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in 1944 with the Supreme Court deci-
sion of Smith v. Allwright when they 
outlawed White-only primaries. 

Following this decision, Black voter 
registration went up. It moved from 
1,000 in 1944 to 120,000 in 1952 and 160,000 
in 1956. 

Despite some legal progress, Jim 
Crow laws were still alive and well in 
Southern States. Substantial progress 
was made through the Voting Rights 
Act of 1956, 1957, and 1960, which au-
thorized the United States Attorney 
General to file lawsuits on behalf of 
Americans who were denied the right 
to vote and gave them the ability to in-
vestigate threats on civil rights. 

A watershed moment occurred when 
we passed the 1964 Voting Rights Act 
and the 1965 Voting Rights Act, which 
made Jim Crow practices and discrimi-
nation illegal. Thank God for sub-
section 5. I will take a moment of per-
sonal privilege to talk about that sub-
section because it really affected me. 

Every law that was passed in my 
State of Louisiana had to be precleared 
by the Justice Department, and then 
there was a challenge to that, Shelby 
v. Holder. 

Every progress we have made, all the 
sacrifices all the leaders have made, 
like John Lewis, Martin Luther King, 
Shirley Chisholm, and Jesse Jackson, 
they kept making these pushes because 
they knew it was a hard time for peo-
ple. 

Lastly, let me just tell you, these 
State laws are real. Last year, I served 
as a member of the Louisiana State 
Senate, and several attempts were 
made to make it more difficult on a 
State level for people to register to 
vote: S. 226 dealt with absentee ballots, 
and it required you to put your moth-
er’s maiden name on your voter appli-
cation or your vote would be thrown 
out. S. 218 prohibits individuals from 
assisting elderly people in registering 
to vote. 

I say to you, Mr. Speaker, Congress 
should advance legislation like the 
John R. Lewis Voting Rights Advance-
ment Act and the Freedom to Vote Act 
to increase equal access across the vot-
ing ballot. 

Ms. MCCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for his remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, I stand here as I start-
ed, the great-granddaughter of Henry 
David Davidson, who had to take a lit-
eracy test and find three White men to 
vouch for him to be able to register to 
vote in 1902. 

I stand here the daughter and grand-
daughter of two men named James 
Fennimore McClellan, who had to pay 
poll taxes to be able to register to vote. 

I stand here the daughter of Lois 
McClellan, the first woman in her fam-
ily who was able to vote when the Vot-
ing Rights Act of 1965 was passed in her 
thirties. 

I took my oath of office on the Bible 
in which my father kept this poll tax 
receipt to remind me that I owe it to 
them to fight for the sacred right to 
vote. 

I stand here as the first Black woman 
elected to Congress from Virginia. Vir-
ginia is the birthplace of American de-
mocracy, but her labor was long and 
her birthing pains deep; the home of 
the first representative democracy in 
the Western Hemisphere where only 
White land-owning men could vote; the 
home, the birthplace, of American 
slavery; and the birthplace of Thomas 
Jefferson, who wrote that all men are 
created equal and endowed by their 
creator with the unalienable rights of 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-
ness. He excluded nearly half a million 
enslaved men and women, indeed, all 
the women who resided in the Thirteen 
Colonies, including in his beloved Mon-
ticello. 

The Delegates to the Continental 
Congress ignored Abigail Adams’ plea 
to ‘‘remember the ladies and be 
[kinder] to them than your ancestors.’’ 

Virginia is the birthplace of James 
Madison, who was the architect of the 
Virginia Plan that created a Constitu-
tion and a government by, of, and for 
the people in order to form a more per-
fect Union. 

Not only did they not remember the 
ladies, but they considered the 
enslaved people who served them every 
day to be three-fifths of a person for 
purposes of this body, apportionment, 
and taxation, and they excluded indige-
nous people altogether. 

