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Most personally for me, I would
think deeply on the thousands of sol-
diers, sailors, marines, airmen, coast-
guardsmen who defended this country
with the last beat of their heart in a
place like Iraq or Afghanistan or Syria,
would they be proud. These were the
men and women who I served along-
side, men and women who served self-
lessly and repeatedly year after year,
knowing full well the hazards of their
profession.

I couldn’t be more proud than to
have the few moments that I did with
the best and the most honorable that
our Nation has ever produced, who sac-
rificed their whole self because it was
best for the men and women to their
left and to their right in battle, be-
cause it was best for the freedom and
the liberty and the security of every
person. I don’t know how to ever make
the pain of their loss go away. I do
know how to honor them. We do it with
the way that we live each day going
forward that they do not have the op-
portunity to live.

They would want every American to
cherish the gift of freedom that they
have been given by God, which was de-
fended by those angels whose names
are now etched in row after row of
plain white markers in Arlington Na-
tional Cemetery. They would want us
all to live exactly as they lived: with
no regrets, loving this country more
than we loved ourselves, fighting as
hard as they fought, never quitting,
never giving up. We owe it to them to
do so, to not ask ourselves what we can
take for ourselves, but to ask what we,
ourselves, can give.

I want my kids to grow up honoring
these men and these women who have
sacrificed. I want my young boys to
know that they get to give me a hug or
a smile, but there are men and women
who are willing to risk never having
one more of those from their own fami-
lies, and I want them to live the way
that those heroes lived. I want my chil-
dren to know it is honorable to have
the courage to mourn them, and I want
them to have the resolve to not squan-
der the opportunities which have been
paid for with the selfless blood of every
American warrior.

I get grief in my heart when I think
of all those who have gone in defense of
our flag, but I also think about each of
the great warriors that they were, and
I smile because there can be no more
honorable way to leave this world than
in a pile of brass while fighting for the
greatest nation ever to be established
on the face of this Earth.

We here need to think of the thou-
sands who gave their lives selflessly,
without expectation of anything in re-
turn, true selfless servants serving sim-
ply to do what was best for the United
States of America. Some were infan-
trymen; some were mortarmen; some
were engineers or tankers or something
else. They were men and women who,
through the ages, created the reputa-
tion and the legacy and the tradition
that made me say: ‘“That is what I
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want to be. That is how I want to
serve. That is how I want to help.”

Here, we must learn from those who
we think about most on Memorial Day.
We need to look at them and their
names and their lives and their stories
and their sacrifice and demand the
same thing out of ourselves. They
pushed through the cold. They pushed
through the snow. They pushed with-
out adequate supplies. They fought
back tanks. They always pushed for-
ward in the face of bombarding artil-
lery. They pushed so hard that their
weapon would overheat. They pushed
through trench foot. They did it with
fixed bayonets, which they used to de-
fend their own foxholes and then used
them to carve our enemy out of their
foxholes. They stayed in the fight when
they were wounded, even though it
would certainly mean a bitter end that
was very far from home.

They did not stop because they were
tired. They did not stop because they
were exhausted or freezing or hungry.
They did it even though they had to
sleep on the ground or sleep in the field
or sometimes never sleep at all. They
only stopped when the job was done.
They only stopped when the mission
was accomplished. This is the grit with
which Americans have always defended
America.

We have taken that same oath in this
House, and American heroes, they set
the precedent for every generation
about how to do that job. To do it for
them was not just a job or a paycheck,
it was a calling. It was a calling that
few have the stomach to undertake and
that, certainly, even fewer still are ca-
pable of ever doing. It requires uncom-
mon characteristics such as courage
and valor and selflessness.

Today those words are thrown around
very lightly by many, but those we re-
member on Memorial Day have actu-
ally lived and breathed the definition
of these characteristics.

They did it by flying aircraft or driv-
ing armored vehicles. They did it by
setting sail with the most powerful
fleet ever seen on our seas. They did it
by yoking their bodies with a rifle or a
pistol, by carrying hundreds of rounds
of ammunition and hundreds of pounds
of gear, wearing a helmet and explo-
sives, carrying everything that they re-
quired to save the life of another serv-
icemember as well as everything that
they needed to survive for days or
months on end.

They did it while being targeted by
snipers, while having bombs or mortars
or grenades hurled at them, while hav-
ing an RPG fired at them. They did it
while walking in fields of mines and
improvised explosive devices. They did
it by carrying that load for miles and
days across mountains, across rolling
hills, and through fields and forests
and rivers.

