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Now, I know people don’t like it be-

cause they say, I don’t like you de-
scribing me as that and I don’t like 
being accused of that, and so what I 
would rather do is not talk about it at 
all. 

Madam Speaker, I had the honor 
when I first got elected to Congress to 
have lunch with Justice Scalia. We 
talked about the life issue. Justice 
Scalia looked at me and said, You 
know what, Mr. KELLY, I find it abomi-
nable that 50 States who have the re-
sponsibility and the jurisdiction choose 
to give the issue to nine former law-
yers to make a decision for them. 

On this issue, we should never, ever 
cower away from it. We should never, 
ever deny that it is happening. We 
should never, ever say that my per-
sonal preference is for life. But the Su-
preme Court deemed that it was their 
responsibility. 

The real test will take place if the 
decision goes back to the States and 
the States and their elected officials 
make the decision. At that point, I 
would expect those who say, Well, my 
personal preference would be to stand 
up and defend life because the Supreme 
Court is no longer your barrier, no 
longer your excuse, and won’t be taken 
into consideration. 

Madam Speaker, we have these con-
versations from time to time, and we 
find them very uncomfortable, and we 
talk about things like, well, words 
matter, words hurt. Can’t we just avoid 
this? 

By doing so, we are ignoring the fact 
that we are ending a human life. I just 
tell all the Members that I come in 
contact, Aren’t you glad that your par-
ents were pro-life, and you had the 
chance to actually weigh in on it in 
your time and make a difference? 

It is an issue I don’t think should 
ever go away, and I think it is the most 
important issue that faces us today. I 
am very concerned about what is going 
on in Ukraine. I am more concerned 
with what is happening in the United 
States of America and our fellow citi-
zens looking at us to say: You need to 
make a decision. And we are saying to 
them, your individual States with the 
people you elected should have that de-
bate and they should make that deci-
sion for you. 

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

f 

SUPREME COURT’S IMPENDING 
DECISION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PERRY) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, I am 
joined by my friends here this evening 
to talk about the impending decision of 
the Supreme Court and, of course, the 
things surrounding it, including the 
unfortunate, unprecedented leak of the 
information from the Court, as well as 
the, I think, heretofore unprecedented 

protesting at the homes of the Justices 
that can only legitimately be described 
as an attempt to influence and change 
their decision. We are going to get into 
all that. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
BISHOP), for some comments on this 
subject. 

Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. PERRY) 
for yielding. 

The gentleman is right. You can’t 
help but notice and perhaps be dis-
tracted in an unseemly way by the 
stream of insidious attacks on the in-
stitution of the United States Supreme 
Court. It began with ideas about pack-
ing the Court, the well-known threat 
by the majority leader in the Senate 
that, ‘‘You won’t know what hit you’’ 
to the Justices of the Supreme Court, 
followed by that unprecedented leak— 
unprecedented in the history of the 
United States Supreme Court for a 
draft opinion to leak to the public. 

But we weren’t done then, because in 
the ensuing two weeks, there was the 
online publishing of information about 
the residences of the Justices of the 
Supreme Court and the appearance of 
mobs outside their houses to intimi-
date them. 

And we were not done then. Last 
night, in the Committee on the Judici-
ary of the House of Representatives, 
there were the most unseemly attacks 
on the institution of the Court. 

We can look forward and we are still 
not done, because that committee, the 
Democratic majority of that com-
mittee, has scheduled for next week a 
hearing on the Dobbs case as it pends 
for decision on the calendar of the 
Court, another unprecedented tram-
pling of institutional norms by a ma-
jority who reminds us constantly of 
their desire to protect democracy. 

But as I say, all of that threatens to 
cover over what should be a hopeful 
moment for this Nation in which we 
may, for the first time in 49 years, set 
aside a regime that has resulted in the 
loss of 61 million innocents. 

We may soon see in this Nation that 
no longer will tiny babies at the in-
stant of their formation and their first 
weeks of growth when their formative 
heart begins to beat and they can sense 
pain, be forcibly ripped, limb from 
limb, as they are extracted from their 
mother’s womb by an abortionist. 

