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for rich corporations and those lovely
Wall Street banks that care so much
for the American people.

The Joint Committee on Taxation es-
timates a $1 trillion addition to our na-
tional debt as a result of this bill. The
Congressional Budget Office estimates
that 80 percent of Americans, those
making less than $100,000 a year, will
see a tax increase under their plan. But
you know what? They will wait until
after next year’s election to lock it in.

There is very little in this bill good
for average Americans. Our Republican
colleagues are actually pushing Amer-
ica into deeper financial servitude to
foreign investors from places like
China and Saudi Arabia who are going
to buy the Treasury debt securities,
and our taxpayers will end up having
to pay them principal plus billions and
billions and billions in interest.

How does that servitude sound like
making America great again, putting
us in hock in greater and greater
amounts to foreign interests?

——
BELLA, THE DEER

(Ms. TENNEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize a former con-
stituent and local legend, Bella, the
white-tailed deer.

Bella’s saga as Pulaski’s mascot
began in 2009, when her mother was
tragically hit by oncoming traffic.
Alone, with nowhere to turn, a local
farmer was kind enough to extend his
barn to the motherless fawn. He took
her in, cared for her throughout the
cold months of winter, and named her
Bella.

Bella has spent her life happily wan-
dering the streets of Pulaski, joining
residents on walks with their dogs,
meeting fishermen along the banks of
the nearby Salmon River, and posing
for selfies on the porches of residents
throughout the village.

The Village of Pulaski embraced and
cared for Bella for 9 years. She was
often seen wearing a bright orange dog
collar so hunters would know who she
was. Bella even had her own Facebook
page with over 4,000 likes that kept
residents up to date on her adventures
and whereabouts.

Sadly, Bella hasn’t been seen for sev-
eral months, and the consensus among
residents and the local media is that
Bella has passed on.

Bella has brought joy to this beau-
tiful community in the foothills of the
Adirondack Mountains and the Tug
Hill Plateau region and all who had the
pleasure of meeting her. She was a vil-
lage mascot and a symbol of the reci-
procity of kindness shown by so many
in our community.

One compassionate resident reached
out to an orphaned Bella when she
needed help the most, and Bella spent
the rest of her life paying us all back
with her cheerful greetings and the
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warm spirit which reflects the grateful
Pulaski community.

CONGRATULATING JOE LUTHER,
CTE TEACHER OF THE YEAR

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratu-
late an instructor at Central Pennsyl-
vania Institute of Science and Tech-
nology for being named the national
technical education teacher of the
year.

CPI’s horticulture and landscaping
instructor, Joe Luther, will be given
the Carl J. Schaefer Memorial Award,
which is presented annually to recog-
nize career technical education teach-
ers for their outstanding service. Mr.
Luther will accept the award this
Thursday at a ceremony in Nashville,
Tennessee.

The award is presented by NOCTI,
which is the largest provider of indus-
try-based credentials and partner in-
dustry certifications for career and
technical education programs across
the Nation. It was named for Dr. Carl
J. Schaefer, who was a lifelong cham-
pion of CTE. He gained national rec-
ognition as a CTE educator and author
and was one of NOCTI’'s founding fa-
thers.

This is the second time an instructor
at CPI has received the award. In 2015,
dental assistant instructor Mindi
Tobias was selected as a top CTE
teacher in the Nation.

Mr. Speaker, as co-chair of the House
Career and Technical Education Cau-
cus, I am most proud of CPI and Mr.
Luther for this outstanding recogni-
tion.

———
REPUBLICAN TAX BILL

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, we hear
a lot of negative about the tax reform
bill that is moving through. Gladly, to-
night, we have moved to conference
committee, where we can continue the
process and the conversation. We can
now take more and more opinions peo-
ple have on how to make the bill bet-
ter. It has been getting better as we go.

In my own district, the First District
of California, when all is said and done,
this will simplify the Tax Code for
more and more tax filers. Already, 70
percent of taxpayers do not use the
method of trying to itemize every sin-
gle item. Instead, they use the stand-
ard deduction. That will save time in
tax preparation, netting them a better
tax situation for their families.

I see a direct guaranteed tax cut for
most people in rural California, rural
America, and those who earn $100,000 or
less. That is the middle-income folks
we are targeting and who we need to
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help. That is what this bill will do. It
will also create more jobs by the job
creators in this country.

This is a good step and a good direc-
tion for America’s taxpayers.

