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SCIENCE-BASED APPROACH TO LITERACY 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

f 

MATH, MONEY, AND 
DEMOGRAPHICS 

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

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

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

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

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

Creative destruction is actually a 
basic economic principle of free mar-
kets, except here in Congress. We are 
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also going to talk about—and this is 
the tough thing—we are going to talk 
about moving to a talent-based immi-
gration system because I cannot make 
any of the rest of these numbers actu-
ally work in a society right now where 
the United States is basically at zero 
population growth. 

Last year, the preliminary number is 
that we grew maybe 400,000. There is a 
chance this year we are even closer to 
zero population growth. You have to 
embrace it. It is math. It is not Repub-
lican and Democrat. It is not my feel-
ings. It is math. 

We functionally have the same num-
ber of 18-year-olds as we had 20 years 
ago, and double the number who are 65 
and up. It is demographics, yet we lie 
our heinies off about it. 

Remember, yesterday—and I voted 
yes—we had a ‘‘we are going to balance 
the budget’’ bill. Okay, great. Love it. 

Do you understand, with the eco-
nomic impacts, if you told me to bal-
ance the budget tomorrow, I can, but 
you just have to tell me what half of 
Federal spending we are ending. It 
would require cutting Federal spending 
by 50 percent when you do the eco-
nomic effects. 

That is the reality, so we don’t tell 
the truth around here. We use these 
platitudes. It is great on campaign bro-
chures, but it is crap math. Let’s actu-
ally start walking through reality. 

Then, I am going to actually try to 
tell the truth about what the Biden-era 
years of immigration cost us—millions 
and millions and millions of low- 
skilled. The fact of the matter is—I am 
going to show you the math, but I am 
also going to show you the math of 
what high-skill, talent-based immigra-
tion does for the finances of this coun-
try. 

First off, we have an updated chart 
here, and it still needs another update 
because of interest rates being higher. 

Today, only 25.2 percent of spending 
is voted on by Members of Congress. 
Mr. Speaker, you and I only get to vote 
on this blue portion. Everything in red 
is on autopilot. 

Right now, we have net interest at 
$1.39 trillion. We actually believe that 
is actually going to come in closer to 
$1.112 because of higher interest rates 
and some of the refinancing demands, 
but this is based on the CBO report 
from 2 weeks ago. 

If you use our math right now, Medi-
care is coming in at $1.666 trillion. So-
cial Security is number one. We actu-
ally believe interest is number two. 
Medicare will be number three, but I 
need you to look at my chart right 
now. Do you see this Medicare number 
of $1.63 trillion? In 61⁄2 years, we go 
from $1 trillion on Medicare to $2 tril-
lion. 

In 61⁄2 years, the Medicare trust fund 
is empty. If you are a hospital getting 
Medicare part A—remember, there is 
A, B, C is Medicare Advantage, and D is 
drugs. If you get your resources from 
Medicare part A, you are getting a 12- 
percent cut. That is the new updated 
number from CBO. 

b 1230 
Mr. Speaker, in 61⁄2 years, the Social 

Security trust fund is empty. In 61⁄2 
years, you get a 24 percent cut in your 
Social Security check. We will double 
the poverty of seniors in 61⁄2 years. 

For my Democratic colleagues who 
keep saying: Well, just raise taxes. 
Okay, great. This happens in 2032. By 
2033, to cover the Medicare shortfall 
and the Social Security trust fund fall 
with the trust funds empty, you have 
got to give us $638 billion, I think is 
the first year of the shortfall. If de-
fense is $1 trillion, start thinking 
about that. It is like 60 percent of the 
entire defense budget is your shortfall. 

How often are the conversations be-
hind these microphones absolutely 
vacuous because this place doesn’t own 
calculators or doesn’t have the moral 
aptitude to tell the truth about the 
math and the misery we are going to 
put on our brothers and sisters in this 
country if we don’t step up and fix it. 

I am in a 50–50 district. For years and 
years, I come behind this microphone. I 
introduce bills to fix the—MedPAC 
tells us there is almost $1.7 trillion to 
$2 trillion in misalignment in Medicare 
Advantage. Who is the idiot who lays 
out a bill to fix it and then can’t get a 
single other Member of Congress to 
sponsor it with him? 

The fact of the matter is there is a 
way—you are not going to pay off the 
debt. You are just trying to stabilize it. 
We have got a lot of wonderful articles 
saying: Well, there is a group in Con-
gress that talk about holding the def-
icit to 3 percent of GDP. Our interest is 
over 3 percent of GDP this year. 

