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So I have come to make that case. It
is not a difficult case to make. At the
heart of the case are the sacrifices in
lives for their country. Not only did
they not have the vote, but, to date, as
I speak, those who are serving their
country in Afghanistan and around the
world are doing so without equality
with other Americans, with the votes
in the House and the Senate.

If you were to ask the American peo-
ple, I have no doubt where they would
be on the issues I have spoken about
this afternoon. The Democrats are
doing very well in the House and the
Senate. I will ask for a vote for the
District in this House, if in fact Demo-
crats take control of the House of Rep-
resentatives, as it seems they will.

This is a matter that should be bipar-
tisan, but my party does not control
the House. There is no chance of get-
ting the kind of equality that our
country stands for unless my party
gets control of the House. Therefore, 1
hope all will understand that is why I
am working hard to see a change in
who controls the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate of the United
States.

The District residents, those who
died, those who live here today, have
more than earned their right to be
treated as equal American citizens.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

————

HONORING THE MEMORY OF SPE-
CIAL AGENT NOLE EDWARD RE-
MAGEN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. KATKO) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. KATKO. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to honor the memory of Special
Agent Nole Remagen.

Special Agent Remagen suffered a
stroke while supporting the recent
Presidential trip to Scotland, and,
sadly, passed away a few days later,
surrounded by his family.

Special Agent Remagen was a true
patriot who dedicated his life to serv-
ing his country. He began his service as
a member of the United States Marine
Corps, where he served honorably for 5
years.

After leaving the Marine Corps, he
yet again heeded the call to serve his
Nation, joining the Secret Service as
an officer in the Uniformed Division.

Special Agent Remagen served in the
Uniformed Division for 10 years and
rose to the rank of sergeant just like
his father, also a retired sergeant in
the Secret Service Uniformed Division.

He became a special agent in 2009 and
served faithfully many assignments,
including the Dignitary Protection Di-
vision and the Presidential Protective
Division.

Special Agent Remagen represented
the best of the United States Secret
Service, and his dedication to the agen-
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cy’s mission is both admirable and in-
spiring.

Special Agent Remagen is survived
by his wife and two young children. I
ask that you keep his family in your
thoughts and prayers during this dif-
ficult time.

ADDRESSING ALZHEIMER’S DISEASE

Mr. KATKO. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to talk about a disease that
touches nearly every family in our
country.

There are more than 5.7 million
Americans living with Alzheimer’s and
more than 16.1 million unpaid care-
givers who dedicate much of their lives
to caring for their loved ones strug-
gling with this terrible illness.

I became familiar with Alzheimer’s
long before I came to Congress. You
see, my father, Andy Katko, or Pop-
Pop, as he became known to us, his 7
children, his 18 grandchildren, and his 6
great-grandchildren, as well as every-
one else, began, in 2008, to show signs
that his memory was deteriorating. He
was eventually diagnosed with demen-
tia that same year.

His condition progressed signifi-
cantly each and every year after his
initial diagnosis, and he was ulti-
mately diagnosed with Alzheimer’s dis-
ease. My mother, his wife, Mary Lou,
took on the challenging role millions
of loved ones do and became his pri-
mary caretaker.

Mary Lou remained by Andy’s side,
helping him with everything from
cooking, bathing, dressing, and taking
his medications, to offering him love
and reassurance when he would wake
up in the middle of the night confused
and sometimes scared of his sur-
roundings.

About 1% years ago, with Andy’s con-
dition progressing dramatically, and
my mother, Mary Lou, suffering from
her own health issues, our family had
to make the terrible decision that
many other families have to make and
admit my father, Andy, into a nursing
home, where he could receive the 24-
hour care and attention that he des-
perately needed.

Although Andy and Mary Lou lived
apart since then, their strong bond of
love for each other was still evident,
perhaps in the hand-holding, perhaps in
the kiss on the cheek, or perhaps just
giving a reassuring look.