——
TAX BILL FOR AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BACON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2017, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT)
is recognized until 10 p.m. as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate my colleague pointing out that
we have done something good here.

When people talk about the tax bill
that was passed, it is not everything
everybody wanted, that is for sure. It is
not everything Republicans wanted,
but it is going to do good for most
every American.

I would love to have seen just an
across-the-board tax cut. I would like
to have seen a tax cut that brought ev-
erybody to pay the same exact percent-
age. You make more, you pay more;
you make less, you pay less.

For those who believe in a tithe, that
kind of always worked well for the
Lord. Everybody pays the same per-
centage, whether it is a widow’s mite
or hundreds of billions of dollars or the
billions that Warren Buffett refuses to
have his company pay even though he
says he would love to pay for taxes. He
ought to tell his lawyers that.

In any event, there are people who
were paying 10 percent who are now not
going to pay any taxes. I don’t see how
anybody across the aisle could keep
saying it is going to be worse for the
poor, because those who were paying 10
percent tax are not going to pay any
tax. It is good for them. It is great for
them.

I would love to see everybody have
something that they pay in—some-
thing—so that they have some invest-
ment in the income tax system. It
seems to help focus people’s attention
on government when they see how
much they are paying into the Federal
Government when it is a real percent-
age. The bill cuts completely any in-
come tax for those who were paying 10
percent.

For those who were paying 25 per-
cent, they are being cut to 12 percent.
It is a tremendous tax advantage for
them. In fact, you see that all the way
through the tax bill, the creation of
which was led by KEVIN BRADY, chair-
man of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. He did an incredible job bring-
ing all the different interests together
to get a great bill.

At the upper end, the 39.6 percent tax
was not changed. I guess the reason the
committee decided they wanted to
leave the 39.6 for the wealthiest Ameri-
cans in place is because that way the
Democrats could not come in—I know
this was the thinking: If the only tax
rate we don’t lower is for the wealthi-
est Americans, we leave that where it
is, then they can’t come in and say we
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are cutting taxes for the wealthiest
Americans and putting it on the backs
of the poorest Americans.

Well, they have come in and said it
anyway. We might as well have given
everybody a fair tax break instead of
leaving the wealthiest taxes right
where they were, 39.6 percent, because
they still came in and said it. Schumer
is still saying it in the Senate.

The truth is, when you look at the
tax rates that people will pay and the
exemptions being doubled, it is going
to be much better for most people.

There were some things in the Senate
bill I liked. I didn’t realize, but I heard
from people back home, we do have
some seniors who do pay so much in
medical expense that takes such a tre-
mendous amount of the small income
they have that they do have enough to
take deductions for their medical ex-
penses. If they are not allowed to take
those medical expenses as deductions,
accountants tell me many of their cli-
ents will end up being bankrupt.

The Senate left that provision in, and
I am hopeful that that will be in the
final bill. We don’t need to be hurting
our seniors who are paying so much in
medical expenses even though they
were assured ObamaCare would cure all
ills when it came to healthcare.

If you like your insurance, you can
keep it. Well, that turned out to be a
lie.

If you like your doctor, you could
keep your doctor. That turned out to
be a lie.

If you liked the medicine you were
taking, you could keep taking that
medicine. It turned out to be a lie.

In fact, there were actual incentives
in ObamaCare for the insurance compa-
nies not to bring in the best cancer
treaters, the best heart facilities, be-
cause that means people with cancer
and heart problems would sign up for
those policies, and they might have to
pay too much.

So it was really deviously inventive
by the architect of ObamaCare to cre-
ate a system that is going to be so bad
it is going to fail at some point. The
hope was that, when that day came,
people would throw up their hands say:
This is awful. I never thought I would
say this, but maybe we are better off
just letting the government take over
every bit of healthcare.

Well, the government was already
close to taking over all healthcare
under ObamaCare, but as Senator
Obama told people on video, it is basi-
cally government running all phases of
healthcare. They give it a deceptive
name: single-payer. But we can’t get
there in one step. It will take a couple
of steps.
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Well, ObamaCare was step one, and a
complete government takeover of peo-
ple’s healthcare was step two.

Fortunately, if we can add to the
House bill what was added into the
Senate bill, a complete repeal of the in-
dividual mandate, then we will be on
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our way to bringing down premiums, to
having people choose the health insur-
ance policies they want.

