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where the country looks to for leader-
ship, not a single vote.

Mr. Speaker, I want to put up this
chart that I think graphically displays
what has been going on in this country
to illustrate a point—a sad point, no
matter how you view this chart.

Between 2001 and 2013, guns Kkilled
more people in the United States of
America than AIDS, illegal drug
overdoses, wars, and terrorism com-
bined. Gun violence has taken more in-
dividuals than all these other tragedies
and calamities combined.

Far more Americans have faced and,
as the families of victims, they hear
the remorse, they hear the platitudes,
they observe the moments of silence
and the laying of wreaths, but there is
no action that comes from the United
States Congress. These statistics
should stagger anyone who reads them
and compel Congress to take action,
any action, to address this epidemic of
gun violence.

Now, I say ‘‘any action.” Whether
you believe, as I do, that we should
have commonsense, universal back-
ground checks so that we keep guns
out of the hands of criminals, the men-
tally ill, and terrorists on a watch list,
this is common sense. This is what I
believe the Nation should be doing, and
I believe, frankly, so do a majority of
people in this Chamber and throughout
this country, but we have yet to take a
vote. We have yet, though there are
bills on the floor, though they are bi-
partisan. At least the Senate, in a bill
sponsored by Senator JOE MANCHIN,
Senator PAT TOOMEY, put forward a
reasonable proposition.

Whether you believe that it is a pan-
acea or not or that it will somehow
help, or maybe not, aren’t the citizens
of this country, aren’t the families of
the victims entitled to a vote? What do
we owe our constituents if not a vote?

If the United States Congress con-
tinues to remain silent, as it has, I sub-
mit, we are complicit in these deaths
every time we remain silent and every
time we take no action.

It doesn’t take a lot of courage,
frankly, to vote. We are protected in
this building by police. We are sur-
rounded by armed guards. There is
nothing that threatens any Member of
Congress from doing his constitutional
responsibility to vote.

What takes courage is what Officer
Garrett Swasey did just last week, giv-
ing his life in the line of duty, defend-
ing and protecting people under siege.
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Mr. Speaker, do you want to talk
about terrorist threats? There is real
terrorism happening in America every
day: more than 1,000 mass shootings
since Sandy Hook, deaths on our
streets due to gun violence.

We could rush in a matter of days to
this floor when an outrage occurred in
Paris, rush to this floor in days with
legislation to deal with refugees, and
yet, in our own country, in our own cit-
ies across this Nation and throughout
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our States, can we not have a vote in
Congress?

I recognize and respect the fact that
people will disagree and perhaps think
that background checks are not nec-
essary or won’t solve the problem.
Maybe that is true. I don’t believe so.
But aren’t we entitled to a vote? Aren’t
those victims of those families entitled
to a vote? Do their voices mean any-
thing?

If the vote fails, the body will have
spoken, and if the vote succeeds, this
body will have spoken also and will
have an opportunity to see its results
and observe it.

Mr. Speaker, that is how this great
body works. To be denied the oppor-
tunity to vote only, in my mind, makes
us further complicit to the tragedies
that are happening all across this
country.

Another day in America, another day
of gunfire, panic, and fear. How about a
day where Congress actually votes,
where Members actually stand up and
are accountable for what they say they
believe in so no matter how you feel on
this issue—and I truly respect people
who disagree with me.

But I would like to have the oppor-
tunity to vote the conscience of my
constituency and the beliefs that I
deeply hold. It would seem to me that,
in this day and age, in this body, we
ought to be able to do that.

I recognize that there are probably
not many people listening to my re-
marks right now, and I realize that
Americans are incredibly frustrated
with the United States Congress in
general because of its inaction on so
many levels.

But I urge anyone who is listening
across America, whether you are op-
posed to universal background checks
or you are in favor of them, to call
their Representatives and demand of
them before they go home to enjoy the
Christmas holidays, before we adjourn,
that we take a vote on this issue. De-
mand that we show you where we stand
on commonsense background checks.

If you really believe in your position,
what is there to hide from? We need to
take a vote. Americans need to know
where we stand. This isn’t a profile in
courage; this is our responsibility.

