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the 60-day limit cited in the law. A 
more recent War Powers Act dispute 
arose in 2011 when President Barack 
Obama initiated a military action in 
Libya without congressional 
authorization. 

You see, Madam Speaker, when we do 
nothing, we set a precedent and allow 
it to become the norm. I can’t stress 
enough how dangerous this is to the 
core of our democracy. 

This will not be the last billionaire 
CEO who runs for President who will 
attempt to not divest from his business 
interests. 

Now, what we have witnessed from 
this administration are acts that could 
very well be impeachable offenses out-
side of the scope of the Mueller inves-
tigation. We have a duty in this Cham-
ber to inquire about these acts, to in-
vestigate them, to find out if there was 
any wrongdoing, and to seek account-
ability if it has been found. 

That is why, today, I have introduced 
a resolution that calls on the Judiciary 
Committee to inquire into these activi-
ties that may be impeachable offenses. 
There are serious pieces of evidence 
out there, many that have come 
through the various committees of this 
body, in the media, and things within 
the public eye. An investigation will 
take a look at all of those things with 
the question: Are these impeachable of-
fenses? Is our President acting above 
the rule of law? 

As Congress, we have a job to ensure 
that is exactly what is not happening. 
If, at the end, it gets the President to 
comply, then we have done our job. If 
the President doesn’t, then we move 
forward and, at the very least, put any 
future President on notice: Congress 
will hold you accountable and will re-
quire you to divest in your businesses. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

f 

IMPEACHMENT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GREEN) is recognized for the re-
mainder of the hour as the designee of 
the majority leader. 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, it is always an honor to stand in the 
well of the House of Representatives. 

Each time I am afforded this oppor-
tunity, I have tried to savor the mo-
ment knowing that it is not eternal 
and knowing that, at some point, we 
will no longer have this preeminent 
privilege. But I do appreciate having 
the opportunity to serve the people of 
the Ninth Congressional District and 
to serve my country. I love my coun-
try. 

I thank the gentlewoman for what 
she has done with H. Res. 257. I support 
this resolution, and I would like to 
compliment the lady for what she has 
done since she has arrived in Congress. 
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She has truly hit the ground running. 
She came from the State house. She is 
a lawyer. She has been an advocate, 
and she understands the issues associ-
ated with criminal justice. So I thank 
her for what she has done and what she 
is doing with this resolution. 

Madam Speaker, it was never in-
tended for the executive branch of the 
government to investigate itself. 

The Framers of the Constitution, in 
Federalist 65, addressed this. Federalist 
65, the Federalist Papers. 

I invite people to please read the Fed-
eralist Papers. If you can’t read them 
all, just read Federalist 65 and 69. 

Some things are made perspicuously 
clear. One of the things made clear is 
that impeachment is solely within the 
province of the House of Representa-
tives. 

Madison, the fourth President of the 
United States of America; Jay, the 
first Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court; and Hamilton, the first Sec-
retary of the Treasury of the United 
States of America—these are the au-
thors of the Federalist Papers, and 
they were prophetic with some of their 
writings. 

While I would not agree with all that 
they did in their lifetimes, I will tell 
you that what they have done with ref-
erence to impeachment is prophetic, 
because they understood that at some 
point you could have a President who 
was unfit to hold office, but who had 
not committed a crime but should be 
removed from office before the next 
election because of the harm the Presi-
dent is imposing upon society. 

Understanding this, they were in sup-
port of Article II, Section 4 of the Con-
stitution, which deals with treason, 
bribery, and other high crimes and mis-
demeanors as the means by which a 
President can be removed from office 
after having been elected. 

They understood that there might be 
a time such as this and a President 
such as Trump. 

They understood that we, the Mem-
bers of this august body, should be em-
powered such that we could take up the 
cause of the American people. Not be-
cause we are Democrats, because it is 
not about Democrats; it is about de-
mocracy. Not because we are Repub-
licans, because it is not about Repub-
licans; it is about the Republic and 
what Franklin said when he called to 
our attention: You have a Republic if 
you can keep it. 

It is about maintaining this Repub-
lic. They were prophetic. They under-
stood that you cannot allow the execu-
tive branch to investigate itself, be-
cause if you allow such to happen, you 
find yourself with what has happened 
with Mr. Mueller. 

He has investigated, but he cannot 
hand it over to us because he is an 
agent of the executive branch of gov-
ernment. And, as an agent of the exec-
utive branch of government, he is re-
quired to submit his report to the exec-
utive branch, a report that is all about 

the head of the executive branch of the 
government. 

This is why the Framers understood 
that it was necessary to empower an-
other branch of government to do this. 
How prophetic and how wise they were 
to do so. 

It was not intended that we would 
outsource this investigation to the ex-
ecutive branch, which is, in essence, 
what has occurred. We have allowed 
the executive branch to assume what is 
truly the responsibility and the duty 
and the obligation of the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

This is ours. This is what we must do. 
When there was a Republican admin-

istration in this House, I indicated that 
I wouldn’t get in the way of that inves-
tigation, but I also indicated that the 
House should do its job. 

