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The right to life should not be a po-
litical debate. We should uphold the
value and dignity of life, even those
who are defenseless and not with us
yet.

This January marked the 48th anni-
versary of the 1973 Supreme Court rul-
ing on the case of Roe v. Wade that
made abortion available throughout
pregnancy for nearly any reason. Since
that tragic ruling, over 62 million inno-
cent babies have been aborted. In the
year following Roe v. Wade, one in
every three abortions in the U.S. were
funded via taxpayer funds.

Again, from the Scriptures, Daniel,
one of the great prophets, would not
have paid taxes in this country and
probably would have gone to jail on
that basis.

Congress made changes so that tax-
payer-funded abortions were prohibited
in spending bills, but the Democrats
are now placing the long bipartisan
Hyde amendment on the chopping
block while President Biden rescinds
important pro-life protections, like the
Mexico City policy, which allows tax-
payer dollars to go toward promoting
abortion abroad. We are not only doing
it here, we are doing this to the rest of
the world.

As a father of four and a grandfather
of 14, 1 feel very passionately about
protecting unborn babies. Any and all
measures that take steps to ensure the
life of an unborn child will have my
complete support, and I will adamantly
oppose any that promote or defend
such an immoral practice.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for his
statement.

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. JOYCE),
who is a member of the Homeland Se-
curity Committee and the Small Busi-
ness Committee.

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Madam
Speaker, every precious life is made in
the image of our Creator. As image
bearers, each person is deserving of
fundamental rights, including the right
to life.

As a doctor, I took an oath to protect
all human life. That unequivocal truth
was the foundation for my medical ca-
reer, and it has continued through my
work here in the United States Con-
gress.

From forcing American taxpayers to
pay for abortions against their con-
science to rolling back our recent pro-
life achievements, President Biden has
cemented his anti-life agenda in the
first few days of his administration. To
paraphrase President George Wash-
ington, it is deeds, not words, that de-
fine a leader.

Right now, pro-life Americans are
facing a daunting path ahead. But we
are not without hope. Together, with
the help of our Creator, we will per-
severe in our pursuit to defend the
most vulnerable among us.

Our enduring commitment to life
will always prevail.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLER).
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Mr. KELLER. Madam Speaker, since
the Supreme Court wrongly decided
Roe v. Wade 48 years ago, we have lost
62 million lives to abortion. Any loss of
life to abortion is not only
heartbreakingly preventable, it is com-
pletely unacceptable in our modern so-
ciety.

This pin, I always wear on my collar.
These two little feet represent the
exact size and shape of a baby’s feet 10
weeks after conception. Every day, as I
put this pin on my collar, I reflect on
the millions of lives cut short and the
innovations, ideas, and improvements
lost to our world. If anything else was
extinguishing life on the same scale as
abortion, every American would be up
in arms fighting to right that wrong.

Why is the sanctity of life any dif-
ferent?

As Members of Congress, if we are
not willing to fight for life, then what
are we willing to fight for?

The Lord has blessed me with two
children and now three grandchildren.
Every individual can attest to the inde-
scribable feeling of joy meeting a new-
born for the first time and holding that
child. Our Creator has a plan for every
single one of us, and I will work tire-
lessly to ensure every life has the
chance to realize its full potential.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I thank my good friend for his
comments and for his leadership.

Madam Speaker, one of my friends
now for quite a long time has been the
niece of the late Dr. Martin Luther
King. Alveda King is her name. Dr.
King used to be pro-choice. Very
strongly so. She actually had two abor-
tions. Then she became pro-life. And
she has become passionately pro-life
not just for the babies, but maybe even
more so for the women.

She has said:

How can the dream of my uncle, Martin
Luther King, survive if we murder the chil-
dren?

She speaks and reaches out to women
who are post-abortive with such com-
passion, as do so many organizations
and women; to women who have the
abortions, to help them, to love them,
and to care for them.

Alveda King is an example to be fol-
lowed. Like her uncle and his bold and
tremendous civil rights leadership, she
argues—again, she is the niece of Dr.
King—that this is the new civil rights
movement and we need to protect and
provide legal protection for these inno-
cent unborn babies.