They did it while carrying letters for
their friends, which they promised to
deliver to their family should anything
ever happen to them. They did it while
missing births and birthdays and ball
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games and bath times and holidays and
every other good time that they missed
with their families. They did it in the
face of mortal combat. They did it
while holding both the lives of their
friends and the lives of our enemies in
their hands.

We honor those we remember who are
not with us today by taking no charge
more seriously than honoring their
sacrifice with the lives that we now
live. What those heroes have done in
defense of our Nation can never be
taken away from them. We must re-
member that so, too, what we do here
in defense cannot be taken away by the
years that pass if we endeavor to be
warriors, willing to defend America at
any and all costs.

Those we remember are a testament
to the importance of the values and
ideals sewn into the fabric of our Na-
tion, the absolutes. And all I can say
is: Thank God for men and women like
that, for creating such patriots for us
to revere as the standard by which all
other Americans should serve America.

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

——
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ISSUES OF THE DAY

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

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
GAETZ), my friend.

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, as a Floridian, I have to
take a moment to share my gratitude
to the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
MAST) for the remarks he just shared.

During my occupancy of the rostrum,
my own eyes welled with tears as I
thought of the empty chairs at the
table in my own district and all
throughout the country as people, as
families have made sacrifice and sent
those to fight for us.

I can only be reminded, hearing the
gentleman from Florida’s remarks,
that each and every day in this House
we do fall short of that great patriot-
ism that is reflected by our servicemen
and -women: We could do better; we
could be more worthy of the sacrifice;
we could resist the influences of special
interests more; we could make the
tough decisions that are necessary; we
could put America on a better footing
forward.

It is my belief and my sincere hope,
by hearing the words of my colleague,
by raising our gaze to an even broader
and more accepting patriotism, that we
can do it. And I believe Mr. MAST will
be one of the people that lead us in
that regard.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend from Florida for those re-
marks. Mr. GAETZ represents the First
District of Florida, a brother in arms,
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since I represent the First District of
Texas.

We are very grateful for BRIAN MAST
and what he has given for his country,
what he has been willing to give for his
country; and it is an honor to serve
with him in the trenches—sometimes
literal trenches around here—a great,
honorable patriot for America.

On Monday, that is what we will cele-
brate, Memorial Day, and I want to
talk further about that.

Right now I want to touch on an
issue that has occupied a lot of people’s
concern and time this week over CBO
scoring, rather important, but it
should not be.

The Congressional Budget Office and
the Joint Tax Commission do the scor-
ing. Historically, the projections by
CBO seem all too often to be far too
out of line that any governmental enti-
ty would base important critical deci-
sions over ©people’s lives, their
healthcare—it will certainly affect
their lives—and base it on a group
that, as they have explained: We set up
models. And we feed the garbage—they
don’t use that term. But, as far as I am
concerned, they feed garbage in and
they get garbage out.

And projections: Oh, we have to wait
and see what CBO says. People waiting
with bated breath: Oh, is it going to be
in line?

For heaven’s sake, anybody that
waits on a score for the JTC or the CBO
in dealing with the tax reform that we
should do doesn’t have much sense.
And there is nothing wrong with not
having much sense. It just hurts the
country when people without much
sense are here in Washington making
decisions about people’s lives and en-
croaching on their liberty and freedom.

So we have people like BRIAN MAST,
and we have those who have given all,
the last measure of devotion, for our
liberty. Then we turn around and have
a Federal Government that passes laws
about healthcare reform and decides
that they have to have all of the med-
ical records here in the Federal Gov-
ernment.

And do you know what? We need to
have a Consumer Finance Protection
Bureau to protect people from unscru-
pulous bankers, so we are going to get
everybody’s banking records.

Well, as a former judge and as a
former prosecutor, if you wanted some-
body’s banking records, you had to
have sworn proof rising to the level of
probable cause that a crime was com-
mitted and this person committed it,
and then you got the records when a
judge signed off on it. Not now. Not
with the Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau. They just get everybody’s
records.

And then, without reining in
ObamaCare and if we did not rein in
the Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau, Washington continues to gather
people’s medical records through
sweetheart deals with private entities,
a hypothetical I raised many years ago
as ObamaCare was being pushed
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through, came ever closer—really, is
here—to the point that we could reach
a day—it is not quite here. We have
still got a chance to save America from
the Orwellian nature of ObamaCare and
the CFPB combined.

