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join with them and work together on
those issues.

But we have to have a Nation of laws
and a Nation that respects the rule of
law. We have to shut off the bleeding at
the border.

We need to get more of our Ameri-
cans to work. You notice I didn’t say
back to work, Mr. Speaker. We're
sometimes into the third and fourth
generation where they didn’t work at
all. They have learned how to game the
system, and we’ve accepted it. We no
longer require the welfare-to-work part
of this; that you get 5 years total and
then you have to go to work. What we
see happen is 77 means-tested welfare
programs. Nobody can monitor all of
that. And the will of the American peo-
ple isn’t such because now half the
households don’t pay income tax. But
they go vote. And they vote themselves
largesse from the public treasury. They
vote themselves welfare benefits. There
are people here that pander to that,
and they understand that their polit-
ical base is expanded when they expand
the dependency class in America.

So what did they do?

They passed legislation in here under
Speaker PELOSI over and over again
that expanded the dependency class in
America because it strengthened their
political base. ObamaCare is a huge
key of expanding the dependency class.
It says we’re going to promise you that
every American has access to health
care, every single one. It wasn’t an
issue. But they conflated the two
terms, the term health care and health
insurance.

Anyone in America can show up in
the emergency room and be treated.
That’s access to health care, and it’s
probably superior to most nations. I'm
sure it’s superior to most nations in
the world. I don’t know a nation that
it’s not superior to.

But then it was the promise that,
well, it’s really not very good. It’s ex-
pensive that you show up in the emer-
gency room without insurance, so what
we really want to do is give everybody
their own insurance policy and insure
another 30 million people.

So I look at that, and I do the math
and I ask the question, who’s really not
insured and doesn’t have affordable op-
tions?

These numbers came from the United
States Senate, the Republican Senate
Conference, the Senate staff, and it
came down to this. You start with
about 306 million Americans, and then
you begin to subtract those that are in-
sured, those that are on Medicare,
those that qualify, those that are on
Medicaid, those that are qualified for
Medicaid but don’t sign up, those that
are covered under their employer, and
those that are eligible under their em-
ployer and don’t sign up, and you begin
to reduce this number of 306 million
Americans down. First you take the in-
sured, subtract that from 306, and then
you begin to identify the Americans
that are uninsured. That was those
that are here illegally. I’'m not inter-
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ested in funding their health insurance
package. I think it’s wrong and im-
moral for us to do that. They’re not on
my list.

When you boil it down, Americans
without affordable options numbered
12.1 million. Now, that is a lot of peo-
ple, but it’s less than 4 percent of our
population. Yet ObamaCare sought to
disrupt and transform and change and
socialize the health insurance industry
in America, 100 percent of it, the
health care delivery system, 100 per-
cent of that, in order to reduce the
number of uninsured Americans with-
out affordable options from some num-
ber that’s less than 4 percent down to
some other lower number.

At what cost?

The cost of American liberty, cost of
the United States Constitution. The
cost of our freedom.

ObamaCare is a malignant tumor,
and it is metastasizing in the heart and
soul of the spirit of the American peo-
ple.

We are a vigorous people. We are a
people that have skimmed the cream of
the crop off of every donor civilization
on the planet, Mr. Speaker. The vigor
that came from people that had a vi-
sion and a dream, that came here
across the pond in one way or another
because they wanted to access the lib-
erty and the freedom that we have here
is a different kind of a vigor than say-
ing, well, we got good vigor from Great
Britain, and we got it from France and
Germany and Italy, wherever else,
Eastern Europe and around the planet,
Greece, name it. No, we got the best of
every donor civilization. We got the
vigor from every donor civilization. We
got the dreamers from every country
that sent legal immigrants here, that
gives America a unique vigor. It’s dif-
ferent than any other country in the
world. That’s the reason why we suc-
ceed. It’s the reason why we can take
free enterprise and do something with
it. It’s why America has risen to be-
come the unchallenged greatest Nation
on the planet.

