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As the Trump Administration’s first term 
comes to a close, there are still many eco-
nomic policy reforms that Congress and 
the Administration should implement.

KEY TAKEAWAYS

In addition to Congress passing legislation, 
the Administration should finalize regula-
tions in the pipeline, issue new executive 
orders, and draft new guidance.

Adopting the listed economic priorities 
will promote individual freedom and eco-
nomic growth, and expand opportunities 
for all Americans.

A s the Trump Administration’s first term comes 
to a close, there are still many economic policy 
reforms that Congress and the Administration 

should adopt. In addition to Congress passing legisla-
tion, federal agencies should finalize rules that have 
been in the regulatory pipeline; and the Administra-
tion, among other things, should issue new executive 
orders and draft new guidance documents.

This Backgrounder identifies many economic 
policy priorities for both Congress and the Adminis-
tration that should be pursued through the first term. 
These policy priorities cover energy and environment, 
financial regulation and housing, food and agriculture, 
governmental reform, labor and employment, tax 
and spending, and trade. The priorities will promote 
individual freedom and economic growth, and expand 
opportunities for Americans and their families.1
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I. Economic Policy Priorities for the Trump Administration

There are many important economic policies that the Administration 
should implement on its own before the end of the current term. A signif-
icant number address energy and environmental issues, which is in large 
part a reflection of the Administration’s extensive work in these areas. How-
ever, there are many other issues as well, from governmental reform to 
improve the accuracy of federally disseminated information to finalizing a 
labor regulation that would clarify the definition of independent contrac-
tors. Table 1 lists these priorities, which are explained in more detail below 
under “Economic Policy Priorities for the Administration.”

Energy and Environment 

The following are policy priorities for the Administration on energy and 
environmental issues:

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Should Conduct Lease 
Sales on Federal Lands. The BLM, which is part of the Department of 
the Interior, should continue to auction off oil and gas rights on federal 
lands in the continental U.S. and Alaska. The federal government owns 
nearly half the land in the 11 contiguous Western states and 60 percent of 
Alaska, and energy production is an integral part of these states’ economy 
and budget.2 Finalizing lease sales will provide opportunities for expanded 
energy production, more jobs, and increased revenue for states and even 
America’s national parks.3 The year 2021 could bring excessive restrictions 
or outright bans on new oil and gas exploration permits on federal lands. As 
legally dubious as a prohibition on new oil and gas lease sales may be, the 
prospects of a new Administration attempting to impose such a prohibition 
makes finalizing any lease sales all that more imperative.

The BLM Should Conduct Lease Sales in the Arctic National 
Wildlife Refuge (ANWR) in Alaska. The BLM recently published 
a call for nominations for companies to identify tracts of land to bid 
on for the BLM’s forthcoming oil and gas lease sale in the energy-rich 
ANWR.4 The BLM should finalize this lease sale as required by the 
Tax Cuts and Jobs Act of 2017. The potential for energy production 
and job creation is significant, while the environmental impact will be 
minimal. Only about 8 percent of the 19-million-acre refuge is open 
for exploration and development, and the total surface area covered by 
production and support facilities would be a fraction of 1 percent of the 
total refuge.5
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Alaskans understand that energy development, tourism, recreation, 
and wildlife protection co-exist harmoniously, which is why the majority 
of Alaskans support development. The Alaskan state legislature supports 
opening ANWR, as has every Member of the Alaskan congressional delega-
tion, and every Alaskan Governor, for the past 40 years.6 Tribal corporations 
and Native villages support the decision. The people of Kaktovik, the only 

TABLE 1

Economic Policy Priorities for the Administration
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ISSUE AREA ECONOMIC POLICY PRIORITIES

Energy and 
Environment

bLm should conduct lease sales on federal lands

bLm should conduct lease sales in the Arctic National Wildlife refuge in Alaska

DOe should fi nalize modifi cation of “showerhead” regulation

The ePA should properly address the abuse of ancillary benefi ts

The ePA should fi nalize its science transparency rule and require underlying data and models to be 
made available to the public

The ePA should fi nalize the retention of the current ozone and particulate matter standards

The Forest Service should complete guidance on implementation of the Great American Outdoors Act

Omb should develop guidance on the social cost of carbon if it is to be used in policymaking

Omb should require guidance for assessing the economic costs and the climate impact of proposed 
energy policies

Financial 
Regulation 
and Housing

President Trump should refrain from extending the eviction moratorium, allowing it to expire at the end 
of the year

The Financial crimes enforcement Network should withdraw its new cross-border remittance rule

The Sec should fi nalize the proposed exemptive order for certain activities of “fi nders”

The FHFA and Treasury should end the government conservatorships for Fannie mae and Freddie mac

Food and 
Agriculture

DHS should extend the date of H-2A petitions

The USDA and HHS should reject fl awed recommendations when fi nalizing the 2020 Dietary Guidelines

Governmental 
Reform

Omb should issue guidance to clarify and strengthen the Information Quality Act

President Trump should issue an executive order directing agencies to enforce subrecipient reporting 
requirements and terminate grant agreements with grantees that fail to comply

Omb should issue a regulation barring federal grantees or their subsidiaries from suing the government 
under Title V of the Administrative Procedure Act

Labor and 
Employment

DOL should fi nalize its rule to provide greater clarity on the defi nition of “independent contractor” for 
general industry

President Trump should revoke executive Order 13502



﻿ December 7, 2020 | 4BACKGROUNDER | No. 3565
heritage.org

indigenous village in the refuge who rely on the land and wildlife for sub-
sistence, own mineral rights and support development.7

The Department of Energy (DOE) Should Finalize Modification 
of “Showerhead” Regulation. The DOE is proposing8 to modify the defi-
nition of household “showerhead” to allow multiple components within 
a single device to be regulated as individual fixtures, consistent with the 
most recent standard developed by the American Society of Mechanical 
Engineers (ASME)—and in keeping with federal statute.9 If finalized, the 
modified definition would conform to congressional intent and, perhaps 
more important, allow manufacturers to offer alternatives to the trickle of 
spray produced by “low-flow” showerheads.

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Should Properly 
Address the Abuse of Ancillary Benefits. The EPA recently proposed a 
rule with the stated intent of improving the consistency and transparency 
of cost-benefit analysis in Clean Air Act (CAA) rulemaking.10 In any rule, the 
EPA needs to address the agency’s long-standing abuse of indirect benefits 
(ancillary benefits). For years, the EPA has promulgated rules without jus-
tifying why it is regulating the pollutant that is the focus of the regulation. 
Instead, it has relied on ancillary benefits from regulating unrelated pollut-
ants, especially particulate matter. This is a problem because the EPA does 
not have to justify the purpose of many of its air rules. It can also do legal 
end-runs around the CAA.11

The EPA should clarify in the regulatory text how ancillary benefits will 
be applied in CAA rulemaking. At a minimum, ancillary benefits should play 
no more than an ancillary role in deciding whether to move forward with 
a regulation. A better approach would be to allow ancillary benefits to play, 
at most, a de minimis role in deciding whether to promulgate a CAA rule, 
especially when there are end-runs around the law.12

The EPA Should Finalize Its Science Transparency Rule and 
Require Underlying Data and Models to Be Made Available to the 
Public. There is wide agreement that there is a lack of transparency when 
it comes to agency use of science.13 In 2018, the EPA proposed a rule14 to 
address this problem and published a supplemental notice in 2020.15 In the 
final rule, the EPA should impose clear requirements to ensure that, when 
the EPA develops regulations or disseminates information, it will provide 
the public the necessary information, including data and models, to evaluate 
the integrity of the science.

The EPA should address any legitimate privacy, confidentiality, and 
confidential business information concerns. The agency is more than 
capable of doing so, and these narrow concerns should not be an excuse 
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to undermine the broader transparency effort. In general, there would be 
no reason not to disclose the underlying information to the public. How-
ever, when there are genuine reasons that would prevent the disclosure of 
underlying information to the public, the EPA should still consider these 
studies, but place less weight on them. But, when the underlying infor-
mation is not being provided due to illegitimate concerns, these studies 
should be excluded; if there is no legitimate reason why experts and the 
public are unable to review the merits of the science, the EPA would be 
irresponsible for considering these studies.

The EPA Should Finalize the Retention of the Current Ozone and 
Particulate Matter Standards. Every five years, the EPA Administrator is 
supposed to review, and if appropriate, revise the standards for the six major 
air pollutants regulated under the National Ambient Air Quality Standards. 
Ground-level ozone, the main ingredient in smog, and particulate matter 
are two of these pollutants. In 2020, the EPA proposed its decision to retain 
the current ozone standards16 and another decision to retain the current 
particulate matter standards.17 Both of these decisions were carefully con-
sidered and consistent with the science, including recommendations made 
by the EPA’s Clean Air Scientific Advisory Committee.18

The Forest Service Should Complete Guidance on Implementation 
of the Great American Outdoors Act (GAOA). The recently enacted 
GAOA addresses deferred maintenance on federal lands and reprograms 
the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) as a mandatory spending 
program administered by the executive branch19 through the National Park 
Service, Fish and Wildlife Service, and the BLM under the U.S. Department 
of the Interior (DOI), and the Forest Service under the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture. According to the new law, Congress can develop an alloca-
tion plan for the annual $900 million available through the LWCF, but if 
it allocates less than this amount, control over the remainder resides with 
the President.20

Given the budgetary discretion that Congress delegated to the executive, 
the DOI issued criteria to update internal management and implementa-
tion of the LWCF to better reflect the GAOA and the purposes Congress 
stipulated for the LWCF.21 The DOI’s order prioritizes public access to 
outdoor recreation as clearly established by Congress, emphasizes access 
in urban areas, protects private property owners, and puts a premium on 
cooperation rather than conflict with states by first requiring written sup-
port from governors and county governments for federal land acquisitions. 
The Forest Service should update its LWCF implementation policies in 
similar fashion.
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The Office of Management and Budget (OMB) Should Develop 
Guidance on the Social Cost of Carbon (SCC) if It Is to Be Used in 
Policymaking. The SCC is a metric designed to quantify the economic 
impact of carbon-dioxide emissions. Heritage Foundation analysts, both in 
Heritage Foundation publications as well as the peer-reviewed literature, 
have demonstrated that the metric is extremely sensitive to very reasonable 
changes to assumptions and thus highly susceptible to user-manipulation.22 
Therefore lawmakers should not use the SCC in policymaking, and agencies 
should not use the SCC in regulatory impact analyses. The OMB should bar 
agencies from using the SCC as a metric.

