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pet therapy, music therapy, and horti-
cultural therapy for illegal alien chil-
dren. 

In 2021 alone, Endeavors paid Christy 
Merrell, a music therapist, $533,000 for 
her services. In addition to this non-
sense, the nonprofit conducted 1,656 
people-plant interactions and 287 pet 
therapy sessions between April 2021 and 
March 2023. 

This wasn’t emergency aid. It was 
five-star treatment funded by hard-
working American families, families 
that are struggling to pay their own 
rent and put food on their own table, 
much less providing themselves with 
music, plant, and pet therapy. 

I know many taxpaying American 
families who would love to be able to 
provide their children with one-on-one 
academic tutoring but simply cannot 
afford it. 

This all begs the question: Why are 
we investing in illegal families while 
stripping financial resources from our 
own citizens to do so? 

In one case, Endeavors Incorporated, 
a Texas-based NGO, received a $1.3 bil-
lion contract from the Federal Govern-
ment in a single year. Meanwhile their 
top executives are paid over $600,000 an-
nually, and the group spends more than 
$700,000 on lobbyists all to keep the 
money flowing. 
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Contrast that with the conditions our 
military servicemembers faced during 
the same time: moldy barracks, sewage 
overflows, and rodent infestations to 
highlight a few. In 2022, a mere $56 mil-
lion was spent on housing maintenance 
for military families, less than one- 
twentieth of what was spent for illegal 
aliens. 

Who did the Biden-Harris administra-
tion care about? It certainly wasn’t our 
men and women in uniform. 

Unfortunately, the extreme misuse of 
funds wasn’t their only slight to the 
American public. The Biden-Harris ad-
ministration relaxed vetting standards 
for those who claimed to sponsor alien 
children. DNA testing was scrapped, 
and background checks were watered 
down. There were no public records 
checks required for other adults living 
in a sponsor’s home, and tragic con-
sequences followed. 

In one case, a 24-year-old Honduran 
man posed as a 17-year-old child and 
was placed with a sponsor in Florida 
who he later murdered. Sadly, that was 
not a one-off failure. This type of 
senseless violence became a regular 
news story. 

While Americans were working mul-
tiple jobs to afford rent and groceries, 
the Biden-Harris administration was 
funding a billion-dollar pipeline for un-
accompanied aliens, and empowering 
NGOs that had no incentive to solve 
the crisis, only to profit from it. 

They called it compassion, however, 
in reality, it was corruption, reckless-
ness, and disregard for the rule of law. 

The good news is this: Their time in 
office is over. However, the ramifica-

tions of their decisions persist. While 
our southern border is certainly more 
secure now, we have hundreds of thou-
sands of illegal alien cases that will 
overwhelm our legal system for years. 
The nonprofit industry they super-
charged is still bloated, and the Amer-
ican people are still waiting for real ac-
countability. 

Now is the time to fix what they 
broke. We must defund corrupt NGOs, 
restore vetting and enforcement, and 
put the American people first again. 
We owe it to our citizens. We owe it to 
our troops, and we owe it to the integ-
rity of this Nation. The crisis wasn’t 
spontaneous. It was built, funded, and 
incentivized. Let’s make sure it is 
never repeated. 

Mr. KNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, you have heard today 
from our colleagues and myself about 
the outrageous government-funded in-
centives and plans to keep illegal 
aliens not only flowing into this coun-
try but also to stay in this country. 
This scheme goes beyond waste. It rep-
resents, candidly, a betrayal of the 
American people and the American 
taxpayers, who have suffered mightily 
in this country because of the illegal 
immigration crisis. 

In closing, I simply ask the following 
of the American citizens who rely on 
Medicare or Medicaid: Should we allow 
illegal immigrants to dilute the qual-
ity of your benefits and run up costs in 
emergency rooms who are precluded 
from turning illegal immigrants away? 

I say, along with my colleagues: Ab-
solutely not. No tax dollars should be 
allocated to covering healthcare costs 
for any person who is in this country 
illegally. 

To the American parents, whether 
rural or urban, who are struggling to 
feed your children, I ask: Should illegal 
immigrants receive tax-funded meals 
day in, day out to eat on your dime? 

Again, I heartily say: Absolutely not. 
To the children at risk of falling be-

hind in lagging schools all over this 
country, I ask: Should we continue to 
allow millions upon millions to arrive 
here illegally and crowd out your class-
rooms? 

I would say, again: Under no cir-
cumstances should we give public edu-
cation dollars to any person or any 
family who is here illegally. 