Since 1789, the story of America has 
been one of each generation trying to 
make true for all Americans the prom-
ise of our founding documents. It is a 
story of cyclical trauma as the Civil 
War tore this country apart; Recon-
struction sought to bind its wounds; 
and a violent backlash of white su-
premacy erased the gains made by for-
merly enslaved men, like my prede-
cessor John Mercer Langston, the first 
Black man to serve in this body from 
Virginia. 

It is a story of persistence, the per-
sistence of women forcing a seat at the 
table of democracy and bringing a fold-
ing chair like Shirley Chisholm when 
they weren’t let in. It is a story of the 
Federal Government advancing, re-
treating, advancing, and retreating in 
the battle to protect every American 
citizen’s right to vote. 

We are in the backlash right now 
that we have seen to that progress, and 
I stand here with my father’s poll tax 
receipt behind me to remind me: We 
cannot go back. We cannot go back to 
a time when, in the name of voter in-
tegrity, barriers are put in people’s 
way, poll taxes are put in people’s way, 
and the requirement to pay money to 
prove you have the right to vote is im-
posed on American citizens. 

Mr. Speaker, I am tired. I am tired of 
fighting the same fights as my parents, 
my grandparents, and my great-grand-
parents, but I fight those fights as a 
member of the Congressional Black 
Caucus, the conscience of the Congress, 
from a position of more power and 
strength than they ever dreamed. I 
fight those fights so that our children 
and grandchildren don’t have to. 

I implore this body not to take a 
giant step back by imposing Jim Crow 
2.0 and a poll tax through the SAVE 
Act or the President’s executive order. 

The right to vote is sacred. We will 
defend it. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CRANK). Members are reminded to re-
frain from engaging in personalities to-
ward the President. 

f 

U.S. BORROWS $6 BILLION A DAY 
(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-

icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. SCHWEIKERT 
of Arizona was recognized for 30 min-
utes.) 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, for-
give me as we get ourselves organized 
here. Our friends on the other side 
ended a little faster than we expected. 

Mr. Speaker, I am going to do some-
thing a little dangerous. Have you 
heard the saying you should never go 
to bed mad? I think there should be an-
other rule. You probably shouldn’t 
come behind these microphones 
cranky, but let’s have at it. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been walking 
through numbers after numbers. For a 
decade now, I have come behind this 
microphone trying to walk through the 
scale of our borrowing, the scale of 
what is going on. The fact that most of 
it is driven by our demographics is giv-
ing a little bit of an excuse. Saying 
that makes it so it is not Democratic 
or Republican; it is just math. At 
Home, I represent the Scottsdale-Phoe-
nix area. I am trying to figure out 
what is going on in our brothers and 
sisters on the left’s heads. 

I get it. They are cranky. As a former 
Senator that I sat next to from my 
State was sharing with me, one of the 
great frustrations of Democrats in my 
area is, for 15 years, they raised money 
and ran on marriage equality. Well, 
that is pretty much settled. They ran 
on the right to terminate pregnancies. 
Well, now that is in my State constitu-
tion. 

What do they run on now? They run 
on rage, apparently. 

b 2045 
I want to get this out of my head be-

fore I start to walk through some of 
the math. You have a country that is 
borrowing about $6 billion a day, about 
$70,000 a second. In a decade, there is 
data saying 30 percent of our tax re-
ceipts will go just to pay interest. 

The wheels are coming off, and, in-
stead, the brain trust of some of these 
folks—okay, I accept the tonal quality 
of some of the folks out of the White 
House isn’t warm and cuddly, but do 
you go around neighborhoods, offices, 
and stick Nazi signs on their cars? 

My wife drives a Tesla. We bought it 
a couple years ago. It is funny, at that 
time she got teased a bit: Oh, now you 
are driving an electric car. I thought 
you guys were really conservative. 

