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South Carolina. He did that as a free-
man, coming from the Virgin Islands 
and understanding that oppression 
anywhere of anyone was an oppression 
of himself, and gladly laid down his life 
and gave up his freedom to help orga-
nize the people of Charleston, South 
Carolina, that my great colleague, 
JAMES CLYBURN, represents to bring 
freedom to those individuals. 

Hubert Harrison from the island of 
St. Croix was a civil rights activist. He 
was the mind of Pan-Africanism, along 
with Edward Blyden of St. Thomas, 
who gave form and shape to Marcus 
Garvey and his organizing of his Back- 
to-Africa movement. 
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More recently, Roy Innis, another 
relative of mine, was one of the leaders 
of CORE, the Congress of Racial Equal-
ity. Stokely Carmichael and Malcolm 
X are people of the Caribbean who have 
come to the United States and recog-
nized that grassroots organizations 
must be formed to push for equal 
rights. 

The accomplishments of the civil 
rights movement have given us much. 
It created the momentum of the Civil 
Rights Act, Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation, the Voting Rights Act of 1965, 
ended housing discrimination, the de-
segregation of schools. We saw Demo-
cratic political gains and the March on 
Washington. 

But we have organized groups still 
growing today, because equality has 
not come to its full fruition in Amer-
ica. There is still income equality, 
achievement gaps, poverty, unemploy-
ment, and an increase in the use of for- 
profit prisons that have incarcerated 
Black men disproportionately. Because 
of that, we have seen other movements 
now today: Black Lives Matter, found-
ed in 2012 after the death of Trayvon 
Martin; Moral Mondays, which began 
in April 2013 by the Reverend William 
Barber II of Greenleaf Christian Church 
in Goldsboro, North Carolina, after the 
Governor’s mansion and the State leg-
islature was taken over related to vot-
ing rights. 

These are injustices that are con-
tinuing today, which African Ameri-
cans and others are standing up for, 
whether it be Standing Rock or the 
Muslim ban. We had the March on 
Washington and the grassroots group 
Indivisible, which has grown with Afri-
can Americans and others who stood 
with their constituents at recent town-
halls to make sure that their Congress-
men and -women hear their voices on 
all issues of importance. 

Mr. Speaker, we understand that the 
people of the United States need to un-
derstand the importance of grassroots 
organizations as we end Black History 
Month. This has been an outstanding 
time for Congress, as well as the people 
of America, to hear about the grass-
roots organizations and how they may 
close. 

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

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, the foundation of our democracy 
is built upon the strength of grassroots move-
ments and our ability to organize. It is the will 
of the people—and not the will of a select 
few—that shapes our values as a nation. 
While leaders and institutions play an impor-
tant role in our society, ultimately it is the peo-
ple themselves who create the momentum to 
bring about the change that they would like to 
see throughout our society. 

The Civil Rights Movement is a definitive 
example of the importance of grassroots 
movement. The Civil Rights Movement re-
shaped our society into one that affords equal 
rights and protection under the law for all 
Americans. But it was also a movement that 
began at the local level. From protests in Vir-
ginia over Brown vs. Board of Education to 
civil acts of disobedience in Montgomery, Ala-
bama, the success and momentum of the 
movement was driven by grassroots move-
ments all across the United States. Without it, 
it is difficult to say what kind of country the 
United States would be today. 

The importance of grassroots movements 
remains clear as day, particularly in the 21st 
Century. The election of President Trump 
sparked countless protests across the country, 
while uniting millions of people globally as in-
dividuals came together in opposition to his 
hateful rhetoric targeting minorities, women, 
and other vulnerable segments of the popu-
lation. It is this momentum that has manifested 
into the Women’s March on Washington, 
which brought millions of people in cities 
around the world to march in support of 
human rights, racial equality, immigration re-
form, and other progressive ideals. It was a 
dramatic statement of opposition against the 
perceived wrongs and violations in our society, 
and it will help shape the nature of discourse 
for many years to come. 

