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in their pajamas that are in bed, be-
cause you get to scare them. It is easi-
er to intimidate them. 

What happened to those days when it 
didn’t matter whether the assistant 
U.S. attorney or the FBI agents voted 
Democrat or Republican? They were 
going to make sure they didn’t abuse 
their power. I am not seeing that kind 
of concern like I used to see from peo-
ple in the Department of Justice. 

I know there are some that feel that 
way but, yet they are being gaslit if 
they try to report or be whistleblowers, 
and their careers are destroyed. Kind of 
like Director Mueller destroyed the ca-
reer of the FBI agent that was the 
whistleblower and reported the uneth-
ical and, I would say, illegal conduct 
by the FBI in trying to persecute dur-
ing the prosecution of Ted Stevens 
when they abused the system and con-
victed an innocent man. 

Yeah, the Mueller way. You promote 
the one that engaged in the fraud, and 
you punish the one who reported the 
fraud within the FBI. 

We have just seen it grow worse and 
worse as Mueller’s dear friend, James 
Comey, took over. The abuses grew. 
And then Christopher Wray was ap-
pointed to clean up the FBI. It appears 
to me his way of cleaning things up is 
just to sweep it under the rug. If some-
body lies to the FISA court, commits a 
crime, whereas if it were a conserv-
ative, they would put him under the 
prison rather than punish him, would 
just let him go get a higher paying job 
somewhere else. 

That is not punishment. It is not de-
terrent. And it is doing massive dam-
age to this country. 

So we have the ministry of truth now 
called the disinformation board that 
has been created. This is being led and 
created by people who have been cham-
pions of disinformation, champions of 
gaslighting, who want to convince 
America: If you think there is a prob-
lem, if you think there is abuse in the 
FISA court, if you think there was any 
impropriety in elections, then we need 
to come after you and charge you with 
disinformation. 

For those who have not read 1984, or 
don’t remember, the ministry of truth, 
in this case now called the 
disinformation board, they were 
charged with rewriting history every 
day. As Orwell pointed out through, I 
believe his name was Winston, one day 
they might say, well, this government 
did not invent the airplane but all of 
the good changes that have made it 
more effective, more efficient, faster, 
those came by our great, Big Brother 
Government. 

Then eventually, you would get to 
the point where you would just forget 
all of that and say, Big Brother Gov-
ernment created the airplane, has had 
everything to do with making it effec-
tive, and just take credit for every-
thing good and then blame anybody 
else for anything bad. 

So that seems like where we are 
going. We could call it the gaslighting 

board, but it is called the 
disinformation board. And it is headed 
by a person who, herself, has been quite 
guilty of disinformation, yet she is 
going to be in charge of coming up with 
disinformation for the future, appar-
ently. We can expect problems ahead 
for sure. 

Now, this article from yesterday, 
May 12, from the New York Post, Nina 
Jankowicz says, ‘‘Verified Twitter 
users should edit others’ tweets.’’ 

I mean, we are right out of 1984, 
going back to the days of the 1950s 
when some songwriter wrote, If your 
mommy is a commie, well you gotta 
turn her in. 

This is where it appears the 
disinformation board wants to go. 
Yeah, kids, turn in your parents if you 
find out that they have said anything 
privately at home that is inconsistent 
with the new truth that the 
disinformation board has come up 
with. 

This is dangerous stuff. It cannot be 
overstated. We have got to stop the 
disinformation board. The solution to 
misinformation is more freedom so 
that people that have accurate infor-
mation can come out with it. But when 
the government puts its finger on the 
scales of justice, on the balance, then 
you can be assured you are going to get 
less truth and less justice because it is 
not going to be fair. 

I mentioned before that I was an ex-
change student for the summer to the 
old Soviet Union. From what I under-
stood, it was the Soviet government, it 
was the Communist Party that put out 
all this misinformation. They would lie 
about things. They would cover up. I 
still wonder how many cosmonauts 
may have died during their space pro-
gram, but they never came out truth-
fully with what all happened. 

