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When the Supreme Court said it was 

legal for a website designer to deny 
LGBTQ people services, what kind of 
violence did that do to the LGBTQ 
community? What kind of psycho-
logical, emotional, if not spiritual vio-
lence did that decision bring to bear in 
the lives of Black and Brown people? 

b 2030 

I firmly stand with those who say 
that we need a national solution to 
solve a national problem of gun vio-
lence, but I challenge all of us not to 
view this issue so narrowly. 

Gun violence stands at the intersec-
tion of race, poverty, and class, and 
needs to be understood in this way. 

We cannot become so enamored with 
the effects of the bullet that we forget 
the economics of the gun. The root of 
the violence isn’t merely in the act of 
pulling the trigger, but in the lived ex-
periences of those who resort to such 
extremes. 

The Biden-Harris administration’s 
success in enacting the first substan-
tial gun laws in nearly three decades is 
commendable. With executive orders, 
President Biden has significantly ad-
dressed the gun crisis. 

Yet, even in a scenario where guns 
are scarce, the ramifications of Amer-
ica’s inherent violence will persist as it 
stems from prejudice and intolerance. 
This kind of violence, Madam Speaker, 
of which I speak, is the progeny of fear. 
It is the direct and lamentable off-
spring of what happens when people use 
revenge to play games with the resent-
ment of White, working-class people. 
This kind of violence cannot be ar-
rested and merely thrown in jail. 

Regrettably, it cannot be legislated 
out of the hearts and minds of people 
who use it to make a name for them-
selves. Once you allow your politics to 
become sufficiently murderous, the 
kind of social evil it produces can 
never be truly contained. 

What is today a conversation about 
the inequities associated with race will 
tomorrow become the first line of a sad 
eulogy written about the American 
Dream. This is what we have tried to 
get America to see. 

The willingness to mistreat Black 
history means that there are people 
living among us who are more than 
willing to mishandle American history 
as a whole. 

So let us ultimately deal with every 
form of violence in America. Systemic 
cruelty, like the violence in the 
streets, destroys the lives and tears 
families apart. 

Judicial roughness is no less a threat 
to Black children than the specter of 
gang violence and all illegal guns being 
used to destroy Black bodies without 
justification or remorse. 

Donald Trump openly taught us what 
political brutality can do to the moral 
fiber of a Nation that has slowly begun 
to forget its constitutional ideals. 
While it is altogether fitting to talk 
about gang violence in Chicago, mur-
ders in Memphis, and mass shootings in 

Texas, don’t forget to talk about the 
kind of economic violence being visited 
upon Black families this country sees 
every day. The members of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus will always 
mention it. 

We will always talk about it because 
our country’s future depends upon an 
honest assessment of who we are and 
what it is that we owe to one another. 
To truly end violence in our Nation, it 
is not enough to just regulate guns; we 
must also address and rectify Amer-
ica’s deep-rooted issues with privilege, 
power, and hatred. 

Addressing one issue without the 
other is tackling an issue that will not 
be secure. We must render our efforts 
as effective so that we will be a blessed 
Nation. 

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

Mrs. BEATTY. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
because every year, on average, 36,000 
Americans are killed by guns, which is equiva-
lent to the population of many Ohio cities. We 
must do more to close the loopholes and ad-
vance sensible gun reform legislation to end 
this epidemic in America. 

And speaking of Ohio, where I am from and 
represent, according to the Giffords Law Cen-
ter’s annual gun scorecard grades Ohio at an 
‘F’. As the Congresswoman representing 
Ohio’s Third Congressional District, this is 
something I am not proud of. 

Currently at the state level, Ohio has no uni-
versal background checks, no assault weap-
ons restrictions, no ban on large capacity 
magazines, no waiting periods, no child ac-
cess prevention laws, no gun owner licensing 
or registration requirements, no extreme risk 
protection orders, no limit on the number of 
guns that can be bought at once, and also 
lacks most domestic violence gun laws. 

Easy gun access encourages the increased 
prevalence of firearms in our communities. As 
someone who deeply values the families and 
communities I serve, one of my top priorities 
is keeping them safe. 

I stand proud to be a part of that push for 
necessary reform as a cosponsor of the Bipar-
tisan Background Checks Act, which would 
establish checks on the transfer of firearms 
between private parties and prohibits the 
transfer of a firearm if a preliminary back-
ground check has not been conducted. I am 
also a cosponsor of the Assault Weapons Ban 
Act and a number of other sensible gun vio-
lence prevention measures. 