But years ago I said, you know, if we
don’t stop this craziness, we are going
to reach a point where you could get a
letter from the Federal Government,
saying: Hey, we have got your medical
records, but we notice that you made a
purchase at the grocery store this last
week and bought some bacon, a pound
of bacon. We know, from having your
medical records, that your cholesterol,
weight is not at a very healthy point
right now, so you are either going to
have to quit eating bacon or we are
going to be penalizing you substan-
tially, since we are in charge of your
healthcare, your health insurance. We
are in charge of it.

That is where we have been heading.
And it is something the Founders, who
would not have seen the advent of the
computers and the IT age, but what
they did foresee, whatever develop-
ments in technology that came along,
they foresaw this ongoing battle to
keep government from controlling peo-
ple’s lives and eliminating their lib-
erty. That is what they saw coming.
They didn’t have to see the technology.
They knew what was coming if we
didn’t keep the Federal Government
reined in.

I know there are groups out there
that are gathering information that
say: Well, this Member of Congress,
this Senator, he doesn’t get many bills
passed. Well, if you look at most of the
things we have passed, other than fund-
ing bills, so often they are creating
more government agencies and more
government power. Each time we do,
no matter how noble the purpose is, we
are taking just a little bit of freedom
and a little bit of liberty away from in-
dividuals and giving more power to the
government.

Why I think it is appropriate to bring
this up as we approach Memorial Day
is people have not fought throughout
our history—going back to 1775, 1776,
on to 1783 and the winning of the Amer-
ican Revolution, on through each of
the wars that has been fought in the
name of liberty—they didn’t fight so
that we could come to the floor and
pass more and more bills and create
more and more government. Even when
we are told, ‘‘Oh, but CBO says this
will only cost $5 million this year, or
only cost $56 million, so it is not that
big a deal,” it is still eroding people’s
liberty. It is still taking away freedom
and giving more control to the govern-
ment.

So, as we look briefly at some of the
history on CBO scoring, this is an arti-
cle by Paul Teller, Special Assistant to
the President for Legislative Affairs.
He says:

A new report from the Office of the Assist-
ant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation
calculated average monthly premiums for
health insurance in the 39 States that use
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healthcare.gov. The research found that
from 2013 to 2017 the average ObamaCare pre-
mium increased by 105 percent across the
country. The report also looked at the cost
spikes by State.

While we await further analysis of the CBO
score for the American Health Care Act as
passed by the House, this information is an
important reminder about the negative im-
pact of ObamaCare.

Besides just how unaffordable ObamaCare
has been for hardworking Americans, you
might consider three key things about to-
day’s CBO score in the context of this new
report.

Number one, the original CBO estimate of
ObamaCare premiums, November 30, 2009,
said that premiums for the ‘‘nongroup” ex-
change markets would increase slightly and
“would be about 10 percent to 13 percent
higher in 2016.”

CBO has the gall to act like they are
so important and so accurate, but over
and over, if you look at critical projec-
tions they have made and for people to
have said, and CBO, in 2009, you know,
by 2016, you might have a 10 to 13 per-
cent increase in your premiums is, or
would be, laughable except for the cry-
ing of Americans across the country
who can’t afford the premiums that
have gone up 2, 3, 4, or 10 times.

One of our small-business employers
said he paid, a couple of years ago,
$563,000 for his employees’ health insur-
ance, and the following year it was
$150,000 for his employees. That leaves
him without personal income because
he had such a dramatic increase in the
premiums. But how could that be? CBO
said maybe a 10 to 13 percent increase
over that 7-year period.

It comes back to show, once again, as
I told Bloomberg this morning, it ap-
pears those folks, figuratively speak-
ing, couldn’t find their rear end with
both hands.

Number two, even if you assume CBO’s
AHCA estimate is completely accurate, the
first score, March 17, 2017, showed that the
bill would bring down nongroup premium
costs over the next 10 years. While CBO did
say that premiums would rise slightly over
the transition period, attributed to the re-
peal of the individual mandate, by 2020 the
AHCA would change the trajectory of pre-
miums and ‘“‘By 2026, average premiums for
single policyholders in the nongroup market
under the legislation would be roughly 10
percent lower.”’
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So you hang around and wait for 10
years under the original AHCA and you
might have a 10 percent decrease 10
years from now, which is absurd. They
were so desperately wrong on their pro-
jections.

And I don’t have it in front of me. It
may be in one of these articles here,
but I think originally their projection
of cost of ObamaCare was about 1.1,
$1.2 trillion over 10 years; and then, of
course, the President got upset, be-
cause he had said: Oh no, it is going to
be under $1 trillion for 10 years.