These social movements are crucial to our 
democracy. Grassroots movements serve as a 
counterpoint to injustice and help provide a 
medium through which we as a people can 
communicate our ideals. As we honor Black 
History Month, we must look to the struggles 
of our ancestors in order to inform our deci-
sions of today, or else we are doomed to re-
peat the same mistakes that already tarnish 
our history. 

f 

WEEK IN REVIEW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, we are 
back in session. We were out of session 
last week. It was great to get all over 
east Texas. It is just good to be an east 
Texan and from around east Texas. I 
had occasion to talk to a whole bunch 
of folks from part of my district, even 
tonight. 

As I think about the headlines, I 
think about this group called Indivis-
ible demanding townhalls, and I keep 
coming back to last Monday at Jack 
Ryan’s restaurant in downtown Tyler. 
Tyler Young Professionals had asked 
me to speak there. I knew the gen-
tleman that had white hair and looked 
distinguished was probably not one of 

the Tyler Young Professionals but 
probably one of the Indivisible people, 
the Democrats that—yes, some of them 
say they are nonpartisan, but so much 
for that. But I knew when I called on 
him to ask the first question, he prob-
ably wasn’t one of the Tyler Young 
Professionals. 

I offered to him, I said: Look, I give 
you my word. You come, bring some-
body with you. Let’s sit down at a con-
ference table and I will hear you out. I 
will give you a chance. 

No, he said. That is not what I want. 
I demand a townhall. 

So I keep coming back to that an-
swer because that seems to make very, 
very clear this whole Indivisible move-
ment. It is not about being heard. That 
can be best done, as the Founders real-
ized when they put together the Con-
stitution—a complete democracy is 
where you have mob rule, that a major-
ity is always going to prevail; but they 
figured out that, far better than having 
a big mob rule so you don’t end up with 
lynchings and crowds convincing them-
selves to do something dramatic that 
they would never, ever do individ-
ually—it would be too much of a viola-
tion of their conscience. But there is 
something about a group dynamic that 
people can get whipped up into a frenzy 
as a group that doesn’t happen when 
you sit down one-on-one with them. 

So this has never been about town-
halls. It has never been about being 
heard. It has been about headlines, try-
ing to intimidate some of us from 
keeping the promises that we made to 
our constituents before we got elected. 

I think God has a way of preparing us 
for what lies ahead. Had I not been a 
felony judge for a decade and been 
threatened by all kinds of felons, then 
I might have been at least somewhat 
intimidated. But it all seems rather in-
teresting, this frenzy. Really good, de-
cent people get in a group and get 
worked up into a frenzy. 

One of them did ask an interesting 
question there in east Texas on the 
east Texas Indivisible Facebook page: 
Well, what would be wrong with sitting 
down with him on an individual basis 
or something like that? That indi-
vidual understood that, if all we want 
is to be heard, why wouldn’t we just 
want to sit down and talk. 

What that individual didn’t under-
stand is Indivisible is not about being 
heard. It is exactly about what is in 
the Indivisible playbook, the Guide. 
The idea is to disrupt those who won 
with a majority of the vote in congres-
sional seats and Senate seats, disrupt 
those who won with a majority and 
prevent them from keeping their prom-
ises. 

It reminded me somewhat of what 
happened back when George H.W. Bush 
was President. He had run saying, 
‘‘Read my lips: no new taxes.’’ I wasn’t 
in politics back when he was running 
and saying that, but I sure got involved 
in late 1991, I guess December, and in 
1992. I guess that was back in the 1988 
election. 
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It cost him the 1992 election because 

he kept saying, ‘‘Read my lips: no new 
taxes.’’ Then he had to deal with the 
majority of Democrats in the House 
and Senate. They kept luring, trying to 
suck him in: Come on, if we are going 
to reach an agreement, you are going 
to have to give up on that pledge just 
a little bit, just a little bit. We are not 
going to reach it. You are going to 
have to give up just a little bit. You 
are going to have to allow just a little 
bit of a tax. 

After enough cajoling, they finally 
convinced George H.W. Bush that they 
were not going to allow the bill to go 
through unless he had at least a little 
bit of a tax increase. As soon as they 
lured him into that—kind of sounds 
like something that happened in the 
Garden of Eden. But as soon as they 
lured him into it and he agreed to a 
very small increase in taxes, then im-
mediately the cries became: You are a 
liar. You broke your promise of no new 
taxes. 