We have all of the rights that come
from God that are defined so clearly
and well, not just in the Declaration,
but in the Constitution and especially
in the Bill of Rights, and you add to
that free enterprise, and you add to
that this vigor that comes from legal
immigrants from all over, from every
civilization, and you have an America
that has a spirit and an attitude that’s
unique on the planet.

It is unsuitable to take a free people
and tie the yoke of ObamaCare around
their neck. I will draw the line. I want
to see shutting off all funding to
ObamaCare tied to the debt ceiling bill,
Mr. Speaker. Before we even discuss
the debt ceiling, I want a guarantee
that all of our troops get paid on time.
In the event of a debt ceiling limit or
a shutdown of any kind, uniformed
troops in the United States or any-
where in the world serving Uncle Sam
need to know their paycheck is going
to be wired into their account on time
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every time, no matter what is going on
here in the United States Congress.

Second point, ToMm McCLINTOCK’s full
faith and credit bill that sets up the
priority on how we would pay our debts
in the event of a debt ceiling limit
being reached. We can set those prior-
ities, and it needs to be, pay the inter-
est on those who have loaned money to
America first and move our way on
down the priority list.

Do those two things, send them out
of this House, send them over to HARRY
REID in the Senate, and he can decide.
Pick them up and send them to the
President of the United States and let
him sign, let the President sign both of
those bills, the Gohmert bill, the
McClintock bill into law.

That, Mr. Speaker, would be the
qualifier before we’d even begin to dis-
cuss what we would do about the pros-
pects of raising a debt ceiling.

But for me, I'd put the cutting off of
all funds to ObamaCare on that debt
ceiling bill and say there can be no
raising of the debt ceiling here by the
House of Representatives unless we
shut off all the funding that’s going to
implement or enforce ObamaCare, at
least until such time as the Supreme
Court should rule.

The President is delaying the action
of the Supreme Court. He could have
asked for an expedited review of
ObamaCare. We all know it’s going to
the Supreme Court. The President is
delaying the decision in the Supreme
Court the same way that he delayed
bringing his birth certificate out.

Mr. Speaker, it is so important that
we not chase good money after bad,
that the Supreme Court rule on
ObamaCare. At least then, then let
Congress decide when they might ap-
propriate rather than these automatic
appropriations.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

—
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PROVIDE FOR THE COMMON
DEFENSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 30 min-
utes.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I cer-
tainly do appreciate the recommenda-
tions of my friend from Iowa. And I
certainly agree, we should be passing a
bill that would require no leeway for
the Treasury’s Secretary, that he
should pay our debts as they come due
and also make sure the military is paid
on time. We know that Social Security
is already going to be mandatory
spending in the event of a shutdown.
And that way we are allowed to pursue
the issues that are most critical and
that is, really, in the interest of chil-
dren. That term is used so often. It is
really true now. We have got to cut the
ridiculous, irresponsible spending to
preserve this Union.

But there are two problems out there
that are seeking to destroy this coun-
try. One is passively to destroy this
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country, and that is our gross, irre-
sponsible overspending: $2.1 trillion
coming in and $3.75 trillion going out.
We won’t last much longer as a coun-
try if that continues.

The other is not passive. It is very
active. And our great military and in-
telligence communities did a fantastic
job apparently in taking out the most
wanted man last weekend in the world,
the man responsible for possibly more
murders than anyone currently in ex-
istence on the planet, but certainly he
had killed more Americans than any-
one else alive on the planet today. And
that was, of course, Osama bin Laden.

But there has been a great rewriting
of history. And since we know—it has
been made very clear that there are
radical Islamist jihadists that want to
destroy our country—it is ridiculous
not to defend ourselves. We took an
oath to defend the Constitution.

We are supposed to provide for the
common defense. It is the most impor-
tant responsibility that we as a Fed-
eral Government have, because if we do
not provide for a common defense, then
it matters not what we try to do in the
way of Medicare and Medicaid. All
kinds of problems occur in the U.S.

