleared and met. So it is 
very narrow. It confers no authority to 
go after any other application—even if 
someone were to allege that it engaged 
in election interference.’’ 

What is happening here is a reflexive 
reaction and a scaremongering tactic. 
Let me pause and say I do believe this 
legislation should have full debate. 
This is also why I prefer legislation to 
go through the Rules Committee. This 
is also why I prefer legislation to be 
amendable, amended, debated, but this 
bill was passed out, it is trying to be 
moved so that it doesn’t open up for 
the possibility of undermining the leg-
islation that was very narrowly crafted 
with a 50–0 vote out of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee. 

Now, many of my conservative and 
more libertarian friends say 50–0 gives 
them the heebie-jeebies and I don’t like 
it. That is my general default position 
in this town. 

This is different. I will be very clear: 
This is different than what I am about 
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to talk about in just a minute, which is 
the uniparty in this town that decides 
everything for you and is bent on what-
ever the defense industrial complex 
says and jams through spending bills 
and limits our ability to proceed. 

This is different because it is very 
specific and narrowly tailored toward 
the end of ensuring that Americans’ 
data and Americans’ safety and secu-
rity are being protected. That is it. 
That may not be perfect, but nothing 
this body ever does is perfect. 

This bill was put forward to address 
that issue and it is a giant step for-
ward, in my opinion, to recognize the 
threat against our freedom and our lib-
erty that the Chinese Communist 
Party poses to us, to our children, to 
our grandchildren, the extent to which 
they are using algorithms to under-
mine and focus on our kids. 

That is what they are doing. They 
are targeting our children. We know it. 
They are targeting our people. We 
know it. They are skewing the data on 
the results. 

If you do a search for China virus— 
now, just the utterance of those words 
makes the head of my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle explode—the 
difference between Instagram, which is 
hardly some paragon of rightwing re-
porting, the difference in the algorithm 
response on Instagram versus TikTok 
is 400–1 if you search for China virus. 

If you search for Hong Kong, I think 
it is 180–1. If you search for Tiananmen 
Square, I think it is 80–1. The fact is 
you are getting demonstrably shaped 
information out of TikTok. What most 
people don’t understand, most parents 
at home while their kids are out using 
TikTok—and this is a parental prob-
lem, not just China—China is specifi-
cally limiting the information that 
kids can see in China. 

They are making sure that the kids 
in China see patriotic, pro-China engi-
neering, all of this stuff you want to 
try to have your kids see in order to 
make them into what you want to 
make them. 

In our country, we are allowing free-
dom to undermine our freedom, and 
that is what is actually happening 
here. It is the false name of freedom, to 
be clear, to undermine our freedom. 

It is not actual freedom because the 
freedom that we have is being attacked 
by China and we are sitting back in the 
false name of freedom saying, oh, no, 
let’s not touch that. 

I hope that tomorrow we will crack 
through that. I hope tomorrow on a bi-
partisan basis we will send a message 
that the Chinese Communist Party 
cannot knowingly attack us and get a 
response that is a whimper because 
that is what we have been doing so far. 

If you wanted to destroy America, 
you would set out and do exactly what 
China has been doing bit by bit, tar-
geting our people, undermining our ac-
cess to information or at least informa-
tion that they are trying to control 
and target our kids with propaganda 
very specifically. 

Yes, we have problems with Google, 
but I am getting tired of the ‘‘but 
Google.’’ Yes, we have problems with 
Facebook, but I am getting tired of the 
‘‘but Facebook’’ because I get that a 
lot. You want to break up Google, let’s 
sit down and do it. I am happy to have 
a bipartisan bill to talk about that. 
You want to deal with Facebook, I am 
happy to have that conversation. 

You want to talk about the misuse of 
the power of those big companies at-
tacking First Amendment rights, tar-
geting people for their political beliefs, 
happy to have that conversation, but 
do you know how hard that is? Because 
none of us want to use the power of the 
government to go after companies so 
that the government is saying what 
they know is best about what that 
means for our freedom and our rights 
here in this country. 

That is what we are wrestling with 
under our Constitution to protect our 
rights. But when the Chinese Com-
munist Party is actively targeting the 
American citizens, I am tired of people 
hiding behind the flag to let China do 
it. That is what is happening. 

People are going to do it in the false 
name of freedom and in the false name 
of, oh, let’s go do this because—I don’t 
know—a former President says so or a 
media personality says so. 

How about we do our job here in the 
House Chamber to take on the Chinese 
Communist Party and not act like they 
are not doing what they are doing? I 
think it is important. I support the leg-
islation. I appreciate my friend, MIKE 
GALLAGHER, working on it. I cosponsor 
it. I will defend it tomorrow. I will de-
fend it in the future. I am defending it 
now. I hope we pass it tomorrow on the 
floor of the House. 

I want to bring something up because 
that brings up the question of the 
uniparty in this town. The fact is, we 
have, yet again, reverted to the mean. 
This town has reverted to what it does 
best, which is a handful of people mak-
ing decisions, dropping it on the floor, 
and then walking away from the delib-
erative process. 

I want to reiterate that the bill I just 
talked about, I think we should go 
through committee and I think we 
ought to amend it. We are walking 
away from our duty that we fought for 
14 months ago to have amendments, to 
open up debate, to run through the nor-
mal regular order, but more impor-
tantly than that even, to actually 
stand up to the powers that be in this 
town that make all the decisions. 

Three years ago, I stood on the floor 
and I pointed out that our border was 
in chaos already, a mere 2 months into 
the Biden administration. 

In his first full month in office, Fed-
eral law enforcement had already en-
countered more than 100,000 migrants 
at the border. It was spiking. It was 
spiking rapidly, and we all knew it. 
Those of us who went down to the 
southern border in Texas sounded the 
alarm and we got a lot of crickets in 
this town. 