He got lured into it. He thought they 
were acting in good faith, when all 
they were trying to do was get him to 
break his promise so they could call 
him a liar. They lured him into it. 
They trapped him into it. He should 
have told them, ‘‘Read my lips: no new 
taxes.’’ But being a benevolent man, he 
thought they were acting in good faith, 
as he was, and he found out differently. 
It cost him the 1992 election. 

So we have people demanding: Oh, 
yes, just give us the townhall. That is 
all we want. Just give us the townhall. 
They know and most of us, thank good-
ness, on my side of the aisle know, if 
we give the bullying mobs, what they 
are demanding when they are saying: 
We are going to harass you—as one 
man did—we are going to harass you at 
church, everywhere you go, until you 
finally give in, fine. No matter how big 
the mobs get, no matter how mean and 
frenzied they get, no matter how big of 
bullies they become, I know what I 
promised my constituents and I know 
what we have got to deliver. 

I am starting to hear from people on 
my side of the aisle: Well, maybe we 
shouldn’t repeal. Maybe we shouldn’t 
do what we did in 2015. 

Everything we did in 2015 was con-
sistent with the rules that are in play 
right now. We ought to be able to do 
the same thing again. We should. We 
did it in 2015. We ought to be able to do 
it now—we just should—House Mem-
bers and Senate Members. We had a 
majority both places then. We have got 
a majority now. We need to do it again. 

We don’t have to have this huge gov-
ernment program as a replacement. 
That is the beauty of a free market. 
But in order to have a free market, you 
have got to have honesty and integrity 
in the system. That means nobody on 
my side of the aisle, nobody in the Sen-
ate on the Republican side of the aisle, 
and nobody in the White House should 
be intimidated no matter how frenzied 
the insurance lobby may become about 
what we can’t do. 

Those same people embraced 
ObamaCare, which was about to de-
stroy them. Some of them said: Well, 
you have got to understand we had to 
have a seat at the table. I tried to ex-
plain, you don’t want a seat at the 
table when you are on the menu. But 
no, they dove in. Big Pharma and those 
folks dove right in. 

Now, I could understand AARP jump-
ing in and endorsing ObamaCare even 
though it cut Medicare by $716 billion, 
even though it stabbed seniors in the 
back by dramatic cuts to Medicare. I 
could understand AARP endorsing 
ObamaCare. They were going to be able 
to sell more insurance than they had 
ever sold before. 

I had seen 1 year before—I think it 
was 2007 or 2008—they had over $4 mil-
lion in profit, which is pretty good for 
a nonprofit, selling insurance or en-
dorsing the policies that were sold. So, 
of course, then you get to the deal in 
ObamaCare that all these other poli-
cies are going to have an extra 2 per-
cent tax on them, but not the kind of 
policies you sell. 

I can understand AARP getting be-
hind ObamaCare, even though it did so 
much damage to the health care of sen-
iors because they were going to make a 
lot of money. No telling how much 
money they have made since 
ObamaCare passed. 

I couldn’t understand health insur-
ance companies. I couldn’t understand 
Big Pharma. I guess I could, because 
they were going to make tens of bil-
lions of dollars more in the short run 
than they had made in the past. That is 
why President Obama got them to offer 
to give billions of it back. You don’t 
get billions given back unless you are 
going to make a lot more billions than 
you put back. I am sure they did, but 
that was short term. If ObamaCare 
continued into the future, it wouldn’t 
be—probably within the next decade 
that you would see them heading to-
ward their demise. 
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But the big executives would be fine. 
They would have gotten their golden 
parachute and taken off with all the 
money that appeared to be rolling in at 
that point, even though the day of 
reckoning was going to come for them 
down the road. 

But we shouldn’t be listening to peo-
ple who sold out knowing they will 
make money short term, but it prob-
ably will destroy them long term. Peo-
ple who were guided by the mentality 
that embraced that bill should not be 
dictating what is in the replacement 
plan. And I say plan, because when you 
are going to use free market to have a 
better healthcare environment, you 
have got to have free market; and you 
can’t have free market unless every-
body knows how much things cost. 

I was seeing again tonight from con-
stituents, people think they ought to 
know how much a medical visit costs. 
Whether it is Blue Cross, Aetna, 
Humana, Anthem, whether it is an 

HMO, whatever, they ought to know 
how much that costs, whoever is pay-
ing for it. Whether it is the govern-
ment—whether it is the Federal Gov-
ernment, State government, whether it 
is an insurance company, people have a 
right to know what a medical visit, 
procedure, whatever it is—they have a 
right to know how much it costs. 