The CBO report from 2 weeks ago 
says: In 9 years the structural deficit of 
this country is $3.1 trillion; and $2.1 
trillion of that is just interest. So, yay, 
we have gotten the deficit down to $1 
trillion; but our interest load is so big. 

Remember, Mr. Speaker, the primary 
driver of U.S. sovereign debt is interest 
and our healthcare costs. Are we will-
ing to have that revolution in how we 
provide healthcare? Legalize tech-
nology. Push for the cures. 

Diabetes is 33 percent of U.S. 
healthcare spending. Maybe helping 
our brothers and sisters be healthier 
turns out to be one of the greatest eco-
nomic benefits of society when 47 per-
cent of U.S. healthcare is associated 
with obesity. Maybe we should change 
the farm bill. Maybe we should change 
nutrition support. Maybe we should ac-
tually think about helping people be 
healthier. It is great economics, and it 
is good for our brothers and sisters. 

Oh, but that will piss off—sorry— 
yeah, lots of the moneyed interest. 
That means the hospitals and the oth-
ers who make money on sick people. 
This place is absolutely immoral and 
perverse. 

I find myself getting angrier and 
angrier. I have given up. I am leaving 
this place. I am going to go run for 
Governor in Arizona. Maybe I can save 
Arizona because I can’t get my broth-
ers and sisters here to do hard things 
because it is hard. 

I have a 3-year-old that we have 
adopted. I am 64. My wife is my age. 
Maybe we are insane. It is the greatest 
gift God has ever given someone. We 
need 104 percent of my little boy’s life-
time income. We need 104 percent of 
my little boy’s lifetime income just to 
pay Federal Government pensions. 

In 33 months, over half of Federal 
spending will go to those 65 and up. 
The math problem is we have gone 40 
years and there are not enough chil-
dren. Mr. Speaker, you heard me a mo-
ment ago say we are functionally at 
zero population growth. There is actu-
ally one analyst out there that has us 
at negative population growth because 
of the people leaving the country. 

They come to me, and our hallways 
are full of people demanding more 
money. Many of them are things we 
agree with and we love. We just have to 
borrow everything. 

Let’s walk through just, first off, the 
reality of the math. Then I am going to 
make the argument to move, to revolu-
tionize our immigration system to a 
talent-based immigration system that 
the rest of the industrialized world has 
moved to. 

Let’s take a look. There were 3.6 mil-
lion babies born last year. Okay. Think 
of this. For every baby that was born 
last year, that same year we put 
$600,000 on their credit card in a single 
year. That is the ratio of our borrowing 
because we have so few children. 

Our model is we are down to 1.59 fer-
tility rate. France actually has a high-
er fertility rate than the United 
States. Greece today can sell a 10-year 
bond cheaper than the United States. 

Are we going to tell the truth? 
Some of my charts are a little bit 

geeky. The basic principle of this is 
here is our available workforce. Here is 
our labor force participation. We are 
getting down. We are going to be basi-
cally getting close to 61, 60 percent of 
our population in the labor force. It is 
just demographics. 

We had the baby boom. I remember 
back in the early 1980s I was sitting in 
a statistics class. I had a professor 
back then; she was talking about we 
need to get ready. We had this popu-
lation bubble. How did we know 40 
years ago that we had a baby boom 
bubble? 

Her model was not dour enough for 
the fact that starting in the 1980s, fer-
tility rates in the United States—and 
now it has gotten steeper and steeper 
and steeper. It is all over the industri-
alized world. We have got to under-
stand. This isn’t just the United 
States. The United States is just better 
off. 

What is one of the miracles we have 
as Americans? We are the reserve cur-
rency of the world. People want to 
trade in U.S. dollars. 

The second advantage we have over 
the rest of the world is people want to 
move here. They want to start busi-
nesses here. They want to do their re-
search here. They want to bring their 
talents here. How do we leverage that 
to maximize economic growth? 
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If we are at a zero population growth 

and we need to make up for the years 
of Biden inflation, the way we do that, 
the way we do affordability is not 
somehow magically make prices go 
down. It is we raise wages. We raise 
wages by—remember your high school 
economics class? There are two ways 
wages go up. 

One is inflation. That doesn’t get us 
anything. It is productivity. Wages go 
up by productivity. We invest in cap-
ital equipment. We build a tax system 
that encourages investment. We bring 
in the talent that makes us more pro-
ductive as a society. 

