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until such time as this administration
gets serious about what is going on.

Had the information from an article
this week, this article from National
Review Online, ‘“‘Convicted Terrorist
Worked As an ObamaCare Navigator in
Illinois.”” It shouldn’t be a surprise this
kind of thing has happened because we
found out that these so-called naviga-
tors, under ObamaCare, what might be
more  appropriately entitled the
Unaffordable Care Act, these naviga-
tors are being allowed to gather peo-
ple’s most personal and private identi-
fication information, but they are not
being vetted.

We have known from the beginning,
when the law kicked in, that the navi-
gators were not vetted for prior crimi-
nal activity. So we shouldn’t be sur-
prised that there was a convicted ter-
rorist that worked as an ObamaCare
navigator in Illinois.

Then we have people, enrollees, find-
ing it impossible to cancel their plans.
More than 6 weeks later, Weekly
Standard reports, after spending 50 to
60 hours on the phone, this man’s pol-
icy is still not canceled. So much for
freedom when it comes to health care
in this country under ObamaCare.

Another report published by
foxnews.com: ‘‘ObamaCare may in-
crease premiums for 11 million work-
ers.”

Anyway, it should be clear that, even
though we heard a staggering state-
ment by the Democrat Majority Leader
in the Senate that people who were re-
porting the horror stories about
ObamaCare, pointing out how the Af-
fordable Care Act really isn’t, it was
devastating, that these were lies, they
were not true.

Well, proper investigation reveals
they are true. There may be some that
have made stories up. When we get sto-
ries, we try to look into, are these real-
ly legitimate, but what we find is most
of them are easily documented and eas-
ily legitimate.

ObamaCare is doing massive damage
across the country to people’s employ-
ment, to their health insurance, to
their ability to see the doctor that
they want and, in some cases, the doc-
tor that has been keeping them alive.

Another report: ‘‘ObamaCare may in-
crease premiums for 11 million work-
ers.”” Well, I know it has increased
them a lot. I can’t afford the new pol-
icy that would be required. I liked my
old one. I wasn’t crazy about it. Aetna
had some problems we never got
worked out. But still, I had more free-
dom of choice before.

Mr. Speaker, the bottom line is,
when the Federal Government has be-
come so big and so intrusive that it
gathers everyone’s phone logs in the
United States, can check into any
phone calls made by anyone in the
country any time, when the Federal
Government gathers everyone’s most
personal and private medical informa-
tion, when the Federal Government
gathers people’s debit and credit card
purchases to protect them, when the
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Federal Government can use drones to
monitor, can monitor email activity,
Web sites visited, and then that same
government can say we are not going
to follow these laws if we don’t like
them, don’t think they are proper, and
we are going to change the law over
here because Congress didn’t, and we
prefer to have a law that says this so
we will follow that, then it is no won-
der that a constitutional professor like
Jonathan Turley, liberal as he is,
would express dire concerns about how
long we can maintain this country.

We owe the American people an obli-
gation to proper oversight, force them
to follow the law.

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

O 1300

CAREER AND TECHNICAL
EDUCATION MONTH

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

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise in recognition of Career and Tech-
nical Education Month; and let me say
how proud I am to work alongside my
colleague, Congressman G.T. THOMPSON
of Pennsylvania, my good friend and
fellow cochair of the bipartisan Con-
gressional Career and Technical Edu-
cation Caucus.

CTE is an investment in the future of
our economy, our workforce, and our
country. From skills training in high
schools to community colleges and pro-
fessional programs, CTE plays a key
role for workers at every age.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that the
Consolidated Omnibus Appropriations
Act of 2014, which passed in January,
increased authorization amounts for
Perkins by $53 million for FY 2014.

Now, that is a sharp contrast in
terms of the cuts that had taken place
in CTE and Perkins since 2010; so with
that, I urge my colleagues on the Ap-
propriations Committee to fully fund
Perkins in the upcoming fiscal year
and to make important investments in
career training.