However, we must push further and look to 
reform historical systemic disparities by invest-
ing in community-based violence intervention 
policies that rectify injustices in our policing, 
education, and residential segregation and ra-
cial bias. 

More than one in four fatal police shootings 
involves a Black victim, even though Black 
people make up nearly 14 percent of the 
United States population. 

The time for action is now. As members of 
Congress, we have an obligation to protect the 
citizens we represent and be proactive in pre-
venting harm to all Americans. 

I urge my colleagues on the other side to 
come together and set aside partisan dif-
ferences before it’s too late. We owe it to the 
victims of gun violence; we owe it to our con-
stituents. My fellow CBC members have al-

ready started answering this call as we have 
introduced over 17 sensible gun reform and 
community safety bills in the 118th Congress 
alone. 

f 

OUR NATIONAL DEBT CRISIS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Madam Speaker, 
I yield as much time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. LANGWORTHY). 

Mr. LANGWORTHY. Madam Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman very much 
for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of 
H.R. 4368, the agricultural appropria-
tions bill, which includes funding to 
combat the spotted lanternfly invasion 
in the Northeastern United States of 
America. 

This provision invests $19 million to 
protect our farmers, safeguard our 
crops, and preserve the future of our 
agricultural communities from the 
devastating effects of this pest. The 
spotted lanternfly, native of Asia, has 
proven to be an aggressive and destruc-
tive pest that threatens our specialty 
crops, including grapes and apples, in 
areas like western New York and the 
Southern Tier of New York that I rep-
resent. 

This invasive species also puts thou-
sands of agricultural jobs at risk. We 
owe it to our farmers to ensure that 
their hard work, their dedication, their 
blood, their sweat, their tears is not in 
vain due to a destructive pest. 

By investing in research and develop-
ment of creative solutions, we can find 
effective strategies to combat the spot-
ted lanternfly and save our agricul-
tural economy from a potential dis-
aster. 

I am proud to join my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle in addressing 
this pest, and encourage the rest of my 
colleagues to support the fiscal year 
2023 agricultural appropriations bill to 
help protect our farms, our crops, and 
our agricultural heritage. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Madam Speaker, 
tonight. We are actually going to con-
tinue on a theme. I am going to try to 
dial back sounding like a jerk tonight, 
but I have been trying to make a point 
on the scale of the debt, the level we 
are at, the misunderstanding on its 
growth, and some potential solutions. 

We are also going to spend a little bit 
of time tonight—and this is what I was 
sort of pre-apologizing for—I am going 
to show that some of my brothers’ and 
sisters’ ideas from the left on raise this 
tax, do this, do that, don’t even count 
as rounding errors. 

Let’s actually start with some of the 
boards here. 

I have shown this a half dozen times, 
and I keep showing it because this is 
what I have bad dreams about. If you 
live in a world of math—and I know 
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this is, functionally, a math-free zone— 
but when we finished the debt ceiling 
deal, we basically got some applause by 
economists saying you basically moved 
yourself from maybe 120 to maybe 115 
percent of debt-to-GDP at the end of 
the 9 years. 

That was the CBO number, but then 
some of the outside economists came 
in. Moody’s Analytics said there are 
other things going on—the higher in-
terest rates, the dramatic increase in 
spending in Medicare. Remember, the 
first 7 months of this year, we spent 16 
percent more on Medicare. Next year’s 
interest will functionally be three- 
quarters of a trillion dollars. We 
weren’t supposed to hit numbers like 
that for years, but the one that took 
my breath away was when the 
Bloomberg economists—and these 
aren’t slouches, they have a really 
good data system—said their model 
was coming back with higher interest 
rates, higher healthcare costs, lower 
labor force participation, and some of 
the other things we don’t talk about 
because it doesn’t really fit our sce-
nario. 

I am going to hyper-simplify this, 
and I have done this a handful of times, 
but I am trying to get the concept 
through. As part of the deal 6 weeks 
ago, this $700 billion that is in the non-
defense discretionary, we are going to 
cut a hundred billion of that. 
Bloomberg economists basically say 
that the removal of that $100 billion is 
necessary, but it also slows down the 
economy by about a half a percent of 
GDP. 