I was with a couple of Soviet college 
students, who I liked a great deal; they 
were wonderful people. We were look-
ing at an exhibit about some of the 
space program things. Gagarin was the 
first human ever in space, and there 
were some entries about Gagarin and 
the world hero that he was. Up to that 
point, I felt like, well, these are college 
students who would be the most likely 
to get upset if they were lied to. And it 
said something about Gagarin being 
killed by testing a new experimental 
plane. My Soviet male, college friend, 
who spoke terrific English, said, Yeah, 
well, we know that is not true. I was 
intrigued. I never heard them indicate 
that they knew they were being lied to 
by the Soviet government. 

The other Soviet college student 
said, Yeah, there is no way that hap-
pened. And I said, You don’t believe he 
was killed testing a plane as a test 
pilot? 
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They both chimed in that, no, there 
is no way. He was the greatest hero in 
the history of the world, the first man 
in space. There is no way the Soviet 
government would allow him to get 

into a plane by himself that wasn’t 
safe. That didn’t happen. It was too im-
portant. He was too important as a 
hero, as someone that made us admire 
our government. They wouldn’t let him 
die like that. 

Well, I don’t know whether he died as 
a test pilot or not, but I was intrigued 
that they believed to their core that 
the Soviet government lied to them. 
Why? Because the Soviet government 
constantly lied to them. 

They wouldn’t make up lies. In fact, 
remember, this was 1973. I found it in-
teresting, in Pravda, they were report-
ing some things about Watergate 
emerging back in the U.S., and because 
it really was like a disinformation 
board or ministry of truth, whichever 
one you want to call it, they made ev-
erything about the Soviet Union. Ev-
erything was centered on the Soviet 
Union. 

So their take on Watergate was that 
because Richard Nixon came to the So-
viet Union, the first President ever to 
do so, that is why the Democrats came 
after him and were wanting to throw 
him out of office or put him in jail, be-
cause he made friends with the Soviets. 

That was their take in order to make 
it all about the Soviet Union. Of 
course, we know crimes were com-
mitted, and the coverup was the worst 
of it. 

But this is where we are headed, and 
it is a very dangerous time. We do not 
need a disinformation board. We need 
people being able to stand up and speak 
up without intimidation because they 
are conservative Black or because they 
are abused or whatever. They need to 
be able to speak up and bring evidence 
forward, or at least have an investiga-
tion to get to the bottom of things 
without being belittled, without being 
gaslit. That will do more to secure our 
freedom for the future. 

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

f 

THE STATE OF THE ECONOMY 

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. Mr. Speaker, we 
are going to try to do the impossible. 
We are going to do like 20 boards in 30 
minutes. Just please wave at me if I 
start rambling at hyper rates of speed. 

One of the reasons for today’s presen-
tation, it is somewhat of a follow-up 
from a couple of weeks ago, but also 
somewhat of just this frustration of 
statements from our brothers and sis-
ters on the left, from the President, 
even the comments this week of: Okay, 
Republicans, where is your plan? 

Have you seen the numbers of bills 
that we have offered to take on infla-
tion, to promote economic growth, to 
promote fairness? None of them can get 
a hearing around here. 

My point comes to something very, 
very simple. We intend to judge the 
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left over what you have accomplished 
the last 15 months, and we will make it 
to 2 years. 

Are the poor better off, the working 
poor better off, the middle class better 
off? Is the environment better off? Is 
the world safer and healthier? 

Then, we expect you to turn around 
and judge us when we had the majority 
and the White House. Take a look at 
2017, ’18, ’19, and we will bookend the 
pandemic, and judge us. I believe you 
will see the policies we brought to this 
floor, to this country, made the poor 
less poor, the working poor substan-
tially less poor, the middle class much 
more prosperous, and it didn’t have the 
cruelty that Democrat policy has exe-
cuted the last 15 months. 

Look, I am not being hyperbolic. It is 
a crappy environment out there. 

It is just exhausting having to do 
this every couple of months because of 
the willingness just not to tell the 
truth here by my brothers and sisters 
on the left. 

Once again, tax reform was done at 
the very end of 2017. Speaker after 
speaker, the Speaker herself, came to 
the floor and told us how this was a 
giveaway to the rich, that it was going 
to crash revenues, that we are heading 
to recession. None of that was true. 