That was the beginning of the radical 
progressive Democrats’ efforts to re-
shape America with mass releases into 
our country. Just in December, we saw 
370,000 migrant encounters alone. 
Three years into this crisis now, rad-
ical progressive Democrats are trying 
to blame the crisis on Republicans. 

You heard the gentleman, Mr. 
MCGOVERN from Massachusetts, on the 
floor of the House today, he said some-
thing in the ZIP Code of, Republicans 
own this crisis now—which, by the 
way, was a giveaway. It was a tell. It 
was purposeful because our radical 
Democratic colleagues worked to try 
to get a bill in the Senate so they 
would have something to hide behind. 
Unfortunately, a handful of Repub-
licans either wittingly or unwittingly 
went along, but the bill died because 
the bill doesn’t do the job. 

But here is the question: We have got 
a situation in our country where we 
have got wide-open borders. I will go 
through some of the details in a 
minute. Yet, today, we passed a resolu-
tion. 

I supported it. I voted for it. I went 
to the Rules Committee, did my job, 
defended it, argued for it, came to the 
floor, debated it, argued for it. I sup-
port it, but come on. It is a resolution. 
Why? You want to know why? Because 
we refuse to use the power of the purse 
to stop President Biden. That is the 
truth. That is what we are actually 
doing. 

Next week, in about 8 or 9 days, this 
Republican Party will saddle up with 
that Democratic Party filled with rad-
ical progressive Democrats who want 
to remake America, dump people into 
the country through mass releases. My 
Republican colleagues will saddle up 
with Democrats to pass a funding bill 
that will fund all of those open borders, 
and then they will try to go home and 
campaign: But I passed a resolution. I 
passed a bill that was named after 
Laken Riley. Aren’t I great? Aren’t I 
awesome? 

The answer to that question is, no, 
you are not. You are not great. You are 
not awesome. Great and awesome is 
when you are willing to stand up and 
fight for the people you said you would 
fight for when you came here. 

We control the power of the purse 
and I am tired of the excuses. We had 
another Member of Congress resign 
today. So now I will be told, CHIP, we 
only have a one-seat majority or two- 
seat majority. I don’t even know what 
it is anymore. 

Let me ask the question: Does it 
matter? 

In 2018, we had the House, we had the 
Senate, we had the White House, and 
we had a bigger majority than we have 
today and we utterly failed to secure 
the border. We totally dropped the ball. 
We didn’t do it. 

Why? I remember why. They would 
say, CHIP, we don’t have 60 votes in the 
Senate. Let me be very clear to the 
American people back home. There is 
always an excuse for why those who 
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campaign to come to this town fail to 
deliver. Always. 

Here is a glimpse into what we will 
be funding next week. Here is a glimpse 
into what your Members of Congress, 
both sides of the aisle, led by radical 
progressive Democrats who, by the 
way, you will get more votes out of 
them than you do out of Republicans. 

Every bill we have passed over the 
last 4 or 5 months of consequence have 
had more Democrat votes than Repub-
lican votes. Let’s be very clear. That is 
the truth. You can’t hide from the 
truth. You can’t hide behind rules 
votes. You can’t hide behind pointing 
fingers. This institution, the Repub-
licans that run it, we are giving the 
ability for bills to come off this floor 
with more Democrat votes filled with 
radical progressive Democrats who 
want to remake America than Repub-
lican votes. 

The last bill, the first half of this om-
nibus spending bill that spends at 
NANCY PELOSI’s levels—I am sorry— 
more than NANCY PELOSI’s spending 
levels, cracking the caps that we 
passed less than a year ago, that legis-
lation passed I think with only two 
Democrats voting against it. Two. 

Do you know who was in the Demo-
cratic Party? Two voted no. I think we 
had 83 Republicans vote no. You do the 
math. Which way do you think that 
bill tilts? 

Here is what we are going to fund 
next week. We had 1,200 known got- 
aways recorded at the border on Sun-
day alone. 

In this country, 1,200 people came 
into this country, we don’t know who 
they are; we don’t know where they 
came from; we don’t know what they 
are doing, but I promise you, for at 
least a large block of them, they ain’t 
up to good. 

b 1800 

Four human smuggling loads were 
caught in 48 hours in Kinney County 
just this week, just out in San Antonio. 
These are friends of mine who live in 
that county. 

Virginia authorities apprehended an 
illegal immigrant from Mexico in con-
nection with the February 29 abduction 
of a 15-year-old unaccompanied alien 
child—illegal alien. 

An illegal alien from Mexico was ar-
rested for allegedly crashing into a 
Washington State trooper while drunk 
and high, killing the 27-year-old hus-
band and father. 

I have gone through and recounted 
all the deaths. We have talked about 
Laken Riley. We have talked about the 
2-year-old who was killed just outside 
of the Nation’s Capital by somebody 
who was released here by Joe Biden. 

Meanwhile, criminals with ties to 
MS–13 and other gangs are selling fake 
green cards and Social Security cards 
to illegal aliens on street corners in 
Queens. That is happening right now. 
You are going to fund that. 

A smuggler from Sullivan City who 
led Texas DPS on a high-speed chase in 

Hidalgo County was just recently ar-
rested for evading, human smuggling, 
and DWI. 

An illegal alien from Venezuela has 
been charged with manslaughter for a 
wrong-way accident in Missouri that 
killed a 12-year-old boy. 

FBI Director Christopher Wray 
warned Monday the Bureau is ‘‘very 
concerned’’ about a human smuggling 
network with ties to ISIS that utilizes 
the southern border to gain entry into 
the United States. 

Madam Speaker, 331 known or sus-
pected terrorists were stopped at the 
border under Biden—169 in fiscal year 
2023, 58 so far this year. 