Only when we have truth in treat-
ment are we going to be able to fix so 
many of the wrongs in health care. 
Then we can move toward a free mar-
ket, where insurance will have a high 
deductible. This is the ultimate goal, I 
think, where you have a high deduct-
ible, but you will have every dime of 
that deductible in a health savings ac-
count either put in there by your em-
ployer or by you. In a proper program, 
it ought to be every dime of it put in 
there pretax, no tax on that money 
that you put in there. I still believe 
that every dime that is put in there 
should then be marked for health care 
only. If the person owning that health 
savings account passes away before it 
is spent for health care, it ought to 
keep that healthcare designation and 
roll over into the heirs’ health savings 
account. And if there are not heirs or 
it’s not in the will, it could go to a 
charity’s health savings account, as I 
feel sure you would have every worth-
while charity set up a health savings 
account that could be used to have peo-
ple donate from their own health sav-
ings accounts to help the poor, help 
those who are chronically ill. 

As a Christian, I believe God knew it 
blesses us, it helps us as individuals 
when we are charitable toward others. 
That does not mean when the govern-
ment, with the threat of the IRS, some 
SWAT team behind them, or some 
threat to come take your home, all of 
your assets, says you will give so that 
we can give to who the government 
thinks should receive the charity—that 
is not charity. That is not charity at 
all. That is a much too powerful gov-
ernment. 

What we find is that the United 
States has been the most charitable 
country in the history of the world. We 
have got a lot of benevolent Ameri-
cans. Of course, that doesn’t include 
George Soros. He makes his money. It 
seems like one of the ways he makes 
money is if he can topple an economy, 
bring it down; and through all of the 
suffering that is brought about, he 
makes money. 

When we heard tape recordings made 
in the past year by people who were 
saying, ‘‘Oh, yeah, we funded the vio-
lence at those Trump rallies,’’ or ‘‘We 
funded violence here, there or yon,’’ or 
‘‘We funded efforts to help bring down 
this activity or that activity,’’ then it 
sure seems like that is worthy of inves-
tigation, because what you have when 
you have people giving money to create 
violence at events, some people would 
call that basically a racketeer influ-
enced and corrupt organization, RICO. 
It ought to be worthy of investigation. 
If people are giving money when they 
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should know that money is going to be 
contributed to create chaos, get some-
body hurt, then it sure seems like that 
is the kind of criminal conduct people 
have gone to prison for. 

I hope our new Justice Department 
will continue its trend toward getting 
out of litigation that they never should 
have been in in the first place and get-
ting in where there is corruption. We 
know under the Attorney General Eric 
Holder that as long as the people who 
were carrying billy clubs and threat-
ening voters outside of polling places 
were Democrats, then certainly they 
did not need to be investigated, noth-
ing needed to be done to them because 
they are Democrats. Apparently under 
that old Department of Justice that 
was just about them, just us, then as 
long as it is one of us, we don’t need to 
prosecute them. But, whoa, if it is a 
Republican, yeah, we need to go after 
them. 

But the great irony is there could be 
no greater dissolution of the right to 
vote when then loading the deck with 
people who have no right to vote, who 
vote and completely dissolve law-abid-
ing people’s right to vote, you just can-
celed out their right to vote with ille-
gality. So it seems strange to some of 
us that you would have a Justice De-
partment that would say: No, no, no, 
don’t you dare purge those records of 
the dead people. You have got to leave 
those dead people in. Some of those 
dead people may want to vote. It is im-
portant to let dead people vote if they 
feel like voting. 

To have a Department of Justice that 
doesn’t want counties to clean up their 
voter registration so that there can’t 
be fraud, people that are dead, people 
that are living in other States or other 
voting districts don’t come and also 
vote there. It just was incredible law-
lessness to have a Department of Jus-
tice fighting against cleaning up voter 
registration rolls so that only people 
alive and living in that district could 
vote. 

Why would anybody do that? Why 
would anybody fight against cleaning 
up voter registration? 

The only reason I can think of con-
ceivably would be they must still want 
people who are dead or don’t live there 
to vote illegally. What else could there 
be? 