We don’t seem to understand when 
we do policies like this, which we need 
to do, you also have to be adopting 
policies that backfill the growth. This 
place can barely walk and chew gum, 
and that is why this number here was 
so terrifying when the Bloomberg 
economists were saying, functionally, 
that 9-year window 10 years from now— 
and the reason we say 9 years is be-
cause we are already working on next 
year’s budget and appropriations and 
spending—it is 130 percent of debt-to- 
GDP, $51 trillion of borrowing. If inter-
est rates even go back to a somewhat 
more normal number, that is almost $2 
trillion a year in interest. 

That is functionally 9 years from 
now, and we are going to do what? We 
are not going to talk about it. We are 
going to be just giddy, and say, look at 
the hard work we did. We removed a 
hundred billion dollars out of discre-
tionary. 

I know my math is different than the 
Congressional Budget Office and at the 
end of September, we will find out 
which one of us had a better calculator; 
however, I have been right more times 
this year than they have. I know that 
is boastful, but I can prove it. Go back 
and look at some of my floor speeches 
and we have got the quarterly reports 
from Treasury. 

I have us this fiscal year coming in 
around $1.84 trillion of borrowing. Why 
is that important? The 2023-fiscal year 

discretionary, Defense and nondefense 
discretionary included, was supposed to 
be a total spend of $1.836 billion; mean-
ing, every dime of what you think of as 
government is on borrowed money this 
year. 

When we go home and talk to our 
constituents, do we say, Do you know 
all of Defense, all of the Supreme 
Court, all of the State Department, all 
of everything you think of as govern-
ment is on borrowed money? Is that 
what we do? How many times do we go 
home and we get someone that says we 
just got rid of foreign aid, and then I 
show them my chart that foreign aid is 
12 days of borrowing. They just look at 
you with daggers, then say it is waste 
and fraud. But the Democrats do some-
thing that drives me insane when they 
say, just tax rich people more. 

I am going to show you some boards 
here that basically show that is the-
ater. It is not real math. Let’s actually 
walk through some of the things going 
on right now, and I am going to go 
back and forth on some of these boards. 
There is going to be a reason why I am 
doing it this way. I spent the last 2 
weeks, when I came to this microphone 
talking about obesity and diabetes— 
and that is a really dangerous thing 
sometimes to come and talk about, but 
diabetes is 33 percent of all U.S. 
healthcare. It is 31 percent of all Medi-
care spending. We need to talk about 
it. Our brothers and sisters in this 
country are dying, and we are afraid to 
talk about it. 

I am going to spend the first part 
here sounding like an economist on 
steroids and I am going to try to ex-
plain what the cost is, then I am going 
to talk a little bit about just the sim-
ple morality of not doing anything. 

Let’s actually play a game here. Esti-
mated deficit reduction for 2023, if you 
actually were just to take on obesity- 
related illnesses this fiscal year using 
current math, $283 billion. 

Remember, the Democrats’ tax pro-
posal, the President’s tax proposal was, 
we are going to go from 37 percent to 39 
percent for top earners. That is a stag-
nant number. None of these are dynam-
ically scored on the effects on the 
economy because if you made people 
healthier on this side, the economy 
would grow. 

When you raise peoples’ taxes, the 
economy shrinks, but the stagnant 
number is $30 billion. Just obesity-re-
lated spending will be $283 billion this 
fiscal year to the taxpayers and the 
Democrats, the President’s tax hike 
produces 30 billion. 

Does anyone see the insanity here? 
We basically did the math for every-
one, saying Democrats would have to 
increase the top tax rate to 62 percent 
to raise the same amount of money as 
getting rid of obesity for people on gov-
ernment programs. 

That is uncomfortable to talk about, 
but think about that. You basically 
have to raise the top tax rate to 62 per-
cent just to produce the revenues of re-
ceipts for this population here. I am 

struggling, trying to find a creative 
way to get people to think about the 
path of having a healthier America is 
both moral and it is great economics. 