He calls the Director of CBO over to
the Oval Office. They have a conversa-
tion and, amazingly, the Director of
CBO comes out and says: You know
what? After meeting with the Presi-
dent, while I—things came clearer for
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me, and turns out it probably will be
$800 billion or so. It will be like the
President said. I just needed to speak
to the President to all of a sudden have
a lot more clarity than I did before I
went to the Oval Office. But it is under
$1 trillion, like the President said, now
that I think about it with more clarity.

And then, of course, after ObamaCare
passed, very quickly we started learn-
ing, no, it wasn’t going to be under a
trillion; it was going to be over a tril-
lion; maybe 1.7, 1.9. And before long, we
start seeing projections more like $2.6
trillion over 10 years. And even one
that I had seen that said, you know,
maybe 3.6, roughly $4 trillion over 10
years.

As I have said a number of times, you
know, any scoring agency whose mar-
gin of error is plus or minus 400 percent
really shouldn’t be relied on by anyone
trying to create meaningful law in
Congress. That is why for a number of
years I have been pushing for the elimi-
nation of CBO for a better system,
where, as Americans, we believe in
competition—or we used to.

Now, I know we have got some folks
that can’t compete. They need a safe
space if somebody is going to compete
with them. But what made America
great was American competitiveness.
We could compete with anybody and
prevail.

So why wouldn’t we have scorers
compete so that we could score the
scorers, so that every critically impor-
tant bill to the American public didn’t
get sidetracked by some bogus models?

And I am not saying they do it inten-
tionally. You don’t have to do it inten-
tionally to have a margin of error plus
or minus 400 percent. You can be legiti-
mately that bad at projecting what
things will cost; and it has happened
throughout the time that we have had
projections.

So what I was proposing—and I got
my friend, who was the chairman of
the Budget Committee, to agree to sit
down to dinner with a dear friend of
his, Dr. Arthur Laffer, former eco-
nomic adviser to Reagan, now an ad-
viser to President Trump, and also a
friend of both of ours, Steve Moore,
who had been the senior editor with
The Wall Street Journal. I asked if the
Budget Committee chairman would sit
down with me and Arthur Laffer and
Steve Moore and talk about CBO.

This has been a number of years ago.
We sat down at the Capitol Hill Club
one evening and, of course, my friend,
Dr. Tom Coburn, walks by and says:
Okay. Is this one of those puzzles? Fig-
ure out which piece doesn’t belong
here? I get chairman of the Budget
Committee, I get Wall Street Journal
guy, Steve Moore, I get economic ad-
viser Art Laffer. Louie, what are you
doing at this table?

But it was my idea. We needed to
come up with a way to have competi-
tive scoring by competitive scorers,
and then get to where we can score the
scorers, so that when we look at a
score that is presented to us on a bill
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that is being proposed, you can look at
the score of that scoring entity. And if
they have a score, say, of 10 percent,
being right within 5 percent, plus or
minus margin of error, then we can
probably take very seriously their
scoring in the future.

My friend—at that time he was
Chairman RYAN—was very open to dis-
cussing it, but really kind of felt like
we needed to keep CBO and have an of-
ficial government scorer.

But since then, Dr. Laffer called
sometime later to let me know that he
had received a private grant, and that
he, his firm, and his son would be
working on a model that could work
for Congress, the House and Senate, to
begin having competitive scoring and
scoring the scorers so we could have
something more reliable, so that we
didn’t have a bunch of bureaucratic
melees from models created that kept
us from doing what was good for Amer-
ica.

So, as I think has been pointed out
before, whether you ask CBO, ‘“‘How
much Federal revenue would we have
come in if we had 100 percent income
tax or 200 percent income tax,” or if
you said, ““Tell us how much Federal
revenue comes in if we create a 200 per-
cent income tax,” since they are not
allowed to consider reality and history,
but only the models they create me-
chanically, it’s probably a good chance
that they would probably dutifully
come in and say: You know what? If
you set up a 200 percent income tax in
the United States of America, then
next year you will bring in twice as
much money to the Federal Treasury
as all Americans make in that year.

Because they are divorced from re-
ality, it doesn’t work into their models
they create.

In talking to my friend, I hope he
doesn’t mind my sharing it. I hope he
will invite me to have spaghetti with
his family at his home in Nashville
again sometime. I love visiting with
him there, being with his great family.