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BABIN). Dr.
BRIAN BABIN is a member of the Trans-
portation and Infrastructure Com-
mittee and the Science, Space, and
Technology Committee. Dr. BABIN is
the sponsor of H.R. 28, Protecting Life
in Crisis Act.

Mr. BABIN. Madam Speaker, we real-
ly appreciate Representative SMITH.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sol-
emn memory of the 62 million innocent
lives who have been aborted since the
tragic ruling on Roe v. Wade.
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Tellingly, earlier this week, as my
wife of 48 years and I welcomed our
17th grandchild into the world, I was
reminded of just how precious life real-
ly is.

Unfortunately, the Biden administra-
tion has already shown a blatant dis-
regard for the unborn of our Nation.
The President has promoted abortion
at home and abroad by reversing the
Mexico City policy and by taking the
first steps in rescinding a protect life
rule known as Hyde.

Although the fight for life will be an
uphill battle under this particular ad-
ministration, we will never give up.
Life is just too important. In our Dec-
laration of Independence, it is written
that we have the right to life. That is
the first of the inalienable rights that
we are granted, the right to life. And
although the fight for life will be tough
this administration, we will resolve
ourselves to continue this battle.

At a time when Americans are so
deeply divided in our Nation, I pray to
our good Lord above that we unite in
the belief that life is precious and it
should be defended at all costs. May we
be the generation that will see Roe v.
Wade overturned.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

————
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HELPING WORKING MEN AND
WOMEN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
SCHWEIKERT) for 30 minutes.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Madam Speaker,
as we get ourselves sort of organized,
one of the hazards of being someone
that almost can’t speak without a
chart with them, I wanted to do a cou-
ple of things in this time this evening.
Some of it is the continuation of the
debate that happened on the floor ear-
lier today.

I will just try to add a little more
meat, a little more detail on what
some of us are seeing from the Joint
Economic Committee and our econo-
mists there looking at the data, what
is going on in our country; and also,
the Ways and Means Committee and
what we see and what we think we can
do to truly help working men and
women in this country, the working
poor, and where the policy is going,
and it is some of our angst as the legis-
lation moved out of the House today on
sort of a blank-check budget document.

Here is $1.9 trillion in immediate
funding, ultimately costing about a
trillion and half in the 10-year window
because of interest and those things be-
cause it is not paid for.

And where does that money go? And
is it designed to truly maximize help-
ing our brothers and sisters around this
country and their economic vitality,
dealing with the shutdowns and the
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economic devastation that we have
seen in so many of our communities?

But some of the other side is where
we have seen around the country, even
with the headwinds of the pandemic,
where are we seeing the economy mov-
ing in the right direction? Where are
we seeing communities that have, we
used to use the term, green shoots.
That is sort of overused anymore.

And there is also a substantial dif-
ference from what we see in some of
the coastal economies to much of the
rest of the Nation.

I am blessed to represent the Scotts-
dale, Phoenix, Carefree, Cave Creek,
Fountain Hills area, so Phoenix and
some of its suburbs. And we have some
folks that have just been crushed,
whether they be in the hospitality
business and tourism-related busi-
nesses, some of the restaurants.

But yet, we have been shocked at
also how healthy our economy has been
because of the creativity of some of
these very same people finding other
ways to survive. And that is actually
one of the secondary things we want to
try to talk about this evening is, as the
Democrats who run this place, they are
in charge, will they actually be cre-
ative enough? Will they be forward-
thinking enough to say, as we are look-
ing at tax policy, where we are going to
do stimulus policy, regulatory policy,
are we building it for what the future
of the economy looks like, for the fu-
ture of opportunity, and will it be de-
signed to actually help all Americans?

So some simple examples, and I am
going to then use some of the display
boards. We know there is already $1
trillion sitting in bank accounts at the
Treasury right now that are supposed
to be helping schools, States, others
who are in need right now. And instead,
today, we spent all day debating $1.9
trillion of new spending over the next
year. Instead of saying, hey, there is $1
trillion sitting in these accounts. What
can we do to help the Biden adminis-
tration get it out the door, get it to
those schools, to healthcare workers,
to the places that are already des-
ignated?