This issue has been looked at, it has
been studied, and it has supporters on
both sides. There is a discharge peti-
tion on the floor, but, frankly, this bill
ought to be brought to the floor and
voted on.

It should be voted on in the Senate
Chamber. It is my understanding that
HARRY REID will include it as an
amendment. The Senate then will have
voted twice, and the House remains si-
lent. We need to vote.

In this body, in this great Chamber, 1
would much rather be known by the
votes I have taken than the speeches I
have made, the press releases that have
gone out, and the 30-second sound bites
that will follow. I would like to be
known, as I believe all Members of this
body would, for the votes I have taken
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standing up on behalf of my constitu-
ents.

Above the podium of the Speaker,
there is a famous quote from Daniel
Webster, and I paraphrase that quote.
Webster asked aloud of all Members of
this body whether, in our day and gen-
eration, we will perform something for
which we will be remembered. I ask
this body for a vote for which we will
be remembered.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair and not to a per-
ceived viewing audience.

——————

SELF-DEFENSE ISSUES OF THE
DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT)
for 30 minutes.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, it was 2
years ago this week that a precious life
was cut short tragically. Kari Renee
Hunt, a resident of Marshall, Texas,
was murdered by her estranged hus-
band in a hotel.

They were in the hotel room. While
the estranged husband was assaulting
Kari, her 9-year-old daughter, while
witnessing the murder, did what most
parents teach their kids to do in an
emergency. She dialed 911—and got
nothing.

Because what this precious 9-year-
old—and the family hasn’t used her
name publicly, so I will not either—
what the precious girl didn’t know is
what a lot of folks dialing 911 in that
situation wouldn’t know, that you have
to dial 9 before you can dial 911. In
order to dial the 911, you need to dial
the 9 prefix in order to get an outside
line.

Mr. Speaker, she didn’t know that.
She was desperately trying to get help
to save her mother before the assault
turned into murder. She never got
help, not in time.

Kari’s father, Hank Hunt, has worked
tirelessly to try to get something done.
The State legislature in Texas has en-
acted a law, but from the Federal Gov-
ernment end, we can make it universal
across the country.

I do thank my friend Kevin Eltife for
his work in the State legislature.

Mr. Speaker, our bill is a little dif-
ferent. I was surprised to find out that,
actually, most of the time, there is no
cost whatsoever to requiring that a
phone be furnished to a business or a
home or anywhere where there might
be a need to punch 9 to get an outside
line—there is no cost to having a de-
fault that you can dial 911 without the
prefix, and it will go straight to the
emergency help.

Once I learned that, it became clear
there was no reason not to have a law
that just tells providers, provide the
phone so that the default when you
dial 911 is to get emergency help, that
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you don’t need a prefix to get an out-
side line.

So, today, after a lot of help—again,
I am thankful to Hank Hunt for his
tireless work—a number of groups have
made this easier to come together on
language that was acceptable to most.
There were a couple of objections, but
this is the final language.

So I want to thank Mark Fletcher
with AH&LA, the American Hotel &
Lodging Association; FCC Commis-
sioner Pai; and the 911 Association.

Mr. Speaker, the bill we filed today is
H.R. 4167, and, as it says in the bill, the
purpose is to amend the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 to require multiline
telephone systems to have a default
configuration that permits users to di-
rectly initiate a call to 911 without di-
aling an additional digit, code, prefix,
or postfix. That is the purpose.

It is a short bill of three pages. If it
had been the law 2 years ago, help
would likely have gotten there before
Kari’s murder was final. So, while this
legislation will not reverse the heart-
breaking loss of Kari, Kari’s law should
prevent it from happening again. And
when it doesn’t cost anything, why
not?

Mr. Speaker, I thank all of those who
have helped, and, actually, I want to
thank the news media in east Texas for
being so helpful in bringing attention
to this issue and helping us get to the
point where we are.

Now we have to get through com-
mittee and get it to the floor. We have
Senators, one in particular, looking at
it to bring to the Senate floor so we
can get this done and make it law.