Now, all too often, Mr. Speaker, I
hear from Rhode Island employers that
they have job openings right now, but
are unable to find local skilled workers
with the expertise necessary to fill the
position. Closing the skills gap is an
important step to making sure that
workers fit the needs of expanding in-
dustries.

With that, I look forward to con-
tinuing my partnership with Congress-
man G.T. THOMPSON; and I urge all of
my congressional colleagues to join the
CTE Caucus; and I ask them to fully
support funding Perkins in FY15.

——
UKRAINE AND IRAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BENTIVOLIO). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the
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gentleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I think
this is a good time to reflect on a cou-
ple of things. One is certainly Iran. The
other is certainly Ukraine.

I think that the American people ob-
viously have a very important stake in
what is going on in both countries. In
Ukraine, in Kiev, we see people march-
ing for freedom, demanding the kinds
of freedoms that we, in the United
States, are used to, the freedoms that
we hold so dear in our country; and we
saw the people initially being coun-
tered by brutal police attacks on them.

But you know, Mr. Speaker, the right
prevailed, and the people in the streets
won, and they clearly said that they
don’t want to have Russian domina-
tion; but, instead, they want to look
toward the West, rather than look
East.

The European Union has been negoti-
ating with Ukraine for some time, and
their president, now deposed, said that
he would rather work with Russia into
the Russian Customs Union, which is
sort of, in my opinion, a rekindling of
the old Soviet Union. That angered
many people in Ukraine, and they took
to the streets.

I hope that the European Union con-
tinues to make overtures to Ukraine. I
think now is a very, very critical mo-
ment, in that the United States has a
role to play with our European allies,
to try to tell the people of Ukraine
that we would like them to look West-
ward and that, in looking Westward,
there will be opportunities for their
country.

I am concerned that if there are too
many stringent rules and regulations
put up before a country can affiliate
with the EU—and at the same time,
Putin is saying here are these billions
and billions of dollars, which makes it
seem like it is a lot easier to go with
Putin.

This is one of those rare visceral mo-
ments where I think action by the
United States and our allies in the Eu-
ropean Union will make the difference
for generations to come; and I would
hope that we would deal with Ukraine
in a benevolent manner, so that they
would be able to say: yes, we want to
look Westward, and it is going to help
our economy, it is going to help our
people.

There are serious problems in
Ukraine. Their economy is in sham-
bles. And, of course, there has been a
total lack of freedom and democracy,
and the people of Ukraine demand no
less.

I think that Secretary Kerry was ab-
solutely right and the President was
absolutely right in telling Russian
President Putin that he had better
think twice before he considers any
kind of military intervention in
Ukraine.

That is not something that can be or
should be tolerated, and Russia must
understand that it cannot be business
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as usual, that if they make any mili-
tary moves into Ukraine, it is going to
cost them a great deal in their rela-
tionships with the United States and
with our European allies in the Euro-
pean Union.

It can’t be business as usual—which
leads me to Iran. We are in very deli-
cate negotiations with Iran right now.
The one thing that everybody in the
P5+1 agrees on is that, at the end of the
day, Iran must not be allowed to have
a nuclear weapon.

I have been very critical of the Ira-
nian regime through the years and con-
tinue to be so. What irks me especially
is that, while they are negotiating with
us, they are continuing to wreak havoc
in all different parts of the world. Iran
remains the leading supporter of ter-
rorism throughout the world.

In fact, if we look just next door into
Syria—and we know the Syrian civil
war is a real mess. We have jihadists
pouring into that country, even more
so than they poured into Iraq at the
height of the Iraq war. We have all
kinds of foreign fighters.

Assad was on the verge of being
kicked out of power by his own people.
He was losing the civil war. We had the
Free Syrian Army, who are the people
who really are for democracy in Syria,
and Assad was losing that war.