We ended up having a couple of years 
there before the pandemic—and I am 
going to show you, if we hadn’t had it, 
how miserable the pandemic economics 
would have been. 

The fact of the matter is, when we 
passed tax reform, corporate tax re-
ceipts—we don’t call them revenues; we 
call them receipts if you are on the 
Ways and Means Committee—went up 
75 percent, far beyond CBO’s early pro-
jections. 

The fact of the matter is individual 
income taxes were up 271⁄2 percent, and 
80 percent of that was paid by the top 
10 percent. 

Bit of trivia, Mr. Speaker pro tem, 
and to my Democrat colleagues. Our 
tax reform was more progressive, 
meaning the top tier of income earners 
were paying a higher percentage, a 
larger percentage, of the Federal in-
come tax burden than the previous tax 
system. 

Stop lying about what we did because 
what we did was pretty darn amazing. 
When you think about just the eco-
nomic effects, income inequality 
shrank, food insecurity shrank, and we 
did it without inflation. 

Look, I accept there is a huge divide 
here. Democrats don’t particularly like 
Republican policies. We obviously 
don’t like theirs. Fine. 

Do you care about poor people? Do 
you care about the middle class? Then 
step up and just steal our ideas. We 
will be happy to let you take them if it 
is good for America. But the crap that 
has been moved here in the last 15 
months has just been cruel. 

Let’s go back and, one more time, 
take a look at the actual math. If you 
take a look at the middle income, what 
was happening in that mean of our 

country—and this is adjusted to, I be-
lieve, 2019, so it is all consistent. 

You take a look at that growth, the 
opportunity, and you take a look at 
what happened when we did tax reform, 
just the incredible growth of income. 
This is real purchasing power. This is 
adjusted for inflation. 

The fact of the matter is, take a look 
at these miserable years here during 
the Obama administration, where we 
basically just flatlined, and we stayed 
there. 

The 2008 recession was brutal. Why 
did it take years and years and years 
and years and years just to get back to 
mean? 

The fact of the matter is regulatory 
policy, tax policy, and trade policy 
make a difference, and you have to ba-
sically embrace something. Maybe this 
is where some of the left and right di-
vide is. 

As a conservative, I believe growth is 
moral. I believe my daughter and the 
next generation of Americans deserve 
to live better tomorrow and the next 
year and the next decade better than 
they did yesterday. Instead, the poli-
cies of this administration and this 
Congress have made America poorer. 

Once again, you take a look at what 
was being said here. That blue is what 
all the pretax reform trend line was. 
This is where we were going. We were 
all excited that we might get slightly 
over 2 percent GDP growth. 

Understand, when we talk about 
gross domestic product growth, it is a 
big deal because it builds on itself. It is 
like a staircase. When you get another 
1 percent here, 1 percent may not seem 
like a lot to you, but it becomes the 
new basis for the next year and the 
next year. When you start to look at 
that over a decade, it starts being re-
markable amounts of wealth that is 
distributed throughout society. 

The red is what we accomplished by 
fixing the regulatory and tax system 
around here. 

The fact of the matter is, if you care 
about the middle class, if you care 
about the working poor, if you care 
about this society, if you care about 
our future, embrace the truth. Em-
brace that it worked. If you want, say 
you could have done it better. But the 
fact of the matter is, what we accom-
plished worked. 

This is taking a little bit to 
geekdom, and I am sorry about that, 
but how horrendous the Democrats’ 
forecasts were on accuracy, and how, 
when Republicans took over the major-
ity, we functionally nailed it. 

As a matter of fact, for 2018, we sub-
stantially underestimated the amount 
of growth we were going to accomplish 
with our regulatory and tax reform. 

I know this may not seem important, 
but it is because, once again, in this 
place, we play this game: ‘‘Well, CBO 
says this.’’ But for some reason, when 
the Democrats are in charge of this 
place, CBO gives these projections, and 
we never get there. When Republicans 
are in charge, CBO gives us projections, 
and we touch them or exceed them. 

