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yet Israel is only the Little Satan, the
United States is the Great Satan—so
when we look at containing Iran, it is
not just to protect Israel—although
that is important and vital as far as it
goes—but also Iran is a threat to Europe, to the United States, to the
whole Western World.
Iran has a set of values, at least up
until today, where they call Israel the
Little Satan and the U.S. the Great
Satan.
Just recently, the President of Iran
came out with a plan how he would go
about destroying Israel. This kind of
rhetoric is just unacceptable and tragic. I find it very hard, Mr. Speaker, to
trust Iran with a negotiated agreement
that doesn’t have those verified elements, those three vital elements:
stopping their nuclear enrichment,
stopping their ballistic missile development, and stopping the state sponsorship of terrorism.
Mr. Speaker, if we don’t have a good
agreement in 6 days, I am just afraid
that we need to reimpose the strong
sanctions that brought Iran to the negotiating table in the first place. I
know that if the majority leader of the
Senate who will be in office for the
next 6 weeks or so—HARRY REID—if he
were to allow a vote of the Senate,
there is no doubt they would agree to
stronger sanction language.
The Kirk-Menendez language would
do just that. The House previously had
passed almost identical language establishing the same doctrine, that if
Iran leaves the negotiating table and
does not have an acceptable deal with
the U.S. and the rest of the P5+1, that
we will reimpose tough sanctions.
That obviously was having an effect
because that brought them to the negotiating table. We need to have tough
sanctions waiting in the wings, waiting
in reserve, if Iran does not do the right
thing.
I don’t understand why the administration is fighting and resisting a vote
in the Senate and saying that that will
somehow offend or humiliate or drive
away the Iranians. It is what brought
them to the negotiating table in the
first place. They understand strength
and force.
Mr. Speaker, there are some people
in some countries in this world that
view weakness as provocative and they
move in and take advantage of that.
Iran is one of those countries, history
has shown.
If we show strength and resolve and
decisiveness to them, then they are
more likely to respond in the right
way. If we show weakness, then they
are more likely to take advantage of
that. I think we show strength to Iran
during this time of negotiation—we
have 6 more days before the deadline—
by making a statement that, ‘‘Hey, if
you don’t back off, then we are going
to reimpose these tough sanctions,
sanctions that have bite to them.’’
That is what brought them to the negotiating table, and it has to be part of
what we do going forward.
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Mr. Speaker, it is just really important that we show strength to Iran, and
we only have 6 days left. We don’t want
a bad deal, no deal is better than a bad
deal, but I am very apprehensive. You
have heard from others as well. Up
until now, the prognosis hasn’t been
good. We haven’t heard of breakthroughs or concessions in the negotiations.
Mr. Speaker, with those things in
mind, I think that we just need to urge
the administration to show resolve, to
show strength, to allow Congress, especially the Senate which hasn’t yet
taken a position because they have
been denied the ability to vote, although we have done it here in the
House, to say, ‘‘Iran, you have to come
back to the table and have a serious
negotiation where you do agree to stop
enrichment, stop ballistic missile production, and stop state sponsorship of
terrorism, and if you don’t do those
things, we will have tougher sanctions
come back in force.’’
We shouldn’t deny the Senate that
chance for a vote. We should allow
them to have that vote. We have taken
that position here in the House. It is
the right position.
Mr. Speaker, I just want to thank my
colleagues for this time that we have
had. We are going to be watching for
the next 6 days. I think that it is one
of the most vital issues that is hanging
out there in world politics today. It affects Israel, but it affects even so much
more.
I think the Western World will be totally affected in a negative way if Iran
doesn’t come clean and have a concession on nuclear enrichment, on state
sponsorship of terrorism, and on ballistic missiles.
With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.
f

A ROADMAP FOR PROSPERITY
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAMALFA). Under the Speaker’s announced policy of January 3, 2013, the
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. RICE) for 30 minutes.
Mr. RICE of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I am here to talk about a
roadmap for prosperity of this country.
I think the elections last week, in
large part, didn’t deal as much with
Republicans and Democrats as it dealt
with a frustration over the lagging
lack of prosperity this country has experienced for the last 7 years. I think
that there are ways to solve that, that
are complicated, but there is a pathway that we can pursue that involves a
lot of common sense.