But he was very encouraging. I was a
little depressed. He said: You are a big-
idea guy. Don’t get discouraged when
you propose big ideas like the CBO,
getting rid of them, having competi-
tive scoring, or having a—

See, we get beat up every time we
say: You know what? Like DAN WEB-
STER had found, we have 82 Federal
programs charged with getting people
to and from appointments, and we
don’t need 82 Federal agencies. Most of
them have white, 20-seat vans, carry
three people when they ever carry any-
body.

But if we try to eliminate one of the
82, well, you Republicans hate seniors
or children or puppies or whatever it is.
You are evil. So we keep 82 Federal
programs to get people to and from
agencies; whereas, if we could create—
maybe it is a standing committee and
we pull people from different commit-
tees—a public assistance committee
where we have all 82 of those in every
area of public assistance, we see all the
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duplication because it is all in the
same committee, then we can start
getting some kind of reasonable Fed-
eral Government back under control.
Another idea that we just need to move
on.

But I have been joined by my friend,
and I would be glad to yield to the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. BACON).

AFRICAN-AMERICAN HISTORY COMMISSION

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend and colleague from Texas for
yielding to me.

I just want to take a few moments to
thank the House for the work they did
recently on H.R. 1242, and I want to
urge the Senate to take action on this
bill as well.

So I rise today in support of H.R.
1242, entitled 400 Years of African-
American History Commission Act. I
am a cosponsor of this legislation. I
worked with my colleagues to pass this
act in the House, and I look forward to
the Senate also passing this bill.

I believe it is important for all citi-
zens of the United States to recognize
the unique history, sacrifices, and re-
markable contributions that African
Americans have made to build our
great Nation.

I am invigorated by this legislative
intention to identify and educate the
public on the arrival of Africans and
their role in building this great coun-
try. It is equally important to under-
stand the generational impact that
slavery and laws that enforced racial
discrimination have had on our United
States.

While there have been many success-
ful and inspirational African Ameri-
cans with enumerable contributions,
we must address ongoing disparities in
employment and education by focusing
on achieving six milestones for success.
These milestones include: entering
school ready to learn; reading at grade
level by third grade; graduating from
high school ready for college or career;
completing postsecondary education or
training; successfully entering the
workforce; reducing violence and pro-
viding a second chance for returning
citizens.

I applaud the many organizations ac-
tively working to address these oppor-
tunity gaps faced by African Ameri-
cans. In my community of the Second
Congressional District of Nebraska, I
appreciate the efforts of Willie Ham-
ilton, president and founder of Black
Men United. He is a true grassroots
leader.

In addition, I want to highlight some
other organizations and work that is
ongoing in the district I serve to imple-
ment a coherent cradle-to-college-and-
career strategy for improving the life
outcomes of all young people. These or-
ganizations include: the Urban League
of Nebraska; the START Center, that
is run by my friend, Julian Young; the
Omaha Empowerment Network, coordi-
nated by Willie Barney; the Eastern
Nebraska Community Action Partner-
ship; the 100 Black Men of Omaha; the
Malcolm X Foundation; the Operation
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Youth Success; members of the Mid-
lands Mentoring Partnership; the ef-
forts of the City of Omaha through the
Black Male Achievement Program, pre-
viously coordinated by Cameron Gales,
another friend of mine.

Like all complicated issues facing
Americans, we need this type of strong
community support, along with smart
bipartisan legislation to address these
problems.

As the African-American History
Commission develops programs, I hope
they will consider inspiring commu-
nities to continue building partner-
ships between local organizations, gov-
ernment, businesses, and foundations.
This will connect young African-Amer-
ican men and women with support net-
works, mentoring programs, and the
skills and training they need to suc-
ceed in the classroom and in the work-
force.

While we learn from and celebrate
the past, we must also look to a much
brighter future for all Americans.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate those important observations. I
would like to point out something that
is not getting enough attention, as the
media seems to be driven over issues
like charge of misdemeanor assault on
a reporter, or a Russian connection,
these kind of things.

This story by Luke Rosiak, May 22,
“Democratic Aide Suspected of Major
Security Breach Under Government
Protection in Pakistan.”” There are
some really critical issues here. These
Pakistani individuals—we don’t know
if they have fled now from the U.S.,
some gone back to Pakistan, but they
have been working for our Democratic
colleagues in the House—some of
them—Ilike my friend DEBBIE
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, been working for
her since 2005; may have worked for the
DNC.

