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President Trump has delivered on his 

promise to secure the border. Customs 
and Border Protection has achieved 7 
straight months of—get this—zero re-
leases of apprehended illegal immi-
grants into the United States from the 
border. 

In 2025, DHS enforcement operations 
resulted in more than 605,000 deporta-
tions, but I submit to you tonight that 
executive action is not enough. Tem-
porary enforcement is not enough. 
America needs permanent border secu-
rity. We must ensure the security of 
our Nation is not undone by the stroke 
of a pen of a future administration. 

That means passing H.R. 2, the Se-
cure the Border Act. This legislation, 
as you will recall, finishes the wall, 
ends catch and release, restores inte-
rior enforcement, and puts American 
sovereignty back where it belongs, in 
American hands. 

For years, we were told securing the 
border was impossible, and then Presi-
dent Trump proved it was possible sim-
ply when the law is enforced. 

Now, it is time to lock those vic-
tories into statute. No more open bor-
ders. No more fentanyl flooding our 
streets. No more surrender to cartels 
and traffickers. A sovereign nation 
controls who enters its territory, and 
the House Republican majority must 
ensure Americans exactly that. 

The fourth and final priority: cele-
brate freedom. Celebrate freedom be-
cause America’s greatness flows from 
liberty, not government control. 

In 2026, House Republicans must do 
what the radical left despises most: We 
must celebrate and defend freedom. 
Yes, that starts with healthcare, where 
Big Insurance and Big Government 
have trapped Americans into a broken, 
unaffordable system they don’t con-
trol. 

Just last month, a bombshell GAO 
report exposed the truth. The 
ObamaCare marketplace 
rubberstamped approvals for 96 percent 
of fake applications. Fictitious identi-
ties, stolen Social Security numbers, 
dead people, yet billions in taxpayer 
subsidies flowed straight to the insur-
ance companies. Your hard-earned dol-
lars were wasted on fraud while fami-
lies faced skyrocketing premiums. 

Democrats are fighting tooth and 
nail. Do you know what they are fight-
ing tooth and nail to do? To keep fun-
neling subsidies to Big Insurance gi-
ants, to let wealthy individuals con-
tinue to access government-funded 
healthcare, to allow some Americans 
to pay zero for coverage while the rest 
of us foot the bill. 

Madam Speaker, I am glad to say to-
night that Republicans are fighting for 
you, the American people, by expand-
ing real choices for families, increasing 
competition to drive down prices, and 
putting patients and doctors first, not 
lining the pockets of Big Insurance. 

Something has to change, and we 
must put healthcare back in the hands 
of individuals, not bureaucrats in 
Washington. A powerful first step? Ex-
pand health savings accounts, HSAs. 
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Madam Speaker, HSAs empower fam-

ilies to make their own decisions. Yes, 
they lower costs. Yes, they increase 
choice. Yes, they restore freedom to 
control your own care. Healthcare 
should serve patients, not bureaucrats 
or corporate cronies. 

We must confront another growing 
threat most Americans don’t yet see, 
and that is malign foreign influence, 
especially from Communist China. 

Our colleges and universities have 
taken hundreds of millions—estimates 
now actually exceed $426 million in re-
cent years—from foreign adversaries 
like China. They are selling access, in-
fluence, and sensitive research to the 
highest bidder. This is unacceptable. 

That is why the House passed the DE-
TERRENT Act, which includes lan-
guage from my No Contracts for For-
eign Adversaries Act, to force trans-
parency, block shady deals, and stop 
our institutions from taking money 
from enemies who wish to harm us. 

Once again, that bill is now in the 
Senate. The question arises once more: 
When will the Senate pass it? 

America’s intellectual capital, the 
minds of our next generation, should 
never be auctioned off to those who 
seek to undermine us. Freedom is 
worth defending economically, cul-
turally, and morally. 

