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we love. Right now, we have got artifi-
cially imposed regulatory rates on
these songwriters in a manner that is
not fair, that is not just, not consistent
with a market-based approach that has
made the United States so prosperous
for so many other folks.

That is why songwriters rightfully
can say that this overregulation is not
working for us. We would just like to
be able to get the fair market value of
our creations. That is what the Song-
writer Equity Act is designed to do.

So I am looking forward to working
closely with my good friend from Geor-
gia. He has been a tremendous leader in
this regard. I am hopeful that we will
be able to soon advance this legislation
before the Judiciary Committee.

It has tremendous bipartisan support
from Republicans and Democrats, Pro-
gressives and Conservatives. Let’s ad-
vance this legislation out of Judiciary
and onto the House floor and eventu-
ally get it to a place where it can be
signed into law by the President.

Thank you for your extraordinary
leadership.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank Mr. JEFFRIES. I think one
thing you and I both would point out in
this is this is not one against another.
It is not playing off. It is just being fair
for all involved.

You have artists who enjoy a very
good living based on songs that were
written by others. In this process and
this ecosystem, we are not minding the
platform. We are just saying to be fair
in the use of it.

We want to see every opportunity for
every songwriter to be a part, but also
be equally compensated, fairly com-
pensated, not more, not less, just fairly
compensated.

I think that is the one thing I want
to make sure that our songwriters and
composers out there understand, that
they are all in this together. They have
advocated and continue to advocate,
but know that we all come together.
We are the beneficiaries of their ge-
nius. I think that is the thing. I appre-
ciate you so much.

Tonight, as we are coming sort of to
an end, many people have asked me:
Doucg, how did you get involved in this?
How did a kid from north Georgia get
involved with songwriters?

Well, the amazing thing is Georgia
has almost 50,000 songwriters reg-
istered with many—BMI is one of the
groups that is registered. ASCAP’s
Paul Williams is a dear friend.

Of course, he has a real connection to
Georgia, for all the folks who are
watching, Smokey and the Bandit.
Paul has connections to so many
things in songwriting. This is a multi-
million-dollar business, and these are
all small entrepreneurs.

I wanted to highlight that, for me, it
came personal. It comes from listening
to my mother-in-law and her husband
as they sing and they just go back to
the old Shape note singing books of the
churches in northeast Georgia.

It goes to when my beautiful bride,
Lisa, and I first started dating. One of
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the first things we did was went to a
hootenanny, and this is where every-
body just brought music. They brought
their instruments, they brought every-
thing, and they just began to sing. It
came from the heart.

In my office, I keep a file full—and I
actually have some framed—of just
words put to paper. Songs are simply
expressions of the heart that are yield-
ed from the mind through the heart
that come out of the mouth that touch
the souls of others.

Then there is my dad and my mom.
My dad went to school with a young
man who went on to become known as
Whispering Bill Anderson. He started
his songwriting in my district, the
Ninth District, living in Commerce,
Georgia, at the time, at WWJC. The
radio station is still there.

My understanding of the story from
Bill was he was on top of the building
and he wrote this song, ‘“City Lights,”
which was performed by Ray Price. He
has transcended the decades because
one of his last songs was ‘“‘Whiskey
Lullaby’” that was performed by Brad
Paisley and Alison Krauss.

You see, this is about stories. Neo is
one of our Georgia folks. Streaming
companies are making a lot of money
off of an outdated system in which
they are able to pay songwriters less
than the fair market value for the
right to use their work. This is Neo.

It is time for Congress to stand with
songwriters, #standwithsongwriters. I
know there are many out there watch-
ing, on Twitter, Facebook. There are a
lot of places where we can get this mes-
sage out. This is simply about fairness.

As I come to a close tonight, I am re-
minded even today of when I was in
Iraq just a few years ago. There were
songs that I would hear as I was driv-
ing around and I was meeting with
some servicemembers out on the gate
post. We would talk about a lot of
things: family, love, life, problems.