I mean, there are some people willing 
to have the Department of Justice: We 
are even okay if you supervise to make 
sure we don’t throw out somebody who 
is alive. But this Justice Department 
under President Obama’s administra-
tion, they didn’t want voter registra-
tion rolls cleaned up. 

The lawlessness, thankfully, has 
come to an end. I know that there are 
people who have been stirring up fear 
in American hearts about Jeff Ses-
sions, but Jeff Sessions is a good man. 
He is a good person. He will enforce the 
law fairly across the board, and I am 
grateful that we finally have a Justice 
Department that will be about justice. 

In the meantime, I saw this story 
today from Peter Hasson from The 
Daily Caller: 

‘‘Leaked audio from an anti-Trump 
protest group meeting reveals activists 
with anti-Trump group Indivisible plot-
ting how to best manufacture a hostile 
environment at a town hall with Re-
publican Sen. BILL CASSIDY in Breaux 
Bridge, Louisiana. . . . 

‘‘The audio, obtained by local radio 
station KPEL, reveals a coordinated ef-
fort to create the public impression 
that Cassidy’s support for Trump is un-
popular with his constituents. The ac-
tivists, who describe themselves as lib-
erals in the audio, can be heard 
strategizing how to best turn a local 
town hall into a political victory. 

‘‘The activists split up into an ‘inside 
team’—tasked with occupying ‘as 
many seats as we can’ and an ‘outside 
team,’ whose job was to ‘give the media 
the coverage they want’ before joining 
the others inside. Activists were in-
structed to dress like conservatives 
and leave at home ‘any signifier that 
you’re a liberal’ in order to blend in 
with constituents. 

‘‘The leftist activists strategized how 
best to ‘dominate’ the question-and-an-
swer section of the town hall and keep 
anyone ‘sympathetic’ to Cassidy from 
asking a question. 

‘‘The audio also reveals the activists 
laughing about ‘the poor people of 
Breaux Bridge’—local constituents— 
who might get stuck behind them. 
Local news coverage of the town hall 
said that ‘many attendees were turned 
away’ from the town hall due to ‘capac-
ity restrictions.’ 

‘‘’Game plan number one is to fill as 
many seats as we can, right? If it’s all 
of us in there and the poor people of 
Breaux Bridge are sitting behind us, 
well then tough luck for them,’ said 
one organizer, identified by KPEL as 
James Proctor. His ‘poor people’ com-
ment drew laughs from the other activ-
ists. 

‘‘ ‘If we can arrange it so he doesn’t 
hear one sympathetic question—great. 
That only magnifies our impact,’ Proc-
tor said. 

‘‘KPEL identified Proctor as the 
leader of Indivisible Acadiana, a local 
branch of the national Indivisible orga-
nization, which has organized hostile 
Republican town halls all around the 
country. 

‘‘ ‘The Indivisible Guide does say that 
when you start to lose the meeting, 
that’s when you boo and hiss,’ one un-
identified activist can be heard saying. 
‘Right, I was going to say that,’ an-
other activist replied. Local news out-
let The Advertiser reported that mem-
bers of the crowd ‘frequently inter-
rupted, expressing disagreement with 
some of Cassidy’s positions and shout-
ing out their own questions.’ 

‘‘ ‘The outside team will join the in-
side team in the hall after media cov-
erage’. . . . ‘So what we’ll do is we’ll 
try to dominate enough, because—re-
member, the camera people especially 
are looking for some ‘b-roll’ and some 
quotes.’ 

‘‘ ‘They’ve got three or four things to 
cover that day, this is just one of 
them’. . . . ‘So we make sure we give 
them the coverage they want, and then 
everyone breaks and goes inside.’ ’’ 

That reminds me of an article that 
was written in Gregg County, the larg-
est newspaper. Obviously they know 
what Indivisible is, and they were de-
manding a townhall belittling me. It 
just shows how partisan, how mali-
cious. They showed their malice to-
ward me repeatedly. Fortunately, for 
the people of east Texas, they don’t 
count for a whole lot. Their opinion is 
so biased; it is what it is. They know 
that these people are doing just what is 
talked about here, what is talked about 
in the Indivisible handbook, and that is 
what they want. They want me out of 
office, and there is such a problem with 
envy, with emotions that I have just 
never had like that. They can’t stand 
it. 