To the Social Security recipient I 
ask: Should we take on more debt and 
endanger your access to continued ben-
efits just to keep our borders open? 

With no hesitation, I again say: Ab-
solutely not. We must protect the tax 
dollars of American citizens. 

To the veterans who are battling 
homelessness or addiction or the west-
ern North Carolinians who are left 
without shelter following Hurricane 
Helene, I ask: Should your tax dollars 
go to housing illegal aliens, to trans-
porting illegal aliens while you contin-
ually suffer? 

Again, I say definitively: Under no 
circumstances is this appropriate. 

I urge all of my colleagues in Con-
gress to join me in reversing this per-
verse incentive structure by sending a 
clear message that the United States 
laws are to be respected. Put candidly, 
if you are here illegally, leave. If you 
return here illegally, you will be pun-
ished. 

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

f 

THE MATH 

(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, I 
could almost hear the joy from my 
staff saying: Hey, it is only 30 minutes 
this time, not an hour. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to do just a 
handful of things. One of these days we 
are going to have not enough noise 
about the facts, the numbers, the data, 
the debt, those things that we can 
come in and sort of do our boards, our 
charts, on things that actually reduce 
spending and modernize. 

I do want to sort of start with this. 
We have spent time since last summer 
working on pieces of legislation. The 
Wall Street Journal series and the 
ProPublica series came out about the 
scale of bad acts that were happening 
in what we call Medicare part C, which 
is Medicare Advantage for most of us, 
which is now I think about 55 percent 
of the Medicare population. We have 
been working on that to sort of mod-
ernize it, and so for all the lobbyists 
who are making money trying to beat 
us up for trying to actually fix it, I will 
warn you that the legislation is almost 
done. We now have to work with the 
economists and others to score it. We 
have been stunned though that it con-
tinues. Even last Thursday, I think, 
there was another whole set of inves-
tigations or indictments announced. 

Let’s get on to some of the math 
here. Mr. Speaker, I have come behind 
the microphone many times and talked 
about the scale of debt. We borrow 
about $72,000 per second. Our math next 
year, that goes up to about $82,000 bor-
rowing per second. If you are a country 
that needs to borrow about $6 billion a 
day, we borrow about $6 billion a day, 
what happens in a world where you ac-
tually—the liquidity of the debt mar-
kets. 

I grabbed an article that was in one 
of my—I think it was in one of my 
bond publications because I have some 
weird reading habits. ‘‘Japan prepared 
to use its role as America’s largest 
creditor as leverage in Trump’s trade 
talks.’’ The point I want to make by 
reading that headline to everyone is: 
Japan now is our largest individual 
creditor country. When you have a 
country that has $900 billion, maybe a 
trillion dollars of U.S. sovereign debt, 
and you walk in the door and say: We 
want to renegotiate some of our trade 
pact with you or we want to build an 
actual trade pact with you, they look 
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at you and say: But we right now take 
those dollars that you send us because 
you have been buying our stuff, and we 
are buying your debt. 

The fact of the matter is if you are a 
country that is borrowing $6 billion a 
day, does anyone understand the fra-
gility, and I am going use that fancy 
word a couple of times, because also in-
terest—we are actually seeing some in-
dications that when we get out of ex-
traordinary measures—for everyone 
who doesn’t understand, we hit the 
debt ceiling a couple months ago. 
Right now, the Treasury every day for 
that $6 billion shortfall is juggling 
money internally and borrowing it out 
of the military retirement accounts or 
our thrift savings accounts, the cash 
accounts, and those things. We are 
doing internal borrowing. All that has 
to be paid back, and it all has to be 
paid back with interest. 

We are still working on the rough 
calculation. Treasury put out a num-
ber, but I don’t like their number be-
cause I don’t think it was real, and we 
had all the visibility. We worked on the 
dataset saying: When we finally raise 
the debt ceiling, let’s say a month or 
two from now, Treasury is going to 
need to pay back those dollars plus the 
interest. They are going to come to 
market with $400 billion, $500 billion, 
$600 billion of borrowing. Just be pre-
pared for what is really going on in the 
interest rate markets, the debt mar-
kets, and will we be beyond some of the 
discussions of trade where countries 
like Japan aren’t leaking stories that 
they are going to use our debt as lever-
age against us. 

I used this board a couple of times 
now, but I want it to make sense. This 
is the estimate for net interest as a 
share of revenues in 2035, so that is 9 
budget years from now. The chart here 
and the bar here I want people to pay 
attention to is Moody’s, who has this 
whole thing where they do analytics on 
debt and spending. Mr. Speaker, their 
estimate is in 9 years, 30 percent of 
U.S. tax collections, that is everything, 
corporate, individual, estate, the tar-
iffs, everything, they estimate in 9 
years, 30 percent of all those tax re-
ceipts that come into the Federal Gov-
ernment will just pay interest. This is 
based on sort of today’s interest rate 
projections. 