This chart is going to upset people, 
but it is vetted math. It is vetted 
math. Take a look. These are the popu-
lations that deposit a 30-year impact 
on the Federal budget. If you get over 
here, people with STEM, with a mas-
ter’s, with a Ph.D., they functionally 
add about two—let’s get this right. 
That individual adds about $2.5 million 
in taxes they pay. 

We always talk about the DACA re-
cipient with the Ph.D., but that is not 
the mean. They are positive. But they 
are not positive by very much. This is 
the abstract. You can actually see de-
tailed methods to look at this on, I 
think it is the Manhattan Institute. 
Their immigration study actually has 
a whole thing where we can put in 
someone with this education of this 
age—remember age is very sensitive on 
these numbers. We can actually see 
what type of immigration system 
maximizes the benefit to America. 

Remember that if you want our So-
cial Security, if you want our Medi-
care, it is a moral, societal obligation 
we have to you. Help me make the fi-
nances work. We need this as part of 
the unified theory to make the math 
work. 

Let’s actually do something—this is 
my favorite chart of the week. This 
will upset some of my Democrat col-
leagues, but it is called math. 

Here are populations with less than a 
high school education. We calculate 
over those 30 years they cost society 
about $100,000. They cost. What hap-
pened at the border during the Biden 
years, the millions and millions and 
millions and millions of people that 
crossed, each one of those, on average, 
is going to cost us $100,000 over the 
next three decades. 

If we come over here, these are peo-
ple with graduate degrees. We collect 
over $3 million from them in taxes. 

b 1240 

Does anyone start to see just here on 
this chart the basic math that if we are 
going to start to bend our debt curve, 
yes, we have to adopt technology. We 
have to add competition in our society. 
We have to revolutionize the price of 
healthcare, and we need to move to a 
talent-based immigration system. 

Remember, we are, functionally, the 
last country in the industrialized world 
that uses a familial—a family—spon-
sorship model, and for a lot of my reli-

gious groups: DAVID, it is moral. We 
like being able to sponsor our family. I 
understand. 

Tell me how I deal with the bank-
ruptcy of Medicare. Tell me how I deal 
with the 24 percent cut in Social Secu-
rity coming in 61⁄2 years. That is moral 
also, and there is a way that I can slow 
down this hemorrhaging of cash. 

Remember, Mr. Speaker, in the last 
12 months, we have borrowed $2.77 tril-
lion. We thought this fiscal year, we 
would come in about $1.7 trillion, $1.8 
trillion. Running math right now is we 
are way off, and are we heading toward 
a supplemental? Are we heading to 
other things? Why is telling the truth 
so hard around here? Why is doing hard 
things—well, maybe it is because they 
are hard things, answering my own 
question. 

I actually think that the voters un-
derstand that there is something really 
screwed up out there. They may not 
understand all of these details. They 
may not—look, I am blessed. I chair 
the Joint Economic Committee. I am 
number four on the Ways and Means 
Committee. I chair the Oversight Sub-
committee. I have six—well, five—one 
is actually, I think, defending his Ph.D. 
Let’s call it six Ph.D. economists. 

Most people in their life don’t have a 
bunch of freaky smart people shoving 
information into their head all day 
long, my one great joy in this job. 

There are solutions to stabilize the 
debt. We are still going to borrow. It is 
demographics. Help me. Help us. Help 
our brothers and sisters in this coun-
try. We have to do these things. 

Oh, DAVID, we can’t talk about Medi-
care or Social Security or, Heaven for-
bid, ever use the word ‘‘immigration.’’ 
The trolls on the internet will say 
mean things about us. 

So we are willing to have grandma 
live in poverty because we are worried 
about trolls on Twitter? Is that really 
what we have become? 

Look, tax revenues from a 30-year-old 
immigrant with a college degree versus 
someone with just no high school di-
ploma, income tax, we functionally get 
$80,000. The person without the high 
school degree, almost nothing. It is 
just you start to look at the econom-
ics. Stop using the word ‘‘immigra-
tion’’ and only visualize people running 
across Eagle Pass in Texas. 

The fact of the matter is, also, if we 
can fix our system—and I am going to 
show you some quotes from President 
Trump. President Trump has talked 
about this repeatedly saying that it is 
insane that this country educates peo-
ple and then sends them home to com-
pete with us. 

How do I get this body to start actu-
ally understanding policy is economics, 
and economics is math? You start to 
look at—this number is wrong already. 
We were looking at saying, hey, you 
know, there is—okay. I need to explain 
this. The 2025 deficit, we book as $1.7 
trillion. 