If the SCC is going to be used by federal agencies, however, the OMB 
should require that estimates be made over a wide range of assumptions, 
including mean climate-sensitivity assumptions encompassing the 
entire recommended range of 1.5 to 4.5 degrees Celsius suggested by the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.23 Furthermore, in addi-
tion to other discount rates used, the OMB should require a discount rate 
of 7 percent as part of such cost-benefit analysis as the OMB has done 
in the past.24

The OMB Should Require Guidance for Assessing the Economic 
Costs and the Climate Impact of Proposed Energy Policies. The 
OMB should require that energy policy proposals include an assessment 
of both the potential economic and climate impacts. Recent Heritage 
research has demonstrated that the Green New Deal, which aimed to 
zero out U.S. carbon-dioxide emissions by 2050, would result in an aver-
age annual employment shortfall of over 1.1 million lost jobs and a gross 
domestic product loss of more than $15 trillion (over 20 years) while 
yielding less than 0.2 degrees Celsius global temperature mitigation and 
a reduction in sea-level rise of less than 2 centimeters.25 The National 
Energy Modeling System used by the Energy Information Agency is a 
model that the OMB should suggest for analyzing the economic impact 
of these policies.26

Since lawmakers are often concerned about the climate impact of vari-
ous energy policies,27 the OMB should provide guidance on measuring the 
influence on U.S. temperatures and sea-level rise of each proposed policy. 
The Model for the Assessment of Greenhouse Gas Induced Climate Change 
(MAGICC) can assess the climate impacts of greenhouse-gas regulations. 
The OMB should provide guidance that the MAGICC model be used for 
quantifying climate impacts of these types of regulations, under a variety 
of reasonable assumptions.28
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Financial Regulation and Housing

The following are policy priorities for the Administration on financial 
regulation and housing issues:

President Trump Should Refrain from Extending the Eviction 
Moratorium, Allowing It to Expire at the End of the Year. President 
Donald Trump issued an executive order implementing an eviction morato-
rium for residential rental properties until the end of 2020.29 This order was 
predicated on powers granted by the Public Health Services Act to prevent 
the spread of communicable diseases.30 But the order itself indicates that 
the ban is meant as an economic relief measure, not as a tool to protect the 
public from the spread of disease. For instance, the moratorium excludes 
people who are not in poverty, or who are otherwise able to pay their rent. A 
blanket moratorium that fails to focus on tenants infected with COVID-19 
strays far from the express intent of the law: preventing the international 
or interstate spread of communicable diseases.

In the midst of the current economic storm, the President’s desire to 
help to revive the economy and give relief to Americans who continue to 
suffer is understandable especially given the congressional stalemate over 
another relief bill. However, creating economic policy through executive 
order threatens a further encroachment of the executive branch upon 
the legislative branch. The eviction process serves as a safeguard to pro-
tect the private property rights essential to ensuring an ample supply of 
safe, affordable housing. State or local governments wishing to provide 
COVID-19 rental relief should do so through transparent, democratically 
implemented assistance.

The Financial Crimes Enforcement Network Should Withdraw 
Its New Cross-Border Remittance Rule. This newly proposed rule,31 
which was issued without an advanced notice, would lower the threshold 
that triggers suspicious activity reports for electronic transfers from $3,000 
down to $250. Lowering the threshold is exactly the wrong approach. Finan-
cial firms already file millions of suspicious activity reports (among other 
reports) each year to comply with anti-money-laundering rules, and there 
is good reason to believe that this regulatory regime is counterproductive.32 
Dropping the reporting thresholds even further is likely to push many trans-
actions underground, making it even more difficult to trace criminal activity.

The Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) Should Finalize 
the Proposed Exemptive Order for Certain Activities of Finders. A 

“finder” is a person who is paid to assist small businesses in finding capi-
tal from time to time by making introductions to investors—either as an 



﻿ December 7, 2020 | 8BACKGROUNDER | No. 3565
heritage.org

ancillary activity to some other business (such as the practice of law, public 
accounting, or insurance brokerage), as a Main Street business colleague 
or acquaintance,33 or as a friend or family member of the business owner.34 
They are typically paid a small percentage of the amount of capital that 
they helped the business owner to raise. Finders play an important role 
in introducing entrepreneurs to potential investors, thus helping them to 
raise the capital necessary to launch or grow their businesses.35

The proposed exemptive order36 would ensure that finders who simply 
make introductions and provide basic information do not have to register as 
broker–dealers and therefore avoid being regulated the same as large invest-
ment banks. It would create two tiers of finders. Tier II would be required to 
meet certain requirements but be lightly regulated. Tier I finders would be 
largely unregulated but would be prohibited from even speaking to investors 
and could only assist with one transaction annually. They would essentially be 
able only to provide their contact list to entrepreneurs who would then make 
cold calls. The Tier I category is markedly too narrow and should be improved.37 
The proposed order will certainly help a great number of entrepreneurs in 
middle America and those from less affluent backgrounds to raise needed 
capital. It will help to democratize access to capital, substantially clarify the 
rules governing finders,38 and reduce transaction costs and barriers to entry.

The Federal Housing Finance Agency (FHFA) and the Department 
of the Treasury Should End the Government Conservatorships for 
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac. On November 18, 2020, the FHFA finalized 
a new capital requirement rule for the government-sponsored enterprises.39 
This new FHFA rule requires Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac (combined) to 
carry as much as $280 billion in equity capital once they exit conservator-
ship. While Congress did not intend for conservatorship to be permanent, 
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac have been under federal control since 2008. 
The Administration should release the companies so that they can build 
private capital and protect Americans from future losses.40 Historically, the 
lack of meaningful capital rules helped to fuel the companies’ abnormal 
growth and, therefore, the outsized risk that they posed to the housing 
finance system, borrowers, and taxpayers. If Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac 
are going to exist, it is imperative that they operate with higher loss-absorb-
ing equity capital similar to the requirements of large U.S. banks.41

Food and Agriculture

The following are policy priorities for the Administration on food and 
agricultural issues:
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The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) Should Extend 
the Date of H-2A Petitions. The coronavirus pandemic has shifted 
supply chains and resulted in many business closures—60 percent will 
be permanent.42 In order to avoid disruptions to the food supply, the 
DHS temporarily changed restrictions on non-immigrant H-2A visas 
for agricultural workers in April 2020. This adjustment allows imme-
diate employment of non-immigrant workers after the H-2A petition is 
received by U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services, and it extends 
H-2A visas beyond the three-year maximum.43 The DHS extended this 
rule on August 20, 2020, to all petitions received between August 19, 2020, 
and December 17, 2020.44

The DHS should extend this rule again so that employers can file H-2A 
petitions until food supply chains are no longer likely to be at risk from the 
pandemic. In order to prevent food shortages and disruptions to food supply 
chains, employers in the agricultural industry should be given flexibility in 
hiring new employees and allowing workers to remain in the United States 
to meet consumers’ needs.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) and the U.S. Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services (HHS) Should Reject Flawed 
Recommendations when Finalizing the 2020 Dietary Guidelines. 
Developed every five years by the USDA and HHS, the Dietary Guidelines 
for Americans play a critical role in the formulation of federal nutrition 
policy.45 The USDA and HHS consider the recommendations of the influ-
ential Dietary Guidelines Advisory Committee (DGAC) in developing 
the guidelines.

Several of the recommendations made by the DGAC lack scientific sup-
port. For example, the current DGAC recommended that men should limit 
themselves to no more than one alcoholic beverage on days when alcohol is 
consumed, compared to the existing recommendation of two drinks.46 This 
controversial decision allegedly relied on a single study.47 Additionally, the 
DGAC recommended further reducing the amount of calories that Amer-
icans receive from added sugar from 10 percent to 6 percent.48 The USDA 
and HHS should reject any recommendation of an added-sugar limit, since 
it is not based on actual harm from added sugar, and at a minimum, reject 
the recommendation to reduce added sugar intake.49

Governmental Reform

The following are policy priorities for the Administration on govern-
mental reform issues:
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The OMB Should Issue Guidance to Clarify and Strengthen the 
Information Quality Act (IQA). The IQA directs the OMB to develop gov-
ernment-wide guidelines to improve the accuracy of federally disseminated 
information.50 The law also allows the public to seek and obtain correction 
of inaccurate information. As implemented, the law has not lived up to its 
potential, in large part because there is too much agency discretion and 
insufficient means to enforce the law.51 The OMB can help to strengthen the 
law by better clarifying what is expected of agencies, including a clarification 
that, when the public requests correction of inaccurate information, the 
agency is required to correct the information so that it is accurate and meets 
any other information quality requirements.52

President Trump Should Issue an Executive Order Directing Agen-
cies to Enforce Subrecipient Reporting Requirements and Terminate 
Grant Agreements with Grantees that Fail to Comply. Each year, fed-
eral funds flow to non-federal entities known as subrecipients in order to 
carry out federal programs. These government resources may flow first to 
a pass-through entity or else flow directly from federal agencies to the sub-
recipients directly.53 After receipt, the subrecipients channel the resources 
to the intended beneficiaries of the federal program. Subrecipients must 
comply with reporting requirements, according to the law. However, they 
rarely disclose this information. As such, taxpayers are left unaware of 
which organizations their taxpayer dollars are funding. Often, ideologically 
extreme entities are the end recipients.