We can aspire now, given the hope 
that emerges from what was intended 
for evil, but God may use for good, this 
opinion that says no longer will the de-
ficient logic and willful action of a Su-
preme Court majority in 1973 dictate 
the course of this Nation and commit 
us to a continuing abomination against 
the most innocent. 

The aspiration that it may come to 
pass that the abomination of Roe v. 
Wade will join Dred Scott and Plessy v. 
Ferguson and Korematsu on the ash 
heap of history, a stain upon the his-
tory of the United States, to be sure, 

but one that the Nation and those who 
have the good fortune to live within 
her confines may yet live to see re-
deemed. 

Aspiration, hope, faith that this Na-
tion may yet indeed see the living out 
of its creed. That is what I aspire to to-
night. 

Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman, and those are in-
deed inspiring and hopeful words as we 
stand ready to hear the Court’s final 
decision, not trying to leak it, not try-
ing to persuade it unduly, doing the 
work of democracy, of the representa-
tive Republic, speaking on behalf of 
the people that we represent, our 
bosses, so that they can decide, not 
just a few folks across the street here 
in robes, making decisions for the 
whole country. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the good 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
NORMAN). 

b 1845 

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congressman PERRY for getting this 
colloquy together. 

DAN BISHOP put it well. America is 
getting a front-row seat to a left, un-
hinged group that, on an opinion that 
was leaked—that is illegal on its face— 
can inspire people, before the decision 
is even rendered, to go to the homes of 
the Supreme Court Justices and at-
tempt to change their minds. It is ille-
gal. 

It is in Federal statute. It is punish-
able by a year in prison. Merrick Gar-
land, we call on him to enforce the law, 
to start arresting people. 

When is it going to end, folks? When 
is it going to end when a decision that 
the left doesn’t like, in anticipation, is 
going to the houses of the Supreme 
Court Justices and all the neighbors, 
disrupting a complete neighborhood 
and disrupting the lives of Justices 
who are not political figures? They are 
elected for life. 

When will we see fences stop being 
put up around the Supreme Court? Who 
would imagine? The Founders would 
have never guessed that this would 
have been coming to effect. 

Do you know what is so appalling? 
The comments from this administra-
tion and from its supporters. A quote 
by one person who is on the abortionist 
side: ‘‘If abortions aren’t safe, then you 
aren’t either.’’ 

Another quote: ‘‘The time for civility 
is over, man. Being polite doesn’t get 
you anywhere.’’ 

This is just a replay of the vandalism 
that took place all across this coun-
try—over 537 cities torn up—and a deci-
sion has not even been rendered. 

Folks, it is time for a change. It is 
time for this to stop. It is time for all 
Americans to voice their opinion and 
displeasure over this, the killing of a 
child. 

When you follow the money, that is 
where you know where the priorities 
are. For Title X funding, in the ‘23 
budget, this administration is putting 
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forth $400 million, a $113 million in-
crease to fund abortions that goes to 
Planned Parenthood. 

In the United Nations Population 
Fund going to countries overseas, over 
$56 million of the taxpayers’ dollars are 
going overseas when we can’t get baby 
formula. We can’t get supplies that 
Americans need. The inability of a par-
ent to tell a child that is crying into 
the middle of the night ‘‘I can’t get you 
formula’’ falls directly on this adminis-
tration. 

I commend the gentleman for doing 
this. This voice has to get louder. 
Americans are simply tired of it. To do 
this at this time in history has to be 
stopped. I think it is. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, I am being 
joined by some of my other colleagues 
here. Mr. NORMAN, Congressman NOR-
MAN, mentioned the baby formula. We 
are here to talk about the stain of 
abortion on our country. But we are 
watching what is happening, talking 
about children that need their formula. 

Mothers need to feed their babies. 
They can’t get it at the store, yet we 
see the shelves are full down on the 
southern border, full of baby formula. 

What about America’s babies, ladies 
and gentlemen? What about America’s 
babies? 