In 2026, our House Republican major-
ity will keep leading the charge to re-
form healthcare to empower individ-
uals, to secure our campuses from for-
eign threats, and to celebrate the 
American way of life without apology. 
We understand that freedom isn’t free. 
That is why we will fight to keep it for 
our families, for our future, and for our 
Nation. 

In conclusion, I want you to hear my 
heart because it is a call to courage. 
This is our moment. As we stand on the 
threshold of America’s 250th birthday— 
250 years since 56 brave signers pledged 
their lives, fortunes, and sacred honor 
to the Declaration of Independence—we 
are all called to renew the covenant 
our Founders made. 

The House Republican majority was 
not sent here to manage decline. We 
were elected to reverse it, to cut reck-
less spending, to conserve our God- 
given way of life, to secure our sov-
ereign borders, and to celebrate and de-
fend the freedoms they fought to se-
cure. History will not judge how cau-
tious we were. It will judge how coura-
geous we were. 

As General George Washington de-
clared to his troops, in 1776, on the 
heels of the Continental Congress’ deci-
sion for independence, he said: ‘‘The 
fate of unborn millions will now de-
pend, under God, on the courage and 
the conduct of this Army.’’ 

Madam Speaker, today the fate of 
unborn millions—our children, our 
grandchildren, and generations yet to 
come—depends on us, on our courage, 
on our conviction, and on our unwaver-
ing faith in the exceptional Nation 
that our Founders envisioned. 

I implore my colleagues: Let us act 
with conviction. Let us lead with faith. 
Let us govern with courage. 

America’s best days are not behind 
us. They are still ahead. If we are bold 
enough, faithful enough, and coura-
geous enough to fight for them, we will 
see it through. 

Madam Speaker, in this year of 
America 250, let us recommit to the 
principles of liberty, self-government, 
and moral clarity that launched the 
greatest experiment in human freedom 
that the world has ever known. 

We will not shrink. We will not sur-
render. We will fight. We will win for 
what our Founders built and that we 
are called to preserve. 

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

f 

GROWING THE GDP 
(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-

icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. SCHWEIKERT 
of Arizona was recognized for 30 min-
utes.) 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Madam Speaker, 
as a mercy to the poor staff here, I am 
not going to use the whole half an 
hour. I am just going to try to run 
through a couple of concepts. 

I did a little tripping up of some de-
tails last week, where we were trying 
to explain some of the things we see 
going on in the math. I want to walk 
through a concept. 

We actually, right now, as a country, 
are remarkably blessed. The GDP 
growth, the economic growth, is actu-
ally well beyond almost any of what 
even my economists were predicting 
over the last year. 

We are seeing some data right now— 
if you actually look at the Atlanta 
Fed, GDPNow, nowcasts, some of 
these—we could hit a five-handle this 
quarter, which is remarkable. 

Looking at some of the data from the 
third quarter of 2025, it looks like the 
number of a 4.3 percent GDP growth is 
going to hold up. 

These numbers are actually remark-
able, and I want to make a point here 
for the annualized 2025 GDP number. I 
know this is geeky. There is a point I 
am going to come to, and that is the 
irony that tax collections don’t look as 
robust as the economy. We are going to 
try to explain what is going on. This is 
why getting policy right is going to be-
come so critical. 

The first quarter of last year, so 1 
year ago this quarter, we actually had 
negative GDP. The first quarter, when 
the Trump administration started, 
when our new Congress started, we ac-
tually had to go through 3 months of 
slower growth. Then, it wasn’t until 
the second quarter, third quarter, and 
now we believe the fourth quarter—we 
don’t have that final number in yet— 
we finally hit the acceleration pedal. 

What is going on out there? We had 
this irony happening where we have 
really actually stable and much broad-
er economic growth than we expected. 
We are actually seeing some odd 
things. 
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Actually, the labor force participa-

tion is pretty flat. We had a small tick 
up in some of the last unemployment 
data. Also, if you look at this chart 
here, we are trying to explain the dif-
ference. Here is the number of folks 
who are entering the labor force. They 
are working. Here is the number of 
folks who are available for work. 