That is part of the problem around
this place is we engage sort of in the
theatrics, but the really assisting and
providing the resources for the man-
agement to actually get to where the
need is, that is secondary because, in
some ways, that doesn’t give you the
same television time opportunity.

So a couple of things I wanted to
walk through is, if I come to you and
tell you there is $1 trillion already sit-
ting in accounts right now—it turns
out, CBO, the Congressional Budget Of-
fice, just did some projections, and we
want this better. But this is as if the
additional $1.9 trillion of spending were
not to happen; we would just stay
where we are at with the dollars that
are already appropriated, with the
budget that is already sort of modeled
out.

If you actually look here, 2020, miser-
able fall in the size of our economy.
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But our projections are functionally,
by the end of the year, we expect
growth to actually be substantially
positive. We are looking at a year with
just under 4 percent GDP growth. That
is terrific. I would like to see it more,
and we could see it more if we would
actually target some of the resources,
instead of doing what is often referred
to around here as a peanut butter
spread, where we are going to spend
lots of money so we make sure we don’t
annoy any constituent groups; or par-
ticularly let’s put money where, you
know, we made these public employee
unions happy. We made this group
happy.

I think this needs to be less about
making our politics happy and making
this line go up even further. And that
is actually what, if we would actually
draft the legislation, I think you would
see Republicans line up with Demo-
crats and probably, not for $1.9 trillion
because we know that is just almost
absurd. But there are some real oppor-
tunities to make this GDP growth sub-
stantially, substantially better.

As we sort of walk through some of
the ideas that I am trying to promote,
and I am trying to find some of my
friends on the other side, particularly
the Joint Economic Committee Demo-
crats and some of the Ways and Means
Democrats, there is something very
special going on right now and we need
to seize this as an opportunity.

In a time that has been so difficult
for so many small businesses in Amer-
ica, small entrepreneurs, microentre-
preneurs, something has happened. Do
you know this last year was the biggest
year ever in this country for people
starting new little businesses? Filing
for new LLCs, just starting new busi-
nesses. And you can see it here in the
chart.

That is a pretty big spike when you
consider 2019 was one of the greatest
economic expansion years in modern
history. 2018, 2019 were remarkable
years economically, and yet, 2020, in
the middle of such difficulties, we are
seeing people becoming entrepre-
neurial, taking risks.

If we are going to work on public pol-
icy, where we want to build a more
egalitarian, a more robust economy
next year, this year, future years, how
about a conversation where we get the
Democrats to actually talk to us as Re-
publicans, instead of just run us over
policy-wise. How do you provide access
to capital to some of these micro-
businesses, these businesses that are
being started in people’s back bed-
rooms?

How do you actually provide them a
cleaner path through the regulatory
bodies, the licensing, the permitting?

Are we willing to be creative enough
that, if you are poor and you happen to
be willing to start a microbusiness and
you live in public housing, you are ac-
tually allowed to run that business in
the public housing, instead of being
threatened with losing your lease?

If you actually care about people,
this is the time we say there is some-
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thing going on in our society and our
economy; is this one of the great dis-
ruptions a lot of the economists have
been talking about, that when we have
gone through this upheaval of this last
year, what the future is going to look
like?

And does Congress actually provide
assistance in a way that makes this
economic change happen in a positive
way? Or do we do what we are seeing in
today’s budget document, which was
functionally, $1.9 trillion, and most of
it just going to fund either legacy eco-
nomics, States and municipalities,
where the numbers were stunningly
out of whack? Or are we functionally
funding the last decade’s economy and
not moving to the future economy?

Now, I can try to explain this. If you
will take a look at the bottom chart
here—I put two charts on one board—
you will actually see spending per gov-
ernment job lost. And the only point I
am trying to make with this board is
there is about $350 billion set aside in
the Democrats’ budget reconciliation
bill.