The OMB Should Issue a Regulation Barring Federal Grantees or 
Their Subsidiaries from Suing the Government Under Title V of the 
Administrative Procedure Act. Over the past three years, grantees have 
repeatedly used federal grant awards to litigate against important conservative 
initiatives incorporated within the Administration’s policy agenda.54 Some of 
the most notable lawsuits include Trump v. Hawaii55 and National Fair Housing 
Alliance v. HUD.56 Current regulations merely bar some federal grant recipients 
from using the grant funds on litigation against the government.57 Because 
money is fungible, these taxpayer dollars are still effectively weaponized. First 
Amendment liberties of grantees are in no way restricted by this prohibition, 
including the right to lobby and associate. Likewise, this regulation does not 
prevent federal grantees from participating in the rulemaking process.

Labor and Employment

The following are policy priorities for the Administration on labor and 
employment issues:
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The U.S. Department of Labor (DOL) Should Finalize Its Rule to 
Provide Greater Clarity on the Definition of “Independent Contrac-
tor” for General Industry. Most businesses rely on a combination of 
employees (workers over whom they exercise direct and comprehensive 
control in exchange for a regular wage or salary) and contractors (indi-
viduals who provide specific services of their own accord for a set price). 
Ambiguity about how to classify workers—based on differing definitions in 
federal statute as well as state laws—can result in high administrative costs 
and cause fear and uncertainty for employers who risk costly lawsuits, even 
fines and prison, which could destroy their entire business if they make the 
wrong determination.58

Small businesses can suffer the greatest consequences of misclassifica-
tion; businesses with four or fewer employees rely on 6.7 contractors, on 
average.59 The DOL final rule would more clearly define contractors based 
on the rule’s “economic reality” test, which relies primarily on the work-
er’s control over the work and the worker’s financial stake in the product 
or service he provides.60 This rule would also benefit many workers who 
increasingly prefer the flexibility of being their own boss, choosing which 
jobs they perform, and what hours they work. In fact, in 2019, one of every 
three American workers participated in contract work, in some capacity,61 
and nine of every 10 contractors said they prefer contract work to a tradi-
tional work arrangement.62

President Trump Should Revoke Executive Order 13502. In 2009, 
President Barack Obama issued Executive Order 13502.63 The order led 
to the use of project labor agreements in federally funded construction 
projects. Such agreements mandate the use of union-style work rules and 
collective bargaining by contractors.64 This serves to increase costs for the 
sake of appeasing a political constituency rather than maximizing the public 
value of taxpayer dollars. The federal government should not impose such 
cost-increasing mandates.

II. Economic Policy Priorities for Congress

During the lame-duck session and the early legislative days of 2021, Con-
gress can pass important commonsense economic legislation, as well as 
avoid taking harmful actions. These priorities include passing a full-year 
appropriations bill, refraining from providing additional aid to state and 
local governments, and addressing time-sensitive trade issues. Table 2 lists 
these economic policy priorities for Congress.
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Energy and Environment

The following are policy priorities for Congress on energy and envi-
ronment issues:

Reject Any Appropriations Proposal for Stand-Alone Interim 
Storage of Nuclear Waste. Congress should not appropriate funds for 
a DOE interim storage site without tying appropriations to significant 
market-based policy changes to the Nuclear Waste Policy Act (NWPA) 
that provide for long-term storage and disposal.65 An interim-storage-only 
approach is counterproductive to reaching a sustainable and confident 
waste-management policy.66 It further eliminates important checks on the 
DOE that Congress put in place to incentivize progress on the permanent 
repository that is needed. These checks are doubly important for states that 
could house an interim storage site, and which to date have pre-emptively 

TABLE 2

Economic Policy Priorities for Congress
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ISSUE AREA ECONOMIC POLICY PRIORITIES

Energy and 
Environment

reject any appropriations proposal for stand-alone interim storage of nuclear waste

codify regulatory reforms to facilitate infrastructure improvements

refrain from expanding and extending new energy subsidies

Food and 
Agriculture

rein in the recent expansive use of the commodity credit corporation

Governmental 
Reform

Increase professional staff  levels in OIrA

Labor and 
Employment

eliminate barriers to employers for off ering early childhood education and care benefi ts

Allow a safe harbor for “household employees” who choose to be contract workers

Promote more opportunities for workers who want fl exibility and independence, such as through 
policies contained in the NeW GIG Act

Tax and 
Spending

Pass a full-year appropriations bill, and avoid budgetary gimmicks

refrain from renewing expiring tax extenders

refrain from authorizing additional federal aid to state and local governments

refrain from renewing stimulus payments

Trade renew the Generalized System of Preferences

Approve a miscellaneous Tariff  bill (mTb) and codify the 2016 mTb process
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rejected such efforts for fear of becoming a de facto permanent home to 
nuclear waste.67

Licensed private interim storage sites are currently operating in 34 
states. In 2015, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) determined 
that these facilities are safe for more than 100 years.68 In other words, the 
U.S. already has an interim storage system and what is needed is congres-
sional leadership on long-term disposal policy. Rather than pursue a false 
solution, Congress should appropriate enough funds—and no more—to 
finish the NRC review of a proposed long-term repository at Yucca Moun-
tain as required under the NWPA, and prepare to transition to durable, 
market-based reform in 2021.

Codify Regulatory Reforms to Facilitate Infrastructure Improve-
ments. President Trump’s June 4 executive order69 directed agencies to 
expedite permitting and streamline regulations that would otherwise impede 
infrastructure projects and inflate costs, including provisions of the National 
Environmental Policy Act, the Endangered Species Act, and the Clean Water 
Act. Given the dramatic economic downturn, the temporary expediting and 
streamlining should be codified to ensure stability for infrastructure invest-
ment and job creation. Otherwise, much time and money will be wasted 
fighting regulatory roadblocks instead of rebuilding the nation’s highways.

Refrain from Expanding and Extending New Energy Subsidies. 
Congress and the Administration should not implement any legislation 
that introduces new energy subsidies and expands existing ones. Of par-
ticular concern is a tax-extenders bill that includes a number of energy 
tax provisions, and an energy bill that would grant subsidies for specific 
energy technologies (for fossil, renewable, and nuclear energy sources) 
and energy efficiency, increase energy loan guarantee access, and increase 
taxpayer-funded job-training programs. While well intentioned, these 
programs overstep the government’s role in energy markets, distort invest-
ment decisions, and override consumer preferences. Congress should move 
forward with an energy bill next year, but it should be one that reduces 
government-imposed barriers to innovation, investment, job creation, and 
environmental progress.

Food and Agriculture

The following are policy priorities for Congress on food and agricul-
tural issues:

Rein in the Recent Expansive Use of the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration (CCC). The CCC is a funding mechanism by which Congress 
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and the Agriculture Secretary finance many70 agricultural programs.71 The 
Agriculture Secretary has a broad range of powers through the CCC, granted 
under Section 5 of the Commodity Credit Corporation Charter Act.72 In 
general, though, Congress specifically authorizes how the money should be 
spent, usually through omnibus farm bill legislation.73 There is still CCC dis-
cretionary authority for the Agriculture Secretary, but it has generally not 
been used to spend major amounts of taxpayer dollars to help agricultural 
special interests, and its use has been narrow in scope.74 In fact, Congress 
placed limits on its use from 2012 to 2017 in appropriations bills.75 However, 
in 2018 and 2019, the Agriculture Secretary used the CCC discretionary 
authority to provide $28 billion of so-called trade aid to farmers.76 These 
actions set a bad precedent.