Look, you don’t have to take our 
word for it. We are here to talk about 
the stain of all the lost lives of the in-
nocent over these 49 years. But don’t 
take our word for it. Don’t take Repub-
licans’ word for it. 

How about Democrats? How about 
Governor Bob Casey in the Abortion 
Control Act of 1982, where he had to go 
to the Supreme Court and fight against 
Planned Parenthood for things like pa-
rental consent prior to a minor under-
going an abortion? What a novel con-
cept. Oh, so striking. 

How about, just yesterday, The 
Washington Post, not known as a bas-
tion of conservatism, saying that yes, 
experts say protests at SCOTUS Jus-
tice homes appear to be illegal, appear 
to be illegal because title 18, section 
1507 of the U.S. Code, says it is: cannot 
try and influence the decision of the 
Court. 

But the left doesn’t care. Every sin-
gle day when you wake up, you say to 
yourself, I don’t know how it could get 
much worse. I can’t believe what is 
happening, and I don’t know what else 
could get worse than it is. But then, 
every single day, something else un-
precedented happens. Today, that is oc-
curring yet again. 

If you don’t believe me or The Wash-
ington Post or Bob Casey, Governor 
Bob Casey v. Planned Parenthood—by 
the way, I am not sure how Governor 
Casey would feel about his son’s ac-
tions in the U.S. Senate when they 
voted for the most extreme position, 
which would make abortion legal at 
any point during the pregnancy, in-
cluding up until the minute of birth— 
voted for that. His father fought the 
good fight. 

But what about Ruth Bader Gins-
burg, celebrated leftist on the Court, 

celebrated believer in abortion and pro-
tector of abortion, who said that the 
1973 law did too much too fast, said 
that ‘‘doctrinal limbs too swiftly 
shaped . . . may prove unstable.’’ She 
knew this was a stain on our humanity. 
She knew. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. HICE). 

Mr. HICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 
am grateful to the gentleman for 
chairing the Freedom Caucus, and we 
are grateful for his leadership and for 
having this Special Order tonight. 

I want to take a moment in my open-
ing remarks to say thank you to those 
Supreme Court Justices who, right 
now, are experiencing tremendous and 
unjust treatment and intimidation 
from a radical left mob that is abso-
lutely out of control. 

Many of us have been in the battle 
for life for decades. We are grateful, fi-
nally, that this horrendous stain on 
America’s history is potentially com-
ing to an end, and those who have 
stood for our Constitution, Supreme 
Court Justices Alito, Coney Barrett, 
Gorsuch, Kavanaugh, and Thomas, we 
all take a moment to say a huge thank 
you to them for standing up for the 
Constitution, for standing up for the 
unborn, and doing the right thing. 

We want them to know that we and 
millions of other Americans are stand-
ing with them in deep gratitude this 
evening. Never should anyone in this 
country but, at this point, our Supreme 
Court Justices never, ever, ever should 
they be afraid of the leftist mob be-
cause they are doing their jobs as Su-
preme Court Justices to stand for the 
Constitution and to correct unconsti-
tutional law in this case as it comes 
their way. Yet, now, they are facing 
great intimidation by the radical left 
agenda. 

We, millions of Americans, are abso-
lutely disgusted by what we are watch-
ing on television as a result of what 
has already been described tonight, an 
unprecedented and I believe to be prob-
ably an intentional leak of Justice 
Alito’s decision, the majority decision 
in this case, Dobbs v. Jackson. How in 
the world does that leak happen? We 
fully will get to the bottom of that 
with some investigations in the future. 

The behavior now of the left is unac-
ceptable. It is illegal. It needs to be 
dealt with. There needs to be account-
ability. This is absolutely bringing out 
the worst of the radical left in this 
country, and I hope every American 
sees it. I hope they see it for what it is. 

Here is the Supreme Court Justices 
doing their job. There are three 
branches, equal branches, separate 
branches. This branch, the judicial 
branch, and, in this case, the Supreme 
Court are doing their job and facing 
the wrath of radical leftists simply be-
cause they don’t like the decision. 