Ultimately, we have got to encourage
people to put their own money not in
the pocket of the government, not in
the pocket of the insurance company,
but into their own health savings ac-
counts and build that up. That is the
hope for the future for young people: to
have enough money in their account
down the road that, by the time they
become senior citizens, not only will
they not want government intrusion,
they won’t need it.

Those that are chronically ill, chron-
ically poor, and cannot work, we have
got to reform welfare and return the
requirements that were put in place
that caused single moms for the first
time in 30 years to start making much
more than they had, when their income
had been flat for 30 years when ad-
justed for inflation. I was surprised to
see that on a chart—on a graph at Har-
vard, at a seminar up there; but sure
enough, the facts spoke for themselves.

There are things we can do to help
people return to work, to take care of
themselves, make their own decisions,
and I think this tax bill will help do
that, especially if we put in the repeal
of the individual mandate, as surprised
as I am to keep hearing about how this
tax bill is going to hurt the poor in
America.

When the people who are paying 10
percent tax don’t pay any tax, the peo-
ple who were paying 25 percent start
paying 12 percent tax, it is just really
hard to accept someone saying that
they are going to be paying more tax
to help the rich when the rich did not
get a tax reduction from the 39.6 per-
cent.

I do want to take up a critically im-
portant decision by the Supreme Court
of the United States. There is an arti-
cle from Ian Mason today: ‘“‘President
Donald Trump’s travel ban is once
again to largely go back into effect
after the Supreme Court of the United
States stayed two lower courts’ injunc-
tions Monday.

“The orders come in response to fil-
ings by the Department of Justice Fri-
day, asking the Supreme Court to stay
the preliminary injunctions in the two
main travel ban cases, Hawaii v.
Trump in the Ninth Circuit and Inter-
national Refugee Assistance Project v.
Trump in the Fourth Circuit. These
cases have been proceeding up and
down the Federal court system for
months.”

I do think, in the Judiciary Com-
mittee, it is time that we start bring-
ing in some of these renegade judges
who were not content to wear black
robes and be judges, but took on the
role of being legislators and being
elected executives. They took all three
branches into themselves, because ba-
sically what power the President didn’t
have to fully invoke the travel ban,
Congress had given him any extra that
he needed. He had full authority to do
what he did.
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Anybody can see that people could
come in from countries where radical
Islam was destroying the countries,
and there were messages from the lead-
ers of those radical Islamic groups who
said: We are getting our soldiers into
these groups of refugees that are going
into Western civilization so that we
can destroy them.

I mean, they weren’t even hiding
what they were doing, although they
didn’t tell us which individuals were
their soldiers.

We had heard previously about vet-
ting of individuals. We heard testimony
in our committee that at least people
coming from Iraq, when they applied to
be refugees, they had some background
we could compare and contrast what
they were saying about their reasons
to come in. We even had fingerprints
on IDs. We had their criminal records
from Iraq. We had their government
records from Iraq. But as they came
from Syria, some other countries, when
Yemen was in chaos, we did not have
the government records. We didn’t
have fingerprints. We didn’t have any-
thing.

We were told by those charged with
the obligation of vetting these individ-
uals: We will vet them, but we have got
absolutely nothing to vet them with,
so they will end up coming in, because
we have got nothing to say that what
they are saying is not true, even when
they are radical Islamists who want to
kill Americans and destroy our way of
life.

What President Trump did was ex-
ceedingly reasonable, yet we had a
Deputy Attorney General, Sally Yates,
step forward and say: I am going to
take on the role of President and jus-
tice and legislator and tell you I am
not going to defend this law because I
have judged it not to be up to my
standards.

Well, she was wrong. She was wrong
then and she is wrong today as she
talks about issues even after her judg-
ment is shown to be so flawed, as the
Supreme Court has.

I know the travel ban was changed
somewhat, but still, from what the Su-
preme Court has indicated, the Presi-
dent had the power to do what he did to
protect Americans, despite what ‘‘Jus-
tice” Sally Yates said, without her
black robe on, when she defied orders
and defied the Constitution and refused
to carry out her duties.

So that is a bit of good news.

Sarah Carter has another great story
today that she got out. It can be found
on hannity.com: ‘“FBI Supervisor Boot-
ed From Mueller Probe Interviewed
Mike Flynn.”