If we don’t defend ourselves, there
are plenty of evil groups who would
love to destroy our way of life. In the
case of the radical Islamic jihadists,
they believe that as much freedom as
we have in America leads to decadence
and debauchery and that we need one
leader, one religious leader, an ahmadi,
to preside over one giant, worldwide
caliphate.

So for those of us who realize on both
sides of the aisle we make a lot of mis-
takes, people across the country make
a lot of mistakes. No one at the cur-
rent time on Earth is perfect. We real-
ize still that freedom to make our own
choices is what the Founders intended,
and that is because they believed that
the Creator—as they referenced in the
Declaration, God referenced in other
places, Providence in other places, they
believed that that was God’s choice for
our life, that we have choice.

And even though God knew that we
would make bad choices, when people
can freely love of their own volition,
their own choice, as a father I know
that means so much more than if you
demand that a child or someone in
your care act like they love you.

So thank God. He desires our love
and our praise. As a result, we were
given freedom of choice. You don’t
have to look too deeply into founding
documents and diaries and journals to
realize just how much the Founders,
the Continental Congress members, be-
lieved that.

So it gets interesting when people
try to rewrite history and especially in
the process of failing to properly pro-
vide for the common defense.

We had the Attorney General of the
United States before the Judiciary
Committee this week, and of concern
to me and many others has been the re-
fusal of this Justice Department to
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prosecute the unindicted coconspira-
tors in the Holy Land Foundation trial.

The evidence used in that case had
been adduced from back in 1991, 1993.
There was a treasure trove of material
found, I believe, in 2004 here, just
across in Virginia. There was a sub-
basement that had tremendous
amounts of documents reflecting the
plans and intentions and strategy for
the effort to bring down the govern-
ment as we know it, our way of life as
we know it, and that was by radical
Muslims.

I am also thankful that there are a
majority of Muslims who are mod-
erates. They don’t believe jihad means
to go about destroying those who op-
pose what you are doing. They believe
that jihad means an internal change of
life. And when someone has a moderate
Muslim for a friend, he has a friend for
life. It kind of reminds me of southern
hospitality.

But, nonetheless, we do our moderate
Muslim friends no favors in failing to
oppose the radical Islamic jihadists,
because make no mistake, if we do not
defend this Nation against the radical
Islamic jihadists, then some of the peo-
ple that would lose their lives, at a
minimum lose their freedoms, would be
moderate Muslims, because being a
moderate is not abided in the world of
a radical Muslim. If you don’t believe
just as they do, then it is okay to take
your life.

So that’s why I say we are no friend
to our moderate Muslim friends if we
do not defend this Nation against the
radicals, because our moderate Muslim
friends will be targeted if we do not do
our job in defending the Nation, which
brings me back again to the Holy Land
Foundation trial.

The Bush administration, acting on
information that was obtained through
the 1990s through the Clinton adminis-
tration Justice Department, FBI, and
especially since 1993, the efforts made
by the FBI, the incredibly professional
work that was done, it was amazing
how well they put a case together. Un-
fortunately, when the case was tried
the first time, it led to a hung jury. In
the pleadings—and I have many of the
documents here. Not all of them. There
are boxes and boxes of documents, and
I understand even now, under Attorney
General Holder, the Justice Depart-
ment has boxes and boxes of evidence,
documents, wiretaps that have not
even been translated. You would think
that would be fairly important before a
decision was made on whether or not to
pursue the unindicted coconspirators.

Now, it is not always the case, but in
this case the unindicted coconspirators
were actually listed. If one goes
through the 1list of unindicted co-
conspirators, you find groups like the
Islamic Society of North America, aka
ISNA; you find the North American Is-
lamic Trust, aka NAIT. It is amazing.
You find Founders of CAIR, C-A-I-R.

So it was intriguing, after having
five convictions on all 108 allegations
in the Holy Land Foundation trial that
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went on in Dallas, that this Justice De-
partment would ultimately decide we
are not going to pursue any of those
other coconspirators or joint ven-
turers, who the evidence shows clearly
provided financing for a known ter-
rorist group, Hamas. The documenta-
tion is substantial.
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And this is only a tiny thimbleful of
the evidence that was in the case.