Then, we turn around and see the 
President and Democrat leadership 
talk about it as if it was some 
dystopian time. It is just this bizarre 
place, being judged by what we actu-
ally accomplished just as we intend to 
judge you and what you have done to 
this country. 

This one is actually important be-
cause we are going through this right 
now. There is an argument that inputs 
in inflation is basically it is too many 
dollars—simplistic—too many dollars 
chasing too few goods and services. 

You can do what the Federal Reserve 
is doing right now, which is basically 
squeeze dollars, squeeze liquidity out of 
our society. It will drive us into a re-
cession, and it will raise misery, and 
people will lose their jobs. But that is 
what is being required to get out the 
excess liquidity that the Democrats 
here—not a single Republican voted for 
it—did to this country. 

There is a reason Larry Summers 
begged you not to do it. You know, big- 
time Republican Larry Summers, 
right? He begged you not to do it. You 
did it anyway, and you set it off. You 
basically took a flaming log and threw 
it on the kindling. Then you run 
around and say, ‘‘Well, it was Russia.’’ 
I am going to show you over and over 
here that it was going on before the 
Russian invasion of Ukraine. 

I am going to show you that your 
policies, for years, are what set off en-
ergy prices. But one of the inputs, if 
you want to tamp down inflation, that 
we as Members of Congress can do is 
incentivize society. You incentivize in-
dustry to make more stuff. 

Some of the ways you do that is you 
get more of our brothers and sisters to 
participate in the economy. The fact of 
the matter is that was also one of the 
miracles that we accomplished with 
tax reform, the number of folks that 
came from the sidelines and came back 
into work because it became profitable 
for their lives, because there were op-
portunities. 

Once again, is growth moral? Because 
what we accomplished was pretty re-
markable. 

I know it may be hard to try to get 
your head around some of these charts, 
but the fact of the matter is the spike 
we saw of people coming back out of re-
tirement and going back into the labor 
force and young people, I guess, drop-
ping their video games and going into 
the labor force, it didn’t set off infla-
tion. In many ways, what it did was 
help set off productivity so we had 
those amazing wealth effects there, 
particularly in 2018, 2019, the first quar-
ter of 2020 before the pandemic. 

Look where we are at today. Today, 
we are now seeing articles that labor 
force participation—our numbers of 
brothers and sister who are going to 
choose not to participate in the econ-
omy, who are going to take early re-
tirement, not come back into labor— 
continues to leave us flatlined, leaving 
our country with the solution the left 
is going to give us for inflation is to let 
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the Federal Reserve drive us into a re-
cession. That is all you are giving us 
right now. 

This chart is absolutely fascinating 
for folks. Remember how Democrats 
believed they made people’s lives so 
much better by functionally handing 
out cash? 

b 1430 

Did you know that our brothers and 
sister had a hell of a lot more cash in 
their bank accounts before COVID? The 
amount of economic growth that was 
happening over here—they weren’t 
spending it as fast as they got it. It was 
actually starting to go into their fu-
ture retirement, their retirement secu-
rity, the money for their kids’ edu-
cation. 

The fact of the matter is the chart is 
the chart. These are the increases in 
household income, household checking 
deposits for the lowest 20 percent of 
quartiles. I despise that term. The fact 
of the matter is these are our brothers 
and sisters who are considered to be at 
the bottom 20 percent of the income 
quartiles. You see this dramatic 
change in how much money they had in 
their checking accounts? Over here you 
can see—here is the blip where we sent 
out COVID money, and here is where 
they are today. It is gone. As a matter 
of fact, it is now lower than it was pre- 
COVID. 

This is the Democrats’ great success 
in the Keynesian stimulus model of 
handing out cash. Our brothers and sis-
ters have less cash in the bank than 
they did before. When we were doing it 
through economic growth and not 
handouts, our brothers and sisters out 
there—if you care about the poor and 
the working poor, you made them poor-
er. 

If I get one more Democrat here who 
comes behind the microphone, and 
says: Well, energy prices are because of 
the invasion. Come on. We all know 
that isn’t true. 

How many times have there been 
votes in this House and every single 
Democrat voted no to construction of 
new refineries, no construction to even 
provide permits for new refineries, no 
new drilling? We have vote after vote 
after vote and this has been going on 
for decades. 