We have fallen so far as a country. 
We have come to the point that now we 
are willing to end innocent life and rip 
little baby boys or girls from their 
mothers’ wombs. 

I mean, here we have 5 weeks, the 
child has a heartbeat; 10 weeks, arms, 
legs, fingers, toes; 15 weeks, a fully de-
veloped heart, capable of feeling pain. 
It is a child in the womb. It is abso-
lutely amazing. 

Enough is enough. It is time that we 
hold these people accountable. It is 
time that we come behind our Supreme 
Court Justices. Whether anyone agrees 
with the decision or not, they are doing 
their job. We obviously agree with the 
decision. But they are doing their job, 
and they need to be protected. 

We cannot allow the highest court of 
our land and our Constitution to be put 
in jeopardy as it is now. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman for leading this time, this Spe-
cial Order, giving each of us an oppor-
tunity to stand for our Constitution, to 
stand for our Supreme Court, and to 
stand for life. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, the good 
gentleman from Georgia reminded me, 
as I said, you don’t have to believe us 
Republicans. He reminded me that 
President Biden said this is a child, 
what we have known all our lives. But 
don’t believe us if you don’t want to. 
Believe your President. He said it is a 
child. So we know, right? And we are 
so grateful. 

As people who love life, love the pro-
tection of life guaranteed in the Con-
stitution, we have suffered and prayed 
for 49 years. We didn’t like the decision 
49 years ago, in 1973. We didn’t like it, 
but we didn’t do the wrong thing. We 
used the system appropriately, as it 
was designed by the Founders and the 
Framers of our great country, to re-
move the stain of the loss of innocent 
life from our laws. We are on the edge 
of that. 

But the point is that there is a right 
way to do things. Even though we dis-
agree on occasion, we are a country of 
laws. If it is going to be okay to break 
the law just because you disagree with 
a decision, well, that is not a country 
that is going to endure very long. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Montana (Mr. ROSENDALE). 

Mr. ROSENDALE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the tremendous chairman of the 
Freedom Caucus, the tip of the spear 
for this body, the conscience of the 
conservative movement here in Wash-
ington, D.C. I am proud to stand here 
with him to be a voice for life today. 

It is painfully ironic to me as I look 
back that, in 1973, the same year that 
the Endangered Species Act was passed 
to protect endangered plants and ani-
mals, our Supreme Court made that 
terrible, flawed decision in Roe v. 
Wade, allowing abortions to take place. 

Now, I don’t know how many wolves 
or how many bears have been saved 
since 1973, but I can tell you that 63 
million children have been killed. 
Sixty-three million children have been 
killed since that day. 

Roe v. Wade created abortions on the 
basis of a supposed right to privacy 
under the 14th Amendment, but they 
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forget about the guarantees in our Con-
stitution to life, liberty, and the pur-
suit of happiness. The very first prom-
ise that we have from our creator is 
life. 

The Dobbs decision would suspend 
the Federal protection of abortions and 
finally return this question back to the 
States. 

When we leave here, after this deci-
sion is finally released, and we are all 
are very optimistic that it is going to 
overturn Roe v. Wade, let us not rest, 
folks. Let us not rest. We are still 
going to have to go back to our respec-
tive State legislatures and give them 
the support and give them the guidance 
that they are going to need to make 
sure that they protect the lives of the 
unborn. 

Let’s be very clear about this. Demo-
crats, not Republicans, are the ones 
who are out of step with the American 
public. The rest of the world, they are 
out of step with them. Today, they 
continue to push for taxpayer-funded 
death on demand. Let’s call it what it 
is. We are no longer talking about 
yanking an unborn child from a moth-
er’s womb. 

The Democrats are so out of step 
they are literally having discussions 
about whether they will kill a child 
once it is outside of its mother. Tax-
payer-funded death on demand is what 
they are trying to push forward, and I 
am so proud that all the Members are 
standing here to fight against that 
today. 