I showed some charts a couple weeks 
ago that showed an estimate that if 
U.S. debt went up 1 percent in inter-
est—selling our bonds, if interest rates 
went up 1 percent on us, in that 9 budg-
et years, it is not 30 percent of tax re-
ceipts that go to just interest, it is 45 
percent. 

Are you prepared to have a world 
where here is $1 of taxes I am paying, 
and 30 cents of that just pays interest; 
or God forbid, interest rates go up, and 
45 cents of that dollar just pays inter-
est on the bonds? 

There is also a chart where we actu-
ally went back to the early 2000s when 
we were kissing up against 6 percent, 
and it was just like devastating, the 

amount of tax collections that get con-
sumed by interest. 

Remember, when we finish this fiscal 
year, the CBO estimate is U.S. sov-
ereign debt, all of it, the gross debt, 
will be at $37.2 trillion. The thing we 
are not supposed to tell people because 
it hurts their feelings, gets them upset, 
but it is called math, is over the next 
10 years, the vast majority of debt is 
interest and healthcare costs, mostly 
Medicare. 

Unless you are willing to have honest 
conversations about debt deficits and 
demographics, the demographics is the 
driver of U.S. sovereign debt. We have 
a shortage of young people in America. 
We have foreigners come and get edu-
cated here, and we send them home be-
cause we are so brilliant. 

Healthcare costs: We do all this game 
playing around here where our 
healthcare discussions are about 
healthcare finance, not about changing 
the cost of healthcare. 

The thing about this, the ACA, many 
of you know it as ObamaCare, it is a fi-
nancing bill. It is a financing bill. It is 
who gets subsidized and who has to 
pay. The Republican alternative was a 
financing bill. Medicare for All is a fi-
nancing bill. 

We don’t have the discussion of how 
to revolutionize this either through 
technology, a healthier society, taking 
on obesity, the things that drive the 
cost of healthcare—how about this con-
cept of we build a healthier society, 
and we use technology. 

I am wearing one of these Oura rings. 
We are doing experiments in our office 
with other wearables trying to build 
data. Is that Republican or Democrat? 
It is just data. I don’t know why we 
haven’t been able to build a love con-
nection here or a policy connection or 
whatever the hell we are supposed to 
call it between the left and right say-
ing: What would happen if we engage in 
policies that change the price of 
healthcare? Instead, we do these de-
bates because everything in Wash-
ington is about the money. 

b 1515 

The people marching up and down 
our hallways here are not coming to 
our office to say: David, adopt tech-
nology. Lower the price of living. 
Lower the price of healthcare. 

It is: We want more money, or we 
want you to build a barrier to entry to 
our competition. 

We call it rent-seeking, if you re-
member your high school economics 
class. 

Let’s take a look here. I need you to 
understand how rough our position is 
in the world right now. Global 10-year 
borrowing rates. I brought the charts 
before. We have been bouncing between 
the 13th position—I think we fell to the 
12th position, then the 14th position— 
where other countries are able to sell 
their bonds cheaper. Yet, the one that 
just enrages me, here is Greece. Greece 
can sell a 10-year bond cheaper than 
the United States today. 

When you run around thinking that 
the United States is the gold standard, 
we are also screwing up our extraor-
dinary privilege of having the world re-
serve currency, and the dollar is com-
ing back to us because you start to see 
some slowdown in buying U.S. sov-
ereign debt. 

Mr. Speaker, we don’t know the real 
numbers because we are in extraor-
dinary measures. We are not coming to 
market with new debt. Yet, think 
about this. Here are the countries that 
can sell a 10-year bond cheaper than 
the United States: Italy, Greece, 
France, Canada, Germany, China, and 
Japan all can sell a 10-year bond cheap-
er than the United States with lower 
interest rates. Does that make anyone 
concerned? 

I think I have a chart that shows 
that the United States will consume 30 
to 40 percent of all of the world capital 
that is going to sovereign debt in the 
next decade. Yet, we are not supposed 
to talk about that. Then, the absurdity 
from the left: Well, we tax rich people 
more. 

Okay, at best, you might get 1 per-
cent, 1.5 percent of GDP. For all of the 
things we talk about cutting, we get 
about 1 percent. So the 2.5 percent— 
Mr. Speaker, this year, we are on pace 
to borrow 7.3 percent of the entire 
economy. That is just this year. 