It would always come around and
something would be on the radio and a
song would come across. To this day, if
a certain song is played—it could be
““Chicken Fried” by the Zac Brown
Band—I can still believe that I am still
in Iraq. I still go back to those times
and I see those young men and young
women who are protecting us and are
protecting us all over the world.

You see, that is what the songwriter
does. The songwriter takes the mo-
ment, crystallizes it, forms it, just as
they would any product that they
make that comes out of their mind,
flowing straight from the heart, out of
the mouth, onto a pad, through their
hand, and touches lives around the
world.

It is time for Congress to look. It is
time for Congress to understand that
this is about small business and small
entrepreneurs. It is time for Congress
to stand with songwriters.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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TERROR WATCH LIST ISSUES

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, I al-
ways appreciate my friend from Geor-
gia’s thoughts and observations.

Mr. Speaker, it is really intriguing
that our friends across the aisle have
been joining with the President in de-
manding that we in Congress give this
administration, with its abuses and
unaccountability of the IRS, using it
as a political weapon to help win an
election, that used the ATF to sell
weapons, 2,000 or so, to get them in the
hands of criminals, and then tried to
use that violence that came from the
weapons they forced into the hands of
people that shouldn’t have had them as
a reason to try to take away Second
Amendment rights of law-abiding
Americans.

This administration is one of the
most arbitrary and capricious adminis-
trations in history. Executive orders
have been used for things that, from
the top to the bottom of this adminis-
tration, they have said they could not
use executive orders for, including
forms of amnesty. I think, over 20
times, the President himself said he
did not have authority to just grant
amnesty, and yet he turned around and
did it anyway.

This administration, with that kind
of history over the last 7 years, of
being so arbitrary and in some cases
being very intentional in going after
enemies, far beyond anything Nixon
might have ever dreamed he might be
able to do, the thought of giving this
administration the power to just make
a list of all the people that you don’t
want to ever fly or have a gun, just
make a list, we don’t know exactly how
you are making this list. There is no
due process in creating the no-fly list.
There is no due process in getting one-
self off the no-fly list once the name is
on the no-fly list.

Katie Pavlich with townhall.com,
talking of the President’s speech, said:

“President Obama called on Congress
to pass legislation stripping anyone,
including American citizens, on the
terrorism no-fly list of the ability to
purchase a firearm in the TUnited
States. Sounds pretty reasonable,
right? Nobody wants terrorists to have
easy access to guns, and it certainly
sounds bad when the argument is made
that those currently on the terror
watch list have the ability to do so.
But here’s the problem: The terror no-
fly list is a mangled, bureaucratic mess
of over 700,000 names. Yes, there are
names on the list that are connected to
terrorism, but nearly half of those
names belong to people who have zero
links” to terrorism.

Further down she said:

“That list, which contained 47,000
names at the end of George W. Bush’s
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presidency, has grown to nearly 700,000
people on President Obama’s watch.
The fact that they are names, not iden-
tities, has led to misidentifications and
confusion, ensnaring many innocent
people. But surely those names are
there for good reason, right?

“Not really. According to the tech-
nology website TechDirt.com, 40 per-
cent of those on the FBI's watch list—
280,000 people—are considered to have
no affiliation with recognized terrorist
groups. All it takes is for the govern-
ment to declare it has ‘reasonable sus-
picion’ that someone could be a ter-
rorist. There is no hard evidence re-
quired, and the standard is notoriously
vague and elastic.

“So who ends up on the list who
shouldn’t and why? Take for example
Weekly Standard Senior Writer and
Fox News Contributor Steve Hayes,
who was put on the no-fly list after a
cruise.

‘“‘Stephen Hayes, a senior writer at
The Weekly Standard . was in-
formed Tuesday that he had been
placed on the Department of Homeland
Security’s Terrorist Watchlist.

‘““‘Hayes, who spoke to POLITICO by
phone on Tuesday, suspects that the
decision stems from U.S. concerns over
Syria. Hayes and his wife recently
booked a one-way trip to Istanbul for a
cruise, and returned to the U.S., a few
weeks later, via Athens.”