Congress should limit the use of the CCC as it has in the past. At a 
minimum, if the Agriculture Secretary chooses to use CCC discretionary 
authority, it should not be for any major expenditures and it should be 
narrow in scope, consistent with past practices. It certainly should not be 
used to create entirely new programs out of whole cloth without express 
congressional authorization. It also should not be used to provide taxpayer 
dollars beyond direct assistance to farmers. Congress should not delegate its 
spending power to the Agriculture Secretary and abrogate its constitutional 
responsibilities to direct how taxpayer dollars are spent. Without proper 
constraints, the CCC would effectively become an annual slush fund for the 
Agriculture Secretary.77

Governmental Reform

The following are policy priorities for Congress on governmental 
reform issues:

Increase Professional Staff Levels in the Office of Information 
and Regulatory Affairs (OIRA). The OIRA78 reviews proposed and final 
regulations to ensure agency compliance with rulemaking procedures and 
regulatory authority. It is one of the only federal government entities that 
is charged with limiting, rather than producing, red tape. In its current 
incarnation, the OIRA’s regulatory review is overwhelmed by the volume of 
rulemaking. With a staff of about 45, it is reviewing the work of agencies that 
employ 287,000 personnel, a ratio of more than 6,300 to 1. More resources 
should be focused on the OIRA’s regulatory review function. This should 
be done at no additional cost to taxpayers: The necessary funding should 
come from cuts in the budgets of regulatory agencies.
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Labor and Employment

The following are policy priorities for Congress on labor and 
employment issues:

Eliminate Barriers to Employers for Offering Early Childhood Edu-
cation and Care Benefits. Employers who provide childcare benefits—such 
as onsite preschool or childcare programs, or subsidies for back-up childcare—
can be a huge benefit to working parents and also help employers to increase 
employee retention. Yet, under the Fair Labor Standards Act, employers who 
provide any kind of onsite childcare or childcare subsidies must include the 
value of those benefits in employees’ “regular rate” of pay calculations.79

This complicates and increases costs when workers who are paid hourly 
work overtime because, instead of just paying workers 1.5 times their wage, 
employers also have to add 1.5 times the hourly value of any childcare sub-
sidy, even though those subsidies are usually fixed benefits. Congress could 
help more workers—especially lower-income and middle-income workers 
who are more likely to receive hourly wages—receive childcare benefits at 
work by adding childcare to the list of benefits (such as retirement contri-
butions and health and life insurance) that are excluded from the “regular 
rate” of pay calculations.80

Allow a Safe Harbor for “Household Employees” Who Choose 
to Be Contract Workers. With many schools open only partially and 
others—including preschools and childcare centers—still closed, many 
families require in-home care and education for their children.81 Yet, hiring 
a “household employee,” as opposed to a contractor, can involve a burden-
some and time-consuming process of complying with state and federal 
regulations and tax laws.82 In addition to the tax burden, compliance with 
all the different rules and taxes is both confusing and burdensome, and 
mistakes can lead to significant tax bills for both the household “employer” 
and “employee.”83 Congress should create a safe harbor to allow individuals 
who perform household work to choose to be treated legally as contractors 
instead of household employees.84

Promote More Opportunities for Workers Who Want Flexibil-
ity and Independence, Such as Through Policies Contained in the 
New Economy Works to Guarantee Independence and Growth Act 
(NEW GIG) Act. Existing complications in the tax code make it difficult 
for employers to know who they can hire for specific tasks, and make it 
difficult for freelance workers to know which jobs they can perform. The 
NEW GIG Act would create a safe harbor—essentially the freedom for 
businesses to purchase contracted services and the freedom for freelance 
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workers to perform contracted jobs—so long as they meet three objective 
tests.85 Those tests specify the relationship between the parties, the location 
of the services performed, and a written contract stating the independent 
contractor relationship.86

This clarification would help businesses to better serve their customers 
through the specialization offered by contractors, and it would help to open 
doors for an increasing number of individuals who desire more flexible and 
independent work. Over the past five years, the percentage of full-time free-
lancers of all those who freelance jumped from 17 percent to 28 percent, 
and over half of all individuals who freelance say that no amount of money 
could compel them to switch back to traditional employment—which is 
what could happen without a safe harbor.87

Tax and Spending

The following are policy priorities for Congress on tax and 
spending issues:

Pass a Full-Year Appropriations Bill and Avoid Budgetary Gim-
micks. Congress should pass proper full-year appropriations and avoid a 
full-year continuing resolution. Even if both approaches lead to the same 
amount of spending, full-year appropriations are better for federal agency 
functioning.88 In addition, Congress should pass appropriations in a fiscally 
responsible manner. That would mean avoiding the use of budgetary gim-
micks, such as changes in mandatory spending programs (CHIMPs), and 
abiding by PAYGO rules.89 With the gross federal debt well over $27 trillion, 
it is time for legislators to stop running up the national credit card for the 
sake of political convenience.90

Refrain from Renewing Expiring Tax Extenders. Tax extenders 
are temporary preferences in the tax code that are typically designed to 
prop up politically connected industries and allow Congress to pick win-
ners and losers in the market.91 At the end of 2020, 47 tax provisions will 
expire and Congress will face industry and lobbyist pressure to extend 
them. The majority of these are subsidies for special interests in energy 
markets and the construction industry. There are also nine expiring emer-
gency coronavirus-related provisions included in the Coronavirus Aid, 
Relief, and Economic Security (CARES) Act; most of these should also be 
allowed to expire.92 While a limited few of the expiring provisions could 
have economic benefits, they should be debated on their individual merits 
and should not be lumped together with special interest tax carve-outs or 
other must-pass bills.93
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Refrain from Authorizing Additional Federal Aid to State and 
Local Governments. The federal response to the COVID-19 pandemic 
has already provided $360 billion to state and local governments in direct 
aid to cover costs of coronavirus spread and containment, support for 
education systems, childcare for frontline workers, and subsidies for 
mass transit systems.94 While state and local revenues fell by about 1.4 
percent in fiscal year (FY) 2020, the declines have been much less than 
initially feared, and federal aid-to-date covered those losses in full, with 
an additional $100 billion surplus across state and local governments in 
the final quarter of FY 2020.95

Bailing out state and local budgets with unrestricted federal dollars 
would also not protect taxpayers from higher taxes as costs are shifted to 
federal taxpayers and the aid simply pushes state funding shortfalls (and 
state tax increases) into the future.96 Federal subsidies also undermine local 
decision-making about the best pace for re-opening, and set a dangerous 
precedent that could lead to trillions of dollars in additional federal bailouts 
of the most irresponsible states and localities.97

Federal aid tends to expand state budgets and make them less resil-
ient during future crises, perpetuating problems like systematic pension 
underfunding. Instead of aiding the recovery and encouraging respon-
sible budgeting, additional federal state bailouts would likely delay 
economic recovery, cause blatant inequities, and result in higher costs 
for everyone.

Refrain from Renewing Stimulus Payments. The first round of 
$1,200 so-called stimulus checks included in the CARES Act was not a 
good use of taxpayer dollars, and a second round would be even more 
wasteful. One problem with sending checks to most Americans is 
that for those who have lost their jobs, the funds are inadequate, and 
for the more than 140 million workers who are employed, they are 
unnecessary.98 Programs like unemployment insurance are targeted 
much more precisely than stimulus checks. The fact that the savings 
rate surged from a pre-crisis level of about 8 percent to 26 percent in 
the second quarter of 2020 suggests that many households do not face 
income shortfalls and will not spend additional stimulus checks imme-
diately.99 Stimulus checks have, historically, also not been as stimulative 
as traditional models predict.100

Trade

The following are policy priorities for Congress on trade issues:
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Renew the Generalized System of Preferences (GSP). The GSP is a 
trade program that eliminates tariffs on certain products from developing 
countries.101 The GSP is currently set to expire on December 31, 2020, and 
Americans will have to start paying tariffs on more than 5,000 products that 
are currently duty free.102 American businesses and families save $1 billion 
annually thanks to the GSP, and the legislation is typically advanced with 
broad bipartisan support.103 Congress should renew this trade preference 
program before it expires at the end of the year.

Approve a Miscellaneous Tariff Bill (MTB) and Codify the 2016 
MTB Process. MTBs temporarily reduce or suspend tariffs on imports that 
are not available in the United States following the review of a petition sub-
mitted by an importer.104 MTBs help manufacturers to remain competitive 
and keep prices low for Americans. It is estimated that duty suspensions in 
MTBs save Americans over $700 million in taxes per year.105 On December 
31, 2020, tariff suspensions included in the 2018 MTB will expire, as will the 
process for reviewing MTB petitions. Congress should act quickly during 
this lame-duck session to consider a 2020 MTB and codify the MTB process 
established in 2016.106

Conclusion

The end of an Administration’s first term should not put a pause on 
policymaking. The Trump Administration and Congress still have time 
to implement economic policy reforms to improve Americans’ lives. The 
economic policy priorities outlined in this Backgrounder are especially crit-
ical as the country works its way through the pandemic, and then seeks to 
recover from its economic aftermath.

These priorities, though, are critical regardless of the pandemic. After 
all, Congress and the Administration should always be striving to identify 
solutions that enable Americans to have the opportunity to prosper and 
achieve their individual American dreams.

Daren Bakst is Senior Research Fellow for Agricultural Policy in the Thomas A. Roe 

Institute for Economic Policy Studies, of the Institute for Economic Freedom, at The 

Heritage Foundation. Gabriella Beaumont-Smith is Policy Analyst in Macroeconomics in 

the Center for Data Analysis, of the Institute for Economic Freedom.



﻿ December 7, 2020 | 19BACKGROUNDER | No. 3565
heritage.org

Contributors

Daren Bakst is Senior Research Fellow for Agricultural Policy in the Thomas A. Roe Institute for Economic Policy 
Studies, of the Institute for Economic Freedom, at The Heritage Foundation. 

Gabriella Beaumont-Smith is Policy Analyst in Macroeconomics in the Center for Data Analysis, of the Institute for 
Economic Freedom. 

David R. Burton is Senior Fellow in Economic Policy in the Roe Institute.

Jeremy Dalrymple is Research Associate in the Roe Institute.

Kevin D. Dayaratna, PhD, is Principal Statistician, Data Scientist, and Research Fellow in the Center for 
Data Analysis.