One of our charts—and I think this 
one comes straight from CBO—says 
that with that little change in interest 
rates, in 2035, we may be well over 9 
percent of the entire economy that 
year in borrowed money. It doesn’t 
have to be this way. 

We are doing these reconciliation ne-
gotiations, all of those things, and the 
inability of groups that come into the 
office and demand more money to come 
in with an idea, saying: Maybe we 
shouldn’t be spending billions and bil-
lions of dollars on duplicative MRI 
scans or the things we just waste 
money on because it turns out that 
that waste—some people who come be-
hind these microphones call it fraud— 
turns out to be the profit model of 
many of the bureaucracies and many of 
the business models. It doesn’t have to 
be this way. 

Start to take a look at the actual 
data. Last year, the gross interest— 
that is what we sold publicly and had 
to pay interest out internally. When we 
borrow money from the Social Security 
trust fund or these other things, which 
all that money has already been bor-
rowed, we have to pay interest back. 
When Social Security redeems its 
bonds, we pay them back the money 
they need for that next month’s checks 
to come out because, remember, Social 
Security is running about a little less 
than a structural 25 percent shortfall 
from tax collections to checks out the 
door. We also pay them interest. 

Last year, we spent $1.133 trillion in 
interest. Our best estimate right now is 
your government will spend just a lit-
tle shy probably of about $1.3 trillion 
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in interest this year. Why that is im-
portant: Realize that is more than de-
fense. Let’s take a look at this. Think 
about that. 

Starting at about 2022, our interest 
became more than the Department of 
Defense budget. How many of the pub-
lic understand that interest, if you ac-
tually calculate the gross interest, is 
now the second biggest spend in the 
United States? Social Security comes 
in at about $1.480 trillion. Interest this 
year will probably come in at, what, 
$1.2 trillion, $1.3 trillion? 

Interest now is No. 2. Defense right 
now is actually coming in around No. 
4—Social Security, interest, Medicare, 
defense. 

How many times do you hear people 
come behind these microphones who 
actually at least know their basic 
math or want to tell the truth to the 
voters? Once again, is this Republican 
or Democrat? It is just math. It is an 
obligation that we have to pay. 

We are going to do what about it? We 
are going to squeeze out our ability to 
do the things that we believe are im-
portant for protecting the Constitution 
and the society because, God forbid— 
the bond markets forbid—that we all of 
a sudden start to have a spike in inter-
est rates. 

You start to understand that many of 
our brothers and sisters who come be-
hind these microphones—I show the 
chart all the time saying: Here is the 
pie chart of all of our spending. Today, 
about 75 percent is on autopilot. Mr. 
Speaker, you and I get to vote on 25 
percent of the spending. About half of 
that is defense; about half of that is 
nondiscretionary. Every dime that a 
Member of Congress votes on today is 
borrowed. 

Think about that. Other than when 
you are in reconciliation where Mem-
bers actually get to have a vote or try 
to work on mandatory spending, which 
is formulaic, all defense and all non-
defense discretionary is borrowed. 

My colleagues have heard a number 
of Members come behind the micro-
phone and talk about how much non-
defense discretionary has gone up, and 
it has. We have lied repeatedly when 
we did sequestration. 

Paygo, how many times—paygo, I ac-
tually think was a Democratic pro-
posal from years ago that, if we are 
going to add new spending beyond the 
5-year window, there needs to be an off-
set. Members saw a number of bills 
that expired just before the fifth year 
so that they don’t set off the paygo, or 
like we did back in January when we 
owed approximately $1.2 trillion in cuts 
to meet the paygo—pay as you go— 
rules. 

Now we just waive it, just like we 
have done with sequestration and all 
these other things. We tell people that 
we are going to be fiscally disciplined. 
As soon as it is uncomfortable, then we 
will just waive it. 

Why this is important is we will say 
that there is a 45 percent increase in 
discretionary spending since 2019, and 

it is. Yet, when my colleagues actually 
look at it, it is a lot of money. 

Did I mention that we are borrowing 
$6 billion a day? We went from $662 bil-
lion—this is nondefense discretionary, 
this is the Park Service, this is the 
IRS, this is the State Department, all 
of the things we think of as the govern-
ment—it went up to $960 billion. 

Yet, why this is important to under-
stand—I would vote to roll that back 
to the 2019 budget. Yet, if you see it as 
a percentage of GDP, the size of the 
economy, we are spending, which is the 
proper way to do big-boy math on 
budgets. 