But the trouble is, nobody can say for
sure why they are on the list, why they
are not on the list, why they should
not be on the list, the article says, but
travel to certain regions isn’t the only
way you can get put on the list without
due process.

“The Intercept published a 166-page
document outlining the government’s
guidelines for placing people on an ex-
pansive network of terror watch lists.”

I just can’t help but say, Mr. Speak-
er, it is hard to fathom that, once the
wonderful American people think
about what the President is proposing,
they are going to realize you can’t
trust this administration with your
health care, you can’t trust this ad-
ministration to Kkeep their promises
that if you like your health insurance
policy you can Kkeep it, because those
promises from this administration
weren’t true. The promise: If you like
your doctor, you can keep your doctor
wasn’t true. It turns out people in the
administration knew all along that it
wasn’t true, yet they promised people
those things anyway.

So there are issues of trust. We
know, even when we are not talking
about issues of intentional misrepre-
sentation but just mismanagement and
terrible policies, look at the rules of
engagement of our military. Under
President Bush, there were just over
500 precious American lives that were
lost in the war in Afghanistan over 7V
years’ time. Though the war had wound
down, we were told by the President,
basically, one, things were contained in
Afghanistan.

Nonetheless, during this wound-down
war of the last less than 7 years, this
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President’s rules of engagement have
contributed, not intentionally, but the
mismanagement has helped create an
environment for our military members,
men and women, where we have lost
three to four times more lives under
Commander Obama than were lost
under Commander Bush, and more time
that Commander Bush was over the op-
eration.

This is not the administration you
want to trust to say: You just make
out a list, even though the standards
are vague; we don’t know how some-
body gets on; it is kind of up to you,
judgment call on your part; and there
is not a clear way to get off.

I read an article where somebody had
been trying for 8 years to get off of
that list. Nonetheless, you just go
ahead, Obama administration, bureau-
crats in cubicles, people like Lois
Lerner that hate conservatives, you
just make out your list of people you
don’t want to ever be able to defend
themselves or their homes or their
loved ones with a weapon. You make
out the list, and we will keep them
from flying, and we won’t let them
have a gun.

That would be a disaster, because
when most Americans realized what
the President was asking for, just carte
blanche to put anybody he wanted to
on the list and they could never get a
gun, the American people are fair. The
majority pull for an underdog, and
they are not going to pull for an overly
abusive, bureaucratic, Kafkaesque ad-
ministration to take out its revenge on
someone it doesn’t like and prevent
them from being able to defend them-
selves and their loved ones.

Of course, The New York Times,
never an organization to let hypocrisy
get in the way of being hypocritical,
this article from Breitbart by AWR
Hawkins points out:

“On April 18, 2014, The New York
Times published a scathing editorial on
the no-fly list, describing it as ‘a viola-
tion of basic rights,” and a list unsuit-
able for a ‘democratic society premised
on due process.’

‘““Moreover, The New York Times ad-
dressed the imprecision of the list by
explaining that a 2007 audit showed
that half the names on the list ‘were
wrongly included.” Adding insult to in-
jury, there were ‘71,000 names’ on the
list in 2007, which means 35,500 people
were facing a denial of their constitu-
tional rights for being on a list due to
oversight or some similar mistake.”

That seems to be pretty clear. The
New York Times got it right in 2014,
got it wrong now. But it is interesting.
I reflect on what my friend, former
Member of Congress Barney Frank told
me one day when we were on the same
side of an issue. He shrugged and said:
Well, even a broken clock is right
twice a day. I know my friend Barney
Frank could prove that.

There was an article entitled, “FBI
Investigates If Terror Group Arranged
California Killers’ Marriage.” It is by
Marisa Schultz and Yaron Steinbuch,
dated December 9, 2015. It pointed out:
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“The FBI is investigating whether
the online courtship of the future San
Bernardino mass murderers was a
match made in hell by a terror group—
to set in motion the radicalized duo’s
evil plan, Director James Comey said
on Wednesday.

