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There are additional reasons we 

ought to be careful. It is because China 
does not ban centrality. Now, here I am 
mentioning China. China doesn’t have 
our best interests, China has China’s 
best interests at heart. While we are 
pausing and banning, they are going to 
be moving forward with a digital cur-
rency, a digital currency that is backed 
by another form of currency. It will 
have some backing. 

There is a war for currency suprem-
acy in this country. There is a war to 
dethrone the American dollar as the 
king of reserve currencies. As such, we 
can borrow money at a lower cost. As 
such, we are able to impose these sanc-
tions that you hear us talking about, 
Mr. Speaker, that we can impose. That 
is because countries hold dollars in re-
serve. They hold dollars in reserve be-
cause they believe that our treasuries, 
our dollars, are going to be there, and 
they will be the last dollar standing. 

If they hold it in reserve, there is an-
other reason why, and I simplify it. 
There is another reason why they hold 
it. It is because they know that we 
have the biggest guns, and nobody is 
going to take anything from the 
United States of America. They are not 
going to take our currency. They are 
not going to destroy us from within be-
cause we can protect ourselves. 

People value the American dollar. 
That is why there is this war, this war 
for currency supremacy. If the yuan re-
places the dollar or some other cur-
rency, then that means that that coun-
try will have lower interest rates when 
they borrow. It means that that coun-
try can then influence the dynamics 
associated with sanctions across the 
globe. That country will then displace 
the United States of America as the 
preeminent country in the world with 
the ability to influence geopolitical 
circumstances with what I would call 
soft power, the soft power of the Amer-
ican dollar. It is an awesome power 
that we have. 

There are people willing to sacrifice 
this just so that they can make more 
money and just so that they can hold 
on to money. Too much is not enough. 
A billionaire wants to be a trillionaire. 
Too much is not enough. Well, Mr. 
Speaker, have all you want. Just do it 
lawfully, pay taxes on it, and I will sa-
lute you, Mr. Speaker. 

However, this notion of doing things 
that would damage the American dol-
lar I am going to defend. I defend the 
dollar. I defend the American con-
sumer, and I defend the Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection Bureau. 

AL, why do you bring the Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau into this 
statement? 

Here is why. It is because my col-
leagues across the aisle are doing ev-
erything that they can to eliminate 
the Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau. That is the one entity that is de-
signed to protect the consumer and 
that would be there to look into illicit 
transactions of dollars by way of 
cryptocurrency. They are the one enti-

ty they are willing to eviscerate, to 
decimate, and to eliminate. 

Mr. Speaker, I do want to have clos-
ing comments. How much time do I 
have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HURD of Colorado). The gentleman 
from Texas has 45 seconds remaining. 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in 
closing, I have been censured but not 
silenced. 

In closing, I still say the solution is 
impeachment. We are still in a count-
down to impeachment. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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AMERICA MUST COME TOGETHER 

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. KILEY of 
California was recognized for 30 min-
utes.) 

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I recently changed my voter reg-
istration to Independent. Accordingly, 
I asked the Clerk of the House to up-
date my party designation to Inde-
pendent in all official publications and 
databases of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives. 

This reflects the way I have always 
approached my role as an elected Rep-
resentative: to be an independent voice 
for the communities that I represent, 
to hold politicians in both Sacramento 
and Washington accountable, to work 
with both sides to find common 
ground, and to answer directly to my 
constituents and always put our dis-
trict first. 

While it is unusual for a Member of 
Congress to have no party affiliation— 
in fact, I am now the only such Mem-
ber in the House—this is the norm for 
most elected positions throughout the 
country. In California, for example, al-
most all offices are nonpartisan: your 
mayor, city councilors, school board 
members, county supervisors, sheriff, 
and district attorney. Every day, these 
officials work toward practical solu-
tions to the problems affecting their 
communities, unencumbered by par-
tisanship. I think we could use more of 
that in Congress. 

It is no secret that I have been crit-
ical of partisanship in Congress, from 
the longest government shutdown in 
U.S. history to an epidemic of gerry-
mandering that has spread from State 
to State. 

If there is one thing that Americans 
agree on, it is that political division 
has become a serious problem for our 
country. We need to reorient our poli-
tics toward bringing us together as 
Americans rather than tearing us apart 
as partisans. That means, for example, 
finding concrete ways to make life 
more affordable rather than each side 
blaming the other for why it isn’t. 

We are also living in a moment of 
great uncertainty and perhaps dra-
matic transformation, where techno-
logical change could bring incredible 

opportunities along with unfamiliar 
risks and dislocations. The ordinary 
rituals of partisan politics are simply 
inadequate in these extraordinary 
times and are simply incapable of 
meeting this generational challenge. 
Our ability to work as one team serv-
ing all Americans is now more impor-
tant than ever. 