There have been about 350,000 jobs
lost in the government sector. But let’s
first just do it by States. If that money
were used for States, that is $1 million
a job. If it is all of them, it is still
$350,000 a job.

This is actually how—if you actually
say, here is the problem, here is the
math of how much money is in that
bill, you start to realize something is
not lining up. And I desperately hope
we can actually have an intellectually
honest conversation saying, you want
to help States and municipalities? We
know from the Census Bureau—and it
was as of the end of the third quarter
because that is the last number we
had—State revenues were up. State and
local revenues were up over 17 percent
last year, which is remarkable to think
about, because it is unlike everything
we have been told.

Yes, there are municipalities around
this country where their revenues have
been crushed. They are also the very
municipalities that have been most ag-
gressive in their shutdowns. Maybe
those are places we need to look at and
figure out how we help them.

But the math is the math, and State
and local revenues are up, if you take
the entire country, they are up rather
dramatically.

The top part is part of the argument
of targeting. If you are going to have
impact in the country while spending
lots of money, do you spend it in a way
where you actually put the money in
places that—let’s be honest—don’t need
it? Or do you put the money to those
who are truly hurting?

And we can actually tell, because we
can see it just in the aggregate. This is
actually about commercial bank depos-
its, and this is telling us big businesses
that got access to capital, wealthier
people that actually got certain types
of stimulus; stunning, stunning, stun-
ning rise of cash sitting in banks right
now.
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Did the Democrats actually intend to
hand these same people that much
more money?

So part of what we are arguing for is,
please, could we actually take a step
back and understand the data? It is not
slowing things down. It is actually not
sticking money into the very pockets
that actually don’t need it.

The brutal political part is the folks
that actually have these huge deposits,
they are also the ones that often fi-
nance those campaigns.

So let’s actually walk through—and
this one is a little tougher, and I prob-
ably will do more on the floor on it in
the future because I want to go into
some depth—3$15 minimum wage. Okay.
I am one of those who genuinely, des-
perately wants to find ways to help the
working poor.

Understand what was accomplished
in 2018 and 2019. There seems to be this
fear of actually acknowledging that
there was an economic miracle going
on. It was the fastest rise of wealth and
income for the working poor in modern
history. It was the first, not one, but 2
years in modern economic history
where income inequality in this coun-
try actually shrank.

If you say you end up with a society
that becomes dangerously fractured as
income inequality splits and splits and
splits apart, there should have been joy
in this body in 2018 and 2019 when that
very income inequality shrank.

The left can make whatever reason,
excuse, but they need to at least ac-
knowledge it happened. The working
poor’s wages went up dramatically.

Nutrition, if you care about hunger,
it was the first time in modern years
where, what do they call it, food fra-
gility, food stress, actually shrank.
These are good things. Maybe we need
to take a step back and say what did
we do for 20187 What did we do, as a
body, for 2019 that created such pros-
perity, where revenues—so tax receipts
is the proper way to call it, ways and
means, tax receipts actually went up?

If you actually did inflation-adjusted
dollars, I think we had the number two
and number three best years in U.S.
history post-tax reform.

We need to have an honest dialogue,
and I know this is really difficult for
the left. There are things for us on the
right that are really difficult. But the
fact of the matter is; whether things
have changed in regulation; whether it
is the things that changed in our tax
code, whether it was the adoption of
technology, there were lots of things
moving in those couple of years there.
But the fact of the matter is, U.S. soci-
ety got much healthier, and not at cost
to the Treasury.
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If the truth here is that we care
about where we are going economi-
cally, that we care about the economic
stress, that we care about the working
poor, a $1.9 trillion spending stimulus
while ignoring the fact that we had a
couple of years where we actually had
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success in shrinking income inequality,
maybe we need to understand what we
did there and do more of it.

There is a reality here. If you want
the working poor to have a better life,
we can raise their wages to $15 an hour.
But you also have to accept there is—
I think one of these charts says it is
like 3.2 million American workers in
that working poor category who are
going to become much poorer because
they will lose their employment.