Then what happened, Mr. Speaker,
Iran unleashed its proxy—its terrorist
proxy—Hezbollah into Syria; and
Hezbollah entered the war in Syria on
the side of Assad; and that turned the
war, unfortunately, to Assad’s favor.

So now, we are in a position where
Assad doesn’t want to negotiate,
doesn’t want to sue for peace, certainly
doesn’t want to negotiate his own exit
from power in Syria, which we all
thought was imminent just a few
months ago; and he feels he has the
upper hand because his ally, Iran, has
changed the course of the war in there
by unleashing their proxy, Hezbollah, a
terrorist group, to fight on the side of
Assad.

So Assad has essentially become an
Iranian puppet in his own country, and
that is Iran continuing to do all kinds
of mischief while they are negotiating
with us, ostensibly, so that they would
not be allowed to have a nuclear weap-
on at the end of the day.

We know that the Israelis have taken
matters into their own hands, and
when they see weapons are being trans-
ferred to Hezbollah, they will do what
they need to do to protect their own se-
curity.

So I think—the way Putin must un-
derstand that he cannot have it both
ways, I think that the Iranians need to
understand that as well. Iran must not
be allowed to have a nuclear weapon.
They are a theocracy, and I think that
we all believe that their having nuclear
weapons would cause a proliferation of
nuclear weapons all throughout the
area, the Middle East.

Certainly, if Iran were to have a nu-
clear weapon—and that must not hap-
pen—Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Turkey,
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United Arab Emirates, so many other
countries would feel the need as well to
get nuclear weapons; and we would
start a chain of events that—who
knows how it would end? So I believe
that we have to be very, very crystal-
clear.

I hope that these negotiations of the
P5+1 with Iran bear fruit, but I think
Iran must understand that we are not
backing off, we are not going back,
that nothing short of their not being
able to produce a nuclear weapon is ac-
ceptable; and Iran must dismantle its
nuclear weapons program.

That is not something that just the
United States wants. That is some-
thing that the negotiations are really
and truly all about.

I have said before that it troubles me
that, while we are negotiating with
Iran, Iran continues to enrich uranium.
It would seem to me that if Iran had
good intentions, it would at least un-
derstand that if the purpose of the ne-
gotiations is that, at the end of it, Iran
would not be allowed to have a nuclear
weapon, then it didn’t seem so great
for me to say to Iran, while we are ne-
gotiating, while we are talking, and
while we are talking about you not
having a nuclear weapon, you need to
stop enriching while the talks are
going on.

Now, Iran refused to do that because
they wanted a loosening even further
of sanctions if they were to stop en-
riching, and to me, it shows a malevo-
lent intent on the part of Iran.

So I just think that, in our negotia-
tions, we have to be resolute, and we
have to be clear that, at the end of the
day, Iran must not be allowed to have
a nuclear weapon. At the end of the
day, Iran must dismantle its program,
and at the end of the day, we have to
make sure that there is no light be-
tween us in terms of the P5+1 and that
we are all demanding the same thing
from Iran.

I think that we are united on this. I
believe that everyone understands
that, for Iran to have a nuclear weap-
on, it is totally and absolutely unac-
ceptable.

The United States has many inter-
ests in the Middle East; and I think it
is very important that we work closely
together with our partners—Israel,
Egypt, Saudi Arabia, Jordan, United
Arab Emirates, and others who also be-
lieve very strongly that Iran must
never be allowed to have a nuclear
weapon.

So, Mr. Speaker, I think it is impor-
tant, as these negotiations are going
on, that we set these parameters and
that Iran must understand that it is
unacceptable for them to have a nu-
clear weapon.

We may have negotiations. They may
have a new president. He may be a lit-
tle softer than the previous president;
but let’s remember, he was allowed to
run in the Iranian elections, and that
means that, as moderate as some peo-
ple would like to believe he might be,
six hard-liners were allowed to run.
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He may be the most moderate of all
the hard-liners, but he is hardly a mod-
erate. All the moderates were dis-
allowed to run for office, and the Su-
preme Leader Ayatollah Khamenei
clearly calls the shots.