You have all heard this discussion of 
when the Biden administration took 
over and they functionally took their 
regulatory apparatus, and said, you 
give a loan, you are a pension system, 
and you invest in hydrocarbons. We 
need you now to file new disclosures on 
what you did for the environment and 
greenhouse. What are your risk levels? 

You functionally basically created 
this chilling effect for what we call the 
capital stack, the access to capital to 
extract and refine hydrocarbons. It 
sounds a little geeky. Let’s make this 
simple. 

It is not because of the cancellation 
of the pipelines; it is a little bit. It is 
not because of the lack of leases; it is 
a little bit. It is substantially because 

in 2020 you had the collapse of the use-
ful hydrocarbons because everyone is 
staying home. If you remember, we 
went to negative oil prices. Lots and 
lots of fields and lots of delivery sys-
tems shut down. A year later, we des-
perately need those back into produc-
tion. 

The Democrats have taken over ev-
erything and now they make it damn 
hard to get any money. They make it 
damn hard to put that field back into 
production. What did you think was 
going to happen? 

I am going to show you in a couple of 
charts—it is a couple charts away—the 
pricing that we are paying today for 
heating and cooling our homes, for fill-
ing up our vehicle, was coming before 
the invasion. What Russia is doing to 
Ukraine just brought it forward by a 
few months, but you could already see 
it in the futures market. 

Don’t you remember last fall we were 
having discussions here on the floor 
about how people were going to heat 
their homes this winter? Once again, 
you are going to have the President 
and Democrats say, well, it is Putin’s 
inflation. It is just not true. It is Dem-
ocrat policy. 

The fact of the matter is—think 
about this—when we functionally hit 
2019 and going into the first part of 
2020, we were energy independent. We 
functionally had accomplished the mir-
acle that we had not seen for 30, 40, 50 
years. Imagine if we had that today? It 
shows you how much damage the left 
has been able to accomplish in 15 
months. 

There is a great irony here. One of 
the pledges of the Democrats when 
they were running in the last election 
and the Biden campaign, and even the 
people that ran against me—we are 
going to clean the environment. We ac-
tually care. We are going to deal with 
greenhouse gases. Their lack of under-
standing of basic economics—they do 
all these things, they screw up the cap-
ital stack, they screw up the ability to 
extract natural gas, natural gas goes 
way up in price, and power plants all 
across the country have to convert 
back to coal. 

Congratulations, guys. Last year, 
America burned 23 percent more coal 
because you raised the price of the dra-
matically cleaner natural gas so much 
they had to convert back to coal. So 
when the environmental party—at 
least the party that claims to be. But if 
you look at the math, the Republicans’ 
ability to get natural gas to the mar-
ket cheaply and efficiently is what got 
us so darn close to those Paris accord 
numbers, just organically, because we 
believed in economics. 

The control freaks here that thought 
they controlled the energy markets— 
sorry, guys, you made it much worse. 
You made it much worse. The math is 
the math. This is math coming from 
the Democrat administration admit-
ting they made it much worse. 

Once again, if you take a look at the 
futures market—and this is long before 

the invasion—when you see these 
spikes, this is almost a year ago, it was 
already coming because the constraint 
on supplies was already built into the 
policy of Democrat control of this gov-
ernment. 

The misery today—even though there 
is going to be this desperate attempt to 
say it is Putin’s inflation and Putin’s 
gas prices—it is just not true. Some of 
us were on this floor last October say-
ing that we were already seeing this in 
the futures market. The only thing the 
invasion did is just brought it forward 
by a few months. 

You wonder why you have inflation. 
Let’s see. Left policies blew up the en-
ergy market. Left policies financed 
massive amounts of liquidity and the 
incentive to functionally stay home 
and not be part of a productive society. 
Great Democrat policies again. 

Take a look at the misery index— 
which actually I should do a calcula-
tion. I should go back and try to figure 
out—in this misery index we would 
probably just do inflation and how 
many people are living on the street 
and how many kids are dying of 
fentanyl overdose because the border is 
open. That may be one of our coming 
projects. 