When we start to get to 4 percent or 
4.6 percent unemployment, we are ac-
tually, if we look at our historic aver-
age, even the last 25 years, that is al-
most full employment. 

Do you see this curve here? It is basi-
cally starting to demonstrate the de-
mographics of America. It is also sort 
of the demographics of the entire in-
dustrialized world. You have a situa-
tion where today we functionally have 
the same number of 18-year-olds as we 
had 20 years ago. Today, we also have 
almost double the number of our broth-
ers and sisters who are 65 and up than 
25 years ago. That is creating an inter-
esting irony. 

We actually take a look here at what 
we call tax receipts. Most people like 
to call them tax collections. If you are 
on Ways and Means, they are tax re-
ceipts. Look at this interesting spike 
here. That is actually tax receipts. 
That is good. 

Almost every dime we see on this 
chart of the real growth is actually 
capital gains. It is those who have had 
assets. It is those who have sold real 
estate. It is those who have sold 
stocks. 

The tax receipts really coming in 
from labor are good. They are stable, 
but they are not growing nearly in 
sympathy—if you can play economist 
words—in sympathy to the GDP 
growth. This is an important part of 
what I wanted to share. I am trying— 
I hate this term—to socialize the con-
cept. 
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What happens when you are pro-
ducing growth because we have a lot of 
growth policies that are right? Last 
summer, earlier in the year, where in-
vestment is going into plant, equip-
ment, data centers, AI, and all of these 
things are happening, wage growth is 
actually okay. It is actually outpacing 
inflation now, finally, thank Heaven. 
Yet the real GDP growth is coming 
from that capital spend and not from 
wage and new employment and the de-
mand for labor. 

Understand why this is a problem. 
We are an income-tax-base country. 
There are income taxes on businesses, 
but mostly the income tax base is on 
working—and also FICA, Social Secu-
rity tax, Medicare tax, and unemploy-
ment tax; those are taxed on your 
wages. 

We are starting to see this irony 
where we are actually doing some data 
where we ask what happens when you 
hit this type of GDP growth and, at the 
same time, the amount of borrowing 
and debt in the country is still going to 
stay remarkably high. 

We still have a model that we think 
will be a bit less, but we could still be 
approaching $2 trillion of borrowing 
this year. I hope we are wrong, but you 
have to understand that the first quar-
ter of this fiscal year, I think we were 
borrowing about $90,000 a second. 

So far this fiscal year—so we are, 
what, 3 months and 10 or 11 days into 
it—I think we have now borrowed $800 
billion. Sometime. Maybe before this 
month is over, we are going to have 
borrowed another $1 trillion. This time, 
it wasn’t 3 months. It might be coming 
in at 4 months. We shouldn’t be seeing 
those types of borrowing with this type 
of economic growth. 

The point I am going to make is: 
Why is the borrowing going up? Look 
at the spending data. I didn’t bring all 
of those charts because they are ex-
hausting, but if you take a look at in-
terest, remember that we have to refi-
nance $10 trillion or maybe $11 trillion 
this year. That means that the bonds 
that were sold in the past have to come 
back to market, refinance, and they 
are being refinanced, for many of them, 
at much higher interest rates. 

The other thing is healthcare, but it 
is healthcare, Medicare. We have a 
model that says that now, in less than 
61⁄2 to 7 years, Medicare will go from $1 
trillion to $2 trillion. Also, in 7 years, 
Medicare is gone. 

Excuse me. Let me rephrase that. 
The Medicare trust fund is gone, and 
that will result in around an 11 percent 
cut, particularly to hospitals. 

It is demographics. Baby boomers are 
moving into their peak utilization 
years of these benefits. We are func-
tioning, I think in the last 3 years or 4 
years of baby boomers moving into the 
age of 65 and getting their earned bene-
fits, so you see the shift in the labor 
market. 