The article says: ‘“A supervisory spe-
cial agent who is now under scrutiny
after being removed from Robert
Mueller’s special counsel’s office for al-
leged bias against President Trump
also oversaw the Bureau’s interviews of
embattled former National Security
Advisor Michael Flynn, this reporter
has learned. Flynn recently pled guilty
to one count of lying to the FBI last
week.
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“FBI agent Peter Strzok was one of
two FBI agents who interviewed Flynn,
which took place on January 24 at the
White House, said several sources. The
other FBI special agent who inter-
viewed Flynn is described by sources as
a field supervisor in the ‘Russian
Squad, at the FBI's Washington field
office,” according to a former intel-
ligence official with knowledge of the
interview.

“Strzok was removed from his role in
the special counsel’s office after it was
discovered he had made disparaging
comments about President Trump in
text messages between him and his al-
leged lover, FBI attorney Lisa Page,
according to The New York Times and
Washington Post, which first reported
the stories. Strzok is also under inves-
tigation by the Department of Justice
Inspector General for his role in Hil-
lary Clinton’s email server and the on-
going investigation into Russia’s elec-
tion meddling. On Saturday, the House
Intelligence Committee’s chairman,
DEVIN NUNES, chided the Justice De-
partment and the FBI for not dis-
closing why Strzok had been removed
from the special counsel 3 months ago,
according to a statement given by the
chairman.

“The former U.S. intelligence official
told this reporter, ‘with the recent rev-
elation that Strzok was removed from
the special counsel investigation for
making anti-Trump text messages, it
seems likely that the accuracy and ve-
racity of the 302 of Flynn’s interview as
a whole should be reviewed and called
into question.’”’

Now, the 302 is the section 302 report
summary by the FBI agent of what was
said by the witness.

So we have a biased witness at the
FBI who is not recording what Mike
Flynn said word for word. He is writing
down in his notes his biased, skewed
opinion of what Mike Flynn said. We
know it is biased, it is skewed.

Since Mike Flynn worked faithfully
for so many years under—and sur-
vived—the purges over and over of
Commander in Chief Obama and very,
very briefly worked for Donald Trump,
it would appear that Mike Flynn
should have had more credibility than
this Strzok character who hated Don-
ald Trump so much.

I have heard talk that Mike Flynn
could have fought this, but he basically
had been bankrupted by the Depart-
ment of Justice. He could not afford
the attorney’s fees anymore and, as
sometimes happens, they threatened to
go after his son. So he agreed to plea
on this one count, since apparently the
biased, prejudiced, partisan FBI agent
Strzok had something different in his
notes, his summary of what Mike
Flynn said than what Mike Flynn said
he said. So he pled out from under the
terrible legal fees and this task force
that seems to have unlimited author-
ity, that doesn’t seem to be reined in
by Mr. Rosenstein that appointed
Mueller.

Then we found out, well, heck no, of
course not, because Rosenstein and
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Mueller were involved in getting files
sealed; the facts of which, from what
we understand, should have prevented
the sale of American uranium from
ever going forward.

So it only makes sense, gee, to con-
vince Jeff Sessions to recuse himself.
He says he talked to the career guys,
like Rosenstein. He considered Rosen-
stein a career guy. Then he appoints
his buddy who helped him in the Rus-
sian investigation over a number of
years, which established that Russia
was trying to corner the market, that
they were bribing and they were com-
mitting crimes trying to get American
uranium. For heaven’s sake, if all of
that came out, then Hillary Clinton
wouldn’t have been able to get her bud-
dies to approve that sale so that Russia
could end up with so much of our ura-
nium.
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Of course, if Russia didn’t end up
with so much of our uranium, do you
really think $145 million from Uranium
One—from the stockholders who ended
up with the uranium and all the money
that flowed with it, do you really think
they would have given that to the Clin-
ton Foundation? Because let’s face it,
they haven’t given a dime since.

If they were all that charged up with
all the good the Clinton Foundation
was doing, doesn’t it make sense they
would have kept giving after Hillary
Clinton was no longer the Secretary of
State and when there was still hope of
her being President? Even though that
is gone, gee, wouldn’t they have still
contributed if it was all about the good
the Clinton Foundation was doing?

Instead of a quid pro quo, if you get
us this uranium, we will make you
rich. You will hit the Russian lottery,
the megamillions lottery for the Clin-
tons. And hit the Russian lottery they
did.

“A former FBI agent said the inves-
tigation into Strzok and the reported
text messages between him and Page
shows a ‘bias that cannot be ignored
particularly if he had anything to do
with Flynn’s interview and his role in
it.’

“The former U.S. intelligence official
questioned, ‘how logical is it that
Flynn is being charged for lying to an
agent whose character and neutrality
was called into question by the special
counsel.’