Members of a Mexican cartel shot at 
migrants who were taking Ubers to 
cross the southern border illegally, il-
legal aliens, leaving one woman dead. 
Nobody crosses the border without car-
tel permission. They have control. 

Madam Speaker, 7.3 million illegal 
aliens crossed our borders since Biden 
took office. That is more than the pop-
ulation of 36 U.S. States. 

Nearly 1.8 million known migrants 
escaped Border Patrol, the got-aways I 
was talking about before. 

We have released some 41⁄2 million of 
the 7.3 million illegal aliens that 
crossed our border. We have released 
41⁄2 million. 

I want to stop there. For my radical 
progressive Democratic colleagues who 
say that nothing is wrong and they are 
not doing anything, they are making 
policy choices to release people into 
the United States using parole author-
ity against the law to mass-release 
people, including the man who came in 
here affiliated with a dangerous gang 
in Venezuela and killed Laken Riley, 
not Lincoln Riley. 

There are 331 on the terrorist watch 
list under Biden and 75,000 fentanyl 
deaths in 2022. The administration has 
paroled 1 million illegal aliens into 
this country, many of whom come from 
Haiti and Venezuela—pause—many of 
whom come from Haiti. 

Has anybody looked at Haiti re-
cently? There is some dude named 
‘‘Barbecue’’ who is in charge of Haiti at 
the moment, basically running the 
show—a dude named ‘‘Barbecue.’’ 

We have people who are running like 
gangs and marauders and cannibals in 
Haiti, and now we are going to get a 
mass influx of people from Haiti. 

In fiscal year 2023, DHS released 
more than 233,000 under the Cuba, 
Haiti, Nicaragua, and Venezuela cat-
egorical parole program—83,200 Hai-
tians, 65,000 Venezuelans, 49,000 Cubans, 
36,000 Nicaraguans. I could go on and 
on. 

We have had more than 20,000 Chinese 
nationals encountered at the southern 
border since October 1, 2023. For con-
text, more than 24,000 Chinese nation-
als were encountered across the south-
ern border in all of fiscal year 2023. We 
have had 20,000 since October 1. 

I could go down the list, but I want 
to give time to my good friend from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. PERRY, a man who 

wore the uniform, who served his coun-
try with distinction, who serves his 
country with distinction now as a 
Member of Congress. 

My friend from Pennsylvania, I as-
sume that you are concerned. As some-
one who has defended this country 
around the globe, flew helicopters for 
the United States military, I assume it 
concerns you that we have 20,000 Chi-
nese nationals that we have encoun-
tered at the southern border since Oc-
tober 1, 2023, and that we are poised as 
Republicans to vote next week to fund 
fully, with additional money, the gov-
ernment that is doing that to the 
American people. 

Mr. PERRY. I am, my good friend 
from Texas. There were 20,000 Chinese, 
and I think to myself, how did they get 
out? How did they escape the Com-
munist Party of China? 

To my good friend, Representative 
ROY, I don’t think they escaped. I 
think the Communist Party of China 
sent them. The Communist Party of 
China uses facial recognition software 
and programs oftentimes created in the 
United States of America to track 
every single movement, every decision 
that the people of China make, so they 
know why they are here. We aren’t sure 
why they are here, but I suspect it is 
not because they love America. It is 
not because of that, and we are going 
to fund that. 

Do you know what else we are going 
to fund? You mentioned this, but I 
think it is important to put a boy’s 
name or a little girl’s name to this be-
cause that is what it is to many Ameri-
cans. Travis Wolfe, a day away from 
his 12-year-old birthday, Travis Wolfe, 
one day away from being 12, unfortu-
nately Edina Bracho, here illegally, an 
illegal foreign national to our country, 
driving 70 miles an hour in Missouri 
going the wrong way on the highway, 
crashed into his and his parents’ car. 

On March 6, they took Travis off of 
life support. He didn’t celebrate his 
12th birthday. He didn’t celebrate it be-
cause now he has passed on. 

I imagine Travis Wolfe’s parents are 
thinking: I live in America. I had 
fourth-grade civics. The Constitution 
says they are going to defend my fam-
ily and defend me against a foreign in-
vasion. I have lost my son. What am I 
paying taxes for? What am I voting for 
in this country if you can’t keep my 
son alive at the hands of someone who 
doesn’t belong here? 

Just a month ago, Travis was doing 
well, smiling and laughing, and now he 
is gone, and the parents are left with 
what? What are the parents left with? 
The consolation that we can pass a bill, 
a resolution in the House of Represent-
atives that says: Illegal foreign nation-
als in the country, that is bad. 

That doesn’t make up for Travis, I 
guarantee. I don’t know Travis. I don’t 
know his parents, but I am heart-
broken for them. If no one else will 
stand up for Travis and his parents, I 
know CHIP ROY from Texas will, and I 
certainly will as well. 
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How about Lizbeth Medina? She was 

murdered in December. Her murderer, 
Rafael Romero, was here illegally. He 
was a criminal on probation. He was 
here illegally. He had already com-
mitted crimes, but they let him out, so 
he stalked Lizbeth, and he went into 
her apartment where she lived. 

Lizbeth is 16. She lived with her 
mother. That is where kids should be, 
with their parents, but Rafael went in 
and bashed her head in. He stabbed her 
to death. 

She was a cheerleader at her high 
school with her whole life in front of 
her in America, the place that is sup-
posed to protect its citizens. Mean-
while, Lizbeth’s mom now lives in an 
empty house, I am sure heartbroken 
because her daughter is gone. 

Why is her daughter gone? Because 
President Biden says that Rafael Ro-
mero and Edina Bracho deserve to be in 
America because they came here. We 
don’t know what their circumstances 
are, but they deserve to be in America 
because everybody deserves to be in 
America. 