What happens if the formulas that I 
had come behind these microphones for 
years and said: That if we could grow 
another point of GDP, it is this many 
hundreds of billions of dollars of tax re-
ceipts, and now it isn’t. 

I know this is geeky, but it is really, 
really important because it means 
many of the budget documents that the 
brain trust around here talk about, we 
may be getting wrong—many of the so-
lutions we have had for taking on debt 
and deficits. 

There is a piece of legislation. I am 
absolutely elated. I am trying to get on 
it. It basically says: Look, let’s do a 
debt and deficit commission, like we 
did BRAC many, many years ago to 
close excess military bases, and let’s go 
for 3 percent of GDP growth. 

Madam Speaker, there is a problem 
with that number. Just our interest 
coverage is over 3 percent of our econ-
omy. So we are going to take spending 
and get it down to 3 percent. Great. So 
we are going to stop borrowing so 
much, except just the interest we pay 
is bigger than that. 

Does anyone see the math problem? 
So this is actually the punch line I 
have been trying to head toward. This 

is a chart that sort of shows labor as a 
percentage of income. 

I am sorry, but this is actually really 
important when you are trying to de-
sign how you finance your government. 
We are hitting a time way down here. 
This is 2024 because that is the last sort 
of good data point that I have. We ac-
tually believe it has actually fallen 
further. For years, 64 percent, and 
there may have been times when we 
crossed over to 66 percent of our in-
come basically came from labor that fi-
nanced the government. 

Today, we are down to touching—ac-
tually, we may be as low as 53 percent. 
That is a huge difference, and it is 
going to force us—those who care 
about the economics, those of us on the 
Ways and Means Committee who actu-
ally have to do tax policy, those who 
actually are paying attention to our 
bonds and our promise to pay back $30 
trillion-plus of publicly sold debt, and 
another $8.5 trillion that we have bor-
rowed internally. How do we pay it 
back? 

We are going to have to start think-
ing about the taxation on labor. It is 
going to become a problem. I want to 
bounce around a little bit because, a 
couple of days ago, we got some of the 
inflation data, but with that also came 
some of the State and localized infla-
tion data. I thought this one was inter-
esting. I am going to be a little caustic 
on it, but I haven’t had as much coffee 
today, so I am not wound up as tight, 
so at least I am not speaking like a 
machine gun. 

We thought this was interesting. In-
crease in monthly costs in Arizona, and 
we thought we would do a snapshot. I 
am blessed that I represent the Phoe-
nix, Scottsdale area. So between Janu-
ary 2021 to September 2021, so we are 
actually doing the same snapshot of 
time, if you lived in the Phoenix area, 
you functionally lost $1,597 to infla-
tion. That is for the average family. 

Now we come here to 2025. It is still 
not as good as we demand that we get 
it to, but it is now $944, a $653 savings. 

That is 1 year of the success of Re-
publicans lowering inflation. We have 
to get it further, but we actually see 
how bad it was before because this was 
the inflation that was handed to this 
country during Biden’s first year, and 
then we start to take a look at the 
progress. We are making progress. It is 
not as good as I want, but understand 
this is the reality of the math. 

Madam Speaker, I have a fixation 
that we tell the truth and sort of get 
an understanding of some of the math. 
One of the most difficult things is that 
we have been trying to figure out how 
do we make sure we preserve our prom-
ises. 

We owe a promise for Medicare. We 
owe a promise for Social Security. We 
have to deal with the reality that, in 
less than 3 years, over half of every-
thing that this Congress will spend—so 
over half of everything that the Fed-
eral Government will spend—will go to 
people who are 65 and up. 
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Why that is just an amazing thing to 

think about. In the 1970s, for every dol-
lar that went to those who were 65 and 
up, there were $6 to $7 spent for those 
who were 18 and younger. Today, that 
is flipped. 