‘““According to an anonymous source
in The Washington Post, Strzok and
Page had exchanged a number of texts
that ‘expressed anti-Trump sentiments
and other comments that appeared to
favor Clinton.’”’

That was apparently between Strzok
and his lover. So it is not because he is
a man full of hate; apparently, he is a
man full of love.

“McCabe told Flynn: ‘Some agents
were heading over to the White House,
but Flynn thought it was part of the
routine work the FBI had been doing
and said they would be cleared at the
gate,’” the source said.
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‘Tt wasn’t until after they were al-
ready in Flynn’s office that he realized
he was being formally interviewed. He
didn’t have an attorney with him,’ they
added.”

‘““According to another source with
direct knowledge of the January 24
interview, McCabe had contacted
Flynn by phone directly at the White
House. White House officials had spent
the ‘earlier part of the week with the
FBI overseeing training and security
measures associated with their roles so
it was no surprise to Flynn that
McCabe had called.’”’

Snuck up on him. Apparently that is
supposed to be a lesson: the FBI calls,
you never know if it is somebody who
hates you and hates the people you
work for.

An article by Daniel Flynn of
Breitbart: ‘“The former Assistant Di-
rector of the FBI wonders who inves-
tigates the investigators in the wake of
former Trump administration National
Security Advisor Michael Flynn plead-
ing guilty to lying to the FBI and
agreeing to cooperate with special
counsel Robert Mueller’s probe.

‘“Bob Mueller should have never been
offered nor accepted the job as special
counsel as he has a huge conflict of in-
terest,” Jim Kallstrom tells Breitbart
News. ‘He should have recused him-
self.””’

It sounds like what I have been say-
ing for many months now.

‘“Not only do observers describe
Mueller and the man he recommended
to replace him as FBI Director, James
Comey, as close or even best friends,
but the special counsel pursues an in-
vestigation heavily involving the Bu-
reau he once led. How one maintains
detachment in leading a team that in-
cludes numerous anti-Trump partisans
in a probe involving one’s close friend
and the former Bureau for which
Mueller served as Director goes unex-
plained.

‘““Other problems Kallstrom sees in-
clude the means by which investigators
obtained information and what con-
stituted probable cause to obtain it.

‘“The Obama administration appar-
ently had the advantage of using elec-
tronic surveillance, collecting informa-
tion on the Trump campaign,’
Kallstrom explains. ‘That collection, in
my view, may be found to be unlawful.’

“At the very least, one administra-
tion conducting surveillance on the op-
position party looking to replace it
strikes as unusual if not unprece-
dented. In 1972, for instance, President
Richard Nixon’s political team relied
on former agents of the FBI and CIA to
gather intelligence on the Democratic

Party.
“If the surveillance and investiga-
tory methods prove unlawful,

Kallstrom notes that this puts Mueller
in an awkward position of looking into
its close friend and perhaps the Bureau
that both men once led.

‘“If they used the phony dossier as
the predicate for the FISA order they
obtained, that could be a huge prob-
lem,” Kallstrom tells Breitbart News.
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‘If they knew the information was
phony, that is a felony. If they did not
know it was phony, they were incom-
petent.’

“The ‘dossier,” which Americans be-
latedly discovered as an opposition re-
search investigation funded by Hillary
Clinton’s campaign and other partisan
sources, served as a justification in the
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act
court to obtain a wiretap to Trump
campaign adviser Carter Page. Chris-
topher Steele, the former British intel-
ligence officer who compiled the oppo-
sition research dubbed an intelligence
dossier in the media, admits that he
neither traveled to Russia nor spoke to
many of the sources for the anti-Trump
document that the Clinton campaign
funded and the FBI used in its inves-
tigation.

‘“This whole matter with the dossier
and the investigations that ensued, in-
cluding FISA surveillance and the un-
masking of hundreds of names, in my
view, will prove to be violations of the
rules set down by the Congress for un-
masking, or worse, will be found to be
violations of Federal law,” Kallstrom
concludes. ‘The Justice Department
should find out if the FBI paid for this
phony dossier and should inspect the
affidavit that was given to FISA court
to determine the accuracy of their
probable cause.’”’

Hopefully, that is what is being done
at this time, but, as I understand it,
the pro-Hillary Clinton people still at
the Justice Department have not been
forthcoming with the information.
That remains to be seen.