“Comey told a Senate Judiciary
Committee that investigators do not
yet know if a group like ISIS hatched
the love-and-hate match between
jihadists Syed Rizwan Farook and
Tashfeen Malik.”

Further down it says:

“The top G-man also said that
Farook, 28, and Malik, 29, were
radicalized at least 2 years ago and
planned their evil martyrdom scheme
long before they were engaged and be-
fore she applied for her visa.

“The couple—who lived in a two-bed-
room townhouse with their 6-month-
old daughter and Farook’s mother—
killed 14 people and wounded 21 during
a holiday party December 2 at the In-
land Regional Center in San
Bernardino. They were killed about 4
hours later in a shootout with police
. .. ‘Our investigation to date shows
that they were radicalized before they
started courting or dating each other
online, and as early as the end of 2013,
were talking to each other about jihad
and martyrdom before they became en-
gaged and married and were living in
the U.S.”. . . A U.S. Government source
familiar with the shooting probe said
Farook may have been plotting an at-
tack in the U.S. as early as 2011.”

That is hard to believe, Mr. Speaker,
because this administration was doing
all these things, reaching out, not help-
ing Christians who were being per-
secuted in greater numbers than ever
in the history of the world. No, not
reaching out to specifically help Chris-
tians and Jews, who were the primary
targets of these radical Islamists, these
people who perpetrate hate crimes that
this administration won’t even call
hate crimes. This is the administration
that, every time it seems that they
reach out overseas or even, for heav-
en’s sake, with our NASA space pro-
gram, the President is directing that
we have got to protect Muslims above
all other things.
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This is the same administration who
appointed an Attorney General who,
after this mass murder spree in San
Bernardino, came out—while others
like local police and other good, clear-
thinking people are saying, “‘If you see
something, say something,” after
knowing that neighbors saw suspicious
activity by what they knew to be Mus-
lims, apparently, in the garage, but
they were afraid of saying something
because it was politically incorrect,
and now, Mr. Speaker, it has been
made clear by the Attorney General
that, if you are a neighbor in a position
like those of Farook and Malik and you
see something you think is suspicious
that someone with an Islamic back-
ground is doing and you call that in,
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our Attorney General just may, accord-
ing to what she said, decide not to go
after the Islamist terrorists, but to
come after you for being a bigot and
for showing bias or prejudice.

I can’t imagine a more ridiculous
thing to say after radical jihadists kill
Christians and Jews. Yes, apparently,
there was at least one Muslim shot, but
the Kkilling occurred because of the
hate for Christians and Jews and the
desire to create terror in the hearts of
infidels. So no Muslims were actually
targeted by these radical Islamists.
They were collateral damage. They
should never have been shot.

Anybody that had anything to do
with the shooting of a Muslim, Chris-
tian, Jew, atheist, Buddhist, or any-
thing else, should be brought not just
to justice. But when it is an act of war
like this, they ought to be taken out.

The Attorney General, on the other
hand, in the immediate aftermath of
this bloody massacre—tragic—at a
Christmas party—threatens American
citizens that, if you become—in effect,
what she is saying—not the words, but,
in effect, she is saying, if you become
suspicious of people who are acting in
the same way that you have seen on
television or in the news, acting as rad-
ical Islamists, and you report that, we
will come after you because you are
showing bigotry and prejudice.

So, on the one hand, if you see some-
thing, say something, but if it is about
a Muslim, then there is a good chance
we will come after you, not the
Islamists.

There is a report from CNN’s Zachary
Cohen: ‘‘Amnesty report: ISIS armed
with U.S. weapons.” This is dated
today.

“A new report from a prominent
human rights group has found that
ISIS has built a substantial arsenal, in-
cluding U.S.-made weapons obtained
from the Iraqi army and Syrian opposi-
tion groups.

‘“Amnesty International’s 44-page re-
port, released late Monday, found that
much of ISIS’ equipment and muni-
tions comes from stockpiles captured
from the U.S.-allied Iraqi military and
Syrian rebels.”