It is just demographics. It is not 
some evil plot. It is a combination of 
the baby boomers, a big population 
bubble, and healthcare got dramati-
cally more expensive. 

Last week, I did a presentation here 
and basically showed where Democrats 
are turning healthcare into financial 
engineering instead of the incentives to 
do it better, faster, and cheaper. 

We have turned healthcare into—re-
member the whole debate here on sub-
sidies on top of subsidies? When you 
turn healthcare into financing instead 
of helping people be healthier, you 
have screwed up the economics and the 
incentives, and we start to look at 
charts like this. 

Now, this is Medicare Advantage. I 
am actually a big fan of what you call 
Medicare part C, Medicare Advantage. 
The chart is a little bit distorted be-
cause it doesn’t really give you the 
population statistics, but we believe 
that this year, 55 percent of the popu-
lation of this country that are in Medi-
care is going to choose a Medicare Ad-
vantage plan. 
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Okay. But we aren’t telling the truth 
about the math. There is this thing 
that is called the MedPAC reports. 
They are big orange reports like this, 
hundreds and hundreds of pages. If we 
go through them, there will be this sec-
tion in there that says that it turns 
out Medicare Advantage is coming in, 
according to the MedPAC report—and 
this is the roomful of people that spe-
cialize in this and, I hate to say, my 
own joint economic economist, the 
CMS data and HHS data, and The Wall 
Street Journal, everyone else looks 
into this—it is coming in at 120 percent 
of fee for service. 

Why this is a big deal is when Medi-
care Advantage was designed—it really 
came into effect in 2005—Senator Frist, 
who is a doctor—they put together a 
plan with this idea that we are going to 
do managed care. The insurance com-
panies, which are going to be basically 
the gatekeeper, are going to make 
profit by helping our brothers and sis-
ters on the program be healthier. The 
model was it was going to come in at 95 
percent of fee for service. 

Today, it comes in at 120 percent of 
fee for service. That 25 percent, Madam 
Speaker, over 10 years is $2 trillion. 
When we show a chart like this of the 
transition that has been happening for 
traditional fee for service Medicare to 
now Medicare Advantage, fine, but we 
are going to have to have the honest 
discussion of how do we get the incen-
tives lined up. 

I saw what Senator GRASSLEY pub-
lished yesterday—and I was going to 
bring the report out here and use it as 
a prop and show it to you, but it is like 

this. It basically talks about hundreds 
and hundreds and hundreds of billions 
of dollars. 

Look, the report, I am only a third 
through it, but it is example after ex-
ample of Medicare Advantage insurers 
signing either having companies or 
their own folks go out and knock on 
grandma’s door and score them as sick-
er and, therefore, getting bonuses for 
having a sicker population. 

The Wall Street Journal almost 2 
years ago did a major expose on a per-
son. I think they were in Sun City, Ari-
zona, and the insurance company had 
scored them I think as having HIV, ex-
cept the problem is this person didn’t 
have that. They had never been tested 
for it. However, the insurance company 
was getting a bonus for that. It is 
called risk scoring. 

We are going to have to consider 
moving to a model that says we are not 
going to let you go and score people 
differently. We want to create a model 
where it is put in the initial pricing of 
the program, and then you make 
money by helping the senior popu-
lation be healthier. 

There are so many miracles right 
now, the technology can be worn, the 
ways you can keep track, the ways of 
telehealth, digital health, all these 
other things. We want a system that 
incentivizes investing in people’s 
health instead of profiting from claim-
ing they are sicker. 

People have got to understand, there 
is actually a piece of legislation to do 
this. Preliminary scores, $1.84 trillion 
of savings. We are going to fight, knife 
fight, complain, cry, and fuss at each 
other over things that are absolutely 
tiny. 