Let’s try it another way: Estimated 
deficit reduction for fiscal year 2024 to 
2033, functionally, that is 9 fiscal years. 
We expect Federal spending on severe 
obesity, not the mainstream, to be 
$1.724 trillion. If anyone wants to see 
this report once it is officially voted 
on, this will be on the Republican side 
of the Joint Economic Committee, 
chapter 3. Read it. It is brilliant. $1.724 
trillion over, functionally, that 10-year 
cycle, just for severely obese popu-
lations. These are for Medicare, Med-
icaid, Indian Health Services, veterans, 
taking care of our brothers and sisters, 
because of the illnesses that come with 
this. 

b 2045 
You would have to increase the top 

tax rate to 49 percent to raise the same 
amount of money as getting rid of se-
vere obesity. We are not talking obe-
sity, just the severe obesity. Remem-
ber, last week, I brought the charts on 
how it is rated. 

We are told, of the 4,000 human condi-
tions, illnesses, misery, half of them 
are related to obesity. Are we willing 
to talk about it as we do the farm leg-
islation? Are we willing to talk about 
it with some of the new technologies? I 
am going to touch on those that are 
available to us. Are we willing to talk 
about just what is happening with how 
many prime-age working males are not 
in the labor force? The number one 
thing we are seeing isn’t substance 
abuse. It is close, but it is actually 
health related to obesity. 

Let’s try another one here. Let’s see 
if I can make myself a complete pariah 
around here from telling the truth on 
the math. 

Estimated deficit reduction for 2023, 
projected Federal spending on severe 
obesity, just that very top threshold, 
this budget year will be $115 billion. 
This is, once again, just in Medicare, 
Medicaid, Indian Health Services, and 
veterans. Democrats would have to 
raise the top tax rate to 47 percent to 
raise the amount of money just this 
population costs. 

Am I at least making a point here 
that the discussions say, ‘‘Just raise 
taxes. That takes care of it’’? 

Remember, what do we borrow per 
second over the last 12 months? $63,000 
every second is what we have borrowed 
over the last 12 months. 

One more of these. This is estimated 
deficit reduction between ’24 and ’33, 
the estimated deficit reduction, pro-
jected Federal spending on all obesity- 
related illnesses. Remember, this is a 
static number. There is also, we esti-
mate, about another trillion-and-a-half 
that you would gain in productivity be-
cause these populations can actually 
come back and participate in society. 
Over that time, it is over $4 trillion 
that our government will spend. 

Now, add in another $1.5 trillion on 
the economic vitality you gain, and 
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you would actually have to have a mar-
ginal tax rate of the top earners in this 
country of 65 percent to come close to 
covering that cost. That is for one ill-
ness. 

It is the illness that is the most ex-
pensive in our society because it is re-
lated to diabetes, kidney failure, heart 
attacks, and everything else. Am I sort 
of making the point? We are seeing 
over $4 trillion just in the disease, and 
the Biden tax proposal produces $375 
billion over the 10 years. 

For those of you who are not really 
good at math, $375 billion is a hell of a 
lot less than $4 trillion. This is the lu-
nacy here, where the theater is so 
much more important than the reality 
and the math. 

Let’s actually walk through this. 
Joint Economic Committee Repub-
licans estimate the cost of obesity over 
the 10 years—the 10 years we are about 
to start the budget cycle on—is $5.6 
trillion. If you want to start to sta-
bilize debt to GDP, can we at least 
have a conversation about this? 

You start to see the mortality statis-
tics in this country, the number of 
working-age people, people who should 
be actually living their lives, who are 
dying and are dying early. 

I am going to show you a chart in a 
little bit of our young people and what 
is going on there. 

The game of avoiding this discussion 
needs to come to an end because the ec-
onomics and the morality of it are 
here. Let’s pull our heads out and have 
time to actually have that difficult 
conversation. 

Let’s do the next one. This one is 
really interesting. The estimated eco-
nomic cost is actually $2.6 trillion of 
growth in the GDP. This isn’t spending. 
I just showed you a few trillion dollars 
of spending. This would be actual 
growth in the size of the economy and 
participation because our brothers and 
sisters actually are not sick. Their 
ability to come back and be a part of 
society, $2.6 trillion over that 10 years. 

We worked hard on this math. We 
spent months vetting it. I will argue 
that it is incredibly conservative math. 

Let’s have a little more fun here. 
Maybe you just don’t care. Maybe you 
are one of these people that, you know, 
sends in things to my office, and all 
you care about is you want more 
money for something. Fine. Do you at 
least care about your kids and your 
grandkids? I have two young kids. 
When I look around, I am terrified of 
what I see. We are actually looking at 
the growth of obesity amongst our 
kids. Do you understand what happens 
to their life, their life expectancy, 
their ability to participate in their so-
ciety when you start to see numbers 
growing like this? 