Roe v. Wade was outdated and was 
made before scientific advances helped 
us understand the clear humanity of 
the unborn child. An unborn life is a 
separate, unique individual with its 
own DNA. 

Let’s follow the science. That is what 
they always say. Let’s follow the 
science, our friends to the left. Well, 
let’s follow the science. That child has 
separate and unique DNA. It is a new 
person. 

Let’s protect it. 

b 1900 

I have always been a staunch sup-
porter and defender of the most vulner-
able, especially the children. My wife 
and I have participated in pro-life 
marches across the State of Montana 
in many, many different cities and mu-
nicipalities. This is the first year that 
we were able to join many people here 
in Washington, D.C., our Nation’s Cap-
ital—the encouragement and the en-
thusiasm amongst the tens of thou-
sands of people to protect life was over-
whelming. 

Madam Speaker, I have three chil-
dren; I have three sons. I can remember 
the first time that I held my children, 
each and every one of them. I looked at 
their faces to see if they matched mine, 
to see if they had that little dimple in 
their chin. I looked to see if they had 
all 10 of their fingers and 10 of their 
toes. 

I will tell you that I thanked God 
that each one of them was a healthy 

human being that he had gifted to my 
wife and I and gave us the responsi-
bility to nurture that child. 

I now have the experience of doing 
the exact same thing with a grand-
daughter; to look into her face and see 
this precious individual. I look at my 
son and my daughter-in-law and know 
that this child is dependent upon them 
for safety, food, and protection, and 
know that they are going to do the 
exact same thing that I have been 
blessed to do with them. 

Every life is precious, not perfect. 
Every life is precious. That is what we 
need to remember today. We have an 
obligation to protect each one, 
healthy, imperfect, or infirm. 

I pledge to you, God as my judge, 
that I will do that just as long as I am 
able to take in air and breathe. 

Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman. Indeed, life is 
precious. It is a blessing. It is a gift. As 
a parent there is nothing like it. We 
have lamented these last 49 years in 
the loss of these innocent lives, and 
that our country could stand for that 
and support that; not only just support 
it, but go out and campaign for it with 
our tax dollars, with our rhetoric, with 
our policies around the globe. 

Ladies and gentlemen, this is the 
United States of America where you 
are guaranteed by our Creator, and or-
dained in the Constitution, the gift of 
life, the blessing of life, the first gift, 
the first blessing. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. CLYDE). 

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Chairman PERRY for leading the House 
Freedom Caucus and for leading this 
Special Order. 

The Declaration of Independence— 
what an incredible document that 
was—that was truly the birth certifi-
cate, I believe, of our Nation. It was 
the promise, I would call it, and the 
Constitution was the fulfillment of 
that promise. 

In the Declaration of Independence, 
it says—and you have heard this men-
tioned tonight, but I echo it: ‘‘We hold 
these truths to be self-evident, that all 
men are created equal, that they are 
endowed by their Creator with certain 
unalienable rights, that among these 
are life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap-
piness.’’ 

The very first among those 
unalienable rights is life. ‘‘That to se-
cure these rights, governments are in-
stituted among men.’’ 

So who is responsible for securing 
that right of life? Well, that is the gov-
ernment—‘‘deriving their just powers 
from the consent of the governed.’’ 
That is us. That is the American peo-
ple. That is who consents to the gov-
ernment. 

That right of life is endowed by our 
Creator—by God. God gives you a right. 
Who can take it away? I don’t think 
anyone can take it away. Our Declara-
tion recognizes that some people will 
try, and so our government is supposed 
to protect that right. 

I am so thankful that our Supreme 
Court, which is one of our coequal 
branches of government, that they ac-
tually stood up after 49 years to defend 
that right to life. 

I echo my friend, Congressman JODY 
HICE from the great State of Georgia— 
Georgia’s 10th District, just a little bit 
below mine—I echo his sentiments in 
thanking the Justices that stood for 
life: Justice Samuel Alito, who actu-
ally had to be moved from his residence 
because of the threats; Justice Clar-
ence Thomas; Neil Gorsuch; Brett 
Kavanaugh; and Amy Coney Barrett. 