So, anyway, here is one, Todd 
Starnes from FOX News, today’s arti-
cle: 

‘‘A group of enraged protesters ex-
ploded in anger after a chaplain prayed 
in the name of Jesus at a town hall 
meeting in Louisiana hosted by U.S. 
Sen. Bill Cassidy. 

‘‘The verbally-abusive crowd’’—and it 
is talking about this same townhall 
that this tape came from, where they 
were plotting and planning to disrupt 
and to keep the people from Breaux 
Bridge from actually being able to par-
ticipate in their own townhall. 
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Anyway: 
‘‘Louisiana State chaplain Michael 

Sprague and the unidentified Vietnam 
War veteran should be commended for 
maintaining their composure in the 
face of verbal barbarism. 

‘‘The February 22, town hall meeting 
in Metairie, was quickly overrun by 
the angry mob—much like other town 
hall meetings hosted by Republican 
lawmakers across the country. 

‘‘The mainstream media would have 
us believe the unruly demonstrations 
are part of an organic, grassroots ef-
fort. 

‘‘But I sincerely doubt many in the 
mob were actually residents of Lou-
isiana—because I know the good people 
of Louisiana and nobody behaves like 
that in the Bayou State. 

‘‘Folks are raised right in Cajun 
Country. There’s no way anybody 
would embarrass their mommas by act-
ing the fool in public. 

‘‘I’d be willing to bet a cup of Com-
munity Coffee that the Jesus-hating 
rabble-rousers were shipped in from 
some God-forsaken place like Berkeley 
or Brooklyn.’’ 

Now, I don’t agree on Brooklyn. 
Anyway: 
‘‘Chaplain Sprague had barely in-

voked the name of the Almighty when 
the heckling began. 

‘‘ ‘Pray on your own time. This is our 
time,’ someone shouted. ‘Amen. Let’s 
get on with it.’ 
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‘‘Others chanted, ‘Separation of 

church and state’ and so on and so 
forth. Someone filmed the prayer and 
words do not do justice to the amount 
of hate directed at the chaplain. 

‘‘ ‘I’ve never been shouted down 
throughout a time of prayer like that,’ 
Chaplain Sprague told me. ‘I’ve never 
been in a situation like that. It’s sad 
there wasn’t honor and respect for 
God.’ 

‘‘But they became absolutely un-
hinged when he concluded his prayer in 
the name of Jesus. 

‘‘ ‘Wow, they booed the name of 
Jesus,’ Cassidy said in remarks re-
ported by the Times-Picayune. 

‘‘I thought several of the agitators 
were going to spontaneously combust. 

‘‘The chaplain said the overwhelming 
majority of people in the room were 
causing a disruption—but he harbors 
no ill will toward the mob. 

‘‘ ‘I’m not mad at people. My heart is 
bigger than that,’ he said. ‘My heart’s 
prayer is that everybody be treated 
with dignity and respect.’ 

‘‘The chaplain was especially dis-
appointed by how the mob insulted the 
Vietnam War veteran. 

‘‘ ‘There was a lot of shouting. Some 
turned their backs. Many didn’t stand 
or put their hand on their heart,’ he 
said. 

‘‘Infuriating, but not surprising. 
‘‘As I wrote in ‘The Deplorables’ 

Guide to Making America Great Again’ 
liberals have a strong aversion to 
President Trump, Jesus and Old Glory. 

‘‘But I still have hope in America.’’ 
And I share that. 
There is a lot to be grateful for, but 

one is not this article from CBN News 
in Jerusalem, Israel: 

‘‘A Palestinian Arab terrorist con-
victed of murdering two Israeli univer-
sity students is one of the leaders of 
the feminist protest movement against 
U.S. President Donald Trump. 

‘‘Rasmeah Yousef Odeh, a member of 
the Popular Front for the Liberation of 
Palestine, is helping to organize a ‘Day 
without a Woman’ on March 8, Arutz 
Sheva quotes reports in The New York 
Post and The Guardian.’’ 

In 1969, Odeh was sentenced to life in 
prison for planting explosives that kill 
people and is now out leading organized 
resistance to the President of the 
United States and to law and order. It 
is tragic. 