We have been told this piece of legis-
lation actually is the biggest savings 
bill in U.S. history. I beg of anyone 
that actually cares about these sub-
jects of taking on debt and deficits, 
help us. Help us explain it to our broth-
ers and sisters. Help us take on what 
will be, let’s be honest, a barrage of 
hate from the brokers, from the insur-
ance companies that don’t want a sys-
tem that lines up the incentives prop-
erly. 

These were the incentives of the 
original design of Medicare Advantage, 
and it got perverse by ObamaCare. 
They changed parts of the quality rat-
ings that created another bonus system 
that could be manipulated. 

Congress can fix things like this, but 
are we allowed to actually say: We are 
going to fix something on Medicare. So 
often, that sets off fear. 

Did I mention in the beginning here, 
you have got less than 7 years and the 
Medicare trust fund is gone. If we are 
going to preserve these earned entitle-
ments—these are earned programs. You 
worked for years. You earned this. This 
was part of the societal contract. Peo-
ple like me here, we have got to figure 
out how to finance this, keep it going. 
Yet it is almost a sin around here to 
talk about the problems, the fact we 
are hemorrhaging cash, we are bor-

rowing. This year, for every dollar we 
take in in tax receipts, we are going to 
spend $1.43. The Moody’s model says in 
8 years interest will consume 30 per-
cent of all of our tax receipts. 

This isn’t a game. We have got to 
stop the juvenile discussions we have 
around here and start facing the really 
big, difficult things ahead of us. 

This is us. It may look like a chart 
with a handful of different blues on it, 
but this is actually us as a people. 
What this chart is telling us is that in 
less than 3 years, over half of all of our 
spending in this government will go to 
our brothers and sisters who are 65 and 
up. 

If that is the societal deal we made, 
we made it; but we have an obligation 
as Members of Congress to make it 
work. If we know there is hundreds of 
billions of dollars—let’s not use the 
word ‘‘fraud’’—being misallocated— 
let’s get fancy on the language, we will 
call it misallocated—why wouldn’t ev-
eryone line up with us? 

I would argue the army of lobbyists 
outside our doors here who lose their 
mind every time I talk about this, who 
scare the crap out of us, we have still 
got to do the right thing. Someone run-
ning for the United States Senate 
today, in your first term—if you are 
blessed enough to win—you are going 
to have to deal with the fact the Social 
Security trust fund is gone, the Medi-
care trust fund is gone. Our prelimi-
nary math says in 2033, the first year 
that those trust funds are gone, it is 
$638 billion just to make up that short-
fall. 

This isn’t a game. These are numbers 
that should terrify you. Yet for anyone 
who is crazy enough to be watching C– 
SPAN, how many times have you seen 
this week, last week, the week before 
that Members come behind these mikes 
and talk to you about the real issues 
that will change this Republic, or have 
we just decided we are going to let the 
bond market basically run this coun-
try, and we are going to just keep pre-
tending we can keep spending like this? 

Much of that spending is not Demo-
crat policy, Republican policy. Look, I 
think much of the Democrat policy is 
absolutely absurd, but much of it is de-
mographics. In the early 1990s, and 
even going back further, we have had 
dramatically fewer children. 

Remember, Madam Speaker pro tem-
pore, we model—the United States will 
be close to almost zero population 
growth this year. If you have a Pay-As- 
You-Go system, it is really hard to 
make that math work. Do you still let 
the scams, the misalignments, the tak-
ing advantage of these systems, the 
fraud go on? It means we are going to 
have to talk about it. We are going to 
have to dive into it. We are going to 
have to take on an army of lobbyists. 
They are probably going to run nasty 
ads against all of us because it is so 
much money. 

Let’s step up and do the hard things. 
Let’s step up and do the right things. 