There has been no veto threat on this
bill, so I would doubt the President
would refuse to sign it if we would just
pass it.

Since the shootings in San
Bernardino, I guess it shouldn’t have
been surprising that so many people
would immediately call out for gun
control even before they knew how Fa-
rouk—the defendants, the shooters, the
evil shooters, acquired their guns.

It is interesting that I believe there
were 13 bombs already made, a number
of bombs already made. So if guns were
completely outlawed in the TUnited
States, it wouldn’t change the evil in
the hearts of radical Islamists who are
bent on terrorizing and killing people.

Mr. Speaker, it gets tiresome hearing
people feel like they always have to
say, ‘‘All Muslims we know don’t feel
this way,” yet they have no conviction
and no compulsion, when they con-
demn Christians as being guilty of cru-
sades, of saying, ‘“‘But we know all
Christians don’t feel this way.”

I would submit, Mr. Speaker, that
the fact is I don’t know whether that
shooter in Colorado Springs was self-
described as a Christian or not. He ob-
viously was confused about his gender.
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Maybe the next thing we will hear is
that—since he apparently checked off—
or it is reported that he had filed a reg-
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istration where he indicated he was an
unaffiliated female, perhaps the next
we will be told is that maybe, if he had
been allowed to go into the little girl’s
restroom in elementary school, he
wouldn’t have later snapped and did
those merciless killings.

It has also been interesting—and, as
a former prosecutor, a judge, also—I
don’t know if there is anybody else in
this body of 435 representatives or any-
body in the Senate—I don’t know—who
has ever been court-appointed to ap-
peal a death penalty conviction as I
was.

Even though I begged the judge not
to appoint me, he did. And I do believe
in our adversarial system to the point
like John Adams said after the Boston
Massacre, for our system to work, it
requires adversaries on both sides
doing the best they can legally and
ethically.

When I got into it, it appeared clear
he had not gotten a fair trial. I later
convinced the highest court in Texas to
reverse his capital murder conviction,
which it did. I don’t know how many
others in this body or the Senate have
appealed and reversed a capital murder
conviction. People always think I am
such a heartless guy, but I do believe in
the rule of law and I do believe it
should be followed.

I don’t believe it helps the lawless-
ness that is breaking out across our
land to have an administration that
picks and chooses the laws that it likes
to enforce and have an IRS that abuses
their positions in the law, that has
Homeland Security that deletes thou-
sands of documents that would help us
identify terrorists and then go after
the guy that preserved them on his own
classified IronKey.

He is a real hero, but he has now been
forced out of Homeland Security. He
resigned. But after they empanelled a
grand jury to investigate him, became
terrorists in the way that the govern-
ment treated them, not with guns, but
with the power of this administration.

I mean, with somebody as law-abid-
ing as some of our whistleblowers have
been only to find that this administra-
tion will come after you if you try to
stand up for truth and integrity, can
we not expect lawlessness to break
out? John Adams wrote: This govern-
ment was intended for the governing of
a moral and religious people. It is not
fit to govern any others.

I know the President and others keep
saying there is nowhere in the world
that has the frequency of shootings
like this or mass murders like we do in
the United States. But, as I have men-
tioned before, there was an article by
Kyle Becker 4 months ago. He has a
chart and says, if you don’t compare
apples and oranges, if you actually
compare the number of rampage shoot-
ing fatalities to the number of people
in the country, then Norway is first,
15.3 per million; 1.85 per million in Fin-
land; 1.47 per million in Slovakia; 1.38
in Israel; .75 in Switzerland; and .72 per
million in the United States.
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The trouble is the loss of even one
life is unnecessary, and appropriate
steps should be taken to prevent them.

My friend John Lott has an article

out today in National Review. He
says—this is John Lott:
“On Sunday, Hillary Clinton

slammed Republicans for not being se-
rious about protecting Americans from
terrorism. ‘How many more Americans
need to die before we take action?’
Clinton asked in response to Friday’s
shooting at a Planned Parenthood clin-
ic in Colorado Springs. She believes
that stopping such attacks involves
‘common-sense steps like comprehen-
sive background checks, closing the
loopholes that let guns fall into the
wrong hands.” Within minutes of the
attack in San Bernardino, California,
yesterday, Clinton pushed again for
more regulations.