David A. Ditch is Research Associate in the Grover M. Hermann Center for the Federal Budget, of the Institute for 
Economic Freedom.

Rachel Greszler is Research Fellow in Economics, the Budget, and Entitlements in the Hermann Center.

Joel Griffi  th is Research Fellow for Financial Regulations in the Roe Institute.

Elizabeth Hanke is Research Fellow for Labor Economics and Policy in the Roe Institute.

Diane Katz is Senior Research Fellow for Regulatory Policy in the Roe Institute.

Nicolas D. Loris is Deputy Director of the Roe Institute.

Adam N. Michel, PhD, is Senior Analyst for Fiscal Policy in the Hermann Center.

Norbert J. Michel, PhD, is Director of the Center for Data Analysis.

Tori K. Smith is Jay Van Andel Trade Economist in the Roe Institute.

Katie Tubb is Senior Policy Analyst for Energy and the Environment in the Roe Institute.



﻿ December 7, 2020 | 20BACKGROUNDER | No. 3565
heritage.org

Endnotes

1.	 These priorities do not include sweeping legislative reforms that would be inappropriate for a lame-duck session. They also do not include regulatory 
changes that would sidestep rulemaking provisions under the Administrative Procedure Act. However, policymakers should certainly be aware of the 
Congressional Review Act, which makes it easier for Congress to rescind regulations, as well as timelines to finalize rules. See James Wallner and Paul 
Winfree, “The Implications of Regular Lame-Duck Sessions in Congress for Representative Government,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3154, 
September 6, 2016, https://www.heritage.org/political-process/report/the-implications-regular-lame-duck-sessions-congress-representative.

2.	 Congressional Research Service, “Federal Land Ownership: Overview and Data,” February 21, 2020, https://fas.org/sgp/crs/misc/R42346.pdf (accessed 
November 20, 2020).

3.	 The Great American Outdoors Act, recently signed into law, uses revenues generated from energy production on federal lands to tackle the deferred 
maintenance backlog. Deferred maintenance is the maintenance on roads, bridges, sewer systems, visitor centers, trails, and more that National Park 
Service did not undertake as scheduled.

4.	 Bureau of Land Management, “Call for Nominations and Comments for the Coastal Plain Alaska Oil and Gas Lease Sale,” Federal Register, Vol. 85, No. 
222 (November 17, 2020), https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2020/11/17/2020-25316/call-for-nominations-and-comments-for-the-coastal-
plain-alaska-oil-and-gas-lease-sale (accessed November 20, 2020).

5.	 Alex Fitzsimmons, “ANWR Fact Sheet: Pipeline Starved, Potential Untapped,” The Institute for Energy Research, January 29, 2015, https://www.
instituteforenergyresearch.org/fossil-fuels/gas-and-oil/anwr-fact-sheet-pipeline-starved-potential-untapped/ (accessed November 20, 2020).

6.	 Arctic Slope Regional Commission, “Arctic National Wildlife Refuge,” https://asrc.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/ASRC-ANWR-Brochure-V12_
lr.pdf (accessed November 20, 2020).

7.	 Ibid.

8.	 U.S. Department of Energy, “Energy Conservation Program: Test Procedure for Showerheads,” Federal Register, Vol. 85, No. 157 (August 13, 2020), 
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2020-08-13/pdf/2020-15749.pdf (accessed November 24, 2020).

9.	 Ibid. The Energy Policy Act of 1992 illustrated Congress’s intent that the DOE adhere to ASME standards.

10.	 Environmental Protection Agency, “Increasing Consistency and Transparency in Considering Benefits and Costs in the Clean Air Act 
Rulemaking Process,” Proposed Rule, Federal Register, Vol. 85, No. 113 (June 11, 2020), pp. 35612–35627, https://www.federalregister.gov/
documents/2020/06/11/2020-12535/increasing-consistency-and-transparency-in-considering-benefits-and-costs-in-the-clean-air-act (accessed 
November 20, 2020).

11.	 For example, the EPA can justify a rule to regulate pollutant A by pointing exclusively to the ancillary benefits from reducing emissions of pollutant B, 
even if regulation of pollutant B is expressly prohibited under the applicable statutory section. For more details on ancillary benefits abuse, see Daren 
Bakst and Katie Tubb, “A Proactive Environmental Policy Agenda for Congress and the Administration,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3555, 
November 2, 2020, https://www.heritage.org/environment/report/proactive-environmental-policy-agenda-congress-and-the-administration, and 
The Federalist Society, “The EPA Should Properly Address the Abuse of Ancillary Benefits in CAA Rulemaking,” November 17, 2020, https://fedsoc.org/
commentary/fedsoc-blog/the-epa-should-properly-address-the-abuse-of-ancillary-benefits-in-caa-rulemaking (accessed November 24, 2020).

12.	 This de minimis standard is especially appropriate when it is clear that the underlying statutory section for a regulation would not otherwise authorize 
the regulation of the pollutants giving rise to the ancillary benefits.

13.	 Daren Bakst, “Promoting Transparency in Federal Agencies’ Use and Dissemination of Science,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3453, 
November 25, 2019, https://www.heritage.org/government-regulation/report/promoting-transparency-federal-agencies-use-and-dissemination-
science, and Daren Bakst and Katie Tubb, “A Proactive Environmental Policy Agenda for Congress and the Administration,” Heritage Foundation 
Backgrounder No. 3555, November 2, 2020, https://www.heritage.org/environment/report/proactive-environmental-policy-agenda-congress-and-
the-administration.

14.	 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, “Strengthening Transparency in Regulatory Science,” Federal Register, Vol. 83, No. 83 (April 30, 2018), pp. 
18768–18774, https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2018/04/30/2018-09078/strengthening-transparency-in-regulatory-science (accessed 
November 20, 2020).

15.	 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, “Strengthening Transparency in Regulatory Science,” Federal Register, Vol. 85, No. 53 (March 18, 2020), pp. 
15396–15406, https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2020/03/18/2020-05012/strengthening-transparency-in-regulatory-science (accessed 
November 20, 2020).

16.	 Environmental Protection Agency, “Review of the Ozone National Ambient Air Quality Standards,” Federal Register, Vol. 85, No. 158 (August 14, 2020), 
pp. 49830–49917, https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2020/08/14/2020-15453/review-of-the-ozone-national-ambient-air-quality-standards 
(accessed November 20, 2020).

17.	 Environmental Protection Agency, “Review of the Ozone National Ambient Air Quality Standards,” Federal Register, Vol. 85, No. 84 (August 30, 2020), 
pp. 24094–24144, https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2020/04/30/2020-08143/review-of-the-national-ambient-air-quality-standards-for-
particulate-matter (accessed November 20, 2020).



﻿ December 7, 2020 | 21BACKGROUNDER | No. 3565
heritage.org

18.	 Regarding ozone, see Daren Bakst, “EPA Is Right in Proposing to Retain Current Ozone Standards,” Heritage Foundation Commentary, October 2, 2020, 
https://www.heritage.org/environment/commentary/epa-right-proposing-retain-current-ozone-standards. Regarding particulate matter: The Clean 
Air Scientific Advisory Committee (CASAC) reached a consensus on retaining the primary 24-hour PM2.5 standard and the primary PM10 standard. It 
also reached consensus on retaining the secondary standards. The CASAC recommended retaining the primary annual standard, too, although it was 
not a consensus. See also Environmental Protection Agency, “Review of the Ozone National Ambient Air Quality Standards,” Federal Register, Vol. 85, 
No. 84. It should be noted that while the EPA states in the proposed rule that “some” CASAC members dissented, it appears that there was only one 
dissent. See, for example, Sean Reilly, “Divided EPA Science Panel Declares Soot Standard Is Adequate,” E&E News, December 17, 2019 https://www.
eenews.net/eenewspm/stories/1061837901/ (accessed November 20, 2020).

19.	 Katie Tubb, “Senate Conservation Bill Can’t Offset Its Billions in Spending,” Heritage Foundation Issue Brief No. 5082, June 5, 2020, https://www.
heritage.org/environment/report/senate-conservation-bill-cant-offset-its-billions-spending, and Nicolas D. Loris, “Tackling the Enormous Deferred 
Maintenance Backlog for America’s National Parks,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3500, June 9, 2020, https://www.heritage.org/
environment/report/tackling-the-enormous-deferred-maintenance-backlog-americas-national-parks.

20.	 Great American Outdoors Act, § 200303(c)(2)(B).

21.	 David Bernhardt, Order Number 3388, “Land and Water Conservation Fund Implementation by the U.S. Department of the Interior,” November 
9, 2020, https://www.doi.gov/sites/doi.gov/files/elips/documents/so-3388-land-and-water-conservation-fund-508-compliance.pdf (accessed 
November 20, 2020).

