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and let us strive to carry on his legacy
by standing tall in the face of chal-
lenge and controversy. Reverend Mar-
tin Luther King said it is not where
you stand in moments of comfort and
convenience but where you stand in
moments of challenge and controversy.

Let us, like Harry Belafonte, be
champions of equality guided by the
principles of compassion, empathy, and
love. It is said: “Each and every one of
us has the capacity to be an oppressor.
I want to encourage everyone to inter-
rogate how we might be an oppressor
and how we might be able to become
liberators for ourselves and for each
other.”

In the spirit of these words, let us
forge ahead harnessing the power of
our collective talents and passions to
drive change and create a more just
and equitable world for all. Let us not
only celebrate his achievements but
also emulate his unwavering actions
and dedication to the cause of justice.
Let us strive to become liberators for
ourselves and for each other, working
tirelessly to ensure that the torch of
equality and freedom continue to burn
brightly for generations to come.

May the life and legacy of Mr. Harry
Belafonte serve as the guiding light as
we navigate the challenges that lie
ahead. Together, let us work toward a
life and a world where justice, equality,
and love will prevail.

Mr. Speaker, God bless us all.

I yield to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK).

Mrs. CHERFILUS-McCORMICK. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today for the third time
in opposition to Speaker MCCARTHY’S
debt ceiling brinksmanship, which
would deliver a crushing setback to the
numerous successes of President Biden
and House Democrats.

Just look at how far we have come.
Annual inflation has declined in the
last 9 months. Gas prices are much
lower than the record highs we saw in
the wake of Russia’s invasion of
Ukraine last year. The price of many
foods like chicken and fruits and vege-
tables have declined in March.

Labor force participation is at
record-high levels. Unemployment has
reached a 50-year low of 3.5 percent.
Within the Black community, unem-
ployment has never been this low.

Real income has risen both for low-
income Americans and across the econ-
omy as a whole. All the while, our def-
icit has dropped more than $1.7 trillion
in 2 years. We are not out of the woods
yet. There is always more we can do
and could be done to reduce the finan-
cial burdens faced by American fami-
lies and making things even just a lit-
tle bit easier.

Let’s give credit where credit is due.
Since taking office, President Biden
has passed legislation that has created
a strong foundation for the economy to
grow and he has invested in the middle
class. The administration has worked
tirelessly to reduce the cost of living
and bringing down the cost of prices.

President Biden’s Inflation Reduc-
tion Act has also been transformative,
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slashing kitchen table costs for work-
ing families, forcing pharmaceutical
companies to negotiate lower drug
prices, capping insulin at $35 per month
for Medicare patients, and cutting
healthcare insurance premiums for
millions of Americans.

President Biden’s budget proposal
stands in stark contrast to what
Speaker MCCARTHY has floated. It is
bold, compassionate, and puts working
families over politics. Not only would
President Biden’s proposal reduce the
deficit by $3 trillion over the next 10
years, but it does so while investing in
our Nation. It lowers costs for working
families by making childcare,
healthcare, and housing more afford-
able. These are all things that are cru-
cial to our economy and to the Amer-
ican people at this present time.

Now is the time for my Republican
colleagues to put aside partisan poli-
tics and work with us to pass a budget
that reinforces America’s promise to
our constituents. House Republicans
should not stand in the way of this
progress.

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, you have heard from our distin-
guished colleagues about the American
debt cliff that we are facing. All of
these issues are of great importance to
the Congressional Black Caucus, our
constituents, the Congress, and all
Americans tonight.

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

———

AMERICANS ARE POORER THAN
THEY WERE 2 YEARS AGO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
SCHWEIKERT) for 30 minutes.

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, we
are going to do a couple different
things tonight. I am going to spend
some time talking about growth. I am
one of those who believes growth is
moral. If you listen to my brothers and
sisters on the left or many of us on the
right, we are talking about how much
poorer America is today.