SEQUOIAS PROVIDE LIVING LINK TO PAST 
Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-

er, this week, I was delighted to see 
that a bill that I am sponsoring, the 
Save Our Sequoias Act, passed the 
House of Representatives with over-
whelming bipartisan support. 

This act, as the name suggests, is de-
signed to save, preserve, and protect 
one of the truly great marvels that we 
have here on Earth. The sequoia is the 
largest organism on the planet, and it 
actually continues to grow throughout 
its lifetime. They can live for mil-
lennia, so these trees serve as a living 
link to our past, a link to antiquity 
itself. 

When you see these marvels, which 
we have so many of in California, it 
truly inspires a sense of awe and hu-
mility as you contemplate both their 
scale here in the present and their link 
to our past. 

The bad news is that these incredible 
marvels are under threat. Over the last 
decade, we have seen 20 percent of 
them destroyed, largely because of the 
growing intensity of wildfires. The 
time has come for us to take urgent ac-
tion to ensure that they can continue 
to inspire awe and serve their impor-
tant ecological purpose as well for gen-
erations and millennia to come. 

Specifically, the Save Our Sequoias 
Act enhances coordination between 
Federal, State, Tribal, and local land 
managers. It creates a giant sequoia 
health and resiliency assessment to 
prioritize and inform forest manage-
ment practices. It declares an emer-
gency to expedite environmental re-
views and consultations while main-
taining robust scientific analysis. It es-
tablishes a comprehensive reforest-
ation strategy to generate giant se-
quoias in groves destroyed by cata-
strophic wildfires. It directs the Sec-
retary of the Interior to develop and 
implement an insect-monitoring strat-
egy to limit potentially fatal infesta-
tions. All of this is designed to expedite 
forest management and wildfire pre-
vention for the remaining giant se-
quoia groves. 

Mr. Speaker, I was speaking a mo-
ment ago about the need to find com-
mon ground and things that can bring 
us together, and this is a small—well, 
actually quite large, but in the grand 
scheme of things small—example, but I 
think it is an encouraging one. 

This is an example where we have 
been able to come together and say 
that this is something that is larger 
than any of us; this is something that 
transcends partisanship; and this is a 
way that we can be stewards of our her-
itage and protect a true treasure for 
those who will inherit it from us for 
generations to come. 
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SCIENCE-BASED APPROACH TO LITERACY 

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to convey the good news that 
a bill that I am an original cosponsor 
of, the Science of Reading Act of 2026, 
has passed the Education and Work-
force Committee with unanimous bi-
partisan support. 

This bill says something very simple, 
which is that funding for literacy 
should not be used for discredited ap-
proaches to teaching literacy. This is 
particularly urgent in my State. Sadly, 
California has the highest illiteracy 
rate in the entire country. 

A lot of that stems from the fact that 
we have a lot of challenges when it 
comes to education in California, and 
we have not, for a long time, in many 
schools, taught literacy in the right 
way. 

In fact, this has been a nationwide 
phenomenon where, starting in the 
1970s, there was a departure from the 
traditional approach where students 
were taught to read by identifying let-
ters and the sounds they represent. In-
stead, a new idea took hold called 
whole language, leaving behind the ex-
plicit instruction of phonics as old- 
fashioned. 

This new method, which came to be 
known as three-cueing or balanced lit-
eracy, encourages students to read by 
guessing an unknown word based on its 
context and structure within a sen-
tence or even adjacent pictures in the 
book. This approach was at odds with 
the science of reading, which aims to 
ensure students develop strong 
foundational skills. 

In fact, it is a misapprehension of a 
false equivalence between spoken and 
written language, where the human 
brain is wired to learn spoken language 
sort of by osmosis, whereas there is 
this language instinct but no reading 
instinct. Reading has to be taught in a 
very explicit way. 

That is what the science of reading is 
all about. It emphasizes five core skills 
that every child must master: phono-
logical awareness, phonics, fluency, vo-
cabulary, and comprehension. 

Almost every State has corrected 
course and is returning to the science 
of reading, some more than others. 
California has been late but is now fi-
nally getting there itself. We have seen 
that States that embrace the science of 
reading, returning to the basics and a 
science-based approach to literacy, 
have seen incredible results. We saw 
Mississippi, for example, go from being 
one of the worst States in the country 
in literacy to one of the very best, sim-
ply by returning to the science of read-
ing. 

Now that we have passed this bill 
through the Education Committee, I 
look forward to it passing the House of 
Representatives and the Senate and 
getting signed into law so that we can 
declare once and for all here that the 
reading wars are over. 