But when I look here at the Islamic
Society of North America, at some of
the evidence that came out, we have
journal voucher after journal voucher
showing the money that was taken out
and used to ultimately assist in ter-
rorism or to fund a terrorist group.
You see all these journal entries. There
are deposit slips in here making clear
all kinds of things in the way of
money. All kinds of amounts were
transferred to assist in the funding of
terrorism.

In fact, at the conclusion of the first
part of the case with the five defend-
ants, some of the unindicted co-
conspirators filed a motion to require
the Federal District Judge in Dallas to
strike or eliminate all of the names of
the unindicted coconspirators, or at
least their own, and an assistant U.S.
Attorney in Dallas named James Jacks
did a very good job in rebutting that
and laying out in his brief before the
Federal District Court how there were
significant amounts, tremendous
amounts of evidence that showed that
the unindicted coconspirators’ names
should not be stricken from the record.
And the judge in his memo order on the
case came back and said basically
there is a prima facie case.

In fact, the judge said here—this is in
his memo decision, and this is Judge
Solis, a Federal judge in Dallas—‘‘The
government has produced ample evi-
dence to establish the associations of
CAIR, C-A-I-R, ISNA, Islamic Society
of North America, and NAIT, the North
American Islamic’’—I have it here,
what the T stands for—‘with HLF, the
Islamic Association for Palestine and
with Hamas. While the court recog-
nizes that evidence produced by the
government largely predates the HLF
designation date, its evidence is none-
theless sufficient to show the associa-
tion of these entities with HLF, IAP
and Hamas,”” and being conjunctive to-
gether and not disjunctive. The judge
goes on to say, ‘Thus maintaining the
names of the entity on the list is ap-
propriate in light of the evidence prof-
fered by the government.”

He goes further in his opinion and
says, ‘“The explanatory memorandum
includes a section entitled ‘Under-
standing the Role of the Muslim Broth-
erhood in North America,” which states
that the work of the IKhwan in the
United States is a kind of grand jihad
in eliminating and destroying the
Western civilization from within and
sabotaging its miserable house by their
hands and the hands of the believers so
that it is eliminated and God’s religion
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is made victorious over all other reli-
gions.”

Also contained in that document is a
list of the Muslim Brotherhood’s ‘‘or-
ganizations and the organizations of
our friends,”” which includes ISNA,
NAIT, the Occupied Land Fund, which
was HLF’s former name, and the
United Association for Studies and Re-
search. During the early years of the
OLF and HLF operation, OLF raised
money and supported Hamas through a
bank account that it held with ISNA
and NAIT.

Indeed, OLF operated from within
ISNA in Plainfield, Indiana, where de-
fendant Baker was employed. The Mus-
lim Brotherhood supervised the cre-
ation of a ‘‘Palestine Committee,”
which was put in charge of other orga-
nizations such as HLF, IAP, UASR, and
ISNA. The July 30, 1994, meeting agen-
da for the Palestine Committee lists
IAP, HLF, UASR, and CAIR as working
organizations for the Palestine Com-
mittee.

The order is pretty extraordinary in
following the pleadings as filed by a
quite capable assistant U.S. Attorney
at that time, now interim U.S. Attor-
ney in Dallas, and stating basically
there is a prima facie case here. In fact,
this has come to the attention of a
number of us, not insignificantly, what
to do with Patrick Poole and his re-
search, Andrew McCarthy and his re-
search, and other individuals who have
been prosecutors, people who are famil-
iar with the system, how the system
works.

PETE KING, himself, has a very point-
ed letter that was sent to the Attorney
General, asking for answers, and yet he
really didn’t get much of an answer. In
fact, his letter reads this way. It was
dated April 15.

“Dear Attorney General Holder, I
write to inquire about your decision
not to prosecute the 246 individuals and
organizations named as unindicted co-
conspirators in a Hamas terror finance
case.”