The fact of the matter is, working
men and women in this country today
are poorer than they were 2 years ago.
From the day Joe Biden was elected to
today, if you are in my district—I have
one of the highest, if not the highest,
inflation in America. I have the Phoe-
nix-Scottsdale area—you are about 6
percent poorer because inflation has
been this high, your wage growth is
here.

It is always amusing to me when our
brothers and sisters on the left talk
about income inequality, working men
and women, and then the very policies
that are advocated basically make us
poorer.

Another thing I have to say is—and I
have to say this over and over and
over—in 2011, Standard and Poor’s put
out a paper and they downgraded the
United States’ debt, and their down-
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grade was a tick. We were AAA, and we
went to AA+, but if anyone would both-
er to read it—because if I hear one
more person from the press go, well, in
2011 when they had the debt ceiling
fight, they got downgraded. That isn’t
what S&P said. Read the damn thing.

It is very simple: We got downgraded
as a country because we were not doing
anything about debt. It makes it very
clear. I went over this a couple of
weeks ago here on the floor, I read part
of it. It basically says the United
States Congress is not taking the debt
seriously. It was not about the debt
fight. It was about the solution that
came to negotiate to raise the debt
ceiling, didn’t actually have enough
teeth and mechanisms.

Mr. Speaker, I must tell you, the de-
mographics are dramatically worse
today than they were in 2011. I have
been here multiple times to the floor
with different economic boards, but the
Democrats’ Orwellian-named Inflation
Reduction Act, if you actually look at
the spending, there were $271 billion of
functionally grant handouts to clean
energy companies.

Even the latest CBO score that we
just got because of the negotiations,
the mechanisms, the piece of legisla-
tion put together to raise the debt ceil-
ing and cut out many of these things,
actually came back and said, well, we
may have missed the number by about
$300 billion. In other words, our own
Congressional Budget Office basically
missed it by 100 percent.

Now, Goldman Sachs said it was 1.2
trillion in spending, but CBO, at least,
now has updated their numbers. This is
the sort of thing that if you think
about those levels of spending and then
you call something the Inflation Re-
duction Act and then you wonder why
inflation continues and one of the real-
ly disturbing things even on last
month’s numbers is the core number.
The core inflation in the United States
is staying pretty solid.

The danger in that is, everyone gets
a little bit giddy, fuel prices, food
prices go down, but they also go up.
Those are actually numbers that move
up and down an awful lot, but the prob-
lem is the core gets built into every-
thing and the effect that it is going to
have on your pension, on your family’s
ability to ever buy a house, on the So-
cial Security pension system.

You do realize we lost an entire year
of actuarial soundness. Now, the Social
Security Trust Fund is functionally
gone in about 9 years, 8% years. At
that moment, if you are on Social Se-
curity, you will be taking a 23 percent
reduction if we do not find a way to fix
it.

Almost every bit of that loss of a
whole year from the previous actuary
report was the inflation COLA. We
must understand how devastating the
policies of this place were when the
Democrats controlled the House, the
Senate, the White House what they
have done to you and your family.
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I don’t care if you don’t love Repub-
licans, but do understand that your
country is poorer today than it was a
couple of years ago.

One of the other things we need to
talk about is the Congressional Budget
Office—they did this about 3 weeks
ago—basically has been updating eco-
nomic growth projections.

For 2024, we were at 1.6. That was our
projection. That is what we were build-
ing the budget on. That is what we
were projecting for future revenues.
This will make sense here in a mo-
ment.

They came back and said, no, we
don’t even think we are going to hit
1.6. Now, understand, there was a time
1.6 would have been embarrassing.
Long-run GDP growth in the United
States in the last 50 years—about 3 per-
cent. So, we have halved that, and now,
we have actually got it down to 1.2.

Do understand, when you have this
level of anemic growth, how much it
hurts, how much it hurts you, how
much it hurts tax receipts, how much
it hurts your ability to retire, for your
kids to have a future.

This is the world we have been hand-
ed. This is substantially because of
losses of productivity, the amounts of
debt. Remember, the United States is
consuming so much of the capital of
the world just to finance our debt. This
is a real problem.