Andy’s eyes would light up at any
mention of Mary Lou, especially when
she came to visit him. In March of this
year, when we had to tell him that
Mary Lou had died, his beloved wife of
64 years, it barely registered. In fact,
we can’t tell whether he understands
that his wife, the love of his life, is
gone.

Today, Andy still resides at our local
nursing home. His condition has wors-
ened, and he can no longer recognize
his children or grandchildren, nor can
he form coherent sentences. It is ex-
tremely difficult for our family to see
him in this condition, as he is no
longer the same talkative, strong-
willed father and grandfather he once
was.
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Although Alzheimer’s has diminished
my father, Andy’s quality of life, the
disease has not diminished his spirit.
Yes, Andy’s sincere appreciation for his
family is still evident, and he has
maintained his distinct sense of humor
and happy-go-lucky disposition, which
allows our family some temporary re-
lief and lightness amongst such a
heavy situation.

This struggle my father and our en-
tire family is going through is not
unique. I have heard nearly identical
stories told by countless families
throughout my district—really, from
throughout this country.
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The toll this disease takes on the
millions afflicted, the millions of care-
givers, and our overall economy cannot
be understated.

I am proud of the actions we have
taken as a Congress to begin to address
this epidemic, including the passage of
the 21st Century Cures Act, which will
strengthen efforts to find a cure. And
the recent passage of the RAISE Fam-
ily Caregivers Act, which is now one of
the first laws to address the needs of
our Nation’s family caregivers. How-
ever, we must do more.

I will continue to support the doc-
tors, the scientists, and the medical
professionals, who are on the front
lines caring for those suffering from
Alzheimer’s, working tirelessly day
and night to find a cure, looking for
promising treatments.

I implore all of my colleagues to join
me in supporting funding for research
to put an end to this epidemic, hon-
oring the millions of Americans, like
my father, who have lost so much of
their lives to this disease. This is for
you Pop Pop.

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

——

BORDER SECURITY

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

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, 1
come to the floor of the House today to
talk about an issue that has been in
the headlines a lot recently.

Every month, more than 30,000 people
come across our border, our southern
border, without the benefit of a legal
status. Now, there is no doubt that
there are more people in those 30,000,
but 30,000 are what are identified by
our Customs and Border Protection
personnel on the border.

Thousands upon thousands of these
are unaccompanied children. The end
result is many of them reside in shel-
ters and they are cared for by Amer-
ican taxpayer dollars. Some others are
less fortunate, and they end up being
released into dangerous situations.

I think all Americans can agree that
we want our immigration system to
work, and maybe we want it to be bet-
ter. But as we consider this crisis on
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our southern border, it is fair to ask:
How did we arrive at this point?

First off, just from the numbers,
America is the most generous country
in the world. Through our Nation’s
legal immigration process, we welcome
well over a million immigrants into
the United States of America every
year. That is more than every other
nation on the face of the Earth com-
bined. And, just to be clear, these are
people who go through the correct
process and follow our laws. Despite
this generosity, others remain intent
on entering our country without the
full benefit of legal status.

Congress continues to grapple with
immigration reform, and particularly
the question of what to do with unac-
companied minors and those who come
into this country as small children and
then age into the system.

I actually asked the Congressional
Research Service: How do other coun-
tries deal with this population of chil-
dren, identified as Dreamers, how do
other countries deal with this popu-
lation?

Well, their answer was pretty short.
Other countries don’t. If someone is
found coming into their country with-
out the benefit of legal status—man,
woman, or child—they are returned to
their point of origin. They do not keep
anyone in that status, in that cat-
egory.

So, again, America is the most gen-
erous country in the world, and we
have the most significant problem with
immigration without the benefit of
legal status.

Over the past couple of weeks, we
have heard intense criticism of the
Trump administration of a zero-toler-
ance policy. We have heard Members of
Congress opine, both at the border and
here on the floor of the House, about
the misfortune of those who have
crossed into our country without the
benefit of citizenship. From the news,
you would know that this is a terrible
situation.