The fact of the matter is, the CPI 
calculation—and this is just from the 
last couple of weeks—is now well over 
14 percent, and we are seeing food, en-
ergy, shelter coming close to 20 per-
cent. These are the core components. 
This is year over year. This isn’t the 
little transitory—do you remember 
how we were promised over and over by 
the administration and my Democrat 
colleagues that it was transitory? This 
is year over year. This is your version 
of transitory? 

If you want to make Americans poor-
er, what are some of the cruelest 
things you can do? Let’s go back to our 
working poor. What are the two things 
you do to crush the working poor? In-
flation and open up the border. You 
flood the population with individuals 
with similar skill sets and then you 
make the core things you need: food, 
rent and fuel—if you are rich, which we 
know the Democratic Party now has 
become substantially an elite party. If 
you take a look at your money, it is 
rich coastal people that write the 
checks. It is what it is. 

That working class, particularly the 
poor working class, are just getting 
their heads kicked in. The only solu-
tion we get from the left is, well, let’s 
send them more checks, even though 
that worked brilliantly a year ago. 

If you start to look at fuel, 58.8, gaso-
line up 43 percent. Then you start tak-
ing a look at changes in food and shel-
ter. In my community, I represent a 
population that has had the highest in-
flation now for almost a year and a 
half. The calculation that just came 
out last week, my community just suf-
fered 11 percent year-over-year infla-
tion. Last January, the year-over-year 
inflation was 10.9. My community has 
gotten poorer, substantially poorer, be-
cause of Democrat policies. 
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Now you start to think about that 

middle class, how much of their income 
actually goes to buy fuel or, in this 
case, buy food? You get the con job 
here saying, well, the core CPI says 
this. Okay. 

When you adjust core CPI, the con-
sumer price index, and you start to 
think about individuals of—if I am in 
the working middle class, that hard-
working middle class, or even some of 
the lower quartiles, the amount of your 
income that goes to food, fuel and shel-
ter, you start to realize across the 
country that it is not 8.1 or whatever 
that number is that was the national 
average, it is over 10. 

It is folks with assets, like a bunch of 
the Members here. They own houses, 
they own a second house, they own a 
vacation home. They are invested in 
real estate equities. They own some 
REITs holdings. They are doing fine. 
All those adjust with inflation. 

But for our brothers and sisters who 
are just trying to survive, we are kick-
ing their heads in. It is policy that 
came from the floor of this House that 
did it. 

You start to think about the share of 
income now having to be spent just on 
shelter, when our lowest quartiles, or 
quintiles, however you prefer to say it, 
is now over 241⁄2 percent for our lowest 
quintile to basically just pay for their 
rent. These are nationwide numbers. 
This isn’t my Phoenix-Scottsdale num-
ber where it is actually substantially 
higher. 

Congratulations to my community, 
Democrats brought you 11 percent in-
flation. Yay. After redistricting—I am 
blessed, I have an amazing community, 
but my community voted for Joe Biden 
by a couple of points, but they didn’t 
vote for this. 

If you want to make someone that is 
retired, if you want to make a working 
person poorer, do this. This is misery. 
The unwillingness—this is an uncom-
fortable analogy, but I think it works. 

Does anyone have a friend that they 
tried to help through being an alco-
holic and you took them to their 12- 
step meeting? 

What is the first step? They admit 
they have a problem. My brothers and 
sisters on the left here won’t admit 
they have a problem because they 
won’t admit they did this. 

Let’s start going over some of the 
brilliant policy ideas—and I only use 
this one as a simple example because it 
is easy to digest. In the Democrats’ 
Build Back Better, they have been 
speechifying to us that supply chains 
are setting off inflation, we need more 
production, we need this. 