Even though we have a system of 
legal immigration, the same system 
that my great-grandmother and my 
grandmother used to come from Co-
lombia, South America, that system is 
not good enough even though we are 
the most generous country on the plan-
et and allow a million people to come 
to America every single year legally. 
They wait in line. They take the test. 
They oftentimes know more about 
American civics than Americans do. 
However, according to President Biden, 
how many million people, Mr. ROY? 

Mr. ROY. It is 7.3 million. 
Mr. PERRY. There are 7.3 million 

people who can come from all these 
other countries, who don’t have to 
abide by the law and can kill American 
citizens. 

Do you know what the insult to in-
jury is to Lizbeth Medina’s mother? 
Next week, we are going to make sure 
that the Federal Government is fully 
funded so they can just keep on doing 
it, keep on sending the killers to kill 
American citizens. 

It is unacceptable, unconscionable, 
and somebody has to stand up for these 
folks. If the majority of the Members 
in this Chamber won’t do it, then 
maybe the majority of the Members in 
this Chamber need to get a different 
job. I don’t know what else to say. 

We are here to represent the United 
States of America and our citizens. Our 
citizens are dying at the hands of peo-
ple who are here illegally who have 
been arrested not only for the crime of 
coming to the country illegally, dis-
respecting the people that pay the bills 
around here, disrespecting the people 
that follow the law around here, but 
then committing crimes in addition to 
that. 

Myself, Mr. ROY, and you, Madam 
Speaker, are expected to vote to fund 
all that because it is too hard not to. It 
is just too hard, Mr. ROY from Texas. 

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 

PERRY) to engage in a colloquy so the 
American people can understand what 
we are dealing with. 

Next week, we are going to take up 
the second half of an omnibus appro-
priations package. There is no other 
way to describe it. It was an omnibus 
bill broken into two parts. That omni-
bus bill would spend approximately 
$1.66 trillion or, stated in plain terms, 
$30 billion more than NANCY PELOSI’s 
spending levels passed a mere 15 
months ago with abject opposition 
from the very Republicans in this 
Chamber who are going to vote next 
week to put the bow around two bills 
to make one omnibus spending package 
that will crack the bipartisan caps that 
we could have at least adhered to in 
order to limit spending. 

Is that what the gentleman under-
stands? 

Mr. PERRY. That is what I under-
stand. How many months ago did we 
vote against this? 

Mr. ROY. About 15 months ago. 
Mr. PERRY. It was 15 months ago 

that every single Republican in this 
Chamber voted ‘‘no’’ on what was and 
what is just unbelievable spending, 
unaffordable. 

We are spending a trillion dollars 
every hundred days now. Every single 
Republican voted against it. The policy 
was awful and led to the death of these 
two individuals. 

The spending was unaffordable, and 
now, these months later, we have 
avoided an omnibus in December so 
that we can do two minibuses in 
March, and I feel so much better about 
that, don’t you, Mr. ROY? 

Mr. ROY. To be clear, we are racking 
up an additional trillion dollars of debt 
every 100 days. 

Mr. PERRY. An additional trillion. 
Mr. ROY. We are spending now, this 

year, more on interest than our na-
tional defense. We will be cracking a 
trillion dollars of interest in 2026. We 
are now going to pass a package that 
spends $1.66 trillion, which the CBO ac-
knowledges will continue to rack up 
deficits into the foreseeable future. We 
are going to do that after having voted 
for a bill last week that funded a num-
ber of things from the MILCON-VA to 
Energy-Water and to other issues. 

This next week, though, we are going 
to be voting on Defense. We are going 
to be voting on State-Foreign Oper-
ations. We are going to be voting on 
the Department of Homeland Security. 

A lot of these are bills we passed last 
year as Republicans in the House. I ask 
the gentleman, when we passed legisla-
tion last year, we passed legislation to 
push back on the radical progressive 
Democrat agenda. In the State-Foreign 
Operations bill that we will take up 
next week, I would remind, the United 
Nations is a part of it to the tune of 
$12.5 billion. By the way, Texas has had 
to spend $12.5 billion over the last 3 
years to defend itself when the Federal 
Government won’t do it. 

We are going to have $12.5 billion for 
the United Nations that is going to be 

funded this next week by this body, a 
United Nations that—let me see if the 
gentleman agrees—has the United Na-
tions Human Rights Council, which 
passed condemnatory resolutions on 
Israel 104 times to China’s zero; a 
United Nations Population Fund, 
which is complicit in China’s popu-
lation control programs; the World 
Health Organization, which is 
complicit in COVID–19; UNRWA—I 
know the gentleman is familiar with 
this one—UNRWA, the corrupt organi-
zation that has been exposed since Oc-
tober 7 in terms of its engagement in 
the barbaric attacks by Hamas on the 
people of Israel. 

We are funding it. Biden says he is 
not funding it, but will we make that 
clear next week? We did last fall. We 
made it clear, but not clear enough. 
Why is that? What did the gentleman 
do last fall? 

Mr. PERRY. We had an amendment 
on the floor to defund the United Na-
tions Relief and Works Agency that 
funds Hamas directly. Unfortunately, 
it didn’t pass, and then, within days of 
that, Hamas attacked Israel. 

b 1815 

Mr. ROY. It didn’t pass because it 
didn’t have unanimity among Repub-
licans. 

Mr. PERRY. That is correct. 
Mr. ROY. Now, will we vote this week 

to fund UNRWA? Now, even if UNRWA 
is taken out, which it is possible it will 
be, will we continue to fund all of the 
so-called humanitarian relief that is 
still getting funneled to Hamas? 

Mr. PERRY. Well, what about the 
funding to the United Nations that is 
then funneled to south of the border, 
which is used to pay the cartels to 
move people from 150-plus countries 
through my good friend CHIP ROY’s dis-
trict in Texas to the rest of the United 
States? 