So, enforcement first; is that a bad
thing? Well, that is what the adminis-
tration is supposed to do. And there is
significant proof that an enforcement
first policy does deter people from sub-
jecting themselves to harm by taking a
perilous trip to the American border,
whether it be by land or by sea.

For example, when General Kelly was
the Secretary of Homeland Security,
before he became Chief of Staff for the
White House, he visited our Texas bor-
der in May of 2017. Those Border Patrol
stations were virtually unoccupied at
the time.

In June of 2017, a Reuters journalist,
Julia Edwards Ainsley, reported on the
decreased number of border crossings.
She writes—and, bear in mind, this is
just over a year ago:

Last fall, during the waning months of the
Obama administration, hundreds of immi-
grants crossed the river on rafts at this point
each day, many willingly handing them-
selves over to immigration authorities in
hopes of being released into the United
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States to await court proceedings that would
decide their fate.

Now, the agents look out on an empty
landscape. Footpaths up from the water have
started to disappear under growing brush,
with only the stray baby shoe or toothbrush
serving as reminders of that migrant flood.

The reason for the change, the agents say,
is a perception in Mexico and Central Amer-
ica that President Donald Trump has ended
the practice known as ‘‘catch and release,”
in which immigrants caught in the United
States without proper documents were re-
leased to live free, often for years, as their
cases ran through the court system.

Now, would-be border violators know
‘“‘they’ll be detained and then turned right
back around,” said one of the two agents,
Marlene Castro. ‘‘It’s not worth it anymore,”
she said.

What had happened between the end
of the Obama administration and the
first year of the Trump administra-
tion? When people believe that they
will encounter a border wall, or that
they will be turned away at the border,
people simply do not come. However,
our laws are effective only if they are
enforced. As General Kelly said at the
time:

For changes to be permanent, Congress
must change the law.

He went on to say:

If Congress does not want us to enforce the
law, they should change the law.

So, every night, when you are listen-
ing to the news, you might believe that
this is the first time in American his-
tory that a Presidential administration
has used an enforcement first, or a so-
called ‘‘zero-tolerance’ policy.

But let’s think about this for a
minute and turn the clock back to 1992.

In the early 1990s, rafts of immi-
grants from the country of Haiti were
bound for the United States and were
intercepted at sea, as authorized by a
policy enacted by President George H.
W. Bush’s administration.

A young Governor from Arkansas
was running for President against the
incumbent George H.W. Bush, and,
what a surprise, the campaign rhetoric
became divisive. Then-Governor Clin-
ton, time and again, spoke of his dis-
agreement with then-President Bush’s
zero-tolerance immigration policy.

During his campaign, Governor Clin-
ton often maligned President Bush for
being so cruel in his treatment of Hai-
tian refugees traveling to America by
boat. The rhetoric then was the same
as the rhetoric now: You have put a
closed sign on the Statue of Liberty, or
you have hung up a no vacancy sign on
the border of the United States. During
his campaign, some people feared that
Governor Clinton was creating unreal-
istic expectations for the Haitian peo-
ple, who were suffering significantly
from unrest in their country.

As Douglas Farah wrote in the New
York Times article titled ‘‘Clinton In-
spires Hope and Fear in Haiti’ on No-
vember 28, 1992:

It was Mr. Clinton who helped create the
expectation of an exodus from Haiti when he
condemned the Bush administration for a
“‘cruel policy of returning Haitian refugees
to a brutal dictatorship without an asylum
hearing.”
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Now, we all know that Governor
Clinton won the Presidential election
in 1992. From Governor Clinton’s prom-
ises, the people of Haiti expected to be
welcomed into the United States with
open arms. The problem is that after
winning the White House, President-
elect Clinton had a change of heart.