““Clinton also wants to crack down on
terrorism by prohibiting people on the
no-fly list from buying guns. ‘If you are
too dangerous to fly in America, you
are too dangerous to buy a gun in
America.’”’

And I will insert parenthetically that
I have got one of the most patriotic
friends I know who is a highly deco-
rated general in the United States
Army who lived just outside Marshall,
Texas.

We have had a number of times tried
to help the general, this patriotic free-
dom-loving American, who has put his
life on the line repeatedly. We have had
to repeatedly work to get his name off
the no-fly list because, apparently,
there is someone with a similar name.
And whoever that person is, this patri-
ot’s name is on the list.

Well, John Lott goes on:

‘“Are Republicans really putting
Americans in danger by opposing new
gun-control laws?

“After every mass shooting, Clinton
and President Obama have called for
‘comprehensive’ or ‘universal’ back-
ground checks, which would apply not
only to the purchase of guns from a
dealer, but also to private transfers of
guns. However, it wouldn’t have
stopped any of the mass shootings dur-
ing Obama’s tenure. Last weekend,
Clinton, Obama, and other Democrats
issued their calls for new legislation
before anyone even knew how the Colo-
rado shooter had obtained his rifle.

‘““Colorado already had expanded
background checks two years ago. So
had Oregon before the Umpqua Com-
munity College shooting in October.
France also has a background-check
system. So too does California, which
experienced yesterday’s attack. Yet,
while the existing laws didn’t stop
shootings of the very kind Clinton
claims that they will stop, she uses
these failures to justify imposing simi-
lar laws on the rest of the country.

“The American background-check
system is supposed to prevent the pur-
chase of a gun by anyone who has been
convicted of a felony or certain mis-
demeanors. The Feinstein amendment
would also ban the sale of guns to any-
one who is on the terrorist watch list.
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Now, being on the watch list sure
sounds bad, but it doesn’t mean that a
person has been convicted of anything.
In fact, it is pretty easy to get on the
watch list; you can be on it simply be-
cause the FBI wants to interview you
about someone you might know. Ac-
cording to the TechDirt website, about
40 percent of the people on the watch
list are considered to be under ‘reason-
able suspicion’ even though they have
absolutely ‘no affiliation with known
terrorist groups.’

“The number of people on the list has
grown dramatically during the Obama
administration; by 2013, there were
about 700,000 people on the list. As of
2014, about 50,000 people were on the no-
fly list. This is a ten-fold increase since
Obama became president.

‘“Between February 2004 and Decem-
ber 2014, over 2,000 people on the watch
list bought one or more guns. The gov-
ernment has not identified a single one
of these people as using a gun in a
crime.

‘““Should the government be able to
deny you the right to protect yourself
simply because it wants to ask you
about someone you might know? And
that isn’t the only problem posed by
the proposed expanded background
checks. In New York, today’s back-
ground checks add about $80 to the cost
of transferring a gun. In Washington
State, they add about $60. In Wash-
ington, D.C., they add $200. In effect,
these laws put a tax on guns and can
prevent less affluent Americans from
purchasing them. This disproportion-
ately affects poor minorities who live
in high-crime urban areas.

“While some people on ‘no-fly’ lists
are there because they are suspected of
terrorist activity, you can also get
added because you are a suspect in a
criminal case, made controversial
statements or tweets unrelated to ter-
rorism, are the victim of a clerical
error, or refused to become a govern-
ment informant.”

And I might add, last November, as I
was leaving London, I had a security
person tell me they realized I was a
U.S. Congressman and, ‘“We are very
sorry,” but that our Homeland Secu-
rity Department here in the United
States said I was to be thoroughly per-
sonally searched along with my bags.

I don’t know. Maybe they didn’t like
my questioning of the Secretary of
Homeland Security and were threat-
ened by my questions trying to get
truth out of them.