Is this where your heads are at? 
Sticking Nazi things on people’s wind-
shields? There is no way they knew it 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 10:16 Apr 01, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00026 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K31MR7.057 H31MRPT1dm
w

ils
on

 o
n 

D
S

K
7X

7S
14

4P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H1367 March 31, 2025 
was my wife’s car. She just has a little 
BASIS sticker, which is a charter 
school my kids go to. 

This is really the quality of conversa-
tion discourse of communication that 
is going on with the leftwing activists 
in my community. It is not: Hey, 
David, we are concerned about Med-
icaid. Here are ideas how you can deal 
with the debt and deficit so we have 
the resources. No, because it is this 
really highbrow, intellectual discus-
sion with our brothers and sisters on 
the other side, stick Nazi things on 
people’s cars. This is what you have 
come down to? This is what is going 
on? Come on, people. 

Look, I almost always start with this 
chart. You see what is in blue? It is de-
fense and nondefense discretionary. It 
is—we expect it to be 26, 25 percent of 
spending. Last year, for every dollar 
this country took in in tax collections, 
we spent $1.39, but everything we vote 
on is 26 percent of the budget. Does 
anyone see a math problem? 

We are going to get behind the micro-
phones and have honest discussions of 
how we are going to save the country. 
If it is about programs the left cares 
about, help us figure out how to pay for 
it. Yet, when you actually look at 
some of the spending and debt—I think 
I have the chart. We actually did some 
of the math. 

The crazy thing, one of my Demo-
cratic neighbors who makes a lot of 
money, he has a beautiful home: David, 
is it true that the President is even 
talking about going back to the 2017 
tax rate for high-income earners? 

Well, apparently the President said 
something like that on Friday. 

Well, David, do you think that is 
fair? 

This is a guy I know is a Democrat 
because he has Democratic signs even 
of my opponents in his front yard. 

We did the basic math. If you actu-
ally were saying, let’s just go back to 
the tax rate for the top earners back to 
2017, it is $32.7 billion over 10 years. 
Okay, we can all divide that by 10, so 
let’s call it $3.2 billion a year. 

We borrow $6 billion a day. If that is 
$3.2 billion, you functionally bought 
yourself 121⁄2, 13 hours’ worth of bor-
rowing for the entire year, and there is 
the mental breakdown. The left runs 
around and says: Raise taxes. Okay. We 
are going to borrow 7.3 percent of GDP, 
which is my latest number. Some of 
the other economists are around 7.2 
percent of GDP. Either way, you can go 
to the Manhattan Institute and read 
the articles. It is from Democratic lit-
erature that if you take every tax they 
have that they have scored: Raise tax 
on capital gains, raise tax on income, 
raise tax on businesses, raise tax here. 

I am sorry for talking so fast. Believe 
it or not, I live on coffee, and I need to 
apparently deal with my issue with a 
12-step group for coffee. 

However, the point I am going to, 
read the article. All those taxes when 
you do the economic adjustment is 
about 11⁄2 percent of GDP. This place 

lies. Excuse me, we make up math be-
cause it is really hard to tell people the 
truth. Almost every cut we talk about 
as Republicans is about 1 percent or so 
of GDP. 

I am enraged right now because I am 
hearing down the hallway the Senate, 
they are talking about doing their rec-
onciliation budget and setting a floor, 
saying: We are not going to allow the 
Senate to pass budget cuts of less than 
$3 billion. Huh? 

I am upset that ours is so anemic at 
like $11⁄2 trillion, but if they do $3 bil-
lion, it is functionally a half a day of 
borrowing. This is, yea, go team. 

Look, at some point, the math is the 
reality. Why is it so hard to tell the 
truth? One of the other points I sort of 
want to make—and I stole this graphic 
from another group, thank you. Base-
line. Baseline. Baseline law, not base-
line policy. The law. I will explain that 
later. 