In 2019, nondefense discretionary was 
3.1 percent of the economy. Last year, 
it was 3.3 percent of the economy. It 
went up, but the economy got bigger. 
It turns out that, if you are borrowing 
7.3 percent of the economy this year, 
you could get rid of all of what you 
think of as government, nondefense 
discretionary, and you could get rid of 
all of defense, and my math on the top 
of my head—I probably should have 
calculated this before coming behind 
the microphone—you would still need 
about another $400 billion to cover bor-
rowing that covers Medicare. Think 
about that. 

There are those who say: David, bal-
ance the budget today. 

I can do it. Of course, you are not 
going to have a military, you are not 
going to have what you think of as 
government, and I need to find $400 bil-
lion in the mandatory space. 

There is this lack of understanding of 
the scale. Getting old, when it is 
healthcare and interest, that is the pri-
mary driver. No one wants to hear 
that. That doesn’t set off the dopamine 
receptors. It doesn’t make people mad. 
It doesn’t get you on television. 

If you tell the truth about the drivers 
of U.S. sovereign debt, you will never 
end up on MSNBC or FOX News or any 
of those because no one wants to hear 
the actual math. We want things that 
anger people. It turns out that good ac-
counting isn’t really that exciting, but 
it is math. 

Mr. Speaker, here is the punch line 
which worries me and why I beg my 
brothers and sisters: For those of us in 
the House, we have a reconciliation 
budget. We are trying not to let the ex-
piring provisions raise people’s taxes. 
We have a reconciliation budget in the 
House that, if we do everything right, 
we get a couple trillion dollars of sav-
ings over 10 years. We are going to 
spend over $68 trillion in the next 10 
years. 

How many Members of Congress have 
had protesters outside of their offices 
saying that they can’t cut things. We 
are talking about a total of $2 billion 
or $2 trillion in savings over 10 years 
when we are spending $68 billion. Have 
we lost our minds? 

Yet, if we were to do the Senate’s 
reconciliation budget, which has al-
most no cuts in spending in it, we will 
borrow approximately—I am conflating 
publicly sold debt with the debt we 

would create in the next 10 years. What 
took us 240 years to build, we will dou-
ble in 10 years, or come close to dou-
bling in 10 years. 

Does this body, the lobbyists in the 
hallways, the groups in the hallways 
demanding more spending, or any of 
the staffers who might not have a life 
so they are watching this really think 
that the bond markets aren’t going to 
go: They are doubling U.S. debt, maybe 
we should ask for a little premium, 
which is called term premium, on U.S. 
sovereign debt, but I just showed you 
and told you what happens if we go up 
1 percent. 

Just that 1 percentage point is $3 
trillion of additional interest. It is 
more than everything we are talking 
about trying to cut. 

Here is your balance: How do you 
communicate to the people we borrow 
money from that we are a good credit 
risk? We are going to pay you back. We 
are going to pay you back appro-
priately. We are not going to say crazy 
things: Maybe we should force you to 
go longer on the bonds, or maybe we 
should ask you to do this or that. You 
can’t do that. You don’t screw with 
your bankers. 

Just as in the article, we are already 
up against the leverage of Japan in this 
one, but I don’t know why it is not 
about other countries using the fact 
that we have used them and we have 
needed them to finance our debt. Then 
we intend to leverage them? 

Okay. They need trade with us. Let’s 
use that leverage, but let’s also be re-
spectful of the fact that they are one of 
our bankers. 

Understand the fact, Mr. Speaker, 
that if we don’t get our act together, 
the United States is on track to double 
its borrowing over the next 10 years. If 
that becomes the perception in the 
world debt markets, we are going to 
pay a penalty for it, and that penalty 
is really expensive. 

Mr. Speaker, I am going to go back 
to the office and have more coffee. I ap-
preciate the Speaker’s tolerance, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

f 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
SIGNED 

Kevin F. McCumber, Clerk of the 
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled joint resolutions of the House of 
the following titles, which were there-
upon signed by the Speaker: 

H.J. Res. 42. Joint Resolution providing for 
congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of 
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Department of Energy relating 
to ‘‘Energy Conservation Program for Appli-
ance Standards: Certification Requirements, 
Labeling Requirements, and Enforcement 
Provisions for Certain Consumer Products 
and Commercial Equipment’’. 

H.J. Res. 75. Joint Resolution providing for 
congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of 
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Office of Energy Efficiency 
and Renewable Energy, Department of En-
ergy relating ‘‘Energy Conservation Pro-
gram: Energy Conservation Standards for 
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