Other articles are talking about the
anti-Trump text messages showing a
pattern of bias on Mueller’s team, by
Chuck Ross today in the Daily Caller.

Jonathan Easley with The Hill:

“FreedomWatch Sues to Remove
Mueller.”

Thank goodness for FreedomWatch
doing so.

The article says: ‘A conservative
group filed suit on Monday seeking to
remove special counsel Robert Mueller
from the Justice Department’s inves-
tigation into Russian meddling.

‘‘Conservative lawyer Larry
Klayman, the founder of the watchdog
group FreedomWatch, filed a com-
plaint in U.S. District Court that seeks
to force the Justice Department to in-
vestigate leaks from the special coun-
sel, as well as ‘the obvious conflicts of
interest among staff.’

“The complaint against Attorney
General Jeff Sessions and FBI Director
Christopher Wray states that ‘it is a
criminal offense to leak grand jury in-
formation’ and seeks Mueller’s re-
moval.

‘“Robert Mueller is not a ‘““‘man of in-
tegrity’’ as the Washington, D.C., Dem-
ocrat and Republican political estab-
lishment like to spin,” Klayman said in
a statement. ‘He is just another pol
who is representing his establishment
benefactors in both political parties
who want to see the Presidency of Don-
ald Trump destroyed.’
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“There is deep anger at Mueller on
the right and growing calls for him to
recuse himself from the special counsel
investigation into whether Trump cam-
paign officials had improper contacts
with Moscow during the 2016 election.

“Klayman is hanging his legal effort
on the notion that Mueller is too close
to former FBI Director James Comey
and allegations that his team has
leaked damaging stories about those
he’s investigating to the press. The
complaint also argues that Mueller has
politicized the probe by hiring Demo-
crats for his investigative team.

““Conservatives have also argued that
Mueller’s probe has extended beyond
his mandate of investigating Russian
meddling.

‘““More recently, conservative media
and others on the right have drawn at-
tention to Mueller’s time as FBI Direc-
tor, questioning why he didn’t alert
regulators that a subsidiary of a for-
eign uranium mining company was
under investigation before a controver-
sial deal for the sale of the company to
a Russia-owned firm was approved.

‘“He must be held accountable to the
law and should not be able to do as he
pleases to further his and his friends’,

like former FBI Director James
Comey’s, political agenda,” Klayman
said. ‘We are hopeful that the court

will order Justice to do its job and con-
duct an expeditious and impartial in-
vestigation and then order Mueller to
step down as special counsel. There are
others, perhaps who practice outside of
the Washington, D.C., swamp, who
could step in and do an honest and con-
flict-free investigation of so-called
Russian collusion.””’

Quite interesting, but this article
today from Samantha Schmidt, Wash-
ington Post, is quite ironic. ‘“‘James
Comey, Sally Yates and Eric Holder
Defend FBI After Trump’s Twitter At-
tack.”

Now, this is the same Eric Holder
who lied to us repeatedly in our Judici-
ary Committee hearings. He obfus-
cated, concealed evidence, refused to
disclose evidence, was found in con-
tempt, but he still has the unmitigated
gall to step forward as if he is a par-
agon of virtue and can stand up for
Mueller’s character, I guess.

Comey also has taken to tweeting
out Bible verses. I think that is won-
derful. I applaud him reading the Bible.
I wish he had been relying on the Bible
a little more when he was FBI Director
before he started preparing the state-
ment that would indicate there was
nothing to prosecute Hillary Clinton
over before she was actually inves-
tigated and before he gave immunity to
people, before he let her lawyer, who
was a witness, sit in on conversations
before he was part of exonerating her,
even though the evidence that he re-
cited made clear an offense had been
committed.

There were stories that the only rea-
son he came out before the election and
said he was reopening the investigation
was so that he could keep FBI agents
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who had found all these tens of thou-
sands of emails on Anthony Weiner’s
computer, Huma Abedin’s—they said
that this surely justifies because here
are emails that she said didn’t exist.

So he goes public and says they re-
opened. If that is true, they kept those
FBI agents from coming forward, re-
signing, or saying that he was doing
what it appears now, with more evi-
dence, that he was apparently doing,
exonerating Hillary Clinton, though
evidence was there to go further.

I remember telling some media back
then, well, we will know whether this
is a serious reopening of the investiga-
tion, words like that. If he comes back
in a week and says, ‘“‘Oh, no,” before
the election, ‘‘nothing here,”” then
clearly he would not have had enough
time to go through all the emails. And
they hadn’t, but he came forward and
exonerated her anyway.