What would you do if I came to you
and said, ‘“‘Growth is moral”? We saw
through the 2017 tax reform the eco-

nomic growth. Income inequality
shrank more than it had at any time in
modern history. Food insecurity

shrank more than at any time in mod-
ern history.

The populations that had just years
of brutality and trying to get some
economic momentum shot up, and then
COVID hit—actually, thank heaven we
had that economic vitality going into
COVID. Could you imagine if we had
this sort of GDP when COVID hap-
pened? How miserable.

Remember, the United States still
came out of it much faster, much
stronger than almost any other place
in the industrialized world.

As we start to talk about what we do,
what is moral but what also produces
some growth—I have spent the last few
months coming here every week and
walking through how devastatingly
ugly the demographics and the debt.
Last week, I did demographics. I don’t
know if anyone was crazy enough to
watch it, but it is important.

In 18 years, the United States has
more deaths than births. Half the
States in America today have more
deaths than births. That is not Repub-
lican. That is not Democrat. That is
just fertility.

You have to understand, if you are
going to have a vital country, if there
is going to be another American cen-
tury, you need growth.

What policies are we getting from the
left? Just piling on dramatically more
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debt and then saying to just keep rais-
ing the limit on the credit card.

Let’s walk through a couple of things
we could do immediately. I have been
complaining about the debt, demo-
graphics, and some of the bad deci-
sions, so let’s just do some of the
things we know that have worked.

If I came to you right now—and part
of this is going to get me in trouble be-
cause I am going to say things that
don’t really fit the pop culture of this
place.

The fourth quarter of 2017, tax re-
form—there was this thing called ex-
pensing, this concept of you are a busi-
ness and you buy a piece of capital
equipment so you can make more stuff,
make it better, faster, cheaper.

Remember your high school econom-
ics class? There are functionally two
things that drive up wages. Inflation—
but when your wages go up because of
inflation, do you really get anything?
Your purchasing power, you are often
behind. It is not just getting back up to
even.

The second thing that raises wages is
productivity. You get wealthier. The
country gets wealthier. Society gets
healthier when we get more productive.

It turns out that in the 2017 tax re-
form—and you can actually sort of see
some of it because most people don’t
realize the tax reform kicked in in 2018,
but we actually had a backward look-
ing for anyone that made those capital
expenditures in that fourth quarter of
2017.

You can see it right on the chart. All
of a sudden, these capital expendi-
tures—businesses, organizations going
out and saying they are going to buy
that new piece of equipment. They are
going to buy those new trucks so they
have more capacity.

You can actually see it, and that did
this remarkable thing—growing the
economy.

Now, here is where I am going to get
myself in trouble, but the math is the
math, and the math always wins.

If you actually look at the 100 per-
cent bonus depreciation that we did
and compare it to the individual tax
cuts—we all love our individual tax
cuts.

Remember, the tax reform for 2017,
something I over and over tried to
share with my friends on the left be-
cause they have this crazy folklore
that it was a giveaway to the rich—ex-
cept the 2017 tax reform was more pro-
gressive, meaning the wealthier were
paying a higher percentage of the Fed-
eral income tax burden than the pre-
vious one.

Remember, under the tax reform,
half of society doesn’t pay Federal in-
come taxes. They pay FICA, Social Se-
curity, Medicare, unemployment, but
income taxes, half of society doesn’t
pay.

The tax reform became more progres-
sive but with lower rates and the abil-
ity for businesses to become produc-
tive. A crazy thing we found in the
data set—and this is just a chart trying
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to say for every billion in your imme-
diate lost revenues and the tax reform,
if you do it on individuals, you get
about 0.1 percent, a little over that, in
GDP growth.

When you do it in expensing—and
there is a punch line coming here—you
actually get over 0.6 percent growth,
which in an economy our size is mas-
sive.

It turns out that if you actually real-
ly think about this—and this is one
that is going to be a little hard, and so
this is the moment, anyone watching,
if you don’t like accounting, please,
you may want to go find something on
Netflix.