So everything is very delicate, and
we hope and pray that these negotia-
tions work well. I support the negotia-
tions. I support the administration.
But the bottom line, again, is that Iran
must never be allowed to have a nu-
clear weapon.

I see that our minority whip is here,
and I would like to invite him to join
me.

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my col-
league from New York, the ranking
member of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, for his taking the time here to
discuss two critical problems that con-
front us, first of all, the crisis that is
ongoing in Ukraine and the negotia-
tions that are currently underway with
Iran.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today, mindful of
the words of President Kennedy, who
urged us never to negotiate out of fear,
but never to fear to negotiate. While
rooted deeply in the cold war’s tense
climate, where nuclear war loomed
over us all like a Sword of Damocles,
his admonition is as relevant today as
it was then.

Today, we face a starkly different
world, a world in which the chief
threat to democracy, freedom, and
prosperity is not a rival state super-
power, but a complex and dangerous
nexus of terrorism, instability, and au-
tocracy.
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America has not shied away from the
challenges this new reality presents.
We have taken the fight once against
terrorism to al Qaeda and its allies
wherever they hide, and we have con-
tinued to promote peace, democracy,
and individual freedom. And together
with our allies in Europe, Asia, and the
Middle East, we have worked carefully
and with determination to confront
one of the most dangerous threats to
global security and stability in our
day: the prospects of a nuclear-armed
Iran.

The extremist regime in Tehran is at
the heart of the instability that is un-
dermining America’s interests across
the region. Those interests are the
safety of our troops stationed in the re-
gion, regional stability and prosperity,
the prevention of an arms race that
could spiral out of control, ensuring
that weapons of mass destruction do
not end up in terrorists’ hands, the pro-
tection of trade routes and resources
that fuel economies across the world,
and safeguarding our ally, Israel.

Iran continues to be the leading state
sponsor of terrorism directed against
America and our allies, supporting
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Hamas in Gaza and Hezbollah in Leb-
anon. As Syria’s civil war has grown
more deadly, Iran remains a primary
backer of Syria’s dictator, Hafez al-
Assad, who has gassed his own people
and continues to target civilians.

Secretary Kerry said just last week
that Iran, along with Russia, has ac-
tively been working to subvert the ne-
gotiations aimed at ending the blood-
shed in Syria and moving the country
toward a peaceful transition of power.
And Iran’s leaders continue to vilify
Israel and its people, calling for the an-
nihilation of the Jewish state, some-
thing Israel, America, and the world
will never tolerate.

Let it be absolutely clear, Mr. Speak-
er: the United States will always stand
by Israel. And let it be even clearer to
Iran and to the world: America and its
allies will never accept a nuclear-
armed Iran. A nuclear weapon would
give Iran the ability to carry out its
threats against Israel. It would desta-
bilize the Middle East, and it would put
American troops and our European al-
lies at risk of catastrophic attack.
That is why, Mr. Speaker, President
Obama and Congress have worked to-
gether to enact the toughest sanctions
regime in history and bring our allies
together to enforce those sanctions.

The employment of sanctions to com-
pel Iran’s compliance with inter-
national norms has been a bipartisan
goal going back several Congresses and
several administrations, Republican
and Democratic. That is because Amer-
ica’s policy with regard to Iran, as
President Obama has forcefully and re-
peatedly emphasized, is not contain-
ment but prevention. We have made it
clear to Ayatollah Khamenei—and
those who conspire with him to spread
terror and use it as an instrument of
statecraft—that we will use every nec-
essary asset at our disposal to deny
Iran a nuclear weapon.