‘“Between February 2004 and Decem-
ber 2014, over 2,000 people on the watch
list bought one or more guns.” It is
pretty amazing there. But not one of
them—not a single one of those people
have been accused of using a gun in a
crime.

So even if these people wanted this
law to be changed, it would not have
changed the outcome in Oregon, Colo-
rado, or California. It seems as if my
well-meaning friends proposing tough-
er and tougher laws to take away our
Second Amendment rights mean well,
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but they are proposing things without
even knowing whether they would save
a single life. Certainly they will take
away rights of law-abiding Americans,
but they certainly would not have
changed the outcome in Colorado or
California.

“The error rate for identifying poten-
tial terror threats is probably similar
to the error rate for background checks
on gun purchases. Over 94 percent of
‘initial denials’ for gun purchases are
dropped after just a preliminary re-
view. These cases were dropped either
because the wrong person had been
stopped or because the covered offenses
were decades old and the government
decided not to prosecute. The total
error rate comes to about 99 percent.

“Putting people on a list and prohib-
iting them from legally purchasing
guns doesn’t really stop them from get-
ting weapons. The fact that people are
prohibited from buying certain drugs
doesn’t mean people can’t get them.
It’s the same with guns. And, inciden-
tally, drug gangs supply both illegal
drugs and illegal guns.

“Indeed, since Clinton wants to make
a comparison to last week’s Paris at-
tacks, we should point out that
France’s strict weapon bans didn’t stop
the terrorists from getting the AK-47s
and explosive belts they used in the at-
tacks.

Strangely, the Oregon, Colorado,
California, and Paris shootings are
being used to push for additional gun-
control laws of the sort that failed to
prevent those attacks.”

That is John R. Lott, Jr., today writ-
ing.

When I proposed and filed Kari’s Law
today, I had to be sure that it would
make a difference and that the added
burden would not cause any extra ef-
fort, cost money, hardly ever, just
something that needed to be done.

Kari’s Law would be a great law for
our country, whereas, the laws being
hailed as something we must pass
wouldn’t have saved a single one of the
lives that we will pause in silence and
for whom most of us will pray.
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Mr. Speaker, I know that Christians
are being reviled. Certainly, in the
Middle East, they are being beheaded.
Here, in the United States, after lead-
ers talked about praying for the vic-
tims’ families, there have been belit-
tling comments made.

But I look at the quote that Thomas
Jefferson provided. It is inscribed in his
memorial:

“God who gave us life gave us lib-
erty. And can the liberties of a nation
be thought secure when we have re-
moved their only firm basis, a convic-
tion in the minds of the people that
these liberties are of the gift of God?
that they are not to be violated but
with His wrath? Indeed, I tremble for
my country when I reflect that God is
just; that His justice cannot sleep for-
ever.”

Jefferson, on March 4, 1805, in his sec-
ond inaugural, said:
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‘.. .Ishall, need to the favor of that
Being in whose hands we are, who led
our forefathers, as Israel of old, from
their native land and planted them in a
country flowing with all the necessities
and comforts of life.”

James Madison made many declara-
tions and statements.

On July 23, 1813, in the National Day
of Public Humiliation and Prayer Proc-
lamation, James Madison, who is given
credit for being the most prolific au-
thor in the Constitution, said:

“If the public homage of a people can
ever be worthy of the favorable regard
of the Holy and Omniscient Being to
whom it is addressed, it must be that
in which those who join in it are guided
only by their free choice, by the im-
pulse of their hearts, and the dictates
of their consciences; and such a spec-
tacle must be interesting to all Chris-
tian nations as proving that religion,
that gift of Heaven for the good of
man, freed from all coercive edicts,
from that unhallowed connection with
the powers of this world which corrupts
religion . . . and making no appeal but
to reason, to the heart, and to the con-
science, can spread its benign influence
everywhere and can attract to the di-
vine altar those freewill offerings of
humble supplication, thanksgiving, and
praise, which alone can be acceptable
toHim...”

We have observed a time now in our
country’s history where we have gone
from, not nine Supreme Court Jus-
tices—most of the time, it is just five—
who have said, even though the Found-
ers have been requiring every day to
start with prayer since the beginning
of the new Constitution, we don’t think
you should have prayer in public
places.