And if the House is to do its job, it is 
contemplated that the Judiciary Com-
mittee would do exactly what the Rep-
resentative from the 13th Congres-
sional District in Michigan is doing 
now and, that is, take up the question 
of impeachment in the Judiciary Com-
mittee by way of a resolution such as 
what she has called to the attention of 
this Congress. 

I salute her for doing so because this 
is what was contemplated by the Fram-
ers of the Constitution. This is what 
Madison contemplated, Jay con-
templated, and Hamilton con-
templated. 

And, to give further evidence of what 
they contemplated, we but only have 
to review the impeachment in 1868 of 
Andrew Johnson. 

Andrew Johnson was impeached in 
Article X of the Articles of Impeach-
ment against him for speaking ill of 
Congress. 

There is no requirement that the 
President commit a crime, that the 
President commit an offense for which 
he must be found guilty beyond a rea-
sonable doubt before a President can be 
impeached. 

Congress determines what the stand-
ard is for impeachment. Unfortunately, 
we have allowed what happens on the 
judicial side of the law to be conflated 
with what happens on the political side 
of the law. 

The judiciary, or the judicial side, 
would have a crime. This is what Mr. 
Mueller was investigating, to see if a 
crime had been committed—a crime. 
And, if a crime is committed, of course 
the President can be impeached for 
committing a crime. 

But the President can also be im-
peached if he has not committed a 
crime, but he is doing harm to society. 
This is the law. 

When we say no person is above the 
law, we are talking about not only the 
law as it is codified with reference to 
criminality, but also the law as it has 
been codified such that impeachment 
can be the punishment in the sense 
that the President would be indicted. 

It is not the same as an indictment, 
but it is quite similar, and the Presi-
dent would then have to face trial in 
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the Senate, presided over by the Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court. 

There is no punishment, per se, with 
this entire process. It is just a means 
by which a President is removed from 
office. And, if he has committed a 
crime, he can, of course, still be pros-
ecuted for the criminal activity. 

So, tonight, we are here to thank the 
Member for what she has done in filing 
this resolution, H. Res. 257. We are here 
tonight to acknowledge that the Fram-
ers of the Constitution contemplated 
what she has done. She is in order. 

We are here tonight to acknowledge 
that it is now within the hands of the 
Judiciary Committee, this resolution, 
and it is my prayer that the Judiciary 
Committee would take this resolution 
and bring it to a vote. 

I believe that it is time for us to do 
what the Constitution contemplates by 
way of the words of the Framers and by 
way of what Federalist 65 has called to 
our attention. 

However, I still stand tonight where I 
stood when I initially took to the floor 
of the House of Representatives and in-
dicated that this President should be 
impeached. I stand where I stood then, 
and I also stand on the premise that, if 
the Judiciary Committee does not act, 
any Member of this august body can 
bring impeachment to a vote. 

I stand on this. This is what the rules 
allow. And as a Member of Congress, I 
have given an assurance that there will 
be another vote on impeachment in the 
House of Representatives. 

I will do it. I don’t like using per-
sonal pronouns because my mother al-
ways said: ‘‘Alexander, whatever you 
will do, you will do with others.’’ 

But, because of the way the process 
is codified, I will do it because I love 
my country. 

I will do it because I understand that 
we have a person who is unfit to be 
President holding this office. 

I will do it because I want to protect 
the democracy. 

I will do it because I believe in the 
Republic. 

I will do it because I salute the flag 
and I believe in liberty and justice for 
all. 

I will do it because I believe that Lin-
coln was right when he spoke of gov-
ernment of the people, by the people, 
for the people being forever a part of 
our country, our land. 

I will do it because it is the appro-
priate thing to do at a time such as 
this, with a President such as Trump. 

And finally this, Madam Speaker, I 
have not suggested that I have whipped 
or would whip, meaning encourage oth-
ers to vote a certain way. I have con-
sistently said you should vote your 
conscience. 

I still stand by it. Vote your con-
science. Vote your conscience, knowing 
that, at some point on the infinite con-
tinuum that we call time—at some 
point on the infinite continuum that 
we call time, there will be people who 
will review our actions through the 
vista of time. 

And, when they review our actions, 
the query will be: What did they do 
when they had an opportunity to take 
up the cause of justice? 

They will want to know what did we 
do. And the only way they can know 
what we did is for there to be a vote. 

At some point, we have to move be-
yond talking points to action items. 
The only way to make this an action 
item is for there to be a vote. 

And those who look through the vista 
of time, perhaps generations unborn, 
when they look through the vista of 
time, they will want to see the record. 
And the record will show where we 
stood when we had the opportunity to 
remove an unfit person from office, an 
unfit President. 

The record will show where we stood, 
but, more importantly, it will give 
them some clues as to what was hap-
pening in this House at the time. It 
will give them some evidence of where 
we were. 