22.	 Kevin D. Dayaratna and David W. Kreutzer, “Unfounded FUND: Yet Another EPA Model Not Ready for the Big Game,” Heritage Foundation 
Backgrounder No. 2897, April 29, 2014, http://www.heritage.org/research/reports/2014/04/unfounded-fund-yet-another-epa-model-not-ready-
forthe-big-game; Kevin D. Dayaratna and David W. Kreutzer, “Loaded DICE: An EPA Model Not Ready for the Big Game,” Heritage Foundation 
Backgrounder No. 2860, November 21, 2013, http://www.heritage.org/research/reports/2013/11/loaded-dice-an-epa-model-not-ready-for-thebig-
game; Kevin D. Dayaratna and David Kreutzer, “Environment: Social Cost of Carbon Statistical Modeling Is Smoke and Mirrors,” Natural Gas & 
Electricity, Vol. 30, No. 12 (2014), pp. 7–11; Kevin D. Dayaratna, Ross McKitrick, and David Kreutzer, “Empirically Constrained Climate Sensitivity and the 
Social Cost of Carbon,” Climate Change Economics, Vol. 8, No. 2 (2017), pp. 1750006-1–1750006-12; Kevin D. Dayaratna, “An Analysis of the Obama 
Administration’s Social Cost of Carbon,” testimony before the Committee on Natural Resources, U.S. House of Representatives, July 23, 2015; Kevin D. 
Dayaratna, “At What Cost? Examining the Social Cost of Carbon,” testimony before the Committee on House, Sciences, and Technology, U.S. House of 
Representatives, February 28, 2017; and Kevin D. Dayaratna, Ross McKitrick, and Pat Michaels, “Climate Sensitivity, Agricultural Productivity and the 
Social Cost of Carbon in FUND,” Environmental Economics and Policy Studies, Vol. 22 (2020), pp. 433–448.

23.	 U.N. Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, “Climate Change 2014,” Synthesis Report, 2015, p. 62, https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/
uploads/2018/02/SYR_AR5_FINAL_full.pdf, (accessed November 20, 2020).

24.	 Office of Management and Budget, “Circular A-4,” Obama White House, February 22, 2017, https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/omb/circulars_
a004_a-4/ (accessed November 20, 2020).

25.	 Kevin D. Dayaratna and Nicolas D. Loris, “Assessing the Costs and Benefits of the Green New Deal,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3427, July 
24, 2019, https://www.heritage.org/energyeconomics/report/assessing-the-costs-and-benefits-the-green-new-deals-energy-policies.

26.	 U.S. Energy Information Administration, “Documentation of the National Energy Modeling System (NEMS) Modules,” https://www.eia.gov/outlooks/
aeo/nems/documentation/ (accessed November 20, 2020).

27.	 This includes policies such as greenhouse gas regulations, hydraulic fracturing, and development of pipelines.

28.	 M. Meinshausen, S. C. B. Raper, and T. M. L. Wigley, “Emulating Coupled Atmosphere-Ocean and Carbon Cycle Models with a Simpler Model, 
MAGICC6–Part I: Model Description and Calibration,” Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, Vol. 11 (2011), pp. 1417–1456, https://www.atmos-chem-phys.
net/11/1417/2011/acp-11-1417-2011.html (accessed November 20, 2020), and University Corporation for Atmospheric Research, “MAGICC/SCENGEN,” 
http://www.cgd.ucar.edu/cas/wigley/magicc/ (accessed November 20, 2020). Analysis should include the entire recommended range of climate 
sensitivities as suggested by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate change. See, for example, U.N. Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 

“Climate Change 2014,” p. 62.

29.	 Temporary Halt in Residential Evictions to Prevent the Further Spread of COVID–19,” Federal Register, https://www.federalregister.gov/
documents/2020/09/04/2020-19654/temporary-halt-in-residential-evictions-to-prevent-the-further-spread-of-covid-19 (accessed 
November 20, 2020).

30.	 42 U.S. Code § 264 (regulations to control communicable diseases).

31.	 U.S. Department of the Treasury, Financial Crimes Enforcement Network, “Threshold for the Requirement To Collect, Retain, and Transmit Information 
on Funds Transfers and Transmittals of Funds That Begin or End Outside the United States, and Clarification of the Requirement To Collect, Retain, 
and Transmit Information on Transactions Involving Convertible Virtual Currencies and Digital Assets With Legal Tender Status,” Federal Register, 
Vol. 85, No. 208 (October 27, 2020), pp. 68005–68019, https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2020-10-27/pdf/2020-23756.pdf (accessed 
November 20, 2020).

32.	 32Ibid.

33.	 “Main Street business,” in this context, means a privately held, non-financial business.



﻿ December 7, 2020 | 22BACKGROUNDER | No. 3565
heritage.org

34.	 They are sometimes called private placement brokers, although this term is probably best used to describe people who are in the business of 
making introductions between investors and businesses. This terminology is used particularly by those familiar with the work and proposals of the 
American Bar Association Task Force on Private Placement Broker-Dealers. See American Bar Association, “Report and Recommendations of the 
Task Force on Private Placement Broker–Dealers,” June 20, 2005, http://www.sec.gov/info/smallbus/2009gbforum/abareport062005.pdf (accessed 
November 24, 2020).

35.	 See, for example, David R. Burton, “Let Entrepreneurs Raise Capital Using Finders and Private Placement Brokers,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder 
No. 3328, July 10, 2018, https://www.heritage.org/sites/default/files/2018-07/BG3328.pdf; Gregory C. Yadley, “Notable by their Absence: Finders and 
Other Financial Intermediaries in Small Business Capital Formation,” presentation to the Advisory Committee on Small and Emerging Businesses, U.S. 
Securities and Exchange Commission, June 3, 2015, http://www.sec.gov/info/smallbus/acsec/finders-and-other-financial-intermediaries-yadley.pdf 
(accessed November 24, 2020); and Steven T. Mnuchin and Craig S. Phillips, Capital Markets, A Financial System That Creates Economic Opportunities, 
U.S. Department of the Treasury, October 2017, pp. 43 and 44, https://www.treasury.gov/press-center/press-releases/documents/a-financial-system-
capital-markets-final-final.pdf (accessed November 24, 2020).

36.	 “Notice of Proposed Exemptive Order Granting Conditional Exemption From the Broker Registration Requirements of Section 15(a) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 for Certain Activities of Finders,” Notice of Proposed Exemptive Order; Request for Comments, Federal Register, Vol. 85, No. 198, 
October 13, 2020, pp. 64542–64551 (Release No. 34-90112; File Number S7–13–20), https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2020-10-13/pdf/2020-
22565.pdf (accessed November 24, 2020).

37.	 For a detailed discussion of suggested improvements, see Comment Letter of David R. Burton, U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission, November 12, 
2020, https://www.sec.gov/comments/s7-13-20/s71320-8011714-225387.pdf (accessed November 24, 2020).

38.	 The SEC staff muddied this issue two decades ago by withdrawing long-standing guidance and providing no substitute rules.

39.	 Federal Housing Finance Agency, “Enterprise Regulatory Capital Framework,” 12 CFR Parts 1206, 1225, and 1240, Final Rule, November 18, 2020, 
https://www.fhfa.gov/SupervisionRegulation/Rules/RuleDocuments/Enterprise%20Capital%20Final%20Rule%20for%20Website.pdf (accessed 
November 20, 2020).

40.	 Joel Griffith and Norbert J. Michel, “Revising the Preferred Stock Purchase Agreements of Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac May Be the Biggest GSE Bailout 
Yet,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3448, November 4, 2019, https://www.heritage.org/sites/default/files/2019-11/BG3448.pdf.

41.	 Norbert J. Michel, “Strict Bank-Like Capital Rules Needed for Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3474, March 
9, 2020, https://www.heritage.org/sites/default/files/2020-03/BG3474.pdf. Also see Norbert J. Michel, “The New FHFA Capital Rule Is a Great First 
Step Toward Financial Sanity for Fannie and Freddie,” Forbes, July 24, 2020, https://www.forbes.com/sites/norbertmichel/2020/07/24/the-new-fhfa-
capital-rule-is-a-great-first-step-toward-financial-sanity-for-fannie-and-freddie/?sh=59f7a8077f38 (accessed November 20, 2020), and Norbert J. 
Michel, “The New FHFA Capital Rule Is A Great First Step Toward Financial Sanity for Fannie and Freddie: Part 2,” Forbes, July 29, 2020, https://www.
forbes.com/sites/norbertmichel/2020/07/29/the-new-fhfa-capital-rule-is-a-great-first-step-toward-financial-sanity-for-fannie-and-freddie-part-
2/?sh=731792b0589c (accessed November 20, 2020).

42.	 “Yelp: Local Economic Impact Report,” September 2020, https://www.yelpeconomicaverage.com/business-closures-update-sep-2020 (accessed 
November 20, 2020).

43.	 U.S. Department of Homeland Security, “Temporary Changes to Requirements Affecting H-2A Nonimmigrants Due to the COVID-19 National 
Emergency,” Federal Register, Vol. 85, No. 76 (April 20, 2020), p. 21739, https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2020/04/20/2020-08356/
temporary-changes-to-requirements-affecting-h-2a-nonimmigrants-due-to-the-covid-19-national (accessed November 20, 2020).

44.	 U.S. Department of Homeland Security, “Temporary Changes to Requirements Affecting H-2A Nonimmigrants Due To the COVID-19 National 
Emergency: Partial Extension of Certain Flexibilities,” Federal Register, Vol. 85, No. 162 (August 20, 2020), p. 51304, https://www.federalregister.gov/
documents/2020/08/20/2020-18283/temporary-changes-to-requirements-affecting-h-2a-nonimmigrants-due-to-the-covid-19-national (accessed 
November 20, 2020).