Mr. ROY. Right. 
Mr. PERRY. Funding the people who 

are taking the life of Travis Wolfe and 
Lizbeth Medina, funding those people. 

Mr. ROY. Will we continue to fund 
through the State and Foreign Oper-
ations bill the President’s radical anti- 
life agenda? 

Will we pass, instead, any of the pro- 
life protections, like the Mexico City 
policy, or no? 

What will we be funding? Continu-
ation of the radical anti-life policies of 
this administration. 

Will we be voting to end, or will we 
be voting to fund all of manner of 
wasteful and woke international en-
voys: The Special Envoy for Racial Eq-
uity and Justice, the Special Envoy to 
Advance the Human Rights of LGBTQI 
Persons, the Special Envoy for Inter-
national Labor, the Special Represent-
ative for Palestinian Affairs? Will we 
be voting to fund that next week? 

Mr. PERRY. I suspect that we will 
get almost twice as many votes from 
that side of the aisle for a bill brought 
by the Republican majority, and the 
reason why that is is because most of 
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their priorities, the vast majority of 
their priorities are funded. 

Mr. ROY. The gentleman served in 
the United States Army, correct? 

Mr. PERRY. Correct. 
Mr. ROY. The gentleman flew heli-

copters in the United States Army? 
Mr. PERRY. Correct. 
Mr. ROY: He rose through the ranks 

to the title of General, correct? 
Mr. PERRY. Correct. 
Mr. ROY. Does the gentleman believe 

that next week, we, as Republicans, 
should be voting to fund chief diversity 
officers across the Department of De-
fense that are destroying recruiting 
and turning our military into a social 
engineering experiment? 

Should we fund the Air Force, which 
is reducing planned troop totals in 
their 2025 budget, cutting the total 
number of airmen in the service after 
missing its recruiting goals? 

How about transgender surgeries at 
the Department of Defense being fund-
ed? 

How about the Department of De-
fense’s abortion tourism funding? 

How about funding for a Department 
of Defense that has failed to fully rein-
state members impacted by its vaccine 
mandates, at least 8,000? I just spoke 
with one of them the other night ran-
domly at a bar/restaurant here in the 
Northern Virginia area, who was upset 
that he got forced out of service in the 
United States military. Does the gen-
tleman think we should be funding 
that? 

Mr. PERRY. The gentleman knows 
that I will be registering a strong ‘‘no’’ 
in objection to those things that are 
destroying the greatest military the 
planet has ever known. 

Mr. ROY. Yet will not the very same 
people who will stand up and say we 
must fund this do so on the backs of 
the men and women in uniform saying 
that we must do this for defense, we 
must do this to make our defense 
stronger? Will they not be voting for 
all of those policies, undermining our 
own Defense Department? 

Mr. PERRY. They will, indeed. 
Mr. ROY. On both sides of the aisle? 
Mr. PERRY. On both sides of the 

aisle. 
Mr. ROY. How about the HHS fund-

ing that we are going to be taking up 
next week, including the Office of Ref-
ugee Resettlement, which lost track, 
as the gentleman knows, of 85,000 mi-
grant children, according to that bas-
tion of rightwing conspiracy, The New 
York Times. They are working with 
the NGOs to make the crisis worse, the 
very NGOs that are receiving funding 
from the United Nations. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
just acknowledged, we are going to 
fund the United Nations, we are going 
to fund through our own HHS the Of-
fice of Refugee Resettlement, which 
lost 85,000 children, and we are not 
going to demand change, as necessary. 
Is the gentleman concerned about 
that? 

Mr. PERRY. Of course, we are all 
concerned. It is unconscionable. Those 

who disagree with us say that our posi-
tion on the border is inhumane, but I 
would submit that losing track of 
85,000 children who—just let your mind 
wander—are God knows dealing with 
what right now, turned over by cartels 
to other cartel members in the United 
States for just horrific circumstances, 
and yet we are supposed to just turn 
our face from that and act like, well, 
that is the cost of doing business? 

Mr. ROY. Does the gentleman agree 
that we will be fully funding Joe 
Biden’s student loan bailout schemes 
that were found to be unlawful by the 
United States Supreme Court? He lit-
erally stood at the microphone and 
said: I don’t care, I am doing it any-
way. Do you think we ought to be fund-
ing that? 

Mr. PERRY. Of course not. 
Mr. ROY. Should we be funding, for 

example, under COVID, the continued 
funding of the Wuhan lab or anything 
with respect to EcoHealth Alliance 
without any accountability for any of 
the people who sent our entire econ-
omy into a tailspin, racking up $8 tril-
lion of debt, sending our kids back in 
time in terms of their ability to com-
pete, should we be continuing to fund 
those entities? 

Mr. PERRY. There is no American— 
left, right, or center—listening to this 
list who says: Sign me up to support 
that. 

Mr. ROY. I guess now, in conclusion 
on this point, back to the border, an 
absolute tragedy that is unfolding for 
Americans reeling, like Laken Riley’s 
parents, like Lizbeth’s mom—by the 
way, you left out the fact, I under-
stand, that she was supposed to be 
cheering at an event. Her mom went 
there to go see her daughter, and when 
her daughter didn’t show up, she had to 
go home to find her daughter’s lifeless 
body in the bathtub, killed by some-
body here illegally, an illegal alien. 

Again, I want to be very clear, the 
President of the United States, wheth-
er he knows it or not, a subject that we 
explored today in the Judiciary Com-
mittee, whether it is willful or not, he 
is certainly complicit because the buck 
stops with the President that they are 
releasing people into the United States 
in mass form, contrary to law, and en-
dangering people like Laken Riley, like 
Lizbeth, like the 2-year-old out here in 
Montgomery County, like hundreds of 
examples, thousands of fentanyl 
deaths. 