Over the next 10 years, we are going 
to spend $86 trillion. We are talking 
about, at best, on the House budget res-
olution cutting $2 trillion over those 10 
years. That is 2.3 percent. Oh, God, 
dear Heaven, you are butchering gov-
ernment. It is 2.3 percent. You are tell-
ing me that if we didn’t grind through 
government, look at our programs, 
look at all the reports the GAO and 
others have given of the waste and 
fraud and just programs that haven’t 
been authorized in decades, you 
couldn’t find 2.3 percent, but it is easi-
er to go stick this sort of crap on my 
wife’s windshield than it is to do the 
intellectual work of saying, hey, we 
think we have more elegant ideas on 
how to reform spending in government, 
modernize it, make it better, faster, 
cheaper for the American people. No, 
we would rather burn things down. 

Are we all proud of ourselves? The 
fact of the matter is $86 trillion in 
spending over the next 10 years, and at 
best our budget reconciliation is 2.3 
percent of that spending. 

This is the one I get complaints from 
everyone, so please understand, I am 
trying to offend everyone with facts 
and math. If you do all this—because 
we have a number of Senators over 
there saying: Don’t cut any spending. 
They are Republicans. 

When you hear someone say: We 
should do baseline policy, not the law. 
What they are basically saying is they 
don’t want to have to deal with telling 
the truth of the math. 

Let’s take a look here. We finished 
this fiscal year $37.2 trillion in debt as 
a country. Baseline, we add $22 trillion 
of additional borrowing over the next 
10 years. If we were to do the tax exten-
sions, which we really need to protect 
the middle class and others by not rais-
ing their taxes, but if we were to do it 
without any offsets and then you add 
in the interest, that is about another 
$6.8 trillion of borrowing. Then if we 
were to take care of the President’s re-
quests, that is another $8 trillion, func-
tionally saying we will borrow more in 
this 10-year period than we did in the 

previous 240 years. On the day we are 
elected we are going to double 240 years 
of borrowing. 

Are we proud of ourselves? This is 
how we are going to save the Republic? 
We are going to continue to just bury 
it in debt because it is hard to tell peo-
ple the truth about the math? 

I have a caveat on this board. We 
don’t have a subscription to Moody’s 
Analytics. It is expensive. Congres-
sional Research Service doesn’t have 
one, but we found four or five articles 
talking about Moody’s saying their 
model says in 2035, nine budget years 
from now, 10 years from now, 30 per-
cent of all U.S. tax receipts—so you 
pay a dollar in taxes, 30 cents of it just 
paid interest. 

Think about that. In 10 years, 30 per-
cent. This year, it is 18 percent. Dear 
Heaven, there is a model out there that 
actually shows that if interest rates 
were to go up 1 percent in that nine 
budget years, it is like 45 percent of all 
U.S. tax receipts go just to interest. 

We are playing a very dangerous 
game here, but at least we can stick 
things on Teslas and protest and be 
angry because God forbid we talk about 
actual math. 

In 71⁄2, 8 years from now, the Social 
Security trust fund is empty. The law 
says you cut benefits. That is a 21 per-
cent cut. We double senior poverty in 
America. How many people do you 
think come behind these microphones 
are willing to have a conversation of 
how we are going to save it? 

The first year, my math, actually the 
Joint Economic economists’ math, the 
first year—so if the trust fund is gone 
in 2033, in 2034 it is over $600 billion 
just to make up that shortfall. That 
makes what we are talking about here 
in the budget resolution tiny. Those 
are only like $200 billion a year. We are 
talking $600 billion a year, and it grows 
just to cover the Social Security trust 
fund being gone. 

That is 71⁄2, 8 years from now. Are we 
going to talk about that, though? No, 
because they are going to run tele-
vision ads beating the crap out of us 
because we tried to figure out a way to 
save it. The perversity of this place. 
They don’t give a damn about some-
one’s future, their poverty. It is about 
winning the next election and raising 
money on it. 