I think we as a nation should be tell-
ing these Justices: Thank you, thank 
you, and thank you. How many mil-
lions more lives will be saved because 
of this decision that—though it is not 
final—we believe will be final and will 
come out in a month? We need to en-
courage them for standing up and de-
fending life. 

I think that is so very important be-
cause what we have seen so far has 
been absolutely despicable when it 
comes from the radical left and their 
threats to the Supreme Court. 

There is a reason that the Supreme 
Court Justices are confirmed for life on 
the bench, and that is so they are not 
intimidated. Here we have someone in 
the Supreme Court that leaked a draft 
decision with what I believe was the in-
tent to intimidate, so maybe one of 
those Justices would change their 
mind. I am praying that they don’t. 
From what we see, they will not. 
Thank God for that. 

Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the good gentleman and all my 
colleagues. Our time is almost over, 
but I just want to reiterate that we— 
these Members here and many others 
on this side of the aisle, in particular— 
stand for life. 

We stand for the Constitution which 
guarantees that life. We stand for the 
rights enumerated in the Constitution 
that are given to us by God—granted to 
us by God. As my friend said: Can’t be 
taken away—even though some will 
try. When God gives them to you, they 
can’t be taken away. That is all by de-
sign. 

We stand for the rule of law en-
shrined in the Constitution that folks 
that would wish to subvert the rule of 
law—try and color the Court’s deci-
sion—they should be held accountable. 
All men are created equal under the 
law. Apparently, under this adminis-
tration some are more equal than oth-
ers. 

Madam Speaker, that is the recipe 
for anarchy. We are thankful for this 
opportunity to speak to our bosses, our 
employers, the ones who rule over us, 
the good Lord, and our constituents 
this evening. 

Madam Speaker, we are thankful for 
the time to speak on this very impor-
tant issue, stand for the Constitution, 
stand for the law, and importantly, 
stand for life. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 
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RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion as a member of the Committee on 
Agriculture: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, May 12, 2022. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: I write to respect-
fully tender my resignation as a member of 
the House Agriculture Committee. It has 
been an honor to serve in this capacity. 

Sincerely, 
JULIA LETLOW, 

Member of Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignation is accepted. 

There was no objection. 
f 

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND 
LABOR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion as a member of the Committee on 
Education and Labor: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, May 12, 2022. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: I write to respect-
fully tender my resignation as a member of 
the House Committee on Education and 
Labor. It has been an honor to serve in this 
capacity. 

Sincerely, 
JULIA LETLOW, 

Member of Congress. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 

objection, the resignation is accepted. 
There was no objection. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 11(b) of House Resolu-
tion 188, the House stands adjourned 
until 9 a.m. tomorrow. 

Thereupon (at 7 o’clock and 9 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, May 
13, 2022, at 9 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

EC–4102. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Pesticide Product 
Performance Data Requirements for Prod-
ucts Claiming Efficacy Against Certain In-
vertebrate Pests [EPA-HQ-OPP-2020-0124; 
FRL-5331-05-OCSPP] (RIN: 2070-AJ49) re-
ceived April 26, 2022, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Agriculture. 

EC–4103. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; 
Arizona; Bullhead City; Second 10-Year PM10 
Limited Maintenance Plan [EPA-R09-OAR- 

2021-0819; FRL-9266-02-R9] received April 26, 
2022, 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. 

EC–4104. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Approval and Pro-
mulgation of Air Quality Implementation 
Plans; District of Columbia, Maryland, and 
Virginia; 2017 Base Year Emissions Inven-
tories for the Washington, DC-MD-VA Non-
attainment Area for the 2015 Ozone National 
Ambient Air Quality Standard [EPA-R03- 
OAR-2021-0727; FRL-9552-02-R3] received April 
26, 2022, 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. 