Now, I will read from some of Presi-
dent-elect Clinton’s remarks, and this
was spoken directly to the people of
Haiti over the radio on Voice of Amer-
ica.

For Haitians who do seek to leave Haiti,
boat departure is a terrible and dangerous
choice. I've been deeply concerned by reports
that many of you are preparing to travel by
boat to the United States. And, I fear that
boat departures in the near future would re-
sult in further tragic losses of life.

For this reason, the practice of returning
those who flee Haiti by boat will continue
for the time being after I become President.
Those who do leave Haiti for the United
States by boat will be stopped and directly
returned by the United States Coast Guard.

To avoid the human tragedy of a boat exo-
dus, I wanted to convey this message di-
rectly to the Haitian people: Leaving by boat
is not the route to freedom.

Now, this dramatic change of heart
did not go without notice. On January
17, 1993, the Chicago Tribune columnist
Stephen Chapman wrote:

The President-elect has a terrible time
making up his mind and keeping it made up.
A lot of Haitians are disappointed to find
he’s something less than a man of his word.
They’re not the only ones.

As you can see from this story, bor-
der security is not a new debate. Zero-
tolerance policies do go back far longer
than the current administration.

Now, just before I leave this topic, I
want to thank the Library of Congress
and the National Archives for their
work in helping me track down this
now long-forgotten radio address. But I
do think it is useful as we consider our
current situation, and I am grateful to
them for their work to uncover this re-
cording from their archives.

It actually was easier to find evi-
dence of the zero-tolerance policy in ef-
fect during the Carter administration.

There was a phenomena known as the
Mariel boatlift. Fidel Castro, solving a
problem he had internally in his coun-
try, opened the doors to his prisons and
some of his asylums. He sent criminals
and patients suffering from mental dis-
eases through the straits of Florida
and he left Jimmy Carter’s administra-
tion to grapple with a Cuban refugee
crisis.

In a 1997 interview, former Deputy
Secretary of State John A. Bushnell re-
called a meeting with President Carter
in which he and other key advisers dis-
cussed possible solutions to the Cuban
refugee problem. He said:

I remember sitting in that windowless con-
ference room of the National Security Coun-
cil with Secretary of State Muskie, the Chief
of Naval Operations, the Director of the CIA,
the head of the Coast Guard, the head of Im-
migration and Naturalization Service, and
several other senior officials debating how to
stop this flow of Cubans. National Security
Advisor Brzezinski chaired until President
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Carter came in toward the end of the meet-
ing.

There was a long discussion of how Coast
Guard and Navy ships might physically stop
the Cuban boats, either from leaving the
United States or returning. The Navy and
the Coast Guard, represented at this meeting
by admirals, asked: ‘“‘How can we do this?”’

It was suggested that these boats could be
rammed or shot at. The Navy and Coast
Guard said that it would be very difficult to
stop these boats physically from leaving the
United States or from returning without
major loss of life among the boat crews and
passengers.

I guess Secretary Muskie was something of
a sailor. He certainly knew a lot more about
boats than I did. He was suggesting ways of
maneuvering boats to block passage, which
struck me as sort of wild. It sounded to me
as if he had in mind a picket line of Coast
Guard and Navy boats going across the
straits of Florida to stop the movement of
these small boats with refugees. This naval
discussion went on for a long time, but was
inconclusive.
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Well, from this interview, we under-
stand that President Carter’s adminis-
tration was contemplating how to
physically stop Cuban boats from com-
ing to the United States.

More recently, President Obama’s ad-
ministration faced a crisis in 2014.
There was a flood of unaccompanied
minors who came across our southern
border from countries like Honduras,
El Salvador, Guatemala. There is no
question that President Obama’s dan-
gerous catch and release policies
helped to bring us to this point.

President Carter, President Clinton,
President Obama, they all learned the
same lesson. It is inhumane and dan-
gerous to encourage anyone to attempt
a harrowing journey by land or sea in
order to reach America’s borders.