Then they slip language into their 
own legislation that says—but you 
can’t automate the ports because we 
are beholden to the unions. Think 
about that. The Build Back Better has 
a provision in there, slipped in there, 
hidden in there, that you can’t auto-
mate the very things that technology 
disruptions can help make us more pro-
ductive, so that we can actually start 

to drive inflation down and get the 
wealth cycle back to our brothers and 
sisters here in this country. They are 
more beholden to their union constitu-
ency than the working men and women 
of this country. 
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Then here is the very last slide. 
Mr. Speaker, may I ask for my time? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman has 3 minutes remaining. 
Mr. SCHWEIKERT. It shows you how 

fast you can talk if you have been just 
sucking down coffee all day, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I should throw this out: I have had 
the pleasure of sitting there when I 
have someone on the other side, and I 
know it is sometimes like fingernails 
on a chalkboard, and you are a good 
guy to tolerate because I am frus-
trated. I am frustrated that this body 
is not living up to what we are capable 
of. There are lots of reasons and lots of 
excuses. But, please, to anyone here, no 
more going behind the microphone and 
saying: but it is all paid for. 

The math up to this point of just 
what has been passed—this isn’t what 
has been proposed, what is proposed is 
off the chart—just what has been 
passed, the left has functionally in-
creased the deficit by $21⁄2 trillion dol-
lars. 

That is actually using the much 
more favorable CBO scoring. So no 
more pretending and saying everything 
is paid for. It is not. 

All I’m trying to do here is a simple 
point: judge us as conservatives and 
Republicans by what we did policywise 
in 2017, ‘18, and ‘19 and the good it was 
for the country. It was good for every-
one across the board. And then take a 
look at particularly the last 15 months. 

I beg of my Democratic colleagues: 
reach back, figure out what we did that 
worked, steal the ideas and call them 
your own. But the country deserves so 
much better than what they are get-
ting from this body today. 

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

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With re-
spect to a unanimous consent request 
entered earlier today by Mr. COLE of 
Oklahoma, the Chair would clarify that 
such request cannot be entertained 
with respect to H.R. 7648. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 11(b) of House Resolu-
tion 188, the House stands adjourned 
until noon on Monday next for morn-
ing-hour debate and 2 p.m. for legisla-
tive business. 

Thereupon (at 2 o’clock and 47 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, May 16, 
2022, at noon for morning-hour debate. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

EC–4122. A letter from the Assistant Gen-
eral Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and 
Energy Efficiency, Office of Energy Effi-
ciency and Renewable Energy, Department 
of Energy, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Energy Conservation Program: 
Test Procedure for Commercial Prerinse 
Spray Valves [EERE-2019-BT-TP-0025] (RIN: 
1904-AE55) received March 30, 2022, 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–4123. A letter from the Chief of Staff, 
Media Bureau, Federal Communications 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Amendment of Section 73.6622(j), 
Table of Allotments, Television Broad-
casting Services (Vernon, Alabama) [MB 
Docket No.: 22-30] (RM-11916) received April 
26, 2022, 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–4124. A letter from the Chief of Staff, 
Media Bureau, Federal Communications 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Amendment of Section 73.622(j), 
Table of Allotments, Television Broad-
casting Services (Billings, Montana) [MB 
Docket No.: 22-39] (RM-11917) received April 
26, 2022, 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–4125. A letter from the Chief of Staff, 
Media Bureau, Federal Communications 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Amendment of Section 73.622(j), 
Table of Allotments, Television Broad-
casting Services (Albany, New York) [MB 
Docket No.: 22-13] (RM-11914) received April 
26, 2022, 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–4126. A letter from the Director, Office 
of Congressional Affairs, U.S. Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s NUREG technical report — Con-
solidated Decommissioning Guidance, Char-
acterization, Survey, and Determination of 
Radiological Criteria, Final Report received 
April 28, 2022, 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–4127. A letter from the Legal Yeoman, 
CG-LRA, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s temporary final rule — Safety 
Zone; Anacostia River, Washington, DC 
[Docket Number: USCG-2022-0212] (RIN: 1625- 
AA00) received April 25, 2022, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

EC–4128. A letter from the Legal Yeoman, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Colum-
bia River, Rufus, OR [Docket Number: 
USCG-2022-0176] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
April 25, 2022, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

EC–4129. A letter from the Legal Yeoman, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Security Zone; San 
Diego Bay, San Diego, CA [Docket Number: 
USCG-2022-0234] (RIN: 1625-AA87) received 
April 25, 2022, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 
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