By the way, put all that aside, the 
fact is, we are destroying our country 
through the weight of what that means 
for our school districts, our prisons, 
our hospitals, what it means for 
healthcare. 

We have 50 million foreign-born peo-
ple in this country. My colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle act like 
somehow this is anti-immigrant or 
that we don’t want to have immigrants 
in the United States when nothing 
could be further from the truth. 

I assume that the vast majority of 
the people that I know working at Bor-

der Patrol, for example, who I know to 
be majority Hispanic, they want the 
law to be enforced. 

I assume that we want to back the 
people who want the law enforced. Yet 
I want to be clear, we are going to fund 
all the things we just articulated and 
fund a Department of Homeland Secu-
rity to continue to carry out mass re-
leases in the form of parole, asylum, 
abuse of the law, undermining our se-
curity and safety. 

By the way, I would point out, we are 
going to continue to fund the salary of 
Alejandro Mayorkas, who we im-
peached for violating his oath to the 
Constitution, violating the laws and 
endangering the American people. How 
does the gentleman feel about that? 

Mr. PERRY. Just astounding. It is 
astounding that that is our cir-
cumstance, yet that is where we find 
ourselves, and that is where Americans 
find themselves. I mean, some of the 
folks who know me say: Oh, you are so 
dramatic. You are so dramatic about 
it, and it is really not that bad. Immi-
gration has always been an issue; it 
hasn’t changed that much. You are just 
trying to increase people’s anxiety. 
You are over the top. 

I don’t know, but I guarantee you, 
Travis Wolfe’s parents, Lizbeth 
Medina’s mother, Laken Riley’s par-
ents, there is nothing more dramatic 
than losing your child. The hopeless-
ness that they must feel at the inabil-
ity to do anything about it, knowing 
that this is happening in the country, 
knowing that we know. They know we 
know. 

We read the news, we see the names, 
we hear the stories, but we are going to 
fund it. What are we going to say to 
them when we fund it? It is the best we 
could do? That is the best we could do? 

I know that Mr. ROY feels the same 
way. No one else is here. The Speaker 
is here, the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
ROY) is here, I am here. I am sure there 
is a lot going on in Washington, D.C., 
tonight. I am sure there is. We are 
going to use this time to honor and to 
acknowledge Travis Wolfe, Lizbeth Me-
dina, Laken Riley, and the 100,000 
Pennsylvanians who died of drug 
overdoses last year. That is happening 
for a reason. 

It is happening because these drugs 
are coming across our border. The car-
tels are running them. China is pro-
viding them, and America under this 
President is doing nothing to stop it. 

Mr. ROY. The America I know en-
forces the rule of law. The America I 
know establishes a rule of law that at-
tracts people from the world to come 
to our country. That is why people 
come to the United States of America, 
because the rule of law affords them 
the ability to prosper. 

However, we are undermining the 
very thing that attracts people from 
around the world to come here. I know 
it is equality, justice, and freedom, but 
if you don’t have the rule of law, none 
of those things matter. 

If you don’t have the rule of law, you 
will have chaos. 
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If you don’t have the rule of law, you 

have what is happening in Haiti. 
If you don’t have the rule of law, you 

don’t have a country. 
If you don’t have sovereignty and 

borders, you don’t have a country. 
If you don’t have that, then there is 

no America to stand side by side with 
Israel. 

If you don’t have that, there is no 
America to even try to come to the res-
cue of any country like Ukraine or 
anybody else. 

If you don’t have a country, you have 
nothing on this Earth to be able to or-
ganize, to be able to defend the very 
liberty that we say this country stands 
for. 

I would note that this body, Repub-
licans, passed H.R. 2 just under a year 
ago. That bill would demonstrably 
change the situation at the border. It 
would enforce the law. It would rees-
tablish the rule of law. It would still 
allow people to come here and make 
claims when they need them if they are 
being persecuted for their religious be-
liefs or political beliefs, but they would 
do so through the normal order. 

The chaos would end. America would 
be better off, the Western Hemisphere 
would be better off, the world would be 
better off. Most of the individuals seek-
ing to come to this country would, 
frankly, be better off, so they are not 
being abused by cartels or being forced 
to run from the Darien Gap all the way 
up through Mexico to make the tough 
journey to come to America, then they 
get here and have difficulty. 

Why do I want to bring that up? I am 
going to be wrapping up here reason-
ably shortly so we can give the floor to 
another colleague. So why does it mat-
ter that we passed that bill last year? 
Because it is a good bill. It is a bill 
that would do the job. 

While my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle are playing games try-
ing to hide behind legislation in the 
Senate that never would have gotten 
the job done, our colleague from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) today gave 
up the game on the floor today when he 
said: Republicans own this issue now. 
It was purposeful. He gave it up. He 
gave away the game. They want to hide 
behind a bill they knew wouldn’t pass. 

We passed legislation that would 
make a difference. It would save peo-
ple’s lives. It would be better for mi-
grants, better for our country. 

Here is the thing: I hear a lot of my 
colleagues on this side of the aisle run 
around and say something like, well, 
can we just get migrant protection pro-
tocols? Can we just get remain in Mex-
ico? 

Let me be very clear. That will not 
fix it. If you simply pass migrant pro-
tection protocol requirements, the 
President can just ignore them. If you 
do not end the releases, if you do not 
force an end to the releases—which, by 
the way, I did in a 3-page bill—then 
you have no border security. You can-
not implement remain in Mexico and 
believe that that alone will solve the 

problem when parole is being abused, 
asylum is being abused, unaccom-
panied children will be abused. How-
ever, that is what some of our col-
leagues, even on this side of the aisle, 
are saying will be a solution if we 
package it together with Ukraine or 
Israel to move a bill. 

Let me be very clear to everybody 
watching, any of our colleagues sitting 
in their offices watching: That is not 
good enough. It won’t work. Don’t 
bring that to the floor. That is not the 
way we should go. 