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

VerDate Sep 11 2014 10:05 Jan 14, 2026 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00053 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K13JA7.114 H13JAPT1D
M

w
ils

on
 o

n 
D

S
K

7X
7S

14
4P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH716 January 13, 2026 
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 28 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, January 14, 2026, 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–2638. A letter from the Under Sec-
retary, Personnel and Readiness, Depart-
ment of War, transmitting a letter author-
izing Major General Brett G. Sylvia, United 
States Army, to wear the insignia of the 
grade of lieutenant general, pursuant to 10 
U.S.C. 777a(b)(4); Public Law 111-383, Sec. 
505(a)(1); (124 Stat. 4209); to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–2639. A letter from the Senior Vice 
President, Chief of Staff, Export-Import 
Bank of the United States, transmitting a 
statement with respect the following trans-
action involving exports to Türkiye, pursu-
ant to 12 U.S.C. 635(b)(3); July 31, 1945, ch. 
341, Sec. 2 (as added by Public Law 102-266, 
Sec. 102); (106 Stat. 95); to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

EC–2640. A letter from the Senior Vice 
President, Chief of Staff, Export-Import 
Bank of the United States, transmitting a 
statement with respect to the following 
transaction involving financing to support 
U.S. supply chain resiliency projects, pursu-
ant to 12 U.S.C. 635(b)(3); July 31, 1945, ch. 
341, Sec. 2 (as added by Public Law 102-266, 
Sec. 102); (106 Stat. 95); to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

EC–2641. A letter from the Assistant Sec-
retary for Legislation, Department of Health 
and Human Services, transmitting the Fiscal 
Year 2025 Annual Progress Report to Con-
gress on the C.W. Bill Young Cell Transplan-
tation Program and National Cord Blood In-
ventory Program, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 
274k(a)(6); July 1, 1944, ch. 373, title III, Sec. 
379 (as amended by Public Law 109-129, Sec. 
3(a)); (119 Stat. 2554); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

EC–2642. A letter from the Acting Branch 
Supervisor, Regulatory Management Branch, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Ap-
proval; Indiana; Huntington County 2010 Sul-
fur Dioxide Redesignation and Maintenance 
Plan [EPA-R05-OAR-2024-0378; FRL-12933-02- 
R5] received January 8, 2026, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

EC–2643. A letter from the Acting Branch 
Supervisor, Regulatory Management Branch, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Ap-
proval; New Hampshire; Updates to Mate-
rials Incorporated by Reference [EPA-R01- 
OAR-2025-3027; FRL-13094-01-R1] received 
January 8, 2026, 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–2644. A letter from the Acting Branch 
Supervisor, Regulatory Management Branch, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — Approval and 
Promulgation of Delegation of Authority for 
Designated Facilities and Pollutants; Ohio; 
Delegation of Authority [EPA-R05-OAR-2025- 
0355; FRL-13131-01-R5] received January 8, 

2026, 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–2645. A letter from the Acting Branch 
Supervisor, Regulatory Management Branch, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Ap-
proval; California; Mojave Desert Air Qual-
ity Management District; Definition of 
Terms [EPA-R09-OAR-2022-0858; FRL-10563- 
02-R9] received January 8, 2026, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

EC–2646. A letter from the Acting Branch 
Supervisor, Regulatory Management Branch, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Ap-
proval; California; Mojave Desert Air Qual-
ity Management District; Replacing Out-
dated Requirements [EPA-R09-OAR-2024-0210; 
FRL-11949-02-R9] received January 8, 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 Energy and Commerce. 

EC–2647. A letter from the Acting Branch 
Supervisor, Regulatory Management Branch, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s withdrawal of direct final 
rule — Technical Amendments to the 
EPCRA Hazardous Chemical Inventory Re-
porting Requirements To Conform to the 
2024 OSHA Hazard Communication Standard; 
Withdrawal [EPA-HQ-OLEM-2025-0299; FRL- 
12698-05-OLEM] (RIN: 2050-AH40) received 
January 8, 2026, 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–2648. A letter from the Acting Branch 
Supervisor, Regulatory Management Branch, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Ap-
proval; Kentucky; Emissions Inventory and 
Nonattainment New Source Review for the 
Henderson-Webster Sulfur Dioxide Non-
attainment Area [EPA-R04-OAR-2025-0023; 
FRL-12899-02-R4] received January 8, 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 Energy and Commerce. 