We will spend some more time on a
couple of these boards in the near fu-
ture to try to understand: Do you do
what happened in 2018 and 2019, where
what we saw is wages, almost every-
where in the country, were substan-
tially above the minimum wage be-
cause of the scarcity of labor? Labor
became valuable.

There is also another controversial
subject we are going to have to have an
honest discussion on: immigration
issues in regard to the importation of
low-skilled labor. It was somewhat re-
stricted in that time. Competition for
labor shrank; therefore, the value of
that labor went up.

There is a combination of a robust
economy, a tax code that is working,
earned income tax credit, and things of
that nature being expanded, and also
not flooding the market with others
with similar skill sets.

A couple of others we want to just
sort of walk through. This one is sort
of difficult to get our heads around, but
it is the math: total monthly spending
effects of first and second stimulus
payments by household income. What
you find is, when you get up into the
higher income, almost none of the
money was really getting spent. It
functionally went to make people’s
bank accounts more robust. When you
went down, you saw more of the money
actually getting spent.

All we are trying to argue here is, if
you are going to do direct stimulus to
individuals, great, but make sure it is
not going into populations that aren’t
going to spend it because you don’t get
any multiplier in the economy. Lots of
good data exist on this, and you saw it
in a previous chart when you saw how
much is just sitting in bank accounts
right now.

Back to trying to make a point. This
indicates income by households. I want
to make sure I say this the right way.
If you take a look at what I often refer
to as sort of the miracle of 2018 and
2019, you started seeing populations
that were in the lower percentiles. All
of a sudden, their curve was much
steeper than those who had typically
benefited.

There are series of data like this that
we will show you, if you care about the
working poor, that mimic what the Re-
publicans accomplished in the tax re-
form and in the regulatory reform. If
you are on the left, put it under a dif-
ferent name. But the fact of the matter
is, the data is the data. There were
some really wonderful things hap-
pening for the poor and the working
poor in this country.
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Instead of going through the next
couple of boards, I will save those for
when we do a concentrated conversa-
tion.

Madam Speaker, in sort of building a
closing here, it has been a crappy
month for a lot of us here in Congress.
We have gone through some things I
really thought I would never see.

But I always thought, even outside,
when many of us are standing in front
of microphones and being a bit hyper-
bolic, thinking that the only way vot-
ers will actually hear our words is
when we tell stories because math is
too difficult, there have always been
those moments in the back—or the joy
of being in the Ways and Means Com-
mittee where we share a common back
room, unlike so many other commit-
tees where you go off separately.

In this time of COVID, we don’t have
those conversations right now. We
don’t hear each other’s arguments and,
hopefully, build policy that is good for
the country.

What we saw on the floor earlier
today, I think, is somewhat shameful,
a $1.9 trillion budget box, which is de-
signed basically to be able to run
through the process, get through the
Senate with 51 votes, so they don’t
have to negotiate with any Repub-
licans.

But what was also sort of heart-
breaking is so many of the things that
were said just weren’t true. They
weren’t mathematically true. They
weren’t policy true. They weren’t his-
torically true.

The Speaker got up and said, I think,
83 percent of the benefits of tax reform
went to the top 1 percent. That just
isn’t true. We have lots of papers and
other things that say it isn’t. I am sure
the smart people around her know it is
not true. But around here, if you say
something enough times, it becomes
part of, sort of, congressional folKklore.

To be correct, it is 25 percent of the
benefits went to the top 1 percent, but
they pay just a stunning percentage of
Federal income tax.

How do we ever build policy, particu-
larly for economic growth, for oppor-
tunity for everyone, and build a much
more, shall we say, fair and egalitarian
society when in the debates we have, so
much of the discussion is make-be-
lieve? The math isn’t true. Yet, if we
say it enough times, you will hear it
resaid over and over. I will argue that
is where a lot of the crisis is around
here.

My family joke that Daddy works in
a place that is a math-free zone was
meant to be funny. It wasn’t supposed
to be true. The problem is, it is true.

How do you make public policy in
times of difficulty, when you want to
have an economic future that is good
for everyone, but when so much of the
debate has so little to do with the
truth?