That was a shocker. It would have
been a shocker to the Founders since
they started with prayer in the very
beginning and have continued through
to this day.

The Supreme Court goes on to say
that they don’t think you should talk
about Jesus. You can talk about Mo-
hammed, and you can talk all about
Islam, but you can’t talk about Jesus
Christ. We have even had Federal
judges say you can’t mention the name
“God” in your graduation ceremony.
Our judicial system has a small group
of judges who has run amuck, who has
lost its way, and it has taken the coun-
try with them.

Abraham Lincoln said:

“It is the duty of nations as well as
of men, to own their dependence upon
the overruling power of God, to confess
their sins and transgressions, in hum-
ble sorrow, yet with assured hope that
genuine repentance will lead to mercy
and pardon; and to recognize the sub-
lime truth, announced in the Holy
Scriptures and proven by all history,
that those nations only are blessed
whose God is the Lord.”

It is remarkable that this is 2 years
and 40-something days before his assas-
sination.

Abraham Lincoln, with people dying
all over the country, put this in print
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in his National Day of Humiliation,
Fasting and Prayer Proclamation.

Abraham Lincoln said:

“We have forgotten God. We have for-
gotten the gracious hand which pre-
served us in peace and multiplied and
enriched and strengthened us; and we
have vainly imagined, in the deceitful-
ness of our hearts, that all these bless-
ings were produced by some superior
wisdom and virtue of our own. Intoxi-
cated with unbroken success, we have
become too self-sufficient to feel the
necessity of redeeming and preserving
grace, too proud to pray to the God
that made us.

“It behooves us then to humble our-
selves before the offended Power, to
confess our national sins, and to pray
for clemency and forgiveness.”

I will just share one more,
Speaker.

William Howard Taft is the only man
in U.S. history to have been President
and Chief Justice—or any Justice—on
the Supreme Court.

In 1908, William Howard Taft said:

“No man can study the movement of
modern civilization from an impartial
standpoint and not realize that Christi-
anity and the spread of Christianity
are the only basis for the hope of mod-
ern civilization and the growth of pop-
ular self-government. The spirit of
Christianity is pure democracy. It is
the equality of man before God, the
equality of man before the law, which
is, as I understand it, the most godlike
manifestation that man has been able
to make.”

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

Mr.

————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. PAYNE (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of a med-
ical appointment.

———

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 22 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, Decem-
ber 7, 2015, at noon for morning-hour
debate.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

3630. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Comptroller, Department of Defense, trans-
mitting a letter reporting a violation of the
Antideficiency Act, Navy case number 14-01,
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1351; Public Law 97-258,
Sec. 1351; (96 Stat. 926); to the Committee on
Appropriations.

3631. A letter from the Assistant Director
for Legislative Affairs, Consumer Financial
Protection Bureau, transmitting the Bu-
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reau’s report on the impact of the Credit
Card Accountability Responsibility and Dis-
closure Act of 2009 on the consumer credit
card market, pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1616(d);
Public Law 111-24, Sec. 502(d); (123 Stat. 1756);
to the Committee on Financial Services.

3632. A letter from the Associate General
Counsel for Legislation and Regulations, De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, transmitting the Department’s in-
terim final rule — Changes to Accounting
Requirements for the Community Develop-
ment Block Grants (CDBG) Program [Docket
No.: FR 5797-1-01] (RIN: 2506-AC39) received
November 30, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Financial Services.