Now, there are allegations of steal-
ing, perhaps a couple of hundred thou-
sand dollars or more of computer
equipment from people here at the Hill;
accessing the government information
they should not have been allowed to
access. They were banned from access-
ing the House system. One of them,
particularly the one that has been
working for Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ,
apparently, according to the story, had
stolen or taken a laptop of hers, hidden
it, and a Capitol policeman found it.

It is kind of important to us, even
though the DNC never let the FBI, CIA,
NSA, or any Federal agents examine
the DNC computer system before they
said: Oh, yeah, it is definitely the Rus-
sians.

Really? How can you say it is defi-
nitely the Russians? You didn’t even
examine it.

But that is the way things have been
going lately. But this is regarding Con-
gressional computer systems, and we
need to get to the bottom of how badly
our system has been compromised.

In addition to the thefts and, you
know, making over $4 million since
2010, having people they owed money
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to—at least one—put on the system,
now we learn he may have never vis-
ited the Hill, and still gotten over
$200,000. Just a lot of issues need to be
dried up, cleared up, but those are
major issues that need to be clarified.

No evidence of Russian collusion, but
there is definitely evidence of Paki-
stani collusion and corruption through
the fine Democratic Congress Members
that they worked for. We just don’t
know how badly they corrupted the
system. We know they got money that
they surely should not have. But let’s
have an investigation into that.

In the meantime, we owe it to all of
those who gave their last full measure
of devotion for this country, we owe it
to them to do a better job here in Con-
gress, passing better laws of giving peo-
ple more liberty and more freedom for
those who died for it.
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There is one thing that is absolutely
certain, and Jesus knew what He was
talking about—John 15:13: ‘‘Greater
love has no one than this: to lay down
one’s life for one’s friends.” He knew.
He did it.

And for all of those, Mr. Speaker,
who have laid down their lives for
Americans and for those around the
world for their liberty, we just say
thank you. Thank God for you. May
God continue to bless America by giv-
ing us such patriots in the days ahead.

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

———
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported and found truly enrolled a bill
of the House of the following title,
which was thereupon signed by the
Speaker:

H.R. 375. An Act to designate the Federal
building and United States courthouse lo-
cated at 719 Church Street in Nashville, Ten-
nessee, as the ‘“Fred D. Thompson Federal
Building and United States Courthouse’.

————
ADJOURNMENT

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 16 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Fri-
day, May 26, 2017, at 10 a.m.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

1425. A letter from the Adjutant General,
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United
States, transmitting the proceedings of the
117th National Convention of the Veterans of
Foreign Wars of the United States, held in
Charlotte, North Carolina, July 24-27, 2016,
pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1332; (Public Law 90-620
(as amended by Public Law 105-225, Sec. 3);
(112 Stat. 1498) (H. Doc. No. 115—44); ; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs and ordered
to be printed.

May 25, 2017

1426. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Isopyrazam; Pesticide Tol-
erances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2016-0143; FRI1.-9960-76]
received May 24, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

1427. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Flazasulfuron; Pesticide
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2016-0112; FRL-
9961-54] received May 24, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

1428. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Fenazaquin; Pesticide Tol-
erances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2016-0029; FRL-9961-99]
received May 24, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

1429. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s interim final rule — Determination to
Defer Sanctions; Arizona Department of En-
vironmental Quality [EPA-R09-OAR-2017-
0255; FRL-9963-07-Region 9] received May 24,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1430. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Determination of Attain-
ment and Approval of Base Year Emissions
Inventories for the Imperial County, Cali-
fornia Fine Particulate Matter Nonattain-
ment Area; Correction [EPA-R09-OAR-2016-
0772; FRL-9962-82-Region 9] received May 24,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1431. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s direct final rule — Approval and Pro-
mulgation of State Plans (Negative Declara-
tions) for Designated Facilities and Pollut-
ants: Connecticut, New Hampshire, Rhode Is-
land, and Vermont; Revisions to State Plan
for Designated Facilities and Pollutants:
New Hampshire [EPA-R01-OAR-2017-0202; A-
1-FRL-9962-41-Region 1] received May 24,
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1432. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s direct final rule — Approval and Pro-
mulgation of Air Quality Implementation
Plans; Pennsylvania; Revisions to Allegheny
County Health Department Rules [EPA-R03-
OAR-2017-0064; FRL-9962-7T7-Region 3] re-
ceived May 24, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

1433. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Mary-
land; Control of Nitrogen Oxide Emissions
from Coal-Fired Electric Generating Units
[EPA-R03-OAR-2016-0238; FRIL-9962-73-Region
3] received May 24, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

1434. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
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