We are actually starting to see a 
world where, at the end of this decade, 
12 percent of our children will be mor-
bidly obese. It is uncomfortable to say, 
but that is the math. 

In 10 years, half of our kids are tech-
nically—is this moral? Should we not 

talk about it? It is going on. This is the 
math. Understand what it does to the 
society. An unhealthy society doesn’t 
grow, doesn’t have economic vitality. 
Then, you start to wonder why all day 
long our hallways are full of people 
saying: ‘‘I need you to spend more 
money on this. Because we can’t find 
workers, we can’t do this.’’ Yet, we 
come back and show data that basi-
cally says there are 3.5 million prime- 
age working males that aren’t in the 
economy. Then, the economists come 
back and do the stats. The demog-
rapher comes in and sits there and rat-
tles off the numbers, and we start to 
realize the number one cause wasn’t 
substance abuse. It was obesity. Am I 
starting to make a point here? 

This is life expectancy for 18 years 
old and older by their BMI class. Do 
you understand functionally, in the 
last 4 years, life expectancy in the 
United States has fallen? Is that 
moral? Does anyone care? Even when 
you adjust for COVID, our lifespans are 
falling in this country. 

It turns out, in digging and digging, 
the primary reason is this. We have 
this stratified by different ethnicities, 
different genders, but you start to ac-
tually see what we are seeing here in 
the numbers. You start seeing in some 
of our populations that the life expect-
ancy is 66 years. 

A little while ago, the Congressional 
Black Caucus took the first hour, and 
they talked about the morality of their 
issues. I would argue this is their issue. 
This is all of our issue, but no one else 
will talk about it. 

Yes, there is some happy stuff com-
ing. 

Part of the point I have been trying 
to make over and over is let’s just talk 
about diabetes. Thirty-one percent of 
all Medicare spending is just diabetes. 
One in four TRICARE dollars in the 
United States is just diabetes. Thirty- 
three percent of Medicare benefits are 
spent for folks with diabetes. Sixty- 
seven percent of the $327 billion spent 
on diabetes is by government insur-
ance, and that is from way back in 2017. 
Today, it is dramatically higher, but 
that is the last year we could actually 
get the number. 

Five of the top 10 part D drugs—this 
one drives me crazy. Remember, we are 
having all of this debate about all this 
money: You are spending too much 
money on pharmaceuticals. These part 
D drugs are driving so much of the debt 
and deficit. Half of those top 10 drugs, 
half of them, are drugs for diabetes. 

Does anyone see sort of the trend 
here? Am I making sort of a flow of a 
concept? Is consciousness coming with 
us? 

The Joint Economic Committee Re-
publicans: Medicare spending will dou-
ble, functionally being $22 trillion over 
the next 10 years. 

I have come here for the last couple 
of years and brought the chart that ba-
sically shows, over the next 30 years, 
100 percent of the $130 trillion of bor-
rowing, all of borrowing growth, 75 per-

cent is the shortfall on Medicare and 25 
percent is the shortfall on Social Secu-
rity if we choose to backfill it. 

Remember, we are functionally 9 
years away from the Social Security 
trust fund being gone, and in that same 
10 years, the transportation trust fund 
is gone, and the Medicare part A trust 
fund is gone. 

We dink around with stupid stuff 
around here, not taking seriously that 
the wheels are coming off. It turns out 
there are some things that are abso-
lutely moral we could be doing if any-
one here actually gave a damn. 

A couple more of these concepts, and 
then we are going to do some of the 
positive side, some of the plan. 

JEC, Joint Economic Committee, Re-
publicans, project annual healthcare 
costs attributed to severe obesity. This 
is interesting. This is for the sick per-
son. This is for the person with obe-
sity—severe obesity, not regular. They 
spend another over $14,000 per year on 
top of their other healthcare costs. The 
problem is a huge portion of this popu-
lation is also on government-paid-for 
healthcare. 

Here is the one that I expect I will 
get the nastygrams on tomorrow, so 
let’s have at it. 