3633. A letter from the Chair, Securities
and Exchange Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s 2014 Annual Report of the Se-
curities Investor Protection Corporation,
pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 78ggg(c)(2); Public Law
91-598, Sec. 7(c)(2); (84 Stat. 16562); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

3634. A letter from the Program Analyst,
NHTSA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
List of Nonconforming Vehicles Decided to
be Eligible for Importation [Docket No.:
NHTSA-2015-0087] received December 2, 2015,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

3635. A letter from the Secretary, Federal
Trade Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s eleventh annual report on Ethanol
Market Concentration, pursuant to 42 U.S.C.
7545(0)(10)(B); Public Law 90-148, Sec. 1501(B)
(as added by Public Law 109-58, Sec. 1501(a));
(119 Stat. 1074); to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

3636. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule — Cyber Security Event Notifica-
tions, Regulatory Guide 5.83, received No-
vember 30, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

3637. A letter from the Chairman, Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s Fiscal Year 2015
Agency Financial Report, pursuant to 31
U.S.C. 3515(a); Public Law 101-576, Sec. 303(a);
(104 Stat. 2849); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

3638. A letter from the Chief Executive Of-
ficer, Corporation for National and Commu-
nity Service, transmitting the Corporation’s
semiannual report to Congress for the period
from April 1, 2015, through September 30,
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen.
Act) Sec. 5(b); Public Law 95-452, Sec. 5(b);
(92 Stat. 1103); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

3639. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, transmitting the De-
partment’s semiannual report to Congress
covering the 6-month period that ended Sep-
tember 30, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app.
(Insp. Gen. Act) Sec. 5(b); Public Law 95-452,
Sec. 5(b); (92 Stat. 1103); to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

3640. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Senior Executive Management Office, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a notifi-
cation of a federal vacancy, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 1561(b); (112
Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

3641. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s Semiannual Re-
port to Congress for the period ending Sep-
tember 30, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app.
(Insp. Gen. Act) Sec. 5(b); Public Law 95-452,
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Sec. 5(b); (92 Stat. 1103); to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

3642. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Labor Relations Authority, transmitting the
Authority’s FY 2015 Performance and Ac-
countability Report, pursuant to 31 U.S.C.
35615(a); Public Law 101-576, Sec. 303(a); (104
Stat. 2849); to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

3643. A letter from the Chairman and Mem-
bers, Federal Labor Relations Authority,
transmitting the Authority’s semiannual re-
port for the period April 1, 2015, through Sep-
tember 30, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app.
(Insp. Gen. Act) Sec. 5(b); Public Law 95-452,
Sec. 5(b); (92 Stat. 1103); to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

3644. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Maritime Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s Performance and Account-
ability Report for fiscal year 2015, pursuant
to 31 U.S.C. 35615(a); Public Law 101-576, Sec.
303(a); (104 Stat. 2849); to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

3645. A letter from the Chairwoman, Fed-
eral Trade Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s Fiscal Year 2015 Agency Fi-
nancial Report, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3515(a);
Public Law 101-576, Sec. 303(a); (104 Stat.
2849); to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

3646. A letter from the Administrator, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s Semiannual Manage-
ment Report to Congress for the period of
April 1, 2015, through September 30, 2015, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act) Sec.
5(b); Public Law 95-452, Sec. 5(b); (92 Stat.
1103); to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

3647. A letter from the Labor Member and
Management Member, Railroad Retirement
Board, transmitting the Board’s semiannual
report for the period April 1, 2015, through
September 30, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app.
(Insp. Gen. Act) Sec. 5(b); Public Law 95-452,
Sec. 5(b); (92 Stat. 1103); to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

3648. A letter from the Chairwoman, U.S.
Election Assistance Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s semiannual report for
the period from April 1, 2015, through Sep-
tember 30, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app.
(Insp. Gen. Act) Sec. 5(b); Public Law 95-452,
Sec. 5(b); (92 Stat. 1103); to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

3649. A letter from the Chief, Border Secu-
rity Regulations Branch, U.S. Customs and
Border Protection, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Technical Amendment to List of
Field Offices: Expansion of San Ysidro, Cali-
fornia Port of Entry to include the Cross
Border Xpress User Fee facility [CBP Dec.:
15-17] received November 30, 2015, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

3650. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Pacific Aerospace Limited Airplanes
[Docket No.: FAA-2015-3620; Directorate
Identifier 2015-CE-029-AD; Amendment 39-
18319; AD 2015-23-03] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received
November 30, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

3651. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Agusta S.p.A. Helicopters [Docket No.:
FAA-2015-3969; Directorate Identifier 2014-
SW-010-AD; Amendment 39-18318; AD 2015-23-
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