45.	 Daren Bakst and Jeremy Dalrymple, “USDA and HHS Should Reject Flawed Dietary Recommendations,” Heritage Foundation Commentary, September 
18, 2020, https://www.heritage.org/public-health/commentary/usda-and-hhs-should-reject-flawed-dietary-recommendations. Some programs, such 
as federal school meals, are required to be consistent with the guidelines. Healthy, Hunger-Free Kids Act of 2010, Public Law No. 111–296, https://www.
govinfo.gov/content/pkg/PLAW-111publ296/pdf/PLAW-111publ296.pdf (accessed November 20, 2020). See also School Nutrition Association, “School 
Nutrition Standards,” https://schoolnutrition.org/aboutschoolmeals/schoolnutritionstandards/ (accessed November 20, 2020).

46.	 Dietary Guidelines Advisory Committee, “Scientific Report of the 2020 Dietary Guidelines Advisory Committee: Advisory Report to the Secretary of 
Agriculture and the Secretary of Health and Human Services,” U.S. Department of Agriculture, Agricultural Research Service, July 2020, https://www.
dietaryguidelines.gov/2020-advisory-committee-report (accessed November 20, 2020).

47.	 “The Committee’s systematic review included just one study that examined differences amongst men consuming one versus two drinks per day. 
The Committee’s reliance on a single study within its review to justify halving the daily guideline for men and contradicting the true preponderance 
of scientific evidence defies logic.” Samir Zakhari, “USDA–HHS Oral Comment Meeting: Scientific Report of the 2020 Dietary Guidelines Advisory 
Committee,” Distilled Spirits Council of the United States, August 11, 2020, https://www.distilledspirits.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/Dr.-Sams-
Testimony-8-11-2020.pdf (accessed November 20, 2020).



﻿ December 7, 2020 | 23BACKGROUNDER | No. 3565
heritage.org

48.	 Dietary Guidelines Advisory Committee, “Scientific Report of the 2020 Dietary Guidelines Advisory Committee: Advisory Report to the Secretary of 
Agriculture and the Secretary of Health and Human Services,” U.S. Department of Agriculture, Agricultural Research Service, July 2020, https://www.
dietaryguidelines.gov/2020-advisory-committee-report (accessed November 20, 2020).

49.	 For a more detailed discussion on added sugar, see Daren Bakst and Jeremy Dalrymple, “USDA and HHS Should Reject Flawed Dietary 
Recommendations,” Heritage Foundation Commentary, September 18, 2020, https://www.heritage.org/public-health/commentary/usda-and-hhs-
should-reject-flawed-dietary-recommendations.

50.	 Fiscal Year 2001 Consolidated Appropriations Act § 515(a), Public Law No. 106–554.

51.	 For a detailed discussion of the IQA, see Daren Bakst, “Strengthening the Information Quality Act to Improve Federally Disseminated Public Health 
Information,” Food and Drug Law Journal, Vol. 75 (2020), p. 234, forthcoming.

52.	 The OMB has developed two primary documents regarding IQA implementation: the 2002 OMB guidelines and the OMB’s “Final Information Quality Bulletin 
for Peer Review.” Office of Management and Budget, “Guidelines for Ensuring and Maximizing the Quality, Objectivity, Utility, and Integrity of Information 
Disseminated by Federal Agencies; Republication,” Federal Register, Vol. 67, No. 36 (February 22, 2002), p. 8452, https://www.federalregister.gov/
documents/2002/02/22/R2-59/guidelines-for-ensuring-and-maximizing-the-quality-objectivity-utility-and-integrity-of-information (accessed November 
20, 2020). Joshua B. Bolton, “Issuance of OMB’s ‘Final Information Quality Bulletin for Peer Review,’” Office of Management and Budget, December 16, 2004, 
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/sites/default/files/omb/assets/omb/memoranda/fy2005/m05-03.pdf (accessed November 20, 2020).

53.	 2 CFR § 200.93 (subrecipient definition).

54.	 The Administrative Procedure Act (APA) exempts matters relating to federal grants from the typical procedural rulemaking requirements, such as 
notice and comment periods. 5 U.S. Code § 553(a).

55.	 Trump v. Hawaii, 138 S. Ct. 2392.

56.	 National Fair Housing Alliance, Fair Housing Advocates of Northern California, and BLDS, LTD d/b/a BLDS, LLC v. Ben Carson and U.S. Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, United States District Court for the Northern District of California, Case 3:20-cv-07388.

57.	 See, for example, Public Law No. 104–134, Tit. V, § 506 (prohibitions on suing LSC); 24 CFR § 125.104(f) (prohibitions on suing the U.S.)

58.	 Rachel Greszler, “Defining ‘Contractor’ Status Would Provide Some Relief for Struggling Workers and Small Businesses,” The Daily Signal, 
September 23, 3030, https://www.dailysignal.com/2020/09/23/defining-contractor-status-would-provide-some-relief-for-struggling-workers-and-
small-businesses/.

59.	 PR Newswire, “New Paychex Data Shows Independent Contractor Growth Outpaces Employee Hiring in Small Businesses,” January 9, 2019, 
https://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/new-paychex-data-shows-independent-contractor-growth-outpaces-employee-hiring-in-small-
businesses-300775712.html (accessed November 20, 2020).

60.	 U.S. Department of Labor, “Proposed Rule: Independent Contractor Status under the FLSA, 29 CFR Parts, 780, 788, and 795,” September 22, 2020, 
https://www.dol.gov/agencies/whd/flsa/2020-independent-contractor-nprm (accessed November 20, 2020).

61.	 Upwork and the Freelancers Union, “Freelancing in America, 2019,” https://www.freelancersunion.org/resources/freelancing-in-america/ (accessed 
November 20, 2020).

62.	 Bureau of Labor Statistics, “Contingent and Alternative Employment Arrangements,” June 7, 2018, https://www.bls.gov/news.release/pdf/conemp.pdf 
(accessed November 20, 2020).

63.	 The White House, “Executive Order 13502—Use of Project Labor Agreements for Federal Construction Projects,” February 6, 2009, https://obamawhitehouse.
archives.gov/the-press-office/executive-order-use-project-labor-agreements-federal-construction-projects (accessed November 24, 2020).

64.	 See Nicolas D. Loris and Katie Tubb, “Regulatory Reform Is the Key to Unlocking Infrastructure Investment,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 
3384, February 5, 2019, https://www.heritage.org/government-regulation/report/regulatory-reform-the-key-unlocking-infrastructure-investment, 
and “How Will the 2020 Election Shape Federal Policy on Project Labor Agreements?” Associated Builders and Contractors, October 12, 2020, https://
thetruthaboutplas.com/2020/10/12/how-will-the-2020-election-shape-federal-policy-on-project-labor-agreements/ (accessed November 24, 2020).

65.	 Katie Tubb and Jack Spencer, “Real Consent for Nuclear Waste Management Starts with a Free Market,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3107, 
March 22, 2016, https://www.heritage.org/environment/report/real-consent-nuclear-waste-management-starts-free-market.

66.	 Katie Tubb, “Standalone Nuclear Interim Storage Amendment Sidesteps Solutions, Creates Problems,” Heritage Foundation Commentary, March 10, 
2020, https://www.heritage.org/nuclear-energy/commentary/standalone-nuclear-interim-storage-amendment-sidesteps-solutions-creates.

67.	 See, for example, Travis Bubenik, “Governor Urges Trump to Oppose Nuclear Waste Plans,” Courthouse News Service, October 1, 2020, https://www.
courthousenews.com/texas-governor-urges-trump-to-oppose-nuclear-waste-plans/ (accessed November 24, 2020).

68.	 U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, “Continued Storage of Spent Nuclear Fuel,” July 28, 2017, https://www.nrc.gov/waste/spent-fuel-storage/wcd.
html (accessed November 20, 2020).

69.	 The White House, “EO 13827, Accelerating the Nation’s Economic Recovery from the COVID-19 Emergency by Expediting Infrastructure Investments 
and Other Activities,” June 4, 2020, https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/eo-accelerating-nations-economic-recovery-covid-19-
emergency-expediting-infrastructure-investments-activities/ (accessed November 24, 2020).



﻿ December 7, 2020 | 24BACKGROUNDER | No. 3565
heritage.org

70.	 The CCC is not used for federal crop insurance. The Federal Crop Insurance Corporation (FCIC), a wholly federally owned corporation managed by the 
USDA’s Risk Management Agency, is the financing vehicle for federal subsidies in the federal crop insurance program. To learn more about the FCIC, 
see Randy Schnepf, “Federal Crop Insurance: Background,” Congressional Research Service, August 13, 2015, https://crsreports.congress.gov/product/
pdf/R/R40532 (accessed November 20, 2020), and U.S. Department of Agriculture, “Federal Crop Insurance Corporation,” Risk Management Agency, 
https://www.rma.usda.gov/Federal-CropInsurance-Corporation (accessed November 20, 2020).

71.	 To learn more about the CCC and how it operates, see Megan Stubbs, “The Commodity Credit Corporation: In Brief,” Congressional Research Service, 
September 4, 2019, https://crsreports.congress.gov/product/pdf/R/R44606 (accessed November 20, 2020), and U.S. Department of Agriculture, 

“Commodity Credit Corporation,” https://www.usda.gov/ccc (accessed November 20, 2020).

72.	 Commodity Credit Corporation Charter Act of 1948, Public Law No. 80–806.

73.	 Daren Bakst, David Ditch, and Joshua Sewell, “Congress Should Reject Efforts to Give Away Its Spending Power to Create a Massive USDA Slush Fund,” 
Heritage Foundation Issue Brief No. 5091, July 16, 2020, p. 2, https://www.heritage.org/agriculture/report/congress-should-reject-efforts-give-away-
its-spending-power-create-massive-usda.