Joint Economic Committee Repub-
licans annual increase of Medicare ex-
penses caused by obesity-related 
health: $3,500 a year per taxpayer. 
$3,500 a year per taxpayer is function-
ally what obesity costs. That is me 
sounding like the accountant on 
steroids, but the math always wins. I 
am sorry if it is uncomfortable. Bless 
you, but the math always wins. 

Let’s actually come back and say I 
have actually convinced someone out 
there that maybe we should make 
America healthier and actually have 
an honest discussion about what is 
going on because these numbers have 
just gone skyrocketing over the last 10 
years. 

Let’s talk about a couple of things 
here. This is just another example. I 
have brought a handful of these. This is 
a blood glucose monitor you can have 
on your body. It is fairly cheap and in-
credibly effective on stabilizing some-
one with a prediabetic condition. 

We are about to have a pill for obe-
sity. It is the next generation of these 
GLP–1s. It is coming. It is almost 
through the process. There is a whole 
series of other categories of weight-loss 
drugs that are coming that are remark-
ably effective. 

b 2100 
Studies actually are sort of breaking 

down. It turns out that one of the most 
moral things we could do is use the 
technology we have. 

If I came to you tomorrow and said: 
Let’s make a plan. Maybe we should 
make some changes in the farm legisla-
tion—that is really hard to do. The lob-
byists marching up and down the hall-
ways won’t be happy with it, but we 
have to do it. 

Number two, go back to access for 
people to be able to manage their blood 
glucose. 
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Number three, maybe we should start 

to look at the accessibility for those 
who are on Medicare, Medicaid, Indian 
Health Service, and veterans who actu-
ally really, really, really, really have 
comorbidities, lots of diseases, substan-
tially because of their weight or be-
cause of diabetes. Maybe the moral 
thing is to make these drugs available 
to them. 

Here is part of the holy grail. I have 
come back and talked about it mul-
tiple times, and I have been mocked— 
sorry, I don’t mean to be personalizing 
it. I do mean to be personalizing it. 

FDA approves the first cellular ther-
apy to treat patients with type 1 diabe-
tes. Yes, there is finally one of them. 
There are a half a dozen of these that 
are in FDA-approval stages or tests, 
but the first one is fully approved now. 
That therapy can get the body to start 
producing—excuse me, accepts a re-
plenishment of islet cells. Do you see 
the flow? 

If we actually said we need a 
healthier society—oh, by the way, it is 
amazing for what it does in bending the 
debt curve. Oh, by the way, it is moral. 
Oh, by the way, it would mean extra 
populations can come back into society 
and we might get productivity gains. 
We have a way to help people manage 
their prediabetes with some tech-
nology. We have some ways to help 
people get their weight down. 

Oh, by the way, those people that do 
get their weight down, the 30 percent 
or so, and their body is so damaged 
that they can’t produce insulin any-
more, it turns out we can replace the 
islet cells in their body now. It is here. 
It is moral. It is optimistic. It is joyful. 

When was the last time you had an 
idiot like myself standing here and 
sounding like an accountant on 
steroids, and saying, I actually have a 
solution. It doesn’t solve the whole 
problem; it only solves a portion of it. 

This would do more than all the jaw- 
moving around here that you have 
heard so far this year, and it is doable. 
Is this Republican or Democrat? 

I will just argue it is the right thing 
to do. 

Is this place capable, Madam Speak-
er, of actually doing the right thing? 

Is it capable of doing something that 
is great math, it is morally wonderful, 
and actually would be really good for 
everyone? 

Dear God, I hope so. 
Madam Speaker, thank you for toler-

ating my tantrum, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

f 

PUBLICATION OF BUDGETARY 
MATERIAL 

ACCOUNTS IDENTIFIED FOR ADVANCE 
APPROPRIATIONS 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET, 

Washington, DC, July 25, 2023. 
MR. SPEAKER, section 112 of the Fiscal Re-

sponsibility Act, Public Law 118–5, requires 
the Chairman of the House Budget Com-
mittee to submit for printing in the Congres-

sional Record a list of discretionary ac-
counts identified for advance appropriations 
in fiscal year 2024 appropriations legislation. 

This filing is made for technical purposes 
as required by section 112 of the Fiscal Re-
sponsibility Act and for the purposes of en-
forcing titles III and IV of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 and other budgetary en-
forcement provisions. If there are any ques-
tions, please contact Brad Watson or Mary 
Popadiuk of the Budget Committee staff. 