We have got to tell the truth also 
what is going on in our country. You 
all saw the updates from the Census 
Bureau basically saying after next year 
if you zero out immigration, our num-
ber of prime-age workers starts to fall. 
As a matter of fact, there is a dataset. 
Now, we have been using 8 years from 
now because that was the official Cen-
sus Bureau number. 

There are a couple demographers out 
there who wrote articles a week ago 
saying, we may have already hit more 
deaths than births in America. I need 
you to process what that means. You 
have a system where Social Security, 
the financing of Medicare, financing of 
so many of our pensions relies on a 
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growth of the working population, par-
ticularly those prime-age workers. 

If we are now entering a time of a 
shortage of young people—in 2027, not 
that long from now, we actually go 
negative of prime-age workers. 

Maybe our committees should maybe 
invite in a demographer and talk about 
saying, is this Republican or Demo-
crat? Starting in 1990, we started to 
roll over the number of children we 
had. Now we are paying the price for it. 
Now make these long-run programs, 
which are pay-as-you-go math, make 
them work. 

This should be scaring the hell out of 
this place. Oh, no, David, we can’t tell 
our voters that. It is harder to raise 
money when you tell them the truth of 
how hard the future is. 

It is fixable. I have done presentation 
after presentation of adoption of tech-
nology, redesigning some of the pro-
grams where you don’t cut anything, 
but you do really hard stuff. The prob-
lem is our hallways are crowded with 
people. Here it is all about the money. 
Understand, Congress is really about 
one thing: Money. The inefficiencies, 
the design failures for these bureauc-
racies, for the business models that 
make their living off government, that 
is their profit. They actually like the 
inefficiencies. 

We came and showed some charts I 
think a week or two ago just our cal-
culations that there could be $25 billion 
a year in duplicative MRIs, X-rays, 
ultrasound scans in Medicare. Does a 
duplicative scan when it is not nec-
essary make someone healthier? 

On the other hand, you could actu-
ally do something crazy, take the scan, 
attach it to one of these things, the lit-
tle supercomputer in your pocket, and 
carry it around with you. There it is. 
Did that cut anyone’s service? Mr. 
Speaker, $25 billion this year times 10? 
It is a quarter trillion dollars with one 
little reform. 

b 2100 

The perversity of this place when I do 
that piece of legislation is that I will 
get attacks saying I am trying to cut 
benefits. No, I am trying to save the 
programs. 

I guess it would cause the difficulty 
of math, having to design and put 
something on paper, and getting some 
of the economists to work through it, 
but that is our job. We are the board of 
directors of the biggest economy in the 
world, the biggest entity in the world. 
We are going to spend over $7 trillion 
this year. Of course, we are only going 
to take in $2 trillion in taxes, meaning 
we may borrow about $2.1 trillion, $2.3 
trillion this year to keep the wheels 
on. 

The scale of this should be scaring 
the hell out of people. Look, the demo-
graphic curve, when we start to think 
right now, in 2024, we have 2.9 people 
working for every person receiving 
their benefits. A decade from now, that 
is going to fall to 2.7, 2.6. Then, it real-
ly starts to crash. When we start to 

look at the 30-year window, we are 
down to about 2.4. That may not mean 
much to you, but trying to make these 
numbers work, it can be done. It is just 
hard. 

You are going to hear people come 
behind these microphones, give these 
beautiful speeches of how they want to 
save the Republic, how we care about 
the future, how we care about our kids, 
how we care about your retirement, 
and then we will do nothing that is ac-
tually hard. It is just immoral. It is 
just absolutely immoral. 

I try over and over. When I am doing 
these, I am trying to do a better job of 
bringing examples of where we can 
save. 

I am going to admit DOGE and those, 
I am fascinated with the data mining 
and those things. I know the quality of 
the gentleness or gentility of the com-
munications. They have a hard, rough 
edge. The fact of the matter is a lot of 
the craziness actually wasn’t coming 
from them. It was coming from people 
in the bureaucracy trying to throw out 
stuff to make it more difficult and just 
really anger people. Then, the govern-
ment unions have to try to light things 
on fire, so disharmony. 