Now, you understand we played some 
games with it. We rolled the student 

loans, pulled them back so we got a 
credit. There were certain bills we 
owed. We paid them in October instead 
of the end of September. So we played 
some games to lower that number, but 
I need you to look at what was going 
on. 

Mr. Speaker, 70 percent of our spend-
ing just went to net interest, and 16 
percent went to defense. Interest was 
more than defense last year. Think of 
this: 2025 fiscal year, Social Security, 
interest, Medicare, Medicaid, and it is 
Obama subsidies and defense. Defense 
was number five. The thing that is in 
the Constitution was number five in 
our spending stack. 

The majority of our spending in 33 
months—and I will be one of them— 
will go to those 65 and up. I will say it 
again for, like, the fourth or fifth time. 
It is demographics. We don’t have 
enough young people in our society, 
and the baby boomers are moving into 
their earned benefit years. 

Can we think we are just going to 
borrow all of the money? Do we really 
think the credit markets are going to 
keep loaning us, like right now, $7 bil-
lion today, $87,000 for every second I 
stand here? 

We have debates on this floor that 
the money borrowed during the debate 
is more than the entire debate was try-
ing to save because we want shiny ob-
jects because it looks good on social 
media. It gets me on FOX News to-
night, as the finances of our country 
burn down. 

Look, estimated share of outlays by 
group—and this upsets people, but I am 
trying to make a point. So I am a kid 
in the 1970s. Yes, disco and bell bottom 
pants. It was not a pretty time. 

At that time, the rough estimate is 
children, those under 18, got about $7 of 
Federal resources for every dollar that 
went to 65 and up. Today, that is re-
versed. That is just because of our pop-
ulation dynamics, but it is going to get 
bigger and bigger. 

The reason I grabbed this chart is to 
show that, in 2036, we will be well—and 
it has actually happened. Our math is 
33 months. The majority, more than 
half of all Federal spending will be to 
those 65 and up, but take a look down 
here. For those under 18, we are going 
to be under 6 percent. 

Am I insane for coming to the floor 
and actually telling people the very 
math that is in all of our publications? 
No one seems willing to open up the 
binders and actually read them. 

Look, I want to give President 
Trump credit. He has repeatedly stood 
up in front of audiences, stood up in 
front of crowds, stood up in front of the 
cameras and talked about the insanity 
of having a country that is not attract-
ing and keeping talent. 

Before I do the President’s quotes, I 
have a professor friend who used to 
talk about this—and when I say ‘‘used 
to,’’ it is a couple of years ago—the 
1980s, the 1990s, the war had conflict 
over hydrocarbons. We need oil. 

Last decade, rare earths. 
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His model basically says that in this 

decade, next decade, and probably the 
one after that, the world is going to 
compete for smart people, people who 
are educated, people who have entre-
preneurial skills, people who have 
unique talents because there is going 
to be so few young people, and those 
with the degrees that grow economies, 
that create productivity, therefore 
raise our wages, we are all going to 
fight over them. 

Canada, New Zealand, Great Britain, 
all of these countries have built talent- 
based immigration systems. Do you 
know who hasn’t shown up, Mr. Speak-
er? United States because we are so 
terrified to have an adult, professional, 
academic, economic-based discussion of 
we are falling behind. 

Talent is portable. Do you have a 
graduate degree? Do you have an engi-
neering or STEM degree? What is it—I 
co-chair the Singapore Caucus. I think 
in 6 weeks, you can get status to live in 
Singapore. 

Do you know what we do to that per-
son here in the United States? We send 
them home to compete with us, to an-
other country. Have we lost our minds? 

Look, we have a whole bunch of 
boards from President Trump’s quotes 
talking about this. 

b 1250 

Because we are often intellectually 
vacuous when we are in front of a cam-
era, when we are talking to our folks 
at home, it is immigration. We imme-
diately grab the hordes coming across 
the border. I just showed you that is 
costing us a fortune. 

Months ago, we did an entire report 
that showed what President Biden al-
lowed to happen at the border will sup-
press wages for the working poor for a 
decade. What they did made the work-
ing poor poorer in this country for a 
decade. You hang drywall. Now, you 
are competing against how many other 
people who hang drywall? 

We have the academic research, the 
economic research, and the economic 
modelling that make it clear that if we 
could flip over to what the rest of the 
industrialized world is now doing, a 
talent-based immigration system, it 
gives us a fighting chance. It raises tax 
receipts. It raises wages when designed 
correctly. 