But I do want to emphasize some im-
portant points moving forward.

First off, under the jurisdiction of
the Energy and Commerce Sub-
committee on Health, we do oversee
the Health and Human Services Office
of Refugee Resettlement. Over the last
5 years, I have made 10 trips to the bor-
der to visit these Office of Refugee Re-
settlement facilities. In the last few
weeks, I had the opportunity to visit
shelters in Tornillo and McAllen and
Brownsville, all on the Texas border.

I can tell you this: The shelters are
in excellent condition. The men and
women of the Office of Refugee Reset-
tlement and the men and women who
work in the nonprofit organizations
who help in those endeavors, they do
an excellent job. The children receive
professional care from the exemplary
HHS employees. Children were living
in a healthy environment. Children
were playing on a soccer field with ar-
tificial turf. In McAllen, at Casa Padre,
I witnessed the same thing.

Regardless of what you are hearing
on the news and from our friends on
the other side of the dais here in the
House of Representatives, the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services is
providing outstanding care to the mi-
nors in its custody.
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This was not always the case. Back
in 2014, I made other trips to ORR fa-
cilities early in what was then the
Obama administration’s unaccom-
panied alien minors crisis. The chil-
dren, when I visited the shelters in
2014, they didn’t have access to a doc-
tor. There were no medical personnel.

Today, they have access to the full
range of medical facilities and mental
health resources, and the children are
being screened for communicable dis-
eases. This is important. These chil-
dren are likely to be placed with fami-
lies in the United States. They are
likely to attend schools with those
families where they are placed. Cer-
tainly illnesses such as tuberculosis
need to be screened for and ruled out
before those children are placed with
families in the interior of the United
States.

Today, children have a way to con-
tact back to the Department of Health
and Human Services, or the office of
oversight, the Office of Refugee Reset-
tlement after they have been placed.

In 2014, when I visited those shelters,
there was no way—if a child ended up
in a situation that was not just not
agreeable, but perhaps dangerous for
the child, they were not given any
means of contacting back to ORR once
they left Federal custody. And, unfor-
tunately, we know now that some chil-
dren were not placed in loving homes
but, rather, fell victims to trafficking
or other abuse.

Now, because of the House Repub-
licans who serve on the Energy and
Commerce Committee, if children need
help after they leave a shelter, they do,
indeed, have a lifeline. These are help-
ful resources for those who are en-
trusted to Federal care.

This afternoon, I want to thank and
commend Secretary Alex Azar and his
team at Health and Human Services for
their work, yes, to reunite children
with verified family members and for
children who have come across the bor-
der without any other visible means of
support, who are then taken care of by
the men and women of the Office of
Refugee Resettlement, and, of course,
the generosity of the American tax-
payer.

The people at HHS are taking the ap-
propriate care to ensure that children
released from their custody will be
placed safely.

My primary goal still remains to se-
cure the border. Yes, this would be a
problem that would be much better
prevented than managed after it oc-
curs, but there remains a problem with
unaccompanied minors crossing the
border without the benefit of citizen-
ship. All the time that that does occur,
we must do our best to ensure that
they are safe when they are in the cus-
tody of the men and women of Health
and Human Services.

Again, I want to stress, when it
comes to immigration, the TUnited
States of America is the most generous
country in the world. But is it okay, is
it all right for us to allow 30,000 people
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to enter our country illegally each
month?

Is it okay, is it all right to allow
13,000 children to enter our country il-
legally each month?

Is it all right for us to subject these
innocent children to a dangerous jour-
ney?

Is it all right for us to continue to
encourage and monetize child traf-
fickers and coyotes who bring these
children across central Mexico?

President Trump has said that the
highest sovereign duty of the President
is to defend this Nation, and that in-
cludes the defense of the borders. Quite
simply, sovereign countries must de-
fine and defend their borders.