JODEY C. ARRINGTON, 
Chairman, Committee on the Budget. 

ACCOUNTS IDENTIFIED FOR ADVANCED 
APPROPRIATIONS—FOR FISCAL YEAR 2025 

(SUBJECT TO A GENERAL LIMIT OF 
$28,852,000,000) 

Labor, Health and Human Services, Edu-
cation, and Related Agencies: 

Employment and Training Administration; 
Education for the Disadvantaged School Im-
provement Programs; Career, Technical, and 
Adult Education; Special Education. 

Transportation, Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and Related Agencies: 

Tenant-based Rental Assistance, Project- 
based Rental Assistance. 

VETERANS ACCOUNTS IDENTIFIED FOR ADVANCE 
APPROPRIATIONS—FOR FISCAL YEAR 2025 

Military Construction, Veterans Affairs, 
and Related Agencies: 

Medical Services, Medical Support and 
Compliance, Medical Facilities, Medical 
Community Care. 

INDIAN HEALTH ACCOUNTS IDENTIFIED FOR AD-
VANCE APPROPRIATIONS—FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2025 

Interior, Environment, and Related Agen-
cies: 

Indian Health Services, Indian Health Fa-
cilities. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Kevin F. McCumber, Clerk of the 
House, reported and found truly an en-
rolled bill of the House of the following 
title, which was thereupon signed by 
the Speaker: 

H.R. 1096. An act to require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to mint coins in commemo-
ration of the 250th Anniversary of the United 
States Marine Corps, and to support pro-
grams at the Marine Corps Heritage Center. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 3 minutes p.m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until tomorrow, Wednesday, 
July 26, 2023, at 10 a.m. for morning- 
hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

EC–1456. A letter from the Chief of Staff, 
Media Bureau, Federal Communications 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Authorizing Permissive Use of 
the ‘‘Next Generation’’ Broadcast Television 
Standard [GN Docket No.: 16-142] received 
July 17, 2023, 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–1457. A letter from the Chief, Office of 
Engineering and Technology, Federal Com-
munications Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s final rule — Amendment of 
Section 15.255 of the Commission’s Rules [ET 
Docket No.: 21-264] received July 17, 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 Energy and Commerce. 

EC–1458. A letter from the Chief, Office of 
Engineering and Technology, Federal Com-
munications Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s final rule — Amendment of the 
Commission’s Rules Regarding Implementa-
tion of the Final Acts of the World 
Radiocommunication Conference (Sharm el- 
Sheikh, 2019) (WRC-19), Other Allocation 
Issues, and Related Rule Updates [ET Docket 
No.: 23-121] and others received July 17, 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 Energy and Commerce. 

EC–1459. A letter from the Assistant Legal 
Adviser, 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–1460. A letter from the Chairman, 
Council of the District of Columbia, trans-
mitting D.C. Act 25-176, ‘‘Fiscal Year 2024 
Budget Support Act of 2023’’, pursuant to 
Public Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); (87 Stat. 
814); to the Committee on Oversight and Ac-
countability. 

EC–1461. A letter from the Biologist, 
Branch of Domestic Living, U.S. Fish And 
Wildlife Service, Department of the Interior, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Threatened Species Status With Sec-
tion 4(d) Rule for Western Fanshell and 
‘‘Ouachita’’ Fanshell and Designation of 
Critical Habitat [Docket No.: FWS-R3-ES- 
2021-0061; FF09E21000 FXES1111090FEDR 234] 
(RIN: 1018-BE79) received July 17, 2023, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

EC–1462. A letter from the Management 
and Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Very High 
Frequency (VHF) Omnidirectional Range 
(VOR) Federal Airway V-376; Eastern United 
States [Docket No.: FAA-2023-1120; Airspace 
Docket No.: 23-AEA-09] (RIN: 2120-AA66) re-
ceived July 18, 2023, 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–1463. A letter from the Management 
and Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of VOR Fed-
eral Airways; Northeast United States 
[Docket No.: FAA-2022-0939; Airspace Docket 
No.: 21-AEA-25] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received 
July 18, 2023, 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–1464. A letter from the Management 
and Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class D 
and Class E Airspace; Greenville, 
Spartanburg, and Greer, SC [Docket No.: 
FAA-2022-1161; Airspace Docket No.: 22-ASO- 
18] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received July 18, 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. 
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