EC–2649. A letter from the Office Manager, 
Office of the District of Columbia Auditor, 
transmitting a report entitled, ‘‘Twenty 
Years of D.C. Agency Overspending’’, pursu-
ant to Public Law 93-198, Sec. 455(d); (87 Stat. 
803); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

EC–2650. A letter from the Deputy General 
Counsel for Housing Programs and Alternate 
Designated Agency Ethics Official, Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development, 
transmitting six notifications of an action 
on nomination, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); 
Public Law 105-277, Sec. 151(b); (112 Stat. 
2681-614); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

EC–2651. A letter from the Director, Fed-
eral Election Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s report stating that it did not 
complete or initiate competitive sourcing for 
conversion of an agency activity to contrac-
tors for the prior fiscal year, pursuant to 31 
U.S.C. 501 note; Public Law 108-199, Sec. 
647(b); (118 Stat. 361); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

EC–2652. A letter from the Commissioners, 
Federal Maritime Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s Performance and Account-
ability Report for Fiscal Year 2025, pursuant 
to 31 U.S.C. 3515(a)(1); Public Law 101-576, 
Sec. 303(a)(1) (as amended by Public Law 107- 
289, Sec. 2(a)); (116 Stat. 2049); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

EC–2653. A letter from the Treasurer, Na-
tional Gallery of Art, transmitting the Gal-
lery’s Performance and Accountability Re-

port for the year ended September 30, 2025, 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3515(a)(1); Public Law 
101-576, Sec. 303(a)(1) (as amended by Public 
Law 107-289, Sec. 2(a)); (116 Stat. 2049); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

EC–2654. A letter from the Director, United 
States Office of Personnel Management, 
transmitting the Office’s FY 2025 Agency Fi-
nancial Report, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
3515(a)(1); Public Law 101-576, Sec. 303(a)(1) 
(as amended by Public Law 107-289, Sec. 2(a)); 
(116 Stat. 2049); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

EC–2655. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; DAHER AEROSPACE (Type Certifi-
cate Previously Held by SOCATA) Airplanes 
[Docket No.: FAA-2025-2265; Project Identi-
fier MCAI-2024-00714-A; Amendment 39-23224; 
AD 2025-26-02] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Jan-
uary 9, 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–2656. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Diamond Aircraft Industries GmbH 
Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2025-2263; 
Project Identifier MCAI-2024-00729-A; Amend-
ment 39-23204; AD 2025-24-07] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received January 9, 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–2657. A letter from the Manager, Legal 
Litigation and Support, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Colored 
Federal Airway Green 8, Jet Route J-115, 
United States Area Navigation (RNAV) 
Route T-227 and Establishment of RNAV 
Route Q-188 in Alaska; Correction [Docket 
No.: FAA-2025-0372; Airspace Docket No.: 24- 
AAL-126] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received January 
9, 2026, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Pub-
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

f 

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: 

Mr. WALBERG: Committee on Education 
and Workforce. H.R. 2616. A bill to require 
public elementary and middle schools that 
receive funds under the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 to obtain pa-
rental consent before changing a minor’s 
gender markers, pronouns, or preferred name 
on any school form or sex-based accommoda-
tions, including locker rooms or bathrooms, 
with an amendment (Rept. 119–441). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WALBERG: Committee on Education 
and Workforce. H.R. 2617. A bill to amend the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 to prevent the use of funds under such 
Act to teach or advance concepts related to 
gender ideology, and for other purposes; with 
an amendment (Rept. 119–442). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WALBERG: Committee on Education 
and Workforce. H.R. 3453. A bill to modify 
the program of grants to support high-qual-
ity charter schools, with an amendment 
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