74.	 Ibid.

75.	 In 2010, the Obama Administration tapped various USDA discretionary authorities to spend $348 million on emergency assistance to agricultural producers. 
According to the Congressional Research Service, in response to the 2010 spending, Congress included a restriction in appropriations bills from fiscal years 
2012 to 2017. The appropriations rider prevented the Secretary of Agriculture from sending income subsidies directly to farmers and ranchers by restricting 
the ability “to carry out clause (3) of section 32, or for any surplus removal activities or price support activities under section 5 of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation Charter Act.” See, for example, the Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2017, Public Law No. 115–31, Division A, Sec. 215, https://www.congress.
gov/115/plaws/publ31/PLAW-115publ31.pdf (accessed November 20, 2020). There were reported allegations that this money was intended to help then-
Senator Blanche Lincoln (D–AR) in her 2010 re-election campaign. See, for example, Alexander Bolton, “Emanuel Throws $1.5B Life Preserver to Farmers, 
Aiding Lincoln,” The Hill, July 29, 2010, https://thehill.com/homenews/administration/111675-rahm-emanuel-throws15-billion-life-preserver-to-farmers-
helping-embattled-sen-lincoln (accessed November 20, 2020), and Dan Morgan, “Bogus Promise on Deficit Undercuts Lincoln,” The Fiscal Times, October 
29, 2010, http://www.thefiscaltimes.com/Articles/2010/10/29/Senator-Lincoln-Farm-Aid-Boosts-Deficit (accessed November 20, 2020).

76.	 Daren Bakst and David Ditch, “USDA Is Funneling ‘Trade Aid’ to the Agriculture Sector. It’s Old-Fashioned Corporate Welfare,” Heritage Foundation 
Commentary, July 10, 2019, https://www.heritage.org/trade/commentary/usda-funneling-trade-aid-the-agriculture-sector-its-old-fashioned-corporate.

77.	 Congress should definitely not expand the CCC borrowing authority as some have proposed. Bakst, Ditch, and Sewell, “Congress Should Reject Efforts 
to Give Away Its Spending Power to Create a Massive USDA Slush Fund.”

78.	 The Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs (OIRA) is a statutory part of the Office of Management and Budget within the Executive Office of the 
President. See Office of Management and Budget, “Information and Regulatory Affairs,” https://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/information-regulatory-
affairs/ (accessed November 24, 2020).

79.	 U.S. Code 29 USC 207(e)(4).

80.	 Rachel Greszler and Lindsey M. Burke, “Rethinking Early Childhood Education and Childcare in the COVID-19 Era,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder 
No. 3533, September 30, 2020, https://www.heritage.org/sites/default/files/2020-09/BG3533.pdf.

81.	 Ibid.

82.	 Currently, if individuals or families pay someone more than $2,200 per year (the equivalent of $42 per week) for work performed in their home, they 
are required to pay, withhold, and submit multiple taxes. This process requires registering as an employer with the state and federal government, 
hanging official employee-rights notices in one’s home, and can include registering with, and submitting tax payments to, the state and federal 
unemployment insurance systems, state and federal income tax systems, and the Social Security Administration.

83.	 Individuals who provide services may prefer to be treated as contractors as opposed to household employees. A preschool teacher, for example, may 
provide services to two different preschool pods, covering 10 families in total. Under the current tax and regulatory structure, this could get confusing 
quickly. First, it is unclear whether just the families that host the preschool pod would be household employers. If the host families become the 
employers, they would probably have to become licensed providers and collect fees from the other families sending children to their home. If each of 
the families instead becomes household employers, the preschool teacher would be dependent on 10 different families to track, report, and pay Social 
Security, Medicare, and unemployment-insurance taxes. Failure of one or more households to do so correctly could result in significant end-of-the-year 
tax bills for the teacher. Moreover, it could be that the teacher crosses the $2,200 per year threshold for some families and not for others, leading to 
confusion over who—the teacher or the family—should be submitting taxes.

84.	 This choice would allow individuals to receive higher base pay as contractors because of the compliance and tax savings for the household they 
serve. While those households would have to report any income they pay to individuals that exceeds $600 in a year, they would only have to provide 
a single document—Form 1099-MISC—as opposed to registering with and meticulously tracking, reporting, and sending taxes to as many as five 
government entities.

85.	 H.R. 1625, introduced March 3, 2019, and S. 700, introduced March 7, 2019.

86.	 David R. Burton, “A Guide to Labor and Employment Law Reforms,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3535, October 9, 2020, https://www.
heritage.org/sites/default/files/2020-10/BG3535.pdf.



﻿ December 7, 2020 | 25BACKGROUNDER | No. 3565
heritage.org

87.	 Upwork and the Freelancers Union, “Freelancing in America, 2019.”

88.	 Frederico Bartels, “Continuing Resolutions Invariably Harm National Defense,” Heritage Foundation Issue Brief No. 4819, February 21, 2018, https://
www.heritage.org/sites/default/files/2018-02/IB4819.pdf.

89.	 Justin Bogie, “Budget Gimmicks Increase Federal Spending and Mask True Costs of Legislation,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3234, July 26, 
2017, and David Ditch, “Congress Sees Hundreds of Millions in New Spending as an Afterthought,” Heritage Foundation Commentary, October 1, 2018.

90.	 U.S. Department of the Treasury, “Fiscal Data: Debt to the Penny,” https://fiscaldata.treasury.gov/datasets/debt-to-the-penny/debt-to-the-penny 
(accessed November 20, 2020).

91.	 Adam N. Michel, “Tax Extenders Are Bad Tax Policy,” Heritage Foundation Issue Brief No. 4980, July 19, 2019, https://www.heritage.org/taxes/report/
tax-extenders-are-bad-tax-policy.

92.	 H.R. 748, Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act, 116th Cong., https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/6819239-FINAL-FINAL-CARES-
ACT.html (accessed November 20, 2020).

93.	 Beneficial provisions include: lower excise-tax rates on beer, wine, and spirits; look-through treatment for controlled foreign corporations; and 
expanded access to new operating losses.

94.	 Committee for a Responsible Federal Budget, “COVID Relief Includes $360 Billion of State and Local Aid,” September 16, 2020, http://www.crfb.org/
blogs/covid-relief-includes-360-billion-state-and-local-aid (accessed November 20, 2020).

95.	 Adam N. Michel, “Bailouts Could Be More Than 35 Times State Revenue Losses,” The Daily Signal, October 2, 2020, https://www.dailysignal.
com/2020/10/02/bailouts-could-be-more-than-35-times-state-revenue-losses/.

96.	 When the federal money runs out, states have historically increased taxes; each dollar of federal grant money results in 40 cents of state and local tax 
increases. George R. Crowley and Russell Sobel, “Do Intergovernmental Grants Create Ratchets in State and Local Taxes?” Mercatus Center Working 
Paper, September 7, 2010, https://www.mercatus.org/publications/government-spending/do-intergovernmental-grants-create-ratchets-state-and-
local-taxes (accessed November 20, 2020).

97.	 Adam N. Michel, “State Bailouts Create Poor Incentives, Do Not Fix Underlying Problems,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3488, April 17, 2020, 
https://www.heritage.org/budget-and-spending/report/state-bailouts-create-poor-incentives-do-not-fix-underlying-problems.

98.	 Rachel Greszler and John Fleming, “4 Charts Show Why Temporary, Targeted Support Beats Checks to Everyone,” The Daily Signal, March 27, 2020, 
https://www.dailysignal.com/2020/03/27/4-charts-show-why-temporary-targeted-support-beats-checks-to-everyone/.

99.	 Bureau of Economic Analysis, “Personal Income and Outlays, July 2020,” August 28, 2020, https://www.bea.gov/sites/default/files/2020-08/pi0720.
pdf (accessed November 20, 2020).

100.	 Adam N. Michel, “The False Promise of Stimulus Spending: Lessons from the Great Recession,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3493, May 6, 
2020, https://www.heritage.org/markets-and-finance/report/the-false-promise-stimulus-spending-lessons-the-great-recession.

101.	 Tori K. Smith and Rachael Wolpert, “Congress Should Commit to Long-Term Renewal of the Generalized

System of Preferences,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3534, September 17, 2020, https://www.heritage.org/trade/report/congress-should-
commit-long-term-renewal-the-generalized-system-preferences.

102.	 Vivian C. Jones, “Generalized System of Preferences (GSP): Overview and Issues for Congress,” Congressional Research Service Report for Congress, 
updated November 7, 2019, https://crsreports.congress.gov/product/pdf/RL/RL33663 (accessed November 20, 2020).

103.	 Coalition for GSP, “2019 GSP Highlights by Sector,” https://renewgsptoday.com/share-graphics/ (accessed November 20, 2020).

104.	 Tori K. Smith, Rachael Wolpert, and Riley Walters, “Legislative Trade Agenda for 2020,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3482, May 18, 2020, 
https://www.heritage.org/trade/report/legislative-trade-agenda-2020.

105.	 Robert Stang, “Duty Reductions,” Promotional Products Association International, October 27, 2016, https://pubs.ppai.org/ppb-magazine/duty-
reductions/ (accessed November 20, 2020).

106.	 Tori K. Smith and Rachael Wolpert, “Congress Should Prioritize a 2020 Miscellaneous Tariff Bill,” Heritage Foundation Issue Brief No. 6027, November 
20, 2020, https://www.heritage.org/trade/report/congress-should-prioritize-2020-miscellaneous-tariff-bill.