If you buy that piece of capital equip-
ment so you can be more productive,
and because you have gotten more pro-
ductive and your efficiencies, you can
pay your workers more, and your work-
ers actually are doing better in life.

You have this thing called deprecia-
tion. I am going to take that over 7
years, and each year I get to take a lit-
tle bit of it.

If you actually read how the tax code
works—I am going to show you some
slides—you end up paying taxes on rev-
enues you haven’t produced yet be-
cause of the way depreciation works.

If you get to take it all at one time,
you speed up the capital cycle, mean-
ing I bought this piece of equipment,
and we got this much more productive.
It is 3 years later, and I can buy the
next one and expense it then and get
that much more productive. You could
actually see what they call the produc-
tivity cycle.

The tax receipts are a timing effect,
so you get this depreciation—well, it
actually would look more like a curve
going this way, over 7 years, or you
take it in 1 year. The basic deprecia-
tion you get is the same. It is a timing
effect.

The reason you will see the CBO
score says that this costs money is be-
cause we are always doing things in a
10-year window. Then, you often don’t
get the dynamic score. What happens
when you have that productivity step
up, and what does that produce in tax
receipts, and then the new one and the
new one.

This is always very hard, particu-
larly for those of us who get elected.
Everybody loves their individual tax
cuts, but if you want to grow the econ-
omy, ideas like expensing, that imme-
diate depreciation to make society
more productive, that is where you get
your bang for your buck.

This was my attempt—and we sort of
stole this from—I am not even sure
where we got this slide, but this is sort
of walking through the depreciation
cycle. If you had $100, you get to depre-
ciate $88 of it. There is $11 of that piece
of capital equipment that you don’t get
to depreciate.

By the time it is done, you actually
are paying more taxes because of the
timing effect and that portion of it you
didn’t get to depreciate. You don’t ac-
tually get the full value of the depre-
ciation the way the tax code is written.
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So, the basic argument I am making
here is, as we are starting to think
about what things we could do, where 1
am hoping the White House, the folks
down the Hall we call the Senate, and
maybe even the Democrats on this
side, what are the things they could do
if they actually really cared about the
fact that Americans are poorer today?

What I need is wage growth going up
faster than inflation. We know, over
and over, permanent 100 percent bonus
depreciation, which that is expensing,
is the fastest way to step up that pro-
ductivity because it is instant. It is
particularly important during a time
of inflation.

I am going to bear with everyone be-
cause I have never actually tried ex-
plaining this behind a microphone. It
has always been in my head, but I am
going to try to explain this.

A piece of equipment costs $100
today. You go, and it is a piece of
equipment that you have to depreciate
because the tax code now says you
have to depreciate it over time. You
get ready to buy it, and tomorrow it is
no longer $100. It is $120.

The fact matter of is, as it goes up,
the value of that depreciation over
time, compared to the productivity you
get from it, is lost. In expensing, if in-
flation goes up, if it is $100, $120, you
get to take 100 percent of it imme-
diately.

The argument is, what is happening
right now, in this year, because in part
of the tax reform from 2017, today, you
no longer get to take 100 percent. You
get to take 80 percent of it and expense
it. Next year, it will be 60 percent and
expense it.

You see what is happening. As you
can only take less and less of the cost
of that piece of equipment, the price is
moving up, the gap expands, and all of
a sudden now, I have to cover that big-
ger gap because of inflation.

If T have to depreciate it, it is much
harder to get your value back. If it is
expensing, even with inflation, you at
least get the value back immediately.

There is an argument from a bunch
of the tax experts that basically says if
you want growth in the economy with-
out inflation, if you want wage growth
in the economy without inflation,
going back to 100 percent expensing is
the most powerful tool we have.

I know that may be a little geeky,
but it is worth thinking about because
the fact of the matter is, things like
expensing, you go, oh, that is a Repub-
lican thing. I think Barack Obama was
one of the biggest advocates for it.