Further down:

‘““After analyzing thousands of videos
and images taken in Iraq and Syria,
Amnesty determined that a large pro-
portion of ISIS’ current military arse-
nal is made up of ‘weapons and equip-
ment looted, captured or illicitly trad-
ed from poorly secured Iraqi military
stocks.””’

We saw over and over, Mr. Speaker,
that this administration had this ridic-
ulous idea—way too late after there
were vetted moderate Syrian rebels
that we could have helped—to get in-
volved.

Over and over they sent heavy equip-
ment, heavy weapons, to these so-
called vetted moderate Syrian rebels
who said they feel a lot closer to those
members of ISIS than they do the
United States. And, lo and behold,
those heavy weapons that are being
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used to kill the courageous Kurds that
are fighting them are United States
military weapons.

To this administration’s credit—I
have got to give it to them—there was
a period of about 4 or 5 months where,
because the weapons they kept sending
to the Syrians kept ending up in ISIS’
hands, they decided to hold up shipping
them more weapons because we just
were equipping ISIS. But for some ri-
diculous, unknown reason—it has to be
ridiculous—this administration began
sending weapons back again. As far as
I know, they are still doing so.

I also think it is important to note
that this administration has pointed to
George W. Bush originally saying that
this was not Islamic, and this adminis-
tration has blamed the Bush adminis-
tration—mormally, it is quite un-
fairly—for every problem that has aris-
en.

In fact, I believe it was in Iowa where
someone told me that they understood
that the President wanted to have the
San Andreas Fault renamed for Presi-
dent George W. Bush so that it would
be known as Bush’s fault.

That is what this administration has
done. Yet, they try to blame him for
them saying that ISIS—which wasn’t
around when President Bush was Presi-
dent. It was only created when this
President created a vacuum in the Mid-
dle East—that these people who claim
to be Islamic are not Islamic.

I keep going back to the fact that
one of the most internationally recog-
nized experts on Islam, Islamic law, Is-
lamic studies, and on the Koran, got
his degrees, including a Ph.D., I read,
from the University of Baghdad in Is-
lamic studies. His name is al-Baghdadi.
He is the head of ISIS. As head of ISIS,
he claims that ISIS is indeed Islam.

The President doesn’t have any de-
grees in Islamic studies, although he
did apparently study Islam quite clear-
ly as a young child in Indonesia. None-
theless, I think al-Baghdadi’s creden-
tials on what is Islam and what is not
are superior to those of anybody in the
White House.

Caroline Glick, a writer for the Jeru-
salem Post, makes a great point in one
of her articles from November 24, 2015.
She says:

“An attempt is being made to assert
that there is no pluralism in Islam. It
is either entirely good or entirely
evil.”

She is making a great point about
pluralism because, as she says, ‘‘This
absolutist position is counter-
productive for two reasons. First, it
gets you nowhere good in the war
against radical Islam. The fact is that
Islam, per se, is none of the United
States President’s business. His busi-
ness is to defeat those who attack the
U.S. and to stand with America’s allies
against their common foes.

“Radical Islam may be a small com-
ponent of Islam or a large one, but it
certainly is a component of Islam. Its
adherents believe they are good Mus-
lims and they base their actions on
their Islamic beliefs.
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‘“American politicians, warfighters,
and policymakers need to identify that
form of Islam, study it, and base their
strategies for fighting the radical Is-
lamic forces on its teachings.”

That is why my friends like Muslims
Massoud and Dostam and others who
fought and initially defeated the
Taliban within about 5 months in Af-
ghanistan—courageous—don’t want
radical Islamists governing Afghani-
stan.