I double my commitment. Leading
the Joint Economic Committee, our
economists, our team, I know we have
all committed to working with our
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Democrat colleagues on finding the
things that look like they work and do
more of it.

I desperately hope we can find some
Democrats who are less bathing in par-
tisan rage, or whatever the proper term
would be, and are willing to look at the
math that would be good for all of us,
good for the country, good for someone
like myself who has a b5-year-old. I
want her future to be amazing.

I truly believe our society is at the
moment of an economic disruption
that, if we can get policy right, the
next couple of years can be pretty darn
amazing. The next decade could be just
awesome. But right now, our regu-
latory policy and our reimbursement
policies aren’t there.

How do we get the conversation to
move back to things that will make
this future amazing instead of just
burying my b5-year-old daughter in
more debt?

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

————

BILL PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Cheryl L. Johnson, Clerk of the
House, reported that on January 21,
2021, she presented to the President of
the United States, for his approval, the
following bill:

H.R. 335. To provide for an exception to a
limitation against appointment of persons as
Secretary of Defense within seven years of
relief from active duty as a regular commis-
sioned officer of the Armed Forces.

——————

ADJOURNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 5(a)(1)(B) of House Reso-
lution 8, the House stands adjourned
until 10 a.m. tomorrow for morning-
hour debate and noon for legislative
business.

Thereupon (at 7 o’clock and 9 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, February 4, 2021, at 10 a.m.
for morning-hour debate.

————

RULES AND REPORTS SUBMITTED
PURSUANT TO THE CONGRES-
SIONAL REVIEW ACT

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(d), executive
communications [final rules] sub-
mitted to the House pursuant to b
U.S.C. 801(a)(1) during the period of Au-
gust 21, 2020, through January 3, 2021,
shall be treated as though received on
February 3, 2021. Original dates of
transmittal, numberings, and referrals
to committee of those executive com-
munications remain as indicated in the
Executive Communication section of
the relevant CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

————
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

EC-110. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Comptroller, Department of Defense, trans-
mitting a letter to report violations of the
Antideficiency Act, pursuant to 31 U.S.C.
1351; Public Law 97-258; (96 Stat. 926); to the
Committee on Appropriations.

EC-111. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Personnel and Readiness, Department of De-
fense, transmitting a letter on the approved
retirement of Lieutenant General Eric P.
Wendt, United States Army, and his ad-
vancement to the grade of lieutenant general
on the retired list, pursuant to 10 U.S.C.
1370(c)(1); Public Law 96-513, Sec. 112 (as
amended by Public Law 104-106, Sec. 502(b));
(110 Stat. 293); to the Committee on Armed
Services.

EC-112. A letter from the Acting Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a letter
issuing a travel restriction on senior DOD of-
ficial’s travel to the USCENTCOM AOR
through March 1, 2021; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

EC-113. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Acquisition and Sustainment, Department of
Defense, transmitting the Department’s cer-
tification that the survivability testing of
the F-15EX aircraft would be unreasonably
expensive, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 2366(c)(1); to
the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-114. A letter from the Director, Bureau
of Consumer Financial Protection, transmit-
ting the Bureau’s Major final rule — Debt
Collection Practices (Regulation F) [Docket
No.: CFPB-2019-0022] (RIN: 3170-AA41) re-
ceived February 2, 2021, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

EC-115. A letter from the Director, Bureau
of Consumer Financial Protection, transmit-
ting the Bureau’s Major final rule — Debt
Collection Practices (Regulation F) [Docket
No.: CFPB-2019-0022] (RIN: 3170-AA41) re-
ceived February 2, 2021, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

EC-116. A letter from the Director, Office
of Worker’s Compensation Programs, De-
partment of Labor, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s Annual Report to Congress on the FY
2019 operations of the Office of Workers’
Compensation Programs, pursuant to 30
U.S.C. 936(b); Public Law 91-173, Sec. 426(b)
(as amended by Public Law 107-275, Sec.
2(b)(4)); (116 Stat. 1926) and 33 U.S.C. 942; Mar.
4, 1927, ch. 509, Sec. 42 (as amended by Public
Law 104-66, Sec. 1102(b)(1)); (109 Stat. 722); to
the Committee on Education and Labor.