Understand, it is just good econom-
ics. Look, I have all sorts of charts
that actually talk about the baseline
effect, what happens when you have in-
flation. The fact of the matter is, in a
time of inflation, it is one of the most
efficient things you can do to get
growth without inflation.

The fact of the matter is, if you had
4 percent baseline inflation and you
went back and had 100 percent expens-
ing, it is like 94,000 additional jobs in
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this society, which is actually part of
the wage pressure, raising wages.

Part of my argument here is, if you
wanted something that is very simple,
that Congress could do almost imme-
diately, we would fix the fact that,
under current tax law, that ability to
take that bonus depreciation is fading
away. We would fix that right now.

We know full expensing, in the long
run, has a substantial effect on longer
run economic growth, a thing we call
capital stock.

In a country where, functionally, we
borrow $45,000 a second, and it is going
to double, functionally, in 10 years, you
need policies that grow in a way where
the capital stock, when the available
capital to basically be loaned for busi-
nesses, for people to start ventures, to
take risk—we actually also see just the
expensing, the immediate depreciation.
Even in the basic scores we get from
CBO and the Tax Foundation, it grows
wages.

O 2100

Now, if I have got 1.2 percent growth
in wages from this—I am going to show
a couple boards here that you get
about a point-and-a-half from R&D ex-
pensing and what it does in the econ-
omy. You can almost start to make up,
with just the clean-up of a couple of
the tax provisions, the amount of lost
wages Americans have because infla-
tion has been higher than wage growth.
We can fix much of the damage that
the left has done to this economy by
just cleaning up some things in the tax
code.

I know this is thick, but it is impor-
tant. This is just good economics, and
it is simple. I often come here and talk
about things, like if we would adopt
certain policies and bring in new tech-
nologies. This is stuff we could do in an
afternoon. This is just cleaning up
some of the tax code.

If I come to you right now, did you
realize that in 2022, last year, if your
business is a drug company, an engi-
neering company, a biotech company, a
chip manufacturer, whatever it is, and
you have been spending money on re-
search and development, now you have
to amortize that research and develop-
ment. That cost you cannot take im-
mediately; you have to amortize it out.
This is a real problem.

Last week, I came and walked some
folks through this. Part of it was from
an article from The Economist last
week, if anyone wants to geek out. It
talks about the United States is still
the most dynamic, big economy in the
world. We have almost double the
wages of people in Western Europe. I
think we are like 20 or 25 percent high-
er than Japan. A lot of that was be-
cause of this velocity in the economy,
the risk-taking, research and develop-
ment, and bringing in new products.

What happens when that research
and development really slows up be-
cause it doesn’t make sense to make
those capital expenditures because now
you have spent all this money, now you
have got to depreciate it out?
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All of a sudden you are functionally
paying taxes today on money you don’t
have. That is what is happening.

Well, you start to take a look at the
stuff, and you start to realize that in
the United States now, it is not like it
was back in the 1970s where govern-
ment was the primary funder of re-
search and development. It hasn’t been
that way in like 40 years.

You look where we are today. This
orange line is business, and you start
to see the cycle over here. We were
doing amazing things with the break-
throughs that were coming.

We are actually starting to track
now that this is starting flatline be-
cause the tax code has changed. Fix it.
Research and development, make it 100
percent expensing instead of what has
fallen back. We have gone back to the
old, old tax code. We have lost the ex-
pensing.

Research and development. You say
you want a dynamic economy. To my
friends on the left who keep wanting to
talk about clean energy, bless you.
How would you like to actually keep
having the research that actually cre-
ates the next breakthrough, the next
super battery, or for those of us who
have an absolute fixation that one of
most moral things we can do in society
is curing diseases?

I am going to circle back. Yes, I am
going to talk a little bit about diabetes
and research and development expens-
ing. They do tie together. The single
most expensive thing in our society
right now is diabetes. Thirty-three per-
cent of all healthcare is diabetes. Thir-
ty-one percent of all Medicare is diabe-
tes.

What would happen if you could actu-
ally disrupt prediabetic populations?

Heaven forbid, in the future—because
we know it is in phase 1 right now—we
have an actual cure.