If you will look at these charts that
I have here, Mr. Speaker, what I have
here with this blue line that goes up
until 2007 and trends down thereafter is
median household income. You can see,
Mr. Speaker, it drops from a peak of
$56,000 annually in 2007 down to just
over $51,000 today, a drop of over 10 percent for the median American family.
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Mr. Speaker, at the same time, this
red line represents the cost that these
families incur. The red line actually is
food cost. You can see that they have
risen from an inflation-adjusted basis
of 190 to 240, almost 20 percent, Mr.
Speaker. At the same time their incomes have declined over 10 percent,
their costs for food have gone up over
20 percent.
Then the bottom graph here represents their cost for fuel and utilities,
and you can see here that they have
risen almost 20 percent as well.
My belief, Mr. Speaker, is that the
cause of the decline in the income, as
well as the cause of the rise in the cost
in fuels and food, is largely from policies that come out of Washington.
These are not things that are beyond
repair. These are things that we can
fix, so what we have to do is lay out a
roadmap, a plan, to restore the prosperity that we have enjoyed for over
200 years.
Mr. Speaker, before I forget, I want
to credit my good friend, Professor Michael Porter from Harvard, with a lot
of these slides that I am using because
I am stealing a lot of those from him,
but this chart here, Mr. Speaker, is a
breakdown of jobs in the American
economy.
The red at the bottom is jobs that we
have to compete with, with the rest of
the world, manufacturing jobs, for example, that can be done anywhere in
the world. The top part is jobs that
serve local markets, things like health
care that have to be delivered here,
things like services, like, for example,
real estate or tourism services, things
that have to be delivered here.
This chart begins at 1998, but you can
actually go back even further, and
what you would see is in the area of
service jobs, things that have to be
handled locally, the number of jobs has
risen. It certainly dipped around 2007,
but it is coming back up.
But in the areas of what we call
tradeable jobs, jobs that can be done
anywhere in the world, the number of
Americans working in those jobs has
declined in this chart over the last 16
years, but you could go back even further, a very disturbing trend.
Now, why is that occurring? Why is it
that tradeable jobs have left our shores
and continue to leave our shores? Mr.
Speaker, why is it that we continue to
read in the newspapers every month
about another American iconic company like Pfizer or like Burger King
moving their headquarters out of our
country?
b 1845
Well, there are a number of reasons
for that, and the most obvious reason
is because we have the highest corporate tax rate in the world. If they
want to be an American company, they
have to pay extra for that.
This chart at the top represents the
corporate tax rates of the OECD countries, and you can see the red line at
the end represents America. The average rate is 251⁄2 percent, and we are at
39 percent.
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When the President says things, Mr.
Speaker, like, ‘‘Our American companies should be willing to pay the highest tax rate in the world to be patriotic,’’ he is missing some real important points.
One is that any company, American
or otherwise, doing business in America will pay American tax rates on the
profits they earn in our country, but
these iconic American companies that
are leaving our shores have to compete
worldwide, and competition is tooth
and nail, and only the strongest competitor will survive.
Mr. Speaker, if you have an iconic
American company that has to pay
taxes at 39 percent here in this country
competing on the same product line
with a company that has to pay 15 percent in Ireland or in Canada, in the
end, which company will survive? You
see, Mr. Speaker, it is not about patriotism. That is nonsense. It is about
survival.
Mr. Speaker, how do we end this
cycle? How do we convince our iconic
American companies, our large employers, to stay in this country and to
convince those that have left our country to come back?
Before I came here, I had one other
elected office. I was a tax attorney and
a CPA for 25 years, and I helped companies structure their business in the
smartest way for taxes, for regulatory
purposes, and to make a profit.
Once I retired from that, I ran for
one other office, and that was as the
chairman of Horry County Council in
Horry County, South Carolina, where
Myrtle Beach is.
Horry County had a problem because
most all of its job creation was in the
tourism industry, and the tourism industry is great, but it produces an inordinate amount of seasonal jobs and
jobs with relatively low pay. They
needed to diversify their industry, and
many other counties in the State were
doing a better job of it.
Once I became chairman of the county council, I started to look at why
that was and what we needed to do, and
it was obvious that we had many, many
assets. The problem was we weren’t
even in the game. We weren’t even trying to compete.
Once we laid out a roadmap to enter
the competition to attract industry
and jobs, it didn’t take very long. Companies responded quickly. Thousands of
jobs had been created. All we had to do
was enter the competition.