At the end of the day, earlier today 
this Chamber passed a resolution con-
demning the Biden administration for 
its failures at the border for releasing 
people into the United States. Every 
Republican voted for it. Every Repub-
lican voted for it. Fine. 

What will it do? What will it actually 
do? I voted for it. The President should 
be condemned. How many of those 
same Republicans are going to vote 
next week, though, to fund fully at a 
higher level the very things they voted 
against—or condemned, I should say— 
in the resolution that they just passed 
today? What do you think, my friend 
from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PERRY. It is going to be quite a 
number. Unfortunately, it is going to 
be quite a number of Republicans. 

This week, they will say they con-
demn the Biden administration for 
dereliction of duty, the lost lives cre-
ated by wide-open borders. Then next 
week they will say: Well, we didn’t 
have any choice. We had to fund it. We 
didn’t have any choice. There was 
nothing more we could do. 

That is the sad state of affairs, and 
that is how our country ends up $34 
trillion in debt, racking up $100 trillion 
every 100 days of additional debt with 
murderers who have been caught by 
the law out running around here ille-
gally killing American citizens. That is 
how you end up with that. Unfortu-
nately, that is what we are headed for. 

b 1830 
We are supposed to take a victory lap 

because it didn’t happen in December. 
It wasn’t the pre-Christmas omnibus, 
so that is a win. That is something to 
celebrate. That is what I am told. 

I guarantee you, Lisbeth’s mom and 
Travis’ parents are not celebrating 
that. They want something done. They 
demand something be done. 

We can’t bring back their loved ones, 
but we can damn sure make sure that 
it doesn’t happen to anyone else. The 
way to do that is to stop funding this 
wide-open border. 

People say: Well, you passed H.R. 2. 
It is dead on arrival in the Senate. 
They are never going to take it up. You 
have to accept something less. 

How about we accept something less 
that is this? How about this President 
institute the same policies he evis-
cerated on day one of his Presidency 
and at least start bringing us back to 
some semblance of a nation that has a 
border, that is sovereign, and that is 
determining its own destiny? 

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, I will 
close with this. In a couple of years, 
this country is going to be celebrating 
its 250th birthday on July 2, 2026. 

The question we have to ask our-
selves is whether or not we are going to 
have a country that we pass down to 
our kids and grandkids. I believe we 
can and will. 

I believe we only will if the people 
who campaign and go to the people 
saying that they are going to change 
this town, saying that they are going 
to stop the unlimited spending, saying 
that they are going to do something 
about a trillion dollars of debt racked 
up every 100 days, saying they are 
going to do something about a trillion 
dollars of interest in 2026—we are 
spending more on interest than our na-
tional debt—saying that they are going 
to secure the border of the United 
States, saying that they are going to 
end the woke and weaponized govern-
ment targeting the American people, 
saying that they are going to make 
sure that we don’t have endless wars 
that are making our military over-
stretched and overrun and making it 
difficult for our men and women in uni-
form with a woke military and under-
mining their ability to recruit and 
have a military that functions, when 
our colleagues go out and campaign on 
those things, we should deliver. 

We should do something about it. We 
should be willing to give up the pre-
cious, to quote ‘‘The Lord of the 
Rings,’’ give up the precious of an elec-
tion certificate if it means taking the 
steps necessary to fight for this coun-
try. 

When the Founders gave us the power 
of the purse, articulated well in Fed-
eralist No. 58 by James Madison and 
otherwise throughout the Founding 
documents, that power of the purse was 
supposed to be used. 

If you don’t use it, what do you have 
left? An impeachment that you send 
over to the Senate to die in the Senate 
and then go campaign on it. 

The balance of power matters. The 
separation of power matters. When a 
President of the United States is ignor-
ing the law and the Supreme Court, 
violating all the norms of the past to 
undermine our sovereignty, endanger 
the American people, spend money we 
don’t have, ignore the law, and make 
us weaker around the globe, when the 
President of the United States is doing 
those things, it is incumbent upon the 
House and the Senate, but particularly 
the House, to do something about it. 

You shouldn’t hide behind rules 
votes, thin majorities, and what the 
Senate has or doesn’t have to say that 
we could use that power of the purse to 
force change out of a President. 

I, for one, believe that on July 2, 2026, 
we are going to be able to stand up and 
say that we are doing the right thing. 

I believe something is stirring in this 
country. I believe people are seeing 
what is actually happening. I believe 
people are seeing their country being 
taken away from them. 
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We are seeing people like Riley 

Gaines standing up. We are seeing peo-
ple like Chloe Cole stand up against 
the madness, as well as Scott Smith in 
Loudoun County. 

We are seeing the people around this 
country stand up and make their 
voices be heard, the parents who have 
taken their schools back, the parents 
who stood up in Texas and just had a 
strong election to try to force that 
State to stand up for universal school 
choice, to empower parents rather than 
bureaucrats, to stand up for our kids. 

I believe that the American people 
are right now going through a great 
awakening, and it is time for the peo-
ple in this body to catch up to the peo-
ple. 

It is time for the people in this body 
to stand up and do our part to make 
sure we restore that constitutional 
order and the very premise outlined in 
the Declaration of Independence for the 
pursuit of happiness so that in July 
2026, we can say that our people live in 
a free country and that we have, in 
fact, kept the Republic, to quote 
Franklin after the Constitutional Con-
vention. 

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

f 

FALSE AND MISLEADING STATE-
MENTS IN STATE OF THE UNION 
ADDRESS 

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. 

Mr. KILEY. Madam Speaker, last 
week, President Biden presented his 
State of the Union Address, and the re-
views from the public show it to be the 
most poorly received of any that has 
ever been measured, since the State of 
the Union has appeared on television. 
It is no secret why. 