Those are things that good tax policy
brings venture capital in to help fi-
nance. It is moral. It would be one of
the most powerful things you could do
to close income inequality and crash
the debt. But we seem to not be able to
think out of a paper bag.

You look at the gain. If you actually
look, business R&D grew faster after
the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act because you
turned it substantially into 100 percent
expensing. You take a look at these
huge step-ups where the United States
was the innovator in the world, bring-
ing on new products faster, better, and
you could actually see this in wage
growth.

There are certain things you and I
can do in the tax code that in many
ways are minimally expensive and in-
credibly productive in wages and grow-
ing the size of the economy.

Remember the first slide? We are liv-
ing in a country where the CBO is tell-
ing us next year we are down to 1.2 per-
cent economic growth. We have got to
find a way to grow.

If you actually look at what is hap-
pening right now, the private R&D in-
vestment was growing and growing and
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growing, and now it has begun to
flatline out. This is a real problem.

If you want to live in a country that
is dynamic, that is providing oppor-
tunity, that is curing the disease a
family member has, the new piece of
technology that changes our lives, that
makes our living so much better and
healthier, believe it or not, the path to
that is fixing parts of the tax code.

Mr. Speaker, the only argument I am
trying to make here is, I often come
behind this microphone with abso-
lutely dour, nightmarish discussions.
The one I have gotten the most com-
plaints about is I have been bringing
the charts the last couple of months
showing in 9 budget years, in 9 years,
you can get rid of every dime of defense
and all of what we call discretionary
spending—no FBI, no Park Service, no
FDA, no Congress, no White House, no
Supreme Court—it is all gone, and you
still have to borrow a couple hundred
billion dollars. It may actually be
worse than that because I haven’t
bothered to calculate in the fact that
the Social Security trust fund is gone a
year earlier. But we know if you back-
fill the Social Security trust fund, it is
not a couple hundred billion; it is like
$700 billion and there is no government.

We are functionally an insurance
company with an Army. I say that over
and over because that seems to click in
some people’s heads. If I get one more
individual who has functionally been
lied to over the decades by the political
class: We can get rid of waste and fraud
or by taxing the rich people more or if
we got rid of foreign aid, we will be
fine.

I have one woman who insists on
texting me that if we should just get
rid of Members of Congress’ pensions
and salaries. I did the math for her
while she was on the phone with me. I
took an entire year of borrowing and
added up every dime that goes into
Members of Congress and the Senate,
their salaries and pensions, and I think
we came up with 18 minutes’ worth of
borrowing for an entire year.

Come on, people. Buy a calculator.
Stop living in a fantasy world. There
are solutions here. We just need to em-
brace them and move forward.

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

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 7 minutes p.m.),
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until tomorrow, Wednesday,
April 26, 2023, at 10 a.m. 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-787. A letter from the Admin Assistant,
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the
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Interior, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Endangered and Threatened
Wildlife and Plants; Threatened Species Sta-
tus With Section 4(d) Rule for Egyptian Tor-
toise [Docket No.: FWS-HQ-ES-2020-0114;
FF09E22000 FXES1111090FEDR 234] (RIN:
1018-BD04) received April 21, 2023, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

EC-788. A letter from the Chief, Regula-
tions and Standards Branch, Bureau of Safe-
ty and Environmental Enforcement, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Risk Management,
Financial Assurance, and Loss Prevention-
Decommissioning Activities and Obligations
[Docket ID: BSEE-2020-0016] 234E1700D2;
ETISF000.EAQ000 EEEE500000] (RIN: 1082-
AA02) received April 21, 2023, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

EC-789. A letter from the Chief, Branch of
Domestic Listing, Fish and Wildlife Service,
Department of the Interior, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Designation
of Critical Habitat for Pearl Darter [Docket
No.: FWS-R4-ES-2020-0062; FF09E21000
FXES1111090FEDR 234] (RIN: 1018-BE55) re-
ceived April 21, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