Counties across this country compete
with other counties for jobs. States
across this country compete with other
States for jobs, States like Texas,
which has done a fantastic job. South
Carolina has done a fantastic job of
creating a favorable business tax environment, favorable regulatory environment, and has done tort reform, and lo
and behold, companies come.
Company after company after company leave States like California or
Washington State and come to States
like Texas or South Carolina, and you
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can see the result in South Carolina
with BMW, Amazon, Boeing, Michelin,
Continental, and on and on and on. All
they had to do was decide to compete,
and industry responded.
You see, before I became chairman of
the county council in Horry County,
the attitude there was that we were the
leader in tourism, and they are great
at tourism. We are big, and we have a
lot of advantages, and we really don’t
need to compete for business. But guess
what, it wasn’t working.
Once we changed our attitude, people
responded quickly, and I believe the attitude here in Washington is the same.
Look, we are big. We don’t have the
biggest economy in the world anymore.
China overtook us. We have one of the
biggest economies in the world. We
have great capital markets. We have
great consumer markets.
We don’t have to try to compete.
Business is going to come anyway. But
guess what, just like in Horry County,
it is not working in the country either,
and if we simply decide to compete for
industry, with all of the advantages
that we have, I believe no one can stop
us.
My friend Michael Porter is, as I
said, an economics professor at Harvard Business School. He has been
there for decades. He has written multiple books on competitive theory. He
has come here to Congress with me,
and we scheduled seminars with Congressmen from both sides of the aisle
to talk about what this country needs
to do to be competitive. We have been
in front of over 100 Congressmen, and
this is the roadmap that he lays out. I
am not going to claim authorship. This
is the roadmap that he lays out.
His book is, ‘‘On Competition,’’ by
Michael Porter. It is one of many. Michael Porter sits on the board of public
companies. He represents countries
around the world. He has written this
roadmap for the United States. If we
will adopt the attitude that we are
going to be competitive in the world,
we can expect to see American companies coming back, more foreign investment in the United States, and millions and millions of American jobs
created and our economy lifted from
its meager growth to above trend and
restore our American prosperity.
Mr. Speaker, let’s look at these
things one by one. One of them is lowering the corporate tax rate, and as I
pointed out earlier, this one is common
sense. We have the highest corporate
tax rate in the world. Does that mean
that we have to collect less revenue?
No.
Our corporate Tax Code is incredibly
complex. It is filled with deductions
and credits, many of which make sense
but others that don’t. It needs to be
cleaned up. DAVE CAMP and the House
Ways and Means Committee put out a
proposal to do it last year.
I agree with, by far, the bulk of it.
The House needs to take it up—or
something like it—and we need to get
it over to the Senate, and we need to
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get corporate tax reform. The President agrees we need corporate tax reform, but the President thinks we need
to raise revenue.
The goal here, Mr. Speaker, is not to
increase taxes. The goal here is to
make our country more competitive.
Why? Because then we will have more
business and we will have more jobs
and we will raise revenue that way,
rather than by raising taxes. If we
boost our economy, the revenue will
come.
The second item on this menu, Mr.
Speaker, is taxing overseas profits
earned by American companies only
where they are earned. We are the only
remaining OECD country with a global
tax system. Everywhere else, they pay
taxes where they earned the money,
and they can bring the money home
without paying taxes.
But here in America, our multinational companies—companies like
GE, GM, and every alphabet soup company that you can name—if they earn
profits overseas and they pay taxes at
the lower rate over there, they know if
they ever bring that money back to the
United States, they have to pay it at 39
percent.
So what do they do? They park that
money overseas. It is only common
sense. They are competing tooth and
nail worldwide. To make any other
choice puts them at a huge disadvantage.
So let’s say we have an American
company that has a billion dollars in
profits in India and they need to build
a factory and are looking for where to
build that billion dollar factory. Do
you think they are going to bring that
money back and pay 40 percent taxes in
the United States to build that factory? No.
What they are going to do is build
that factory in India and employ a
thousand people there instead of employing a thousand Americans, so we
need to change our global tax system.
We need to ease the immigration of
highly-skilled immigrants. Mr. Speaker, I am for comprehensive immigration reform, but I am not for the kind
of immigration reform the President is
talking about.
Mr. Speaker, we have the most liberal legal immigration system in the
world. We allow 1.2 million legal immigrants every year. The problem with
our system is that most every OECD
country that has looked at this has decided they are going to use immigration as a mechanism to be more competitive. Other countries are already
working on this.