EC–4105. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; 
Iowa; 2015 Ozone NAAQS Interstate Trans-
port Requirements [EPA-R07-OAR-2021-0870; 
EPA-HQ-OAR-2021-0663; FRL-9468-02-R7] re-
ceived April 26, 2022, 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. 

EC–4106. A letter from the Branch Chief, 
Border Security Regulations Branch, U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection, Department 
of Homeland, transmitting the Department’s 
interim final rule — Implementation of the 
Electronic System for Travel Authorization 
(ESTA) at U.S. Land Borders [Docket No.: 
USCBP-2021-0014; CBP Dec.: 22-07] (RIN: 1651- 
AB14) received April 5, 2022, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

EC–4107. A letter from the Legal Yeoman, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Drawbridge Oper-
ation Regulation; Willamette River, Port-
land, OR [Docket No.: USCG-2021-0778] (RIN: 
1625-AA09) received March 30, 2022, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

EC–4108. A letter from the Legal Yeoman, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Poto-
mac River, Between Charles County, MD and 
King George County, VA [Docket Number: 
USCG-2022-0072] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
March 30, 2022, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

EC–4109. A letter from the Legal Tech, CG- 
LRA, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s temporary final rule — Safety 
Zone; Tugs Champion, Valerie B, Nancy 
Anne and Barges Kokosing I, Kokosing III, 
Kokosing IV Operating in the Straits of 
Mackinac, MI [Docket Number: USCG-2021- 
0747] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received March 30, 
2022, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

EC–4110. A letter from the Legal Yeoman, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; 2021 
Barge Based Fireworks, Hudson River, Man-
hattan, NY [Docket Number: USCG-2021-0767] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received March 30, 2022, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

EC–4111. A letter from the Legal Yeoman, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 

temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Poto-
mac River, Between Charles County, MD and 
King George County, VA [Docket Number: 
USCG-2022-0072] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
March 30, 2022, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

EC–4112. A letter from the Legal Tech, CG- 
LRA, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Safety Zones; Coast 
Guard Sector Ohio Valley Annual and Recur-
ring Safety Zones Update [Docket Number: 
USCG-2021-0874] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
March 30, 2022, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

EC–4113. A letter from the Legal Yeoman, 
CG-LRA, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s temporary final rule — Security 
Zone; Corpus Christi Ship Channel, Corpus 
Christi, TX [Docket Number: USCG-2022-0034] 
(RIN: 1625-AA87) received March 30, 2022, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

EC–4114. A letter from the Legal Tech, CG- 
LRA, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s temporary final rule — Security 
Zones; Corpus Christi Ship Channel, Corpus 
Christi, TX [Docket Number: USCG-2022-0020] 
(RIN: 1625-AA87) received March 30, 2022, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

EC–4115. A letter from the Legal Tech, CG- 
LRA, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s temporary final rule — Safety 
Zone; St. Clair Icy Bazaar Fireworks, St. 
Clair River, MI [Docket No.: USCG-2022-0006] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received March 30, 2022, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

EC–4116. A letter from the Legal Yeoman, 
CG-LRA, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s temporary final rule — Safety 
Zone; Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway, 
Swansboro, NC [Docket Number: USCG-2022- 
0093] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received April 25, 2022, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

EC–4117. A letter from the Legal Tech, CG- 
LRA, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s temporary final rule — Safety 
Zone; Maumee River; Toledo, OH [Docket 
Number: USCG-2021-0576] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived April 25, 2022, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

EC–4118. A letter from the Associate Direc-
tor, Regulatory Management Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting 
the Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; 
Arizona: Maricopa County Air Quality De-
partment [EPA-R09-OAR-2021-0773; FRL-9219- 
02-R9] received April 26, 2022, 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. 

EC–4119. A letter from the Branch Chief, 
Publications and Regulations Branch, Legal 
Processing Division, Internal Revenue Serv-
ice, transmitting the Service’s IRB only rule 
— Announcement: announcement of tem-
porary suspension of IRS prototype IRA 
opinion letter program, under the jurisdic-
tion of the Commissioner, Tax Exempt and 
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