EC-790. A letter from the Chief, Branch of
Domestic Listing, Department of the Inte-
rior, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Threatened Species Status With
Section 4(d) Rule for Bracted Twistflower
and Designation of Critical Habitat [Docket
No.: FWS-R2-ES-2021-0013; FF09E21000
FXES11110900000 234] (RIN: 1018-BE44) re-
ceived April 21, 2023, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

EC-791. A letter from the Chief Justice, Su-
preme Court of the United States, transmit-
ting amendments and an addition to the Fed-
eral Rules of Civil Procedure that have been
adopted by the Supreme Court, pursuant to
28 U.S.C. 2072 (H. Doc. No. 118—30); to the
Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to
be printed.

EC-192. A letter from the Chief Justice, Su-
preme Court of the United States, transmit-
ting amendments and an addition to the Fed-
eral Rules of Criminal Procedure that have
been adopted by the Supreme Court, pursu-
ant to 28 U.S.C. 2072 (H. Doc. No. 118—31); to
the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered
to be printed.

EC-793. A letter from the Chief Justice, Su-
preme Court of the United States, transmit-
ting amendments and an addition to the Fed-
eral Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure that
have been adopted by the Supreme Court,
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 2075; Public Law 88-623,
Sec. 1 (as amended by Public Law 103-394,
Sec. 104(f)); (108 Stat. 4110) (H. Doc. No. 118—
32); to the Committee on the Judiciary and
ordered to be printed.

EC-794. A letter from the Chief Justice, Su-
preme Court of the United States, transmit-
ting amendments to the Federal Rules of
Evidence that has been adopted by the Su-
preme Court, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 2072 (H.
Doc. No. 118—33); to the Committee on the
Judiciary and ordered to be printed.

EC-795. A letter from the Chief Justice, Su-
preme Court of the United States, transmit-
ting amendments to the Federal Rules of Ap-
pellate Procedure that have been adopted by
the Supreme Court of the United States, pur-
suant to 28 U.S.C. 2072 (H. Doc. No. 118—34);
to the Committee on the Judiciary and or-
dered to be printed.

April 25, 2023

EC-796. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2022-1170; Project Identifier AD-
2022-00023-T; Amendment 39-22345; AD 2023-03-
20] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received April 10, 2023,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington: Committee
on Energy and Commerce. H.R. 675. A bill to
amend the Secure and Trusted Communica-
tions Networks Act of 2019 to prohibit the
Federal Communications Commission from
granting a license or United States market
access for a non-geostationary orbit satellite
system if the license or grant of market ac-
cess would be held or controlled by an entity
that produces or provides any covered com-
munications equipment or service or an affil-
iate of such an entity, and for other pur-
poses; with amendments (Rept. 118—41). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington: Committee
on Energy and Commerce. H.R. 1339. A bill to
require the Federal Communications Com-
mission to review certain rules of the Com-
mission and develop recommendations for
rule changes to promote precision agri-
culture, and for other purposes (Rept. 118—
42). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. ARRINGTON (for himself, Mr.
COMER, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. GRAVES of
Missouri, Ms. FoxxX, Mr. MCHENRY,
Mrs. RODGERS of Washington, Mr.
SMITH of Missouri, Mr. THOMPSON of
Pennsylvania, Mr. WESTERMAN, and
Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas):

H.R. 2811. A bill to provide for a respon-
sible increase to the debt ceiling, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways
and Means, and in addition to the Commit-
tees on the Budget, Appropriations, Over-
sight and Accountability, Education and the
Workforce, Agriculture, Energy and Com-
merce, the Judiciary, Rules, Transportation
and Infrastructure, and Natural Resources,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. HIMES:

H.R. 2812. A bill to require the Securities
and Exchange Commission to carry out a
study of the costs associated with small- and
medium-sized companies to undertake initial
public offerings; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services.

By Mr. GOOD of Virginia (for himself
and Mr. WALBERG):

H.R. 2813. A bill to amend the Employee
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974, the
Public Health Service Act, and the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to exclude from the def-
inition of health insurance coverage certain
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