In Egypt, a very fine, courageous
man, President el-Sisi, stood up to
imams and pointed out that you must
take back Islam and denounce the rad-
ical Islamists that are destroying our
religion. They recognize this is Is-
lamic. They are claiming to be Islamic.
And we have got to clean up our own

religion.
Judicial Watch released information
today: ‘“ODNI Confirms Terrorists

Tried to Enter U.S. As Syrian Refu-
gees.” They point out that, “FBI As-
sistant Director Michael Steinbach has
also conceded that the U.S. Govern-
ment has no system to properly screen
Syrian refugees. ‘The concern in Syria
is that we don’t have systems in place
on the ground to collect information to
vet. That would be the concern, is we
would be vetting—databases don’t hold
the information on those individuals.
You’re talking about a country that is
a failed state, that is, does not have
any infrastructure, so to speak. So all
of the data sets—the police, the intel
services—that normally you would go
to seek information don’t exist.” That
is very important.

Now I know that some people are try-
ing to say that Donald Trump—and I
did not endorse him. I endorsed TED
CRUZ for President—but they are try-
ing to vilify Trump because he perhaps
overstated it, but he has made clear
that we need to pause until we figure
out our policy.

Yet, Huma Abedin, wife of Anthony
Weiner, our former colleague here, de-
nounced Trump. She says Trump wants
to literally write racism into our law
books, his homophobia doesn’t reflect
our Nation’s values, it goes far enough
to damage our country’s reputation,
and could even threaten our national
security.

Mr. Speaker, I pointed out yesterday
the information that we obtained after
letters were sent to departments and
just mentioning a couple of facts about
her family. And then we find out that
she has these direct ties to Abdullah
Omar Naseef, who had ties to Osama
bin Laden, and really serious issues not
just through her mother, who started
the Muslim Sisterhood, but her late fa-
ther, deceased for many years now, but
who is a prominent member of the
Muslim Brotherhood and a brother who
had ties—but she had ties herself—to
Naseef and others.

When you find out the contacts and
close personal ties she herself had, you
wonder how in the world a person like
this could be attached to, at the time,



H9204

First Lady Hillary Clinton in the Clin-
ton years in the Clinton White House.
How could that happen?

Of course, over the years, she has be-
come ingratiated to Hillary Clinton.
She has been her closest confidante.
Not much of anything happens, as we
found from the emails, without Huma
Abedin Weiner being in the middle of
it. Wow.

I just want to point out something
else that has come out in recent years.
I will just read this. I don’t espouse
that Wikipedia is all that reliable, but
here is what they say about Abdul
Rahman al-Amoudi: He is an American
former Muslim activist known for
founding the American Muslim Coun-
cil. He was born in Eritrea, raised in
Yemen, emigrated to the U.S. He
formed the Council, whose aim was to
inform and influence both Republicans
and Democrats.

In 1998, al-Amoudi was involved with
the selection of Muslim chaplains for
the U.S. military, and acted as a con-
sultant to the Pentagon for over a dec-
ade.
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During this time, al-Amoudi served
as an Islamic adviser to President Bill
Clinton and a fundraiser for both the
Republican and Democratic parties.

More recently, al-Amoudi worked
with leading conservatives such as Gro-
ver Norquist, president of Americans
for Tax Reform.

Al-Amoudi became a U.S. citizen in
1996. Al-Amoudi and other Muslim
leaders met with the then-presidential
candidate George W. Bush in Austin in
July 2000, offering to support his bid
for the White House in exchange for
Bush’s commitment to repeal
antiterrorist laws. He even spoke at a
service for the victims of 9/11.

He is now doing 23 years in prison for
supporting terrorism. He was helping
the Clinton administration find people
for different jobs. I am trying to find
out, Mr. Speaker, could he have had
anything to do, before he went to pris-
on, with placing Huma Abedin as an in-
tern with Hillary Clinton. Mr. Speaker,
I can’t get an answer.

I yield back the balance of my time.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE
ON WAYS AND MEANS

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to submit the following Tax
Complexity Analysis statement on the
conference report to H.R. 644:

Section 4022(b) of the Internal Revenue
Service Restructuring and Reform Act of
1998 (the ‘IRS Reform Act’) requires the staff
of the Joint Committee on Taxation (in con-
sultation with the Internal Revenue Service
and the Treasury Department) to provide a
tax complexity analysis. The complexity
analysis is required for all legislation re-
ported by the Senate Committee on Finance,
the House Committee on Ways and Means, or
any committee of conference if the legisla-
tion includes a provision that directly or in-
directly amends the Internal Revenue Code
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and has widespread applicability to individ-
uals or small businesses.