So what they do is they say, ‘‘Okay.
You can immigrate into our country if
you have a skill that we need. They
allow people with high skill sets and
high education to come to the front of
the line to immigrate.’’
Our immigration system is exactly
the reverse. It is completely counterintuitive. Sixty-five percent of the immigration that we allow is not based
on skill set but based on family relationship.
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Only 12 percent of our immigration is
based on skill set, and what is the result? The result of that, as I have read,
is that as many as 42 percent of the
new applications for Medicaid come
from immigrants. At a disproportionately large amount, legal immigrants
rely on our social safety net, and that
makes us less rather than more competitive.
We need comprehensive immigration
reform, but what that means to me is
that we need to base our immigration
largely on skill set. I am not saying
eliminate immigration based on family
relationship, but I am saying make
that a much smaller piece of the pie.
Another problem with our immigration system is with our student visa
program. We have the best universities
in the world. People come from all
over. In fact, I think I read yesterday
that there were a record number of foreign students in American universities.
So the problem is when they get
their degree and after their student
visa expires, under our immigration
system, we require that they go back
to their home country. We prevent
them from staying here.
They have to go back to their home
country for a period of years before
they can even apply to come back to
the United States. We have given them
the best education in the world, and we
force them out of this country.
So what does that mean, practically?
Let’s say we have a gentleman from
China who gets an engineering degree
from MIT and has the best idea in the
world to manufacture whatever it
might be, but he can’t stay here and do
that. He can’t even apply.
He has to go back home and do his
initial public offering and build his
plant there and employ thousands of
people there, rather than using the
education that our American universities gave him to create thousands of
jobs here in this country.
There are so many things about our
immigration system and there are so
many things about so many areas of
Federal law that are clearly counterintuitive. They are exactly the opposite of what they need to be to make
this country competitive.
Next, we have addressing distortions
and abuses in our trading system. I am
not going to spend a whole lot of time
on this, but let me just say that, at one
time, we were so advanced, we were so
competitive, we were so much far
ahead of the rest of the world, that we
could adopt trading plans that weren’t
necessarily to our benefit.
We can’t afford to do that anymore.
We need to have free trade. We need to
have fair trade.
b 1900
Improving American logistics, communications and energy infrastructure.
Everybody knows we need infrastructure to be competitive. We do so many
things to hold ourselves up: roads,
bridges, pipelines, and everything else.
Federal regulation drags out projects
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for not just years—decades—and drives
up cost.
When the Port of Miami has been
working on trying to get their environmental permit to deepen their port to
50 feet for post-Panamax ships for over
a decade; when the Port of Charleston,
in my home State of South Carolina,
has been under study for 4 years to determine whether they can go from 46
feet to 52 feet so that they can take
these post-Panama Canal ships, and
they are hoping that they get that port
deepened by the year 2020, in the end
everybody knows that port is going to
get done. In the end, there will be little
or no environmental damage, and what
there is will be mitigated, but it is
going to take a decade of wrangling to
get to where we can deepen our port.
Let me tell you how important that
is. Right now, I think one in five families’ incomes in South Carolina are related to the use of that port. Companies in South Carolina, shipping or importing or exporting, it takes $3,000 to
ship a container from the Port of
Charleston to Shanghai on ships as
they exist today. When the Panama
Canal opens and the new ships come
through, that will drop the cost of
transportation by 20 to 30 percent. So
instead of it costing $3,000 to ship a
container from Charleston to Shanghai, it will cost $2,200.
If an importer or exporter in South
Carolina or in the Southeast doesn’t
have access to one of those ports, they
start out $800 per container behind the
rest of the world. So there are only two
of those ports that can take these ships
right now on the east coast: Norfolk
and Baltimore. If a manufacturer or an
importer or an exporter is looking to
where they are going to locate their
business, do you think they are going
to locate in a place that they are going
to start out $800 per container behind
the rest of the world?
And it is going to take us till 2020 to
get approvals to get this port deepened?
So many of these environmental
rules are just mechanisms to delay
progress. In the end, we know this port
is going to get done. Let’s get busy and
dig this port, and then we can talk
about what we need to do to mitigate.
But why are we going to hold it up for
a decade and put my home State and
this country at another competitive
disadvantage?
We need to work on infrastructure.