While the military option remains on
the table—as President Obama and
Secretary Kerry have made it abso-
lutely clear—we now have an oppor-
tunity to achieve our goals without re-
sorting to the force of arms. That is
the most desirable alternative. It is our
duty and obligation to seize that op-
portunity.

America is great, Mr. Speaker, not
only because of our military might, but
because of our moral might, our un-
wavering commitment to the power of
human freedom and dignity that over-
came communism and will overcome
the terror and tyranny facing the
world today.

Kennedy was right, Mr. Speaker. We
must never negotiate out of fear. And
we are not. But neither should we fear
to negotiate. And we are. And our ob-
jective is clear. The Iranian regime did
not resume negotiations last year be-
cause it somehow had a change of
heart. Iran altered its approach be-
cause the sanctions passed by Con-
gress, enforced by the administration,
and supported by our allies are having
a profound effect on the Iranian econ-
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omy, and, of course, because the Ira-
nian people, in electing President
Rouhani, signaled a desire to stop the
confrontation with the West, which
was undermining their economic well-
being.

The Joint Plan of Action that was
signed in November of last year is a re-
sult of those sanctions and that elec-
tion. But the authors of the policies
pursued by Iran over the last four dec-
ades, the mullahs, remain. Iran agreed
to the Joint Plan of Action not because
it wanted to give up its nuclear ambi-
tions, as they have said, but because it
concluded that its national interests
were better served by temporarily halt-
ing its progress towards a nuclear
weapons capability in return for sanc-
tions relief.

But that interim agreement is only a
first step. It makes important progress,
but it does not provide the comprehen-
sive, long-term assurance we need that
Iran has abandoned and will not again
pursue its goal of a nuclear weapon.
Only a comprehensive, verifiable agree-
ment that prevents Iran from acquiring
a nuclear weapon will meet our and our
allies’ international security objec-
tives.

Given Iran’s history of deception and
denial, any agreement must include re-
liable, independent, intrusive, and un-
fettered verification that Iran is abid-
ing by its commitments and that such
a verification regime remains perma-
nently in place. Mr. Speaker, Ronald
Reagan’s admonition ‘‘to verify” is
doubly essential in light of there being
no basis ‘“‘to trust” and that the con-
sequences of breach are too cata-
strophic.

Among the commitments Iran must
meet has to be the end of its pursuit of
nuclear weapons and compliance with
U.N. Security Council resolutions and
cooperation with the International
Atomic Energy Agency’s robust and ef-
fective certification activities.

Mr. Speaker, U.N. Security Resolu-
tion 1737 states:

Iran shall without further delay suspend
the following proliferation-sensitive nuclear
activities: all enrichment-related and reproc-
essing activities, including research and de-
velopment, to be verified by the IAEA; and
work on all heavy water-related projects, in-
cluding the construction of a research reac-
tor moderated by heavy water, to be verified
by the TAEA.

This is the international community,
acting through the United Nations,
speaking, not only ourselves.

Mr. Speaker, the world has a respon-
sibility to ensure that these goals are
attained. But let there never be any
doubt that should diplomacy fail—and
all of us hope that will not be the case,
but if it does—our military is, as Sec-
retary Kerry said last week, ‘‘ready
and prepared to do what it would have
to do.”

When Iran’s leaders issue threats, we
ought to remember the lessons of the
20th century, when the threats of ty-
rants and terrorists were neither effec-
tively responded to nor heeded. History
teaches us that the only way to change
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the behavior of regimes that threaten
regional or global peace and stability
is to stand up to them and hold them
accountable. That is exactly what the
United States and our allies are now
doing.