The New York Post had an article
yesterday, the editorial board: ‘‘An-
other Anti-Trump ‘Smoking Gun’
Turns Out to Be Nothing.”

““Once again, a supposed big break in
the drive to destroy President Trump
over ‘collusion’ with the Russians dur-
ing the 2016 campaign stands exposed
as nothing more than bad reporting.
Plus, the professionalism of the FBI
looks compromised by anti-Trump
bias.”

As it does by the comments by people
like Yates, Holder, and Comey.

It says: “The media went berserk
Friday on news that former Trump
confidante Mike Flynn had copped a
plea deal with special counsel Bob
Mueller. All the wusual suspects
launched an orgy of speculation on
what beans Flynn ‘must’ have spilled.

“It all went into overdrive as ABC’s
Brian Ross reported that Flynn had
been instructed to reach out to Moscow
during the campaign: This seemed to
be the long-awaited proof of collusion
with Vladimir Putin against Hillary
Clinton.

‘“Except that Ross retracted the
claim hours later: The reach-out was
only after election day, when any
President-elect is expected to start
connecting with other world leaders,
U.S.-friendly or not.”
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That is the whole sad thing about
Mike Flynn. It was not a crime for him
to reach out to the Russians after the
election. The claim was that there was
some big collusion to bring down Hil-
lary Clinton, when it appears we really
don’t know who hacked into the DNC
server. It certainly could have been an
inside job involving the Awan brothers,
or at least Imran Awan. Pretty sad
days.

The Hill reports dismissed FBI agent
changed Comey’s language on Clinton
emails to ‘“‘extremely careless.’” Olivia
Beavers, today, reported:

“The former FBI official, who was re-
cently fired from special counsel Rob-
ert Mueller’s Russia team over mes-
sages critical of President Trump, re-
portedly edited a key phrase that re-
moved possible legal implications in
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former FBI Director James Comey’s
statement about his decision on the
Hillary Clinton email investigation.

‘“Peter Strzok, who served as a coun-
terintelligence expert at the Bureau,
changed the description of Clinton’s ac-
tions in Comey’s statement, CNN re-
ported Monday, citing U.S. officials fa-
miliar with the matter.

“‘One source told the news outlet that
electronic records reveal that Strzok
changed the language from ‘grossly
negligent’ to ‘extremely careless,’
scrubbing a key word that could have
had legal ramifications for Clinton. An
individual who mishandled -classified
material could be prosecuted under
Federal law for ‘gross negligence.’”’

Pretty tragic.

The article goes on to say:

““Strzok, who served as the No. 2 offi-
cial leading the probe into the Clinton
email server, has been thrust into the
center of controversy after news of his
dismissal from Comey’s team.

““A group of people were part of the
drafting process, using a red pen on
Comey’s statement before he publicly
came forward, another U.S. official fa-
miliar with the matter told CNN.

‘““Senate Judiciary Chairman CHUCK
GRASSLEY questioned the revised lan-
guage change after receiving FBI
records last month before CNN re-
ported Strzok’s edits.

“Mueller and his team are broadly
investigating Russian interference in
the 2016 election, including whether
Trump campaign aides colluded with
the Russians.”

And, boy, ‘“‘broadly investigating” is
an understatement.

“In July 2016, Comey said that Clin-
ton’s use of a private email server
while Secretary of State was ‘ex-
tremely careless,” but he added that ‘no
reasonable prosecutor’ would charge
her.”

Mr. Speaker—I want to finish on this
note—Salem, Oregon; FOX News; Jona-
than Easley reporting:

““A Mexican man, who was deported
from the United States more than a
dozen times was sentenced Friday in
Oregon to 35 years in prison after
pleading guilty to sodomy, kidnapping,
sex abuse, and other charges in sepa-
rate attacks on two women.

‘““Sergio Jose Martinez told victims’
relatives he would see them in hell
after sentence was pronounced Friday
in a Portland courtroom.”

And I would interject, there is a de-
cent chance they may not be at the
same place he is in the next life.

“Just a day earlier, another man who
had also been deported multiple times
for being in America illegally, Jose
Ines Garcia Zarate, was found not
guilty by a jury in San Francisco in
the shooting death of a woman. That
case that touched off a national immi-
gration debate.”