Actually, it is the largest terror fi-
nance case in American history. If you
don’t cut off the money, the terrorism
will continue, and if the terrorists have
tremendous amounts of money, it is a
lot tougher to defeat them as our
enemy, our sworn enemy, sworn to de-
stroy our way of life. If you cut off
their funding, it is a lot easier to be at
war with someone in a tent, riding a
camel, than it is someone who has jets,
RPGs and the most sophisticated weap-
onry and the ability to build million
dollar compounds to hide in.

Of course, money also opens the pos-
sibility for bribes, which makes it a
whole lot easier to hide in plain sight,
because people are willing to look the
other way. We don’t know if that was
occurring in Pakistan. There is a lot
still to be learned in that situation.

But Chairman KING, PETE KING, goes
on and says, ‘“‘I have been reliably in-
formed that the decision not to seek
indictments of the Council on Amer-
ican Islamic Relations and its co-
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founder, Omar Ahmad, the Islamic So-
ciety of North America and the North
American Islamic Trust was usurped
by high-ranking decisions at the De-
partment of Justice headquarters over
the vehement and stated objections of
special agents and supervisors of the
FBI, as well as the prosecutors at the
U.S. Attorney’s Office in Dallas, who
had investigated and successfully pros-
ecuted the Holy Land Foundation case.
Their opposition to this decision raises
serious doubt that the decision not to
prosecute was a valid exercise of pros-
ecutorial discretion.”

Chairman KING goes on and says, ‘I
request you provide answers to the fol-
lowing questions:

“What are the reasons for the De-
partment’s decision not to prosecute
CAIR, ISNA, NAIT, and Mr. Ahmad,
who is a CAIR cofounder and former
head of the Palestine Committee of the
Muslim Brotherhood in the TUnited
States?

“Who made the final decision not to
prosecute?

“Who, if anyone, from the Executive
Office of the President consulted with,
advised or otherwise communicated
with the Department of Justice in elec-
tronic, oral or written form regarding
the Department’s decision to not seek
indictments of CAIR, ISNA, NAIT, and
Mr. Ahmad?

‘“How does and will the Department
and the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion address the potential for CAIR,
ISNA, NAIT to engage in terrorism fi-
nancing?

“What policies with regard to those
organizations have you implemented to
address that threat?

“The answers to these questions
should provide some explanation for
declining a prosecution that is strongly
supported by the record from the Holy
Land Foundation trial.”

Then the chairman goes through and
cites some of the information from
that case, and he goes on and says,
‘“Hamas has been designated as a ter-
rorist organization by the Department
of State since October 9, 1997, and its
status was reconfirmed by the most re-
cent annual report of the National
Counterterrorism Center, issued April
30, 2010.

O 1530

“Hamas shamefully conducts cow-
ardly suicide bombings against civilian
targets inside Israel.” He goes on and
sets out some further information
there.

It also should be noted that Chair-
man LAMAR SMITH, when it was
brought to the attention by some of us
on the committee, also sent a letter to
the Attorney General, requesting infor-
mation about these very same things.
In fact, there was a memo that was in-
volved, and Chairman SMITH on behalf
of the Judiciary Committee requested
a copy of the March 31, 2010, memo en-
titled: ‘‘Declination of Prosecution of
Omar Ahmad’” from Assistant Attor-
ney General David Kris to Acting Dep-
uty Attorney General Gary Grindler.
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As I understand it, Chairman KING
got a response; very unsatisfactory.
Basically, they’re not telling him any-
thing. If they follow that tradition,
Chairman SMITH is not likely to get
much of an answer. But it causes great
concern because we have the Attorney
General, who has testified before the
committee this week that no one in his
Department was involved in advising
or consulting over that. Yet we have
information about a memo which may
contradict the Attorney General di-
rectly. If that’s the case, he would have
given false information before a com-
mittee not once but a number of times
during his testimony before the House
Judiciary Committee. I hope and pray
that’s not true, but there’s one way to
find out.