I believe that America is a country
worth defending, so, ultimately, we are
going to have to solve this problem.

From experiences, both recent and
throughout history, we do know that
rhetoric matters, and President
Trump’s enforcement first policy
should not come as a surprise to any-
one. As the President, current Presi-
dent campaigned, he promised to end
the catch and release program and re-
store order on the southern border.

The traffickers and coyotes in Cen-
tral America use our words, our words
spoken here on the floor of this House,
in Washington, D.C. They use our
words to prey on the disadvantaged in
Central American countries, and they
encourage families to put their chil-
dren on top of a freight train, a train
called La Bestia, from southern Mexico
to the Rio Grande, and subject their
children to violence of the cartels or
worse. And these are children, some of
whom will never arrive in the United
States because of the dangers on that
journey. When we say, or even suggest,
that children could receive amnesty at
the border, we put innocent lives at
risk.

We can be compassionate and we can
provide a secure border at the same
time. These two concepts are not mu-
tually exclusive.

In 1980, I previously quoted former
Deputy Secretary of State John A.
Bushnell, and let me quote him again.
He recalled that Congress, that year,
appropriated over $400 million to assist
holding and settling Cuban refugees in
the United States. Reflecting on that
time, here’s what he said:

“I used this appropriation as a key
example of why foreign aid through the
Caribbean Group was a good invest-
ment. It was much better to help our
neighbors build a good economic future
for themselves at home than to have a
flood of desperate refugees, which
would cost more money to settle.”

Madam Speaker, I would ask my col-
leagues in the House if it would not be
wise to consider former Deputy Sec-
retary of State John Bushnell’s rea-
soning. Perhaps our foreign aid to
countries such as Honduras, El Sal-
vador, Guatemala, and even Mexico,
should be tied to how they care for
their children.

Here is the deal: Why should we re-
ward those countries whose children
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are fleeing for their safety to the
United States of America? It is cer-
tainly something to consider, particu-
larly as we consider the foreign oper-
ations appropriations that we will like-
ly have on the floor of the House when
this House reconvenes in September.

As we have heard today, it is simply
irresponsible. It is inhumane for the
American Government to incentivize
anyone, to subject their citizens, the
children of their citizens, to this per-
ilous journey to our border.

This was a lesson that President
Clinton learned; it was a lesson that
President Carter learned; and it was a
lesson that President Obama learned;
and, unfortunately, each of them
learned it a little bit late.

But we have an opportunity. We
could end this broken pattern. We
could find a solution. First is to secure
the borders, and second is to use our
foreign aid to encourage those coun-
tries to take care of their children first
and to not count on the generosity of
the American taxpayer to continue to
do the job that they refuse to do at
home.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois (at the
request of Ms. PELOSI) for today.

———————

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. 2353. An act to reauthorize the Carl D.
Perkins Career and Technical Education Act
of 2006.

—————

ADJOURNMENT

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 54 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Fri-
day, July 27, 2018, 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:

5772. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Dairy Pro-
gram, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Milk in
California; Federal Milk Marketing Order
Promulgation [Doc. No.: AO-15-0071; AMS-
DA-14-0095] received July 25, 2018, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

5773. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Specialty
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Crops Program, Department of Agriculture,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Oranges, Grapefruit, Tangerines, and
Pummelos Grown in Florida; Increased As-
sessment Rate [Doc. No.: AMS-SC-17-0074;
SC18-905-1 FR] received July 25, 2018, 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.