We have five major databases in the 
Federal Government. Is it Republican 
or Democrat to just build a world 
where those databases would talk to 
each other? If there is potential of $100 
billion a year in misallocations and 
fraud and these things, and you could 
fix it by just having the databases talk 
to each other and know this is a 
fraudster, this person isn’t with us any-
more, they have gone on to their re-
ward, but somehow they are out here 
asking for an SBA loan, is that Repub-
lican or Democrat? It is just tech-
nology. Yet you have protesters out 
there saying we can’t allow the data-
bases to talk to each other. Have we 
lost our minds? 

I want to do this just as an example 
because this one just burns me. Be-
tween Christmas and New Year’s, I 
went up and spent 3 or 4 days up in the 
Navajo Nation. I took my little 9-year- 
old daughter. Yes, I have a 9-year-old 
and a 21⁄2-year-old. That is the defini-
tion of pathologically optimistic when 
you are 63 and have a 21⁄2-year-old. It is 
both funny and true. 

Guess what? We have spent $42.5 bil-
lion for broadband equity. Remember, 
we always like to add that word ‘‘eq-
uity,’’ except no one has gotten 
broadband. 

The Tribal president of the Navajo 
Nation and a number of the commu-
nities called chapter houses basically 
said screw this. I am not willing to 
wait another 20 years. You know what 
they did, something just crazy? Instead 
of being patient and waiting for us to 
spend billions of more dollars and run a 
piece of wire, they went out and stuck 
up a satellite dish. Forty-eight hours 
later, for several hundred dollars, they 
had broadband for the whole neighbor-
hood, for the whole what we call chap-
ter house. 

Is that Republican or Democrat? It is 
just the adoption of technology, except 
the lobbyists who run around here 
wanting billions of subsidies for some-
thing they are never going to connect 
get really upset every time I do this 
board. 

Do we care? Does this place care 
enough to do the hard things, to actu-
ally do the math, the creativity. 

Last week, I came here with the 
MedPAC report. It is like this. I have 
no idea how many Members have actu-
ally bothered to read it. Yes, I under-
stand there are some anomalies, but 
they are rounding errors compared to 
this. I think it had that $84 billion was 
spent last year in the differential be-
tween Medicare part D and Medicare 
part A. That is Medicare Fee-for-Serv-
ice and Medicare Advantage. It was 
supposed to be at 95 percent. If anyone 
wants to go back and do their history, 
in 2005, when they started Medicare Ad-
vantage, if you do that basic math, 
that is $104 billion a year. 

How about if Republicans and Demo-
crats got together and said we are 
going to fix this, that we are going to 
get the capitation program to actually 
work the way it is supposed to, that we 
are going to have the providers of serv-
ices actually make money because 
they help our brothers and sisters who 
are in their retirement years earning 
their healthcare benefits, helping them 
be healthier? They get rewarded by 
having their population be healthier, 
not by running around scoring with 
sicker. Yay, everyone wins. 

What would happen with that several 
hundred billion dollars over a decade? 
That is not a cut. It is actually lining 
up incentives. Instead, it is just easier 
to run around and scream stories that 
they are going to cut things. 

Let’s pay people, so I have hospitals 
and other groups paying people to fly 
out here, tell stories, and they have no 
idea what they are talking about be-
cause we make crap up, once again, be-
cause everything is about the money. 

The last board and the one that al-
ways seems to upset people because 
they don’t want to know the truth, the 
Congressional Budget Office—this one 
is a year out of date. The numbers are 
actually apparently worse, but we 
haven’t had the update yet. The Con-
gressional Budget Office estimates that 
over the next 30 years our country bor-
rows $124 trillion. Now, I have to tell 
you, this number when we get our up-
dates could be much worse. If you look 
at their data, they actually have dis-
cretionary, the part we vote on, grow-
ing slower than tax receipts. That has 
a $9 trillion positive over the 30 years, 
but Medicare is $87.2 trillion in the 
hole. Social Security is $36.8 trillion in 
the hole over those 30 years. 