Pursuant to clause 11 of rule XXII of the
Rules of the House of Representatives, the
staff of the Joint Committee on Taxation
has determined that a complexity analysis is
not required under section 4022(b) of the IRS
Reform Act because the bill contains no pro-
visions that amend the Code and that have
‘widespread applicability’ to individuals or
small businesses, within the meaning of the
rule.

————

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A Dbill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 1719. An act to provide for the establish-
ment and maintenance of a National Family
Caregiving Strategy, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

————

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The Speaker announced his signature
to enrolled bills of the Senate of the
following titles:

S. 614. An act to provide access to and use
of information by Federal agencies in order
to reduce improper payments, and for other
purposes.

S. 1177. An act to reauthorize the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to
ensure that every child achieves.

S. 1461. An act to provide for the extension
of the enforcement instruction on super-
vision requirements for outpatient thera-
peutic services in critical access and small
rural hospitals through 2015.

————————

ADJOURNMENT

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 31 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Thursday, December 10, 2015, at 10 a.m.
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:

3732. A letter from the Director, Issuance
Staff, Office of Policy and Program Develop-
ment, Food Safety and Inspection Service,
Department of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s Major final rule — Mandatory
Inspection of Fish of the Order Siluriformes
and Products Derived From Such Fish
[Docket No.: FSIS-2008-0031] (RIN: 0583-AD36)
received December 8, 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 Agriculture.

3733. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting a report
prepared by the Department of Commerce’s
Bureau of Industry and Security on the na-
tional emergency declared by Executive
Order 13222 of August 17, 2001 and continued
through August 7, 2015, to deal with the
threat the national security, foreign policy,
and economy of the United States caused by
the lapse of the Export Administration Act

December 9, 2015

of 1979, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public
Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50
U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec. 204(c);
(91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

3734. A letter from the Director, Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting
a notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of
Offer and Acceptance to the Government of
Japan, Transmittal No. 15-62, pursuant to
Sec. 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export Control Act,
as amended; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

3735. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus-
try and Security, Department of Commerce,
transmitting the Department’s interim final
rule — Amendment to the Export Adminis-
tration Regulations to Add XBS Epoxy Sys-
tem to the List of 0Y521 Series; Technical
Amendment to Update Other 0Y521 Items
[Docket No.: 150825777-5777-011 (RIN: 0694-
AGT70) received December 7, 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 Foreign Affairs.

3736. A letter from the Director, Congres-
sional Affairs, Federal Election Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s Semiannual
Report to Congress for the period from April
1, 2015, through September 30, 2015, pursuant
to ub 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 Govern-
ment Reform.

3737. A letter from the Chairman, National
Mediation Board, transmitting the Board’s
Annual Performance and Accountability Re-
port 2015, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3515(a); Pub-
lic Law 101-576, Sec. 303(a); (104 Stat. 2849); to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

3738. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Standards Branch, Bureau of Safety and
Environmental Enforcement, Department of
the Interior, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Oil and Gas and Sulphur Oper-
ations in the Outer Continental Shelf — De-
commissioning Costs [Docket ID: BSEE-2015-
0012; 156XE1700DX EEEE500000
EX1SF0000.DAQ000] (RIN: 1014-AA24) received
December 4, 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
Natural Resources.

3739. A letter from the United States Trade
Representative, Executive Office of the
President, transmitting a letter regarding
the pending accession to the World Trade Or-
ganization of the Republic of Liberia and the
Islamic Republic of Afghanistan, pursuant to
Sec. 122 of the Uruguay Round Agreements
Act; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. BRADY of Texas: Committee of Con-
ference. Conference report on H.R. 644. A bill
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986
to permanently extend and expand the chari-
table deduction for contributions of food in-
ventory (Rept. 114-376). Ordered to be
printed.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:
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