Instead of providing the memo that
was requested, he referred Mr. TRENT
FRANKS, when he asked, to a Dallas
Morning News article that quotes Mr.
Jacks as saying there were no political
factors involved in that decision. Well,
I have a copy of that article as well. I
also have a copy of Mr. Jacks’ plead-
ings where he did a very nice job of set-
ting out that there was a strong case—
in essence, a prima facie case—against
these people wanting to have their
names eliminated as coconspirators in
the pleading. He also filed a pleading
with the Fifth Circuit Court of Ap-
peals.

Now, I know as a former judge and
chief justice that lawyers are not sup-
posed to file pleadings and try to per-
suade based on facts that they believe
or know not to be true. It’s called fraud
upon the court, and there’s punitive ac-
tion that lies in that case. But the in-
formation that U.S. Attorney Jacks
provided to the district court and to
the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals ap-
pears to be very authentic and very
well done. Obviously, a very capable
lawyer. There are no punitive actions
that can be taken for misleading a
newspaper. On the other hand, perhaps
he doesn’t know what was in the memo
that was requested from March of last
year.

But we’re now getting into some very
serious grounds when the Attorney
General of the United States will not
be forthcoming, changes his answers a
number of times about who consulted
or didn’t consult; who’s in his depart-
ment, who’s not in his department; who
participated. So we’ve got a lot of ex-
plaining to get to. I hope there are le-
gitimate explanations. But one thing is
very clear, Mr. Speaker, and that is
when the Attorney General is holding
evidence that will answer the questions
that were asked and prove if anyone is
lying and who is lying and when they
lied, it is not at all comforting to say,
We’re not giving you evidence that
might contradict something that’s
been said by the Justice Department,
but we will refer you to a newspaper
article that an interim U.S. Attorney
gave, who serves at the will of the
United States President. So then,
again, as a former judge, you'’re not
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looking for evidence which may sup-
port or not.

Could there be politics at play in this
kind of decision? Well, about this Is-
lamic Society of North America, ISNA,
it’s interesting. I got a transcript of
the speech, because I got it off of the
White House Web site today, made by
the Deputy National Security Adviser
to the President of the United States,
Barack Obama, his being Denis
McDonough. This was actually, it says,
for immediate release March 6, 2011.
This is printed, like I say, from the
Web site. These are the remarks of the
Deputy National Security Adviser to
the President, Barack Hussein Obama,
in which he starts his remarks like
this:

Thank you, Imam Majid, for your
very kind introduction and welcome.

By the way, these are remarks to the
All Dulles Area Muslim Society,
ADAMS, ironically.

Thank you, Imam Majid, for your
very kind introduction, and welcome. 1
know that President Obama was very
grateful that you led the prayer at last
summer’s iftar dinner at the White
House, which, as the President noted,
is a tradition stretching back more
than two centuries to when Thomas
Jefferson hosted the first iftar dinner
at the White House.

Well, ‘“iftar’ refers to the evening
meal when Muslims break their fast
during the Islamic month of Ramadan.
Iftar is one of the religious observances
of Ramadan, and is often done as a
community with people gathering to
break their fast together. Iftar is done
right after sunset time. Traditionally,
a date is the first thing to be consumed
when the fast is broken.

But if you look at the true history of
the country, Thomas Jefferson did in-
vite a leader from Tunis to break bread
with him at the White House, and it
was at the conclusion of Ramadan, but
there’s no evidence to indicate whatso-
ever that this was a traditional iftar
dinner.

You get back to the facts. In the sec-
ond paragraph, he says—and this is
Denis McDonough, Deputy National
Security Adviser—Our Founders under-
stood the best way to honor the place
of faith in the lives of people was to
protect their freedom to practice reli-
gion. In the Virginia Act, establishing
religious freedom, Thomas Jefferson
wrote that all men shall be free to pro-
fess and by argument to maintain their
opinions in matters of religion.

He goes on in his remarks, and he
says, Thank you also for being one of
our Nation’s leading voices for the val-
ues that make America so strong, espe-
cially religious freedom and tolerance.

Parenthetically, I'm not sure if toler-
ance includes funding terrorist activi-
ties against Israel and the TUnited
States, but that’s a parenthetical ques-
tion on my part.