The President’s tone and his general 
approach to the address really encap-
sulated why a lot of people are so 
turned off by politics and the work of 
our government these days. 

The partisanship and the eagerness 
to cast blame and to scapegoat rather 
than to seek common ground and find 
solutions is exactly why so many peo-
ple are so frustrated with the direction 
of our country. 

On top of that, the President said a 
lot of things that just simply didn’t ac-
cord with reality, so today, I want to 
present the 10 most false and mis-
leading statements from President 
Biden’s State of the Union address. 

First, near the beginning of his 
speech, President Biden said not since 
President Lincoln and the Civil War 
have freedom and democracy been 
under assault here at home as they are 
today. I am afraid that President Biden 
has a very short memory because we 
all just lived through the COVID era. 

Starting in March 2020, the most 
basic freedoms and tenets of democ-
racy were not just assaulted in this 

country, but they vanished entirely in 
many places. 

Governors like Gavin Newsom in 
California declared the legislative 
branch abolished and barricaded Cap-
itol buildings—this Capitol itself was 
barricaded—ruling by executive de-
crees, even threatening to declare mar-
tial law. 

Citizens were not allowed to leave 
their homes. Businesses were not al-
lowed to open their doors. Children 
were not allowed to go to school or 
play sports. 

People of faith were not allowed to 
worship or even gather for Bible study. 
Beaches were declared off-limits. Cur-
fews were imposed even for adults hav-
ing dinner with one other couple in a 
private residence. 

Pedestrians were tackled literally for 
not wearing masks while walking 
around outdoors. Employees were fired 
from their jobs. Kids were expelled 
from school. Consumers were banned 
from coffee shops over their personal 
medical decisions. 

Social media users were suspended 
for deviating from the government-ap-
proved narrative, even if they happened 
to present true information. 

It is understandable why Biden would 
like to pretend that none of this ever 
happened, but we all lived through it, 
and the scars will be with our country 
for a very long time. 

A second related statement that the 
President made is that the pandemic 
no longer controls our lives. The truth 
is, the pandemic never controlled our 
lives. It was government actions in re-
sponse to the pandemic that controlled 
our lives. 

If you look at the data now where 
you had different States that took very 
different approaches in dealing with 
COVID, what we have learned is that 
States like California, which had by far 
the worst lockdowns and restrictions 
on personal freedoms, where people’s 
lives were controlled far more than any 
other State, actually had among the 
worst public health outcomes as well. 

What you see on the part of many 
and, in particular, the Biden adminis-
tration is that it is very clear that this 
was, in many ways, the worst set of 
policy decisions our country has seen 
in modern times. 

Restrictions on personal liberty, 
damage to our economy, and damage to 
our children was done for absolutely no 
reason. 

There is an attempt to pretend that 
none of this ever even occurred, which 
is what the President’s remarks in his 
State of the Union is an example of, 
but even more so, look at the testi-
mony of members of this administra-
tion before Congress this term. 

You had Education Secretary Miguel 
Cardona give false testimony to the 
Education and the Workforce Com-
mittee when he claimed that he never 
encouraged States to adopt student 
vaccine mandates when he did pre-
cisely that. 

You had Health and Human Services 
Secretary Becerra claim in testimony 

before our committee that he never 
forced anyone to do anything and 
didn’t impose a toddler mask mandate 
when, in fact, Head Start, which is 
under his jurisdiction, did have a mask 
mandate for 2-year-olds and up, which 
flew in the face of even the policy of 
the European counterparts of the CDC 
and the World Health Organization. 
Mr. Becerra, by the way, could not 
point to one public health benefit of 
that policy. 

You also had Douglas Parker, who is 
the head of OSHA, in testimony before 
my subcommittee claim that the Biden 
administration never tried to do an 
employer vaccine mandate when, in 
fact, they tried to do just that, which 
would have applied to tens of millions 
of Americans if the United States Su-
preme Court had not struck it down. 

The third statement from President 
Biden was a statement that he has al-
ready cut the Federal deficit by over $1 
trillion. This is just plainly numeri-
cally false. 

When President Biden took office, 
the national debt was $27.8 trillion. 
Today, it is $34.2 trillion. In just a few 
years, it has gone from $27.8 trillion to 
$34.2 trillion. 

The reason is no mystery. The Presi-
dent went on a massive spending spree 
with bills passed that included mul-
tiple trillion-dollar increases in spend-
ing, which, of course, has not only in-
creased the debt beyond anything that 
we have ever seen but is what triggered 
this inflation crisis that is still causing 
so many American families to struggle. 

That brings me to the next state-
ment of the President during the State 
of the Union, which is that now our 
economy is the envy of the world. Far 
from being the envy of the world, our 
economy is a source of great dis-
satisfaction from the folks who live in 
our country. 

A recent New York Times poll asked: 
Do you think the economy is better or 
worse than it was 4 years ago, or is it 
about the same? 

Mr. Speaker, 21 percent said it is bet-
ter; 63 percent said it is worse. Three 
times as many people said the economy 
is worse today than it was 4 years ago. 

The Times poll also asked: Thinking 
about the Nation’s economy, how 
would you rate economic conditions 
today? Mr. Speaker, 28 percent said ei-
ther excellent or good, and 72 percent 
said only fair or poor—28 percent to 72 
percent. 

A related statement from the Presi-
dent’s State of the Union was that 
wages keep going up, and inflation 
keeps coming down. Both are demon-
strably false. 

In fact, since President Biden took 
office, real wages and take-home pay 
have decreased in some sense because 
folks are not getting the same number 
of hours that they used to be getting. 
When it comes to inflation, here are 
just a few statistics for you. Prices 
today at this point compared to 3 years 
ago, the price of gasoline has gone up 
by over 33 percent, the price of hotel 
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