We need to find a way to get the highway trust fund funded. We need to
eliminate a lot of the uncertainty. So
many of these problems that are listed
here, because they haven’t been solved,
they create so much uncertainty in the
economy. It makes it very difficult for
businesses to invest.
The Federal Government is an incredibly complex organization, yet it
hasn’t had a budget in 5 years until
last year—not even a budget, not even
for a year. Any complex organization,
to make rational decisions, has to have
long-term planning, and we can’t even
do a budget for a year.
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We continually kick the can down
the road, things likes the highway
trust fund, things like the SGR, the
doc fix. The Federal Government has
got to resolve these things, remove
these uncertainties so that people
know how to plan and invest.
I skipped over one here: responsible
development of our oil and gas reserves. The administration has thrown
up every roadblock that you could
throw up to development of our reserves. We have had the largest oil and
gas boom in history in the last 6 years.
Eight years ago, when President
Bush was in, they were talking about
something called peak oil theory,
where they said we had already discovered all of the recoverable oil and it
was going to get lower and lower, and
it was going to be harder and harder to
recover and that we were at our finite
limits.
That shows you how wrong science
can be, because in the last 5 years we
have had the largest oil boom in history right here in the United States.
Yet, at the same time, the day that
President Obama was sworn in, gas was
$1.80 a gallon. Google it. It went up as
high as $3.75 a gallon just a few months
ago, and it has been gradually backing
down because, despite all of the roadblocks and all of the burdens that we
have placed on developing this oil, private industry is figuring out how to get
it done. We won’t let them build pipelines, so they put it on rail. We try to
regulate them out of the rail business,
and they figure out a way around that.
The administration is using executive orders to broaden the clean air
rules and the Clean Water Act to do everything they can to prevent the development of these oil and gas reserves,
and the result of that is that the price
of fuel is artificially high because they
want us off of these fossil fuels and
they want us on alternative energy.
You know what? So do I. But I want
it when the technology can deliver it
at a competitive price. I don’t want to
artificially inflate the cost of fossil
fuels simply to force us on to alternative energy, because, you see, cheap,
reliable energy is another factor that
makes us competitive.
How does it make us competitive?
Well, number one, it lowers the cost of
a company doing business in the
United States if they have cheap, reliable energy. That is obvious.
But another problem is we do have
the largest consumer market in the
world. Two-thirds of our economy is
based on consumer spending. And when
you have declining income, what does
that do to consumer spending? Obviously, it goes down. When you have increasing expenses for fuel and home
utilities, with the war on coal, that affects the cost of food, so all these
things rise. That takes money out of
the consumers’ pockets when they already have declining income.
What do you think that does to our
economy? What do you think that does
to our competitiveness?
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So we need low-cost energy because,
A, it makes it cheaper for companies to
do business here and will bring jobs
here, but it also puts more money in
consumers’ pockets.
When the President was first elected,
he said we need a stimulus program,
and he put in something called a payroll tax holiday that gave everybody,
the average working man, $90 a month
more in his pocket. But at the same
time, with his policies for energy, with
the war on coal taking our coal plants
offline, that increases the cost to the
average consumer by about $40 per
household a month.
If putting $90 a month in his pocket
is stimulus, what does taking $40 a
month out of his pocket do? That is
‘‘de-stimulus.’’
Then when his policies forced up the
price of gasoline from a $1.80 a gallon—
it was $3.80 a gallon; now it is $2.80 or
$3—every dollar a gallon costs the average consumer another $90 a month.
Now the payroll tax holiday is gone.
Instead of putting $90 a month in the
consumers’ pocket to stimulate the
economy, we are taking $200 a month
out of their pocket. What does that do
to the economy?
This one is a no-brainer. We need to
do everything we can to responsibly develop our fuel reserves; and we need
low-cost, reliable energy in this country to, A, encourage companies to
come here for the low energy cost and,
B, to put more money in consumers’
pockets to stimulate our economy.
The last thing on this list is create a
sustainable Federal budget, including
entitlement reform. I will run through
this, but I am about out of time.
Entitlements are on a collision
course with bankruptcy. Nobody who
understands it will argue that point.
These things have got to be done. They
create so much uncertainty. They create instability in our economy, and
they are nothing but future taxes.
The House Budget Committee, of
which I am a member, has put out a
budget that would balance in 10 years.