Back to Mr. McDonough, Whether
it’s here at the ADAMS Center or as
president of the Islamic Society of
North America, you’ve spoken with
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passion and eloquence not only about
your own Islamic faith but for the need
to build bridges of understanding and
trust between faiths.

This is incredible. The Deputy Na-
tional Security Adviser is thanking the
president of a coconspirator—mamed,
at least, as a coconspirator, joint ven-
turer in the Holy Land Foundation
trial. He was not merely introducing
him at this proceeding, but was also
thanking him for being a confidant
who led the White House in prayer in
their iftar proceeding in the White
House. The president of a coconspirator
to fund terrorist activities is leading
Muslim prayers in the White House.

I realize my time has expired. I just
know we need to work hard so that this
country’s time will not expire.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. RANGEL (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of official
business in district.

———————

ADJOURNMENT

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 3 o’clock and 41 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Fri-
day, May 6, 2011, at noon.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

1424. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Minimum Quality
and Handling Standards for Domestic and
Imported Peanuts Marketed in the United
States; Section 610 Review [Doc. No.: AMS-

FV-10-0030; FV10-996-610 Review] received
March 23, 2011, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

1425. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Olives Grown in
California; Decreased Assessment Rate [Doc.
No.: AMS-FV-10-0115; FV11-932-1 IR] received

March 23, 2011, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

1426. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Pears Grown in
Oregon and Washington; Amendment To
Allow Additional Exemptions [Doc. No.:
AMS-FV-10-0072; FV10-927-1 IR] received
March 23, 2011, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

1427. A letter from the Director, Program
Development and Regulatory Analysis,
Rural Development Utilities Programs, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Rural Broadband
Access Loans and Loan Guarrantees (RIN:
05672-AC06) received April 6, 2011, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.
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1428. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Department of Energy,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Energy Conservation Program for Consumer
Products: Decision and Order Granting 180-
Day Extension of Compliance Date for Resi-
dential Furnaces and Boilers Test Procedure
Amendments [Docket Number: EERE-2008-
BT-TP-0020] (RIN: 1904-AB89) received April
4, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1429. A letter from the Deputy Director,
Regulations Policy and Management Staff,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
New Animal Drugs for Use in Animal Feeds;
Florfenicol; Correction [Docket No.: FDA-
2010-N-0002] received April 8, 2011, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

1430. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final
rule — Amendment of Section 73.622(i), Post-
Transition Table of DTV Allotments, Tele-
vision Broadcast Stations (Jackson, Mis-
sissippi) [MB Docket No.: 11-8] received April
6, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1431. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s final rule —
Western Electric Coordinating Council
Qualified Transfer Path Unscheduled Flow
Relief Regional Reliability Standard [Docket
No.: RMO09-19-000; Order No. 746] received
April 4, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1432. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule — Control of the Processing and
Use of Stainless Steel (Regulatory Guide
1.44, Revision 1) received April 6, 2011, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

1433. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule — Notice of Availability (NOA) of
the Models for Plant-Specific Adoption of
Technical Specifications Task Force (TSTF)
Traveler TSTF-422, Revision 2 ‘“Change in
Technical Specifications End States (CE
NPSD-1186)", for Combustion Engineering
(CE) Pressurized Water Reactor (PWR)
Plants Using the Consolidated Line Item Im-
provement Process (CLIIP) [NRC-2010-XXXX]
received April 6, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

1434. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department
of State, transmitting Transmittal No.
DDTC 10-128, pursuant to the reporting re-
quirements of Section 36(c) and 36(d) of the
Arms Export Control Act; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

1435. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department
of State, transmitting Transmittal No.
DDTC 11-001, pursuant to the reporting re-
quirements of Section 36(c) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

1436. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department
of State, transmitting Transmittal No.
DDTC 11-031, pursuant to the reporting re-
quirements of Section 36(c) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

1437. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department
of State, transmitting Transmittal No.
DDTC 10-130, pursuant to the reporting re-
quirements of Section 36(c) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.
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