EC-117. A letter from the Compliance Spe-
cialist, Wage and Hour Division, Department
of Labor, transmitting the Department’s
Major final rule — Independent Contractor
Status Under the Fair Labor Standards Act
(RIN: 1235-AA34) received February 2, 2021,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.

EC-118. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of Health and Human Services,
transmitting a Declaration of a Public
Health Emergency and Waiver and/or Modi-
fication of Certain HIPAA, and Medicare,
Medicaid, and Children’s Health Insurance
Program Requirements (consequences of the
wildfires on the State of Oregon), pursuant
to 42 U.S.C. 1320b-5(d); Aug. 14, 1935, ch. 531,
title XI, Sec. 1135(d) (as added by Public Law
107-188, Sec. 143(a)); (116 Stat. 628); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

EC-119. A letter from the Regulations Co-
ordinator, Office of the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s Major final rule —
Securing Updated and Necessary Statutory
Evaluations Timely [Docket No.: HHS-OS-
2020-0012] (RIN: 0991-AC24) received February
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2, 2021, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Pub-
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

EC-120. A letter from the Regulations Co-
ordinator, Centers for Medicare and Med-
icaid Services, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s Major final rule — Patient Protection
and Affordable Care Act; HHS Notice of Ben-
efit and Payment Parameters for 2022; Up-
dates to State Innovation Waiver (Section
1332 Waiver) Implementing Regulations
[CMS-9914-F] (RIN: 0938-AU18; 1505-AC72) re-
ceived February 2, 2021, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

EC-121. A letter from the Assistant Legal
Advisor, Office of Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting a report con-
cerning international agreements other than
treaties entered into by the United States to
be transmitted to the Congress within the
sixty-day period specified in the Case-Za-
blocki Act, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 112b(a); Pub-
lic Law 92-403, Sec. 1(a) (as amended by Pub-
lic Law 108-458, Sec. 7121(b)); (118 Stat. 3807);
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-122. A letter from the Deputy Sec-
retary, Department of Defense, transmitting
the Department’s Inspector General Semi-
annual Report to Congress for the period
April 1, 2020 through September 30, 2020, pur-
suant to the Inspector General Act of 1978; to
the Committee on Oversight and Reform.

EC-123. A letter from the Director, Legal
Processing Division, Internal Revenue Serv-
ice, transmitting the Service’s Major final
regulations — Denial of Deduction for Cer-
tain Fines, Penalties, and Other Amounts;
Related Information Reporting Require-
ments [TD 9946] (RIN: 1545-BO67) received
February 2, 2021, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

EC-124. A letter from the Chief, Publica-
tions and Regulations Branch, Internal Rev-
enue Service, transmitting the Service’s
Major final rule — Guidance Under Section
1061 [TD 9945] (RIN: 1545-B0O81) received Feb-
ruary 2, 2021, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

EC-125. A letter from the Director, Legal
Processing Division, Internal Revenue Serv-
ice, transmitting the Service’s Major final
rule — Credit for Carbon Oxide Sequestra-
tion [TD9944] (RIN: 1545-BP42) received Feb-
ruary 2, 2021, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

EC-126. A letter from the Assistant Chief
Counsel for Regulations and Security Stand-
ards, Office of the Chief Counsel, Transpor-
tation Security Administration Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s Major final rule — Security
Training for Surface Transportation Em-
ployees [Docket No.: TSA-2015-0001[ (RIN:
1652-AA55) received February 2, 2021, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Homeland Security.

EC-127. A letter from the Assistant Chief
Counsel for Regulations and Security Stand-
ards, Office of the Chief Counsel, Transpor-
tation Security Administration Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s Major final rule — Security
Training for Surface Transportation Em-
ployees; Compliance Dates; Amendment
[Docket No.: TSA-2015-0001] (RIN: 1652-A Ab5)
received February 2, 2021, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Homeland Security.
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