It turns out, even the next decade, al-
most 100 percent of the U.S. sovereign 
debt growth is interest and Medicare. 
There is nothing we can do about inter-
est. We can do some things to 
incentivize going out on the curve so 
we are not as fragile to communicate 
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to the bond markets because the bond 
markets are basically about to run this 
country. If you have to sell $6 billion a 
day, $60,000, $70,000 every second, 
maybe you need to pay attention to 
your bankers who you are having to 
sell your debt to, to communicate to 
those debt markets we are serious and 
looking at ways to use technology, bet-
ter models when obesity is the single 
biggest expense in our society. Yes, we 
are not supposed to say that. Mr. 
Speaker, please don’t tell anyone. 

Last year, the Joint Economic econo-
mists calculated $9.1 trillion additional 
of healthcare spending. Is it moral with 
what we do in food policy, nutritional 
support, how we deliver healthcare? 
Maybe the concept of helping our 
brothers and sisters live healthier 
when 31 percent of Medicare spending 
is diabetes—33 percent of all healthcare 
overall is just diabetes. 

Is that Republican or Democrat? It is 
just trying to get your policy align-
ment to the fact we are buried in debt 
and getting older as a society. I think 
in a decade, 23 percent of our popu-
lation is 65 and up. We now know that 
we are having this remarkable short-
age of young people. We are already po-
tentially on the cusp of having more 
deaths than births in our country. 

In a couple of weeks, we are trying to 
roll out a STEM-based, talent-based 
immigration bill because for the econ-
omy to grow and stabilize, we don’t 
have a choice. People say, David, you 
are not allowed to talk about immigra-
tion. People won’t understand it. Well, 
they understand the economic survival 
of you still getting your benefits when 
you are a senior. We can make this 
work. 

Mr. Speaker, we are now starting to 
run into articles saying that we are 
putting the extraordinary privilege. 
What are the two extraordinary privi-
leges America has? Our currency—the 
world borrows in our currency, mean-
ing the fact of the matter is when we 
sell debt, there is a demand to hold 
U.S. dollars denominated. Then, the 
second thing is people want to live 
here. They want to invest here. They 
want to be educated here. They want to 
be entrepreneurs here. 
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Mr. Speaker, we are now running 
into multiple articles saying some of 
the things we are doing, particularly 
our debt stack which is putting our ex-
traordinary privilege of the country at 
risk. It doesn’t have to be this way. 

A couple of smart economists say we 
have 3 or 4 more years. At that point 
the debt gets so hard to manage. The 
Federal Reserve last week took us from 
a 2.1 GDP down to 1.7. Just that move-
ment is almost $200 billion a year in 
tax collection. Just that GDP reduc-
tion the Federal Reserve calculated for 
the next 3 years, taking that out to 10, 
that is more money than everything in 
our budget reconciliation. 

The lack of understanding of the 
inner dynamics of our debt, the inter-

est, and these dollars terrifies me be-
cause there is a path. There is a path 
for this to work, Mr. Speaker, but we 
are living on a razor’s edge because we 
are not doing the hard work. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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HONORING THE LIFE OF REP-
RESENTATIVE RAÚL GRIJALVA 
(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-

icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. ESPAILLAT of 
New York was recognized for 30 min-
utes.) 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material into the 
record. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, to-

night I rise to honor the life and legacy 
of Congressman Raúl Grijalva. 

Raúl Grijalva passed away peacefully 
on March 13 of this year, surrounded by 
his wife and three daughters. Born in 
Tucson, Arizona, on February 19, 1948, 
he was raised in a close-knit commu-
nity with his sisters, Lydia and Norma. 