I just want to finish by saying that
there is a lot of talk about amnesty,
DACA, all these different things, but,
Mr. Speaker, the truth is: until the
border is secured, we should not even
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be talking about amnesty, about any
kind of legality for people who are here
illegally, because it creates another
swarm across our border. And if we are
going to do this, we are going to have
to keep doing it every few years be-
cause the people are going to Kkeep
coming.

We must build a wall where it is
needed, and we must secure the border.
When that is done, we can work these
other things out. But until the border
is secured, we should not even be talk-
ing about it.

People, like these criminals, these
rapists, shouldn’t even have been in
this country. People are dead who
should be alive. People have had their
lives murderously tortured through
horrendous sexual assaults. So many
lives have been harmed or ended.

Let’s secure the border, let’s do what
it takes, and then we can work the
other things out.

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

———

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 51 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, December 5, 2017, 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:

3277. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Importation of Fresh Mango Fruit
From Vietnam Into the Continental United
States [Docket No.: APHIS-2016-0026] (RIN:
05679-AE25) received November 29, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Agriculture.

3278. A letter from the Program Specialist
(Paperwork Reduction Act), Office of the
Comptroller of the Currency, Department of
the Treasury, transmitting the Department’s
Major final rule — Regulatory Capital Rules:
Retention of Certain Existing Transition
Provisions for Banking Organizations That
Are Not Subject to the Advanced Approaches
Capital Rules [Docket ID: OCC-2017-0012]
(RIN: 1557-AE 23) received November 30, 2017,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

3279. A letter from the Program Specialist
(Paperwork Reduction Act), Office of the
Comptroller of the Currency, Department of
the Treasury, transmitting the Department’s
Major final rule — Mandatory Contractual
Stay Requirements for Qualified Financial
Contracts [Docket ID: OCC-2016-0009] (RIN:
1557-AE05) received November 30, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Financial Services.

3280. A letter from the Program Specialist
(Paperwork Reduction Act), Office of the
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Comptroller of the Currency, Department of
the Treasury, transmitting the Department’s
joint final rule — Community Reinvestment
Act Regulations [Docket No.: OCC-2017-0008]
(RIN: 15657-AE15) November 30, 2017, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Financial Services.

3281. A letter from the Director, Office of
Legislative Affairs, Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation, transmitting the Corpora-
tion’s Major final rule — Regulatory Capital
Rules: Retention of Certain Existing Transi-
tion Provisions for Banking Organizations
That Are Not Subject to the Advanced Ap-
proaches Capital Rules (RIN: 3064-AE 63) re-
ceived November 30, 2017, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

3282. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule — Clarification of Licensee Ac-
tions in Receipt of Enforcement Discretion
per Enforcement Guidance Memorandum
EGM 15-002, ‘“‘Enforcement Discretion for
Tornado-Generated Missile Protection Non-
compliance’” [Interim Staff Guidance, Revi-
sion 1] [DSS-ISG-2016-01, Revision 1] received
November 29, 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.

3283. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department
of State, transmitting the 2017 Annual Re-
port on the Benjamin A. Gilman Inter-
national Scholarship Program, pursuant to
22 U.S.C. 2462 note; Public Law 106-309, Sec.
304; (114 Stat. 1095); to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

3284. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s 57th Semiannual Report to Congress
on Audit Follow-up, covering the six-month
period ending September 30, 2017, pursuant to
Sec. 5(b) of the Inspector General Act, as
amended; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

3285. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, transmitting the
Department’s semiannual report from the
Office of Inspector General for the period
April 1, 2017, through September 30, 2017, pur-
suant Sec. 5(a) of the Inspector General Act
of 1978, as amended; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

3286. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting the De-
partment’s semiannual report to Congress
from the Treasury Inspector General and the
Treasury Inspector General for Tax Adminis-
tration for the period of April 1, 2017,
through September 30, 2017, pursuant to the
Inspector General Act of 1978, as amended; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

3287. A letter from the Labor Member,
Management Member, Railroad Retirement
Board, transmitting the Board’s semiannual
report to Congress, pursuant to Sec. 5 of the
Inspector General Act of 1978, Public Law 95-
452, as amended; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

3288. A letter from the Administrator, U.S.
Small Business Administration, transmit-
ting the Administration’s Semiannual Re-
port to Congress covering the period of April
1, 2017, through September 30, 2017, pursuant
to Sec. 5 of the Inspector General Act of 1978,
Public Law 95-452, as amended; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

3289. A letter from the Acting Secretary,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s determina-
tion on a petition filed on behalf of workers
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