We can return to science-based lit-
eracy instruction throughout the coun-
try, and this will be of great benefit in 

my State. We can overcome having the 
highest illiteracy in the country, as 
well as the Nation as a whole, where we 
continue to fall behind our peer na-
tions when it comes to academic 
achievement. A big, big part of that is 
our failure to teach reading in the 
right way. 

This is a very encouraging sign. I am 
glad this bill has bipartisan support. I 
hope that it will quickly move its way 
through the rest of the process and be 
signed into law. 
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RAISING ALARM ON ESCALATING GAS PRICES IN 
CALIFORNIA 

Mr. KILEY of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to, again, raise alarm as to 
the escalating gas prices that Califor-
nians are continuing to face, which at 
this moment is $5.56 per gallon, on av-
erage, throughout the State. Of course, 
some places are much higher. 

This is about 50 cents higher than the 
second place State. Even the State 
with the second highest gas prices in 
the country is paying 50 cents less than 
in California. It is over 50 cents higher 
than Hawaii, which is an island State. 

Mr. Speaker, while we have seen 
some volatility throughout the coun-
try over the course of the last month, 
in California, the main problem and 
the main source of high prices is the 
policies that we have at the State 
level. 

I have introduced a bill here in the 
House to address part of that, to put a 
cap on how high a State can raise its 
gas taxes. That will provide some relief 
to folks in our State, but we need to 
see more aggressive action from policy-
makers in Sacramento. 

Unfortunately, they have been going 
in the opposite direction, where, by 
some estimates, we could soon have $8 
per gallon in California or even higher, 
which is something that our residents 
simply cannot afford when we already 
have the highest cost of living and the 
highest poverty rate in the entire 
country. 

There are a few things that we can do 
right now, and that our State law-
makers, the Governor and the legisla-
ture, can do right now, to spare Cali-
fornians from having to pay so much 
more than anyone else in the country. 

Number one, they can suspend the 
gas tax in its entirety. That right there 
would save folks quite a bit right off 
the bat. 

Number two, they can reverse, roll-
back, or at least mitigate the regula-
tions associated with the cap-and-trade 
program. In particular, they can make 
sure that the California Air Resources 
Board doesn’t adopt a new set that has, 
by many estimates, the potential to 
raise gas prices by a dollar more or 
even more than that. That action is ex-
pected to happen very soon. The legis-
lature and the Governor have the abil-
ity to stop that from happening. 

Finally, California could relax its re-
strictions on its specialized fuel blend, 
which has made it so that we are now 

having to source our gasoline from 
places all around the world, in addition 
to the fact that California simply is 
not pursuing energy domestically. 

That is a fourth thing we can do: 
relax restrictions on being able to de-
velop our own energy and allow for us 
to accept our own sources of gasoline, 
as well as relaxing the fuel blend, so it 
is not so restrictive, and we are not 
having to go to the Bahamas in order 
to bring gas into California. 

By the way, when you have these 
tankers that are coming into the State 
from the Bahamas and other places, 
those aren’t particularly good for the 
environment. The backward policies we 
have in Sacramento have given us both 
the Nation’s most expensive gasoline 
and its most environmentally un-
friendly gasoline. 

Mr. Speaker, we are doing what we 
can. I am doing what I can here in the 
House of Representatives. I am glad 
that I have seen some bipartisan sup-
port for the idea from Sacramento that 
we need to take some bipartisan steps 
to give Californians the relief that they 
truly, truly need. 

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

f 

MATH, MONEY, AND 
DEMOGRAPHICS 

(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, we 
are going to actually do something 
with a little meat on the bones today. 
I have to walk through the math. 

Repeatedly, I have come behind this 
microphone over the last decade, try-
ing to walk through our Joint Eco-
nomic Committee’s, my office’s, and 
my personal unified theory. The uni-
fied theory is a fairly simple concept: 
We have an incredibly complex prob-
lem. 

Last year, for every dollar this coun-
try took in, we spent $1.43. Yesterday, 
we hit over $39 trillion in borrowing. 
We have been borrowing, so far this 
year, about—actually, if you do this 
fiscal year, it is over eight, but over 
the last 12 months, it is like $7 billion 
a day. 

You realize that yesterday we hit 
$87,400 per second in borrowing. Our 
unified theory is, you can’t just pre-
tend and say, oh, we are going to pass 
a balanced budget amendment, so ev-
erything will be fine. I am going to 
show you in the charts where the math, 
where the money, and where the demo-
graphics actually go, but you are going 
to have to do lots of things. You are 
going to have to adopt technology. You 
will have to adopt smart regulations. 
You will have to legalize competition, 
which, remember, this place constantly 
uses legislation, rules, and other things 
to basically stop competition. 

Creative destruction is actually a 
basic economic principle of free mar-
kets, except here in Congress. We are 
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