A proud Sunnyside High graduate, he 
met and married the love of his life, 
Ramona Garduno, in 1971. Together, 
they raised three daughters: Adelita, 
Raquel, and Marisa. They built a life 
rooted in service and activism. 

His parents instilled in him the value 
of hard work, perseverance, and giving 
back to the community. He dedicated 
over 50 years to public service, begin-
ning with the Tucson Unified School 
Board in 1974, and later serving on the 
Pima County Board of Supervisors. 

As a U.S. Congressman for 22 years, 
he championed education, environ-
mental protection, social justice, and 
Native-American sovereignty. His lead-
ership helped secure the 2023 designa-
tion of the Baaj Nwaavjo I’tah Kukveni 
National Monument, protecting nearly 
1 million acres of Tribal land. 

Known as the most liberal Member of 
Congress, he never wavered in his fight 
for justice and equality. He never shied 
away from that dignified title. 

A devoted husband, father, and Tata, 
he cherished his family and treasured 
time with his grandchildren. He had a 
sharp wit about him, a deep love for 
music and books, and a knack for doo-
dling during meetings. Many of us saw 
him do his artwork in some our com-
mittee meetings. 

His staff and volunteers, the 
Grijalvistas, were like family, standing 
by him in his lifelong pursuit of 
progress. 

Mr. Speaker, the Congressional His-
panic Caucus is standing firm with his 
family during this time of sorrow and 
need. I know that they are watching 
this proceeding. I want to salute them 
and tell them we love them and we 
stand with them. 

Raúl Grijalva’s unwavering commit-
ment to justice and his community will 
continue to inspire generations to 
come. Since coming to Congress and 
joining the Natural Resources Com-
mittee, Raúl Grijalva was one of the 
most outspoken champions for environ-
mental justice, public lands, indige-
nous rights, climate change, and cor-
porate accountability. 

He was a visionary leader, both on 
the committee and as co-chair of the 
Progressive Caucus, amplifying the 
voices of historically silenced commu-
nities. From Louisiana’s Cancer Alley 
to Alaskan Native communities in the 
Arctic, he fought for those most im-
pacted by environmental harm. 

Under his chairmanship in the 117th 
Congress, the Natural Resources Com-
mittee signed 149 natural resource bills 
into law. In the minority, he proved 
that aggressive and effective oversight 
was possible, holding the Trump ad-
ministration accountable and exposing 
corruption. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. CASTRO). 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
it is an honor to be here tonight with 
members of the Congressional Hispanic 
Caucus, and with our Democratic lead-
er as well, to celebrate and remember a 
man who made a difference: Raúl Gri-
jalva. 

He never forgot where he came from. 
Just as importantly, he never forgot 
why he came. He was somebody who 
lent a voice to the vulnerable and to 
the folks who had been discarded and 
forgotten. 

He was a man of his community. I 
served 10 years in Austin in the State 
legislature and am now in year 13 here. 
As I meet all the people that represent 
and serve the districts that they do, I 
always wonder how closely each person 
represents the average person walking 
down the street in their district. Raúl 
Grijalva was that every person. To me, 
that is one of the biggest compliments 
that can be paid not only to the people 
who sent him here but also to him. 

He left the same way he came in, a 
man of principle who stood up for what 
he believed, who fought for the people 
that he represented, and always spoke 
truth to power. He was a legend of 
Mexican-American activism, known 
across the country for protecting our 
national parks, the environment, fight-
ing for early childhood education and 
higher education, and uplifting immi-
grants and marginalized communities. 

As all of us know, he was also a kind 
and brilliant man. He had a kind heart 
but a fierce spirit. He was a fearless 
voice for Arizonans and all Americans. 

Mr. Speaker, Raúl will be missed. My 
condolences go out to his family and to 
his community. 

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. JEFFRIES). 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the distinguished chair of the Congres-
sional Hispanic Caucus, my good 
friend, ADRIANO ESPAILLAT, for his 
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