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

f 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 
A bill of the Senate of the following 

title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 442. An act to authorize the programs of 
the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 

that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 49 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, February 28, 2017, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

628. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Personnel and Readi-
ness, Department of Defense, transmitting 
the Annual Report of the Reserve Forces 
Policy Board for Fiscal Year 2016, pursuant 
to 10 U.S.C. 113(c)(2); Public Law 87-651, Sec. 
202 (as amended by Public Law 112-239, Sec. 
1076(f)(1)); (126 Stat. 1951); to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

629. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the 
approved retirement of General Herbert J. 
Carlisle, United States Air Force, and his ad-
vancement to the grade of general on the re-
tired list, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 1370(c)(1); 
Public Law 96-513, Sec. 112 (as amended by 
Public Law 104-106, Sec. 502(b)); (110 Stat. 
293); to the Committee on Armed Services. 

630. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting notification that a public 
health emergency of national significance 
exists in the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico 
relating to pregnant women and children 
born to pregnant women with Zika, pursuant 
to 42 U.S.C. 247d(a); Public Law 107-188, Sec. 
144(a); (116 Stat. 630); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

631. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department 
of State, transmitting Transmittal No. 
DDTC 16-116, pursuant to Section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

632. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department 
of State, transmitting Transmittal No. 
DDTC 16-115, pursuant to Section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

633. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 15-140, 
pursuant to Section 36(c) of the Arms Export 
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

634. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department 
of State, transmitting Transmittal No. 
DDTC 16-108, pursuant to Section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

635. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-678, ‘‘Omnibus Alcoholic Beverage 
Regulation Amendment Act of 2016’’, pursu-
ant to Public Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); (87 
Stat. 814); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

636. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-655, ‘‘Elderly Tenant and Tenant with 
a Disability Protection Amendment Act of 
2016’’, pursuant to Public Law 93-198, Sec. 
602(c)(1); (87 Stat. 814); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

637. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-677, ‘‘Fair Criminal Record Screening 
for Housing Act of 2016’’, pursuant to Public 
Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); (87 Stat. 814); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

638. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-656, ‘‘Council Financial Disclosure 
Amendment Act of 2016’’, pursuant to Public 
Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); (87 Stat. 814); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

639. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-657, ‘‘Condominium Owner Bill of 
Rights and Responsibilities Amendment Act 
of 2016’’, pursuant to Public Law 93-198, Sec. 
602(c)(1); (87 Stat. 814); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

640. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-665, ‘‘Regulation of Landscape Archi-
tecture and Professional Design Firms 
Amendment Act of 2016’’, pursuant to Public 
Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); (87 Stat. 814); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

641. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-685, ‘‘Land Disposition Transparency 
and Clarification Amendment Act of 2016’’, 
pursuant to Public Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); 
(87 Stat. 814); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

642. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-676, ‘‘Death Certificate Gender Iden-
tity Recognition Amendment Act of 2016’’, 
pursuant to Public Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); 
(87 Stat. 814); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

643. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-659, ‘‘Downtown Business Improve-
ment District Amendment Act of 2016’’, pur-
suant to Public Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); (87 
Stat. 814); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

644. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-687, ‘‘Advisory Neighborhood Commis-
sions Omnibus Amendment Act of 2016’’, pur-
suant to Public Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); (87 
Stat. 814); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

645. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-673, ‘‘Fair Credit in Employment 
Amendment Act of 2016’’, pursuant to Public 
Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); (87 Stat. 814); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

646. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-674, ‘‘Urban Farming and Food Secu-
rity Amendment Act of 2016’’, pursuant to 
Public Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); (87 Stat. 
814); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

647. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-686, ‘‘First-time Homebuyer Tax Ben-
efit Amendment Act of 2016’’, pursuant to 
Public Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); (87 Stat. 
814); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

648. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-666, ‘‘Washington Metrorail Safety 
Commission Establishment Act of 2016’’, pur-
suant to Public Law 93-198, Sec. 602(c)(1); (87 
Stat. 814); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

649. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-668, ‘‘Uniform Electronic Legal Mate-
rial Act of 2016’’, pursuant to Public Law 93- 
198, Sec. 602(c)(1); (87 Stat. 814); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

650. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting D.C. 
Act 21-684, ‘‘Wage Theft Prevention Clarifica-
tion and Overtime Fairness Amendment Act 
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