5774. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service, Spe-
cialty Crops Program, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Grapes Grown in a Designated Area of
Southeastern California; Decreased Assess-
ment Rate [Doc. No.: AMS-SC-17-0082; SC18-
925-1 FR] received July 25, 2018, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

5775. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Fruit and Veg-
etable Programs, Department of Agriculture,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Rules of Practice and Procedure Governing
Marketing Orders and Marketing Agree-
ments, and Research, Promotion, and Infor-
mation Programs [Document Number: AMS-
SC-18-0007] received July 25, 2018, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

5776. A letter from the Administrator, Spe-
cialty Crops Program, Promotion and Eco-
nomics Division, Department of Agriculture,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Peanut Promotion, Research, and Informa-
tion Order; Change in Assessment Rate Com-
putation [Document Number: AMS-SC-16-
0115] received July 25, 2018, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

5777. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Specialty
Crops Program, Department of Agriculture,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Cranberries Grown in States of Massachu-
setts, et al.; Establishment of Handler Diver-
sion and Reporting Requirements and New
Information Collection [Doc. No.: AMS-SC-
17-0066; SC17-929-3 FR] received July 25, 2018,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

5778. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service,
Dairy Programs, Department of Agriculture,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Milk in Florida Marketing Area; Order
Amending the Order [AMS-DA-17-0068; AO-18-
0008] received July 25, 2018, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

5779. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Agriculture Marketing Service, Spe-
cialty Crops Program, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Walnuts Grown in California; Order
Amending Marketing Order 984 [Doc. No.:
AMS-SC-16-00563; SC16-984-1 FR] received July
25, 2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Agriculture.

5780. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service, Spe-
cialty Crops Program, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — General Regulations for Federal
Fruit, Vegetable, and Specialty Crop Mar-
keting Agreements and Orders; Authority To
Meet Via Electronic Communications [Doc.
No.: AMS-SC-17-0086; SC18-900-1 FR] received
July 25, 2018, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Agriculture.

5781. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Specialty
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Crops Program, Department of Agriculture,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Olives Grown in California; Decreased As-
sessment Rate [Doc. No.: AMS-SC-18-0001;
SC18-932-1 FR] received July 25, 2018, 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.

5782. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Personnel and Readiness, Department of De-
fense, transmitting a report titled, ‘‘Imple-
mentation and Assessment of a Training
Curriculum for the Boards for Correction of
Military Records’’, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 1552
note; Public Law 114-328, Sec. 534(c); (130
Stat. 2122); to the Committee on Armed
Services.

5783. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s Major final rule — Regula-
tion of NMS Stock Alternative Trading Sys-
tems [Release No.: 34-34-83663; File No. S7-23-
15] (RIN: 3235-AL65) received July 25, 2018,
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.

5784. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
General Counsel, Division of Regulatory
Services, Department of Education, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Stu-
dent Assistance General Provisions, Federal
Perkins Loan Program, Federal Family Edu-
cation Loan Program, William D. Ford Fed-
eral Direct Loan Program, and Teacher Edu-
cation Assistance for College and Higher
Education Grant Program; Corrections
[Docket ID: ED-2017-OPE-0112] (RIN: 1840-
AD28) received July 23, 2018, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

5785. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Office of Fossil Energy, De-
partment of Energy, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Small-Scale Natural
Gas Exports [FE Docket No.: 17-86-R] (RIN:
1901-AB43) received July 25, 2018, 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.

5786. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — 1,1-Difluoroethane; Exemp-
tion from the Requirement of a Tolerance
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2018-0036; FRIL-9980-20] re-
ceived July 25, 2018, 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.

5787. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Additional Air Quality Des-
ignations for the 2015 Ozone National Ambi-
ent Air Quality Standards — San Antonio,
Texas Area [EPA-HQ-OAR-2017-0548; FRL-
9981-17-OAR] (RIN: 2060-AU13) received July
25, 2018, 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.

5788. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s direct final rule — Air Plan Approval
and Air Quality Designation; MO; Redesigna-
tion of the Missouri Portion of the St. Louis
Missouri-Illinois Area to Attainment of the
1997 Annual Standards for Fine Particulate
Matter and Approval of Associated Mainte-
nance Plan [EPA-R07-OAR-2017-0734; FRL-
9981-29-Region 7] received July 25, 2018, pur-
suant 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.

5789. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
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