In my view, Iran came to the negoti-
ating table and signed the Joint Plan
of Action in the hope that it might
gain extended sanctions relief without
having to give up the path to a nuclear
weapon fully, irrevocably, and
verifiably. It is past time that we make
it clear to the Iranians that the only
path to regaining its economic footings
is to comply fully with the Joint Plan
of Action and quickly conclude a long-
term, comprehensive agreement which
assures compliance with U.N. Security
Council requirements and elimination
of a nuclear-arms capability. Until
that objective, Mr. Speaker, is met,
there must be no doubt that all rel-
evant sanctions will remain in effect
and be fully enforced.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the adminis-
tration, particularly the President,
Secretary Kerry, and my dear friend,
Assistant Secretary of State, Wendy
Sherman. I commend them for the
steps they have taken to enforce these
sanctions and penalize those who seek
to violate them. It ought to be clear to
nations and companies around the
world that Iran is not open for busi-
ness.

There must also be no doubt that if
Iran violates its current commitments
or fails to reach an acceptable final
agreement, the temporary sanctions
relief will be canceled, all sanctions
will be restored, and the Congress will
act to put additional sanctions in
place.

Iran will either comply with U.N. Se-
curity Council and IAEA determina-
tions and foreclose any pathway to a
nuclear weapon, or it will face eco-
nomic decline and increasingly painful
consequences.

That is not our objective for Iran or
for the Iranian people. The United
States does not seek war. But we will
not take any option off the table to
prevent Iran from acquiring the most
dangerous implements of war.

While I remain skeptical, I support
the administration’s efforts to achieve
a diplomatic resolution to this threat
to our national security and to global
security.

Mr. Speaker, these talks are a test—
a critical test. But they are also an op-
portunity for Iran, for the P5+1 na-
tions, and for all the world to seek a
peaceful resolution of this critical situ-
ation that confronts the international
community. Until now, Iran has failed
every test and has refused to negotiate
in good faith, ignoring the will of the
international community—and I would
add, the best interests of the Iranian
people.

We must see whether this time the
pressure of sanctions means that Iran
is serious about reaching an agreement
to dismantle its nuclear infrastructure
permanently and with ongoing verifi-
cation, abandoning its sponsorship of
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international terrorism, respects the
rights of its citizens, and determines to
be a positive participant in the com-
munity of nations—or, on the other
hand, if it continues to follow the path
of international outlier: fomenting in-
stability and terror in its regions and
around the world.

Mr. Speaker, the Iranian people are
the inheritors of a great history and
culture. They have given much to the
world, including a long tradition of art,
culture, and innovations in math and
science. They are people for whom we
rightfully have great respect. But we
cannot, must not, and will not allow
their leaders to continue to put the
world at risk.

Mr. Speaker, I support President
Obama and his administration’s effort
to resolve this dangerous confrontation
through the ongoing negotiations. As I
have said, we pray for their success.
The fruits of that success will be sanc-
tions relief for Iran and its people. If it
continues, however, its path of delay
and deception and continues to sow un-
rest and tyrannies throughout the Mid-
dle East, Iran will only exacerbate its
economic isolation.

Mr. Speaker, I support the adminis-
tration’s conviction that the failure to
achieve the expressed objectives of the
P5+1 is not an option. Our finest hours
as a country and as a democracy have
always been when the free and demo-
cratic nations of the world came to-
gether with courage and resolve to pro-
tect and preserve international secu-
rity and freedom.
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And our greatest strength has always
been our willingness to negotiate—in
this case with a determination to at-
tain an agreement that is fair, but with
a conviction that it must assure—it
must assure—that Iran does not attain
a nuclear weapons capability now or in
the future.

Mr. Speaker, the time is short. The
consequences are profound, and success
is our only option.

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

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. UPTON (at the request of Mr. CAN-
TOR) for today on account of illness.

Mr. WESTMORELAND (at the request of
Mr. CANTOR) for today on account of
attending a funeral.

———

ADJOURNMENT

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 30 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, March
3, 2014, at noon for morning-hour de-
bate.
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

4850. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Commodity Futures Trading Commission,
transmitting the Commission’s ‘‘Major”
final rule — Treatment of Certain
Collateralized Debt Obligations Backed Pri-
marily by Trust Preferred Securities With
Regard to Prohibitions and Restrictions on
Certain Interests in, and Relationships With,
Hedge Funds and Private Equity Funds (RIN:
3038-AE13) received February 14, 2014, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Agriculture.