For the last 2 years in a row that I
have been in the Congress, and I believe 2 years before that, they have not
even been taken up by the Senate. We
need to put our budget on a path to
balancing. The nonpartisan Congressional Budget Office agrees and says
that where we are is unsustainable.
Mr. Speaker, thank you for your patience with me. Thank you for allowing
me to lay out my road map. I hope that
the Republicans and the Democrats
and everybody will consider this as a
pathway to a prosperous future.
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
f

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to:
Mr. FATTAH (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today.
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SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED
The Speaker announced his signature
to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the
following title:
S. 1086. An Act to reauthorize and improve
the Child Care and Development Block Grant
Act of 1990, and for other purposes.
f

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT
Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported that on November 17, 2014, she
presented to the President of the
United States, for his approval, the following bills:
H.R. 1233. To amend chapter 22 of title 44,
United States Code, popularly known as the
Presidential Records Act, to establish procedures for the consideration of claims of constitutionally based privilege against disclosure of Presidential records, and for other
purposes.
H.R. 4194. To provide for the elimination or
modification of Federal reporting requirements.
f

ADJOURNMENT
Mr. RICE of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 13 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, November 19, 2014, 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:
7739. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting a letter
on the approved retirement of Lieutenant
General Jan-Marc Jouas, United States Air
Force, and his advancement on the retired
list to the grade of lieutenant general; to the
Committee on Armed Services.
7740. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media
Bureau, Federal Communications Commission, transmitting the Commission’s final
rule — Amendment of Section 73.202(b) FM
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations
(McCall, Idaho) [MB Docket No.: 14-69] [RM11716] received October 9, 2014, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
7741. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a determination pursuant to
Section 552(c)(2) of the Foreign Assistance
Act to provide commodities and services for
immediate assistance to Ukraine; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.
7742. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a Memorandum of Justification
for a drawdown under section 506(a)(1) of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended,
to provide assistance to Ukraine; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.
7743. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-462, ‘‘License to
Carry a Pistol Temporary Amendment Act of
2014’’; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.
7744. A letter from the Acting Auditor, Office of the District of Columbia Auditor,
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transmitting a report entitled, ‘‘District of
Columbia Public Schools’ Budget Development and Execution Processes Were Not Sufficient to Avoid Divisional Over- and UnderSpending’’; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.
7745. A letter from the Acting Auditor, Office of the District of Columbia Auditor,
transmitting a report entitled, ‘‘Improved
Oversight of the UDC Land Grant Endowment Fund is Required’’; to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform.
7746. A letter from the Acting Auditor, Office of the District of Columbia Auditor,
transmitting a report entitled, ‘‘District
Special Events Processes Can Be Improved’’;
to the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
7747. A letter from the Acting Auditor, Office of the District of Columbia Auditor,
transmitting a report entitled, ‘‘Metropolitan Police Department First Amendment Investigations Complied with District Law in
2013’’; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.
7748. A letter from the Acting Auditor, Office of the District of Columbia Auditor,
transmitting a report entitled, ‘‘Certification of Revised Fiscal Year 2014 Total
Local Source General Fund Revenues (Net of
Dedicated Taxes) in Support of the District’s
Issuance of General Obligation Bonds (Series
2014A and 2014B)’’; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.
7749. A letter from the Clerk, Court of Appeals, transmitting an opinion of the United
States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit, United States of America v. P.H.
Glatfelter Company and NCR Corporation,
No. 13-2436 & 13-2441, (September 25, 2014); to
the Committee on the Judiciary.
7750. A letter from the Federal Liaison Officer, Department of Commerce, transmitting the Department’s final rule — Renaming of Express Mail to Priority Mail Express
[Docket No.: PTO-P-2014-0045] (RIN: 0651AC98) received October 20, 2014, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the
Judiciary.
7751. A letter from the Manager, EP Rulings and Agreements, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule —
Update for Weighted Average Interest Rates,
Yield Curves, and Segment Rates [Notice
2014-62] received October 20, 2014, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.
7752. A letter from the Administrator,
TSA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Administration’s certification that the level of screening services
and protection provided at Roswell International Air Center (ROW) will be equal to
or greater than the level that would be provided at the airport by TSA Transportation
Security Officers; to the Committee on
Homeland Security.
f

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally referred, as follows:
By Mr. LAMBORN:
H.R. 5727. A bill to require certifications by
prospective contractors with the United
States Government that they are not boycotting persons, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, and in addition to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
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