As part of my last portion here, we 
have been working for a year with our 
economists and some of my office staff 
to rewrite—and we are doing some 
pretty radical stuff. We have been fol-
lowing the papers that say the H–1B 
model actually does create certain 
wage suppression because that visa is 
owned by an employer. If you want to 
get lobbied and have people really 
angry, say that. 

The fact of the matter is that a 
model that allows the talent to get a 
job sponsorship, but you are portable 
within the economy, gets rid of that 
wage suppression. 

I believe we can move to an economic 
model that grows wages and the econ-

omy, and helps us stabilize this insane 
growth of our debt. There is hope, Mr. 
Speaker. It just requires us to do hard 
things and stop living behind folklore 
and start living behind a calculator. 

That is my pitch, Mr. Speaker, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 52 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Fri-
day, March 20, 2026, at 10:30 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

EC–3052. A letter from the Administrator, 
Specialty Crops Program, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Updates to the Popcorn Pro-
motion, Research, and Consumer Informa-
tion Order [Doc. No.: AMS-SC-24-0038] re-
ceived March 12, 2026, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Agriculture. 

EC–3053. A letter from the Director, Office 
of Legislative Affairs, Legal Division, Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation, trans-
mitting the Corporation’s final guidance — 
Interagency Guidance on Leveraged Lending 
received March 2, 2026, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

EC–3054. A letter from the Counsel, Office 
of the Comptroller of the Currency, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Community Bank Li-
censing Amendments [Docket ID: OCC-2025- 
0273] (RIN: 1557-AF38) received March 5, 2026, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

EC–3055. A letter from the Counsel, Office 
of the Comptroller of the Currency, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Fair Housing Home 
Loan Data System [Docket ID: OCC-2025- 
0405] (RIN: 1557-AF42) received March 5, 2026, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

EC–3056. A letter from the Counsel, Office 
of the Comptroller of the Currency, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — National Bank Char-
tering [Docket ID: OCC-2025-0768] (RIN: 1557- 
AF47) received March 5, 2026, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

EC–3057. A letter from the Administrative 
Appeals Counsel to the Secretary, Office of 
the Secretary, Department of Education, 
transmitting the Department’s proposed pri-
ority and definitions —— Secretary’s Supple-
mental Priority and Definitions on Meaning-
ful Learning Opportunities [Docket ID: ED- 
2025-OS-0680] received March 2, 2026, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Education and Workforce. 

EC–3058. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting a 
six-month periodic report on the national 
emergency with respect to significant mali-

cious cyber-enabled activities that was de-
clared in Executive Order 13694 of April 1, 
2015, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public 
Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50 
U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); 
(91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

EC–3059. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting a 
six-month periodic report on the national 
emergency with respect to South Sudan that 
was declared in Executive Order 13664 of 
April 3, 2014, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); 
Public Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) 
and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 
204(c); (91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

EC–3060. A letter from the Branch Chief, 
Branch of Domestic Listing, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Department of the Interior, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Removal of Northern and Southern 
Distinct Population Segments of the Lesser 
Prairie-Chicken From the List of Endan-
gered and Threatened Wildlife in Compliance 
With Court Order [FWS-R2-ES-2021-0015; 
FXES1111090FEDR-267-FF09E21000] (RIN: 
1018-BB27) received March 12, 2026, pursuant 
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–3061. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; The Boeing Company Airplanes 
[Docket No.: FAA-2025-0618; Project Identi-
fier AD-2024-00637-T; Amendment 39-23280; AD 
2026-05-07] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received March 
16, 2026, 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 Infra-
structure. 

EC–3062. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Amendment of 
Very High Frequency Omnidirectional Range 
Federal Airways V-14, V-192, V-210, and V-221 
in the Vicinity of Muncie, Indiana [Docket 
No.: FAA-2025-2415; Airspace Docket No.: 25- 
AGL-3] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received March 16, 
2026, 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 Infra-
structure. 

EC–3063. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2026-2291; Project Identifier MCAI- 
2026-00074-T; Amendment 39-23285; AD 2026-05- 
12] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received March 16, 2026, 
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. 

EC–3064. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Standard In-
strument Approach Procedures, and Takeoff 
Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce-
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments [Docket 
No.: 31652; Amdt. No. 4207] (RIN: 2120-AA65) 
received March 16, 2026, 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–3065. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, AGC-010, FAA, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Standard In-
strument Approach Procedures, and Takeoff 
Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce-
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments [Docket 
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