4851. A letter from the Director, Depart-
ment of Treasury, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Anti-Money Laundering
Program and Suspicious Activity Report Fil-
ing Requirements for Housing Government
Sponsored Enterprises (RIN: 1506-AB14) re-
ceived February 21, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

48562. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s final rule — Extension of
Exemptions for Security-Based Swaps [Re-
lease Nos.: 33-9545; 34-71482; File No. S7-26-11]
(RIN: 3235-AL17) received February 10, 2014,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

48563. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Department of Energy,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Energy Conservation Program: Compliance
Date for the Dehumidifier Test Procedure
[Docket No.: EERE-2013-BT-TP-0044] (RIN:
1904-AD06) received February 11, 2014, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

48564. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, Department of Health and Human
Services, transmitting the Department’s
“Major’” final rule — Ninety-Day Waiting
Period Limitation and Technical Amend-
ments to Certain Health Coverage Require-
ments Under the Affordable Care Act [CMS-
9952-F] (RIN: 0938-ART77) received February
24, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

4855. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the annual report on National HIV
Testing Goals; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

4856. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator, Office of Diversion Control,
Department of Justice, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Schedules of Con-
trolled Substances: Temporary Placement of
Four Synthetic Cannabinoids Into Schedule I
[Docket No.: DEA-385] received February 10,
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

4857. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s final rule — Introduction — Part 2,
Standard Review Plan for the Review of
Safety Analysis Reports for Nuclear Power
Plants: Light-Water Small Modular Reactor
Edition [NRC-2012-0268] received February 12,
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

4858. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule — DPolicy Statement; revision
[NRC-2010-0292] received February 10, 2014,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

4859. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, United States

February 28, 2014

Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — D-mannose;
Exemption from the Requirement of a Toler-
ance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2011-0736; FRL-9905-44]
received February 6, 2014, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

4860. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, United States
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule —
Chlorantraniliprole; Pesticide Tolerances
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0235; FRL-9905-56] re-
ceived February 6, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

4861. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, United States
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — Nonroad Tech-
nical Amendments [EPA-HQ-OAR-2012-0102;
FRL-9905-35-OAR] (RIN: 2060-AR48; 2127-
AL31) received February 6, 2014, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

4862. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), a
six-month periodic report on the national
emergency with respect to Iran that was de-
clared in Executive Order 12957 of March 15,
1995; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

4863. A letter from the Attorney Advisor,
Office of the General Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting a report pursu-
ant to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of
1998; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

4864. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Max-
imum Civil Money Penalty Amounts; Civil
Money Penalty Complaints [Docket No.:
FDA-2014-N-0113] received February 10, 2014,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

4865. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Chief Counsel for Legislation and Regula-
tions, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s ‘“‘Major’’ final rule
— Emergency Relief Program [Docket No.:
FTA-2013-0004] (RIN: 2132-AB13) received Feb-
ruary 25, 2014, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

4866. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; CENTRAIR Gliders
[Docket No.: FAA-2014-0018; Directorate
Identifier 2013-CE-049-AD] (RIN: 2120-AA64)
received February 6, 2014, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

4867. A letter from the Federal Register
Certifying Officer, Department of the Treas-
ury, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Regulations Governing United States
Savings Bonds, Series EE and HH; Regula-
tions Governing Definitive United States
Savings Bonds, Series I, Regulations Gov-
erning Securities Held in TreasuryDirect re-
ceived February 11, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

4868. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Ninety-Day Waiting Period Limitation
and Technical Amendments to Certain
Health Coverage Requirements Under the Af-
fordable Care Act [T.D. 9656] (RIN: 1545-BL.50)
received February 24, 2014, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-08-24T08:40:20-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