And I assure you, Madam Speaker, at 
some point on this infinite continuum, 
people are going to ask the question: 
What was wrong with them? What was 
wrong with them? 

They had a President who was sepa-
rating babies from their mothers at the 
border, with no means of reuniting 
them. 

Babies are still separated from their 
parents. 

They will want to know: What was 
wrong with them? They allowed this? 

They will want to know: How could 
you decide that you are going to take 
up the cause against persons who make 
commentary in the House, but you 
won’t take up the cause against a 
President who went so far as to say 
there were some fine people among the 
bigots, the racists, the xenophobes, the 
homophobes, the Islamophobes, the na-
tivists; among those persons who 
marched and proclaimed ‘‘Jews will not 
replace us,’’ persons who said, ‘‘blood 
and soil.’’ 

How could you allow this to go un-
challenged? 

They will want to know: What was 
wrong with them? Why would they 
allow such a person to continue in of-
fice, a person who demeans the country 
when he demeans its heroes, a person 
who demeans persons by simply decid-
ing that name-calling is more appro-
priate than debating issues. 

And, by the way, calling a person 
who is a bigot a bigot is not name-call-
ing. That is properly labeling the ac-
tions of a person, the behavior of a per-
son. 

And, by the way, for those who may 
not have paid attention, if you have 
been following these various TV pro-
grams, news programs, information 
sources, host after host, persons who 
are being interviewed, have said that 
the President is a racist. They have 
said that the President is a bigot. 

I understand that it is difficult for 
some to say. Not for me. Not for me. I 
know what bigotry looks like. I know 
what racism smells like. I know what 

it sounds like. I know what it tastes 
like. I suffered through it. 
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I would not want to see what I had to 
endure become a part of the fiber and 
fabric of this country ever again. 
Whenever we see evidence of this ugli-
ness rearing its head, we should do 
what we can to stare it down and stop 
it. 

I stand here tonight believing that 
we have a duty, a responsibility, and 
an obligation to allow what this Con-
gresswoman has called to our attention 
to move forward. I stand on the Con-
stitution in saying this, and I will 
stand with her. I am proud to be associ-
ated with her and what she is doing. 

When we do bring this to a vote, my 
hope is that every Member will vote his 
or her conscience. That is all that I 
ask, just vote your conscience, and let 
the record reflect where we stood. 

As Dr. King put it, the truest meas-
ure of a person is not where the person 
stands in times of comfort and conven-
ience. The truest measure of a person 
is where you stand in times of chal-
lenge and controversy. 

These are times of challenge and con-
troversy. The question is, where do we 
stand? The record will show where we 
stand. 

There are some who will say that 
this is going to be a hard vote. I have 
a sense of what hard votes are like. I 
have had to take some hard votes since 
I have been in Congress. I have had to 
take some hard votes and never had a 
person say thank you for taking that 
hard vote. I have taken my share of 
hard votes. 

I have some members of the clergy 
that still have not found favor with 
some of the votes that I have taken, 
but I took them because it was the 
principled thing to do, because it was 
the constitutional thing to do, because 
it was not only the right thing to do, 
but the righteous thing to do. So I 
know what hard votes are like. 

People expect me to take hard votes, 
and they expect me, after I take my 
hard votes, to go back and convince my 
constituents that I did the right thing. 
Nobody seeks to protect me from hard 
votes. I know what hard votes are like. 

I understand when people say this 
would be a hard vote. I understand it. 
But that is why we came. We were 
elected to take hard votes. If it were 
easy, then we wouldn’t be here. Other 
folk would do the easy things. People 
who get elected to Congress are ex-
pected to take hard votes, to do that 
which is difficult. 

Let us understand that the record 
will reflect the vote. It will give people 
who look through the vista of time 
some indication as to why we are doing 
what we are doing and have not done 
what we should have done. 

Madam Speaker, again, I am proud to 
stand in the well of the Congress of the 
United States of America. I never take 
for granted this preeminent privilege. I 
will always be grateful to the Speaker 
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of the House and all the various offi-
cers of this House for permitting the 
time. I am grateful, and I thank them 
for being as magnanimous, if you will, 
as they are, but also for following the 
rules and allowing me to speak. This is 
a great opportunity. 

I pray that we who hold public trust 
will honor the Constitution of the 
United States of America. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to say 
that I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The Speaker announced her signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

S. 252.—An act to authorize the honorary 
appointment of Robert J. Dole to the grade 
of colonel in the regular Army. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. TLAIB. Madam Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 34 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, March 28, 2019, 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: 

494. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of the Navy, Manpower and Reserve Affairs, 
Department of Defense, transmitting notifi-
cation to Congress of the anticipated use of 
Selected Reserve units that will be ordered 
to active duty under the authority of 10 
U.S.C. 12304b, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 12304(f); 
Public Law 94-286, Sec. 1; (90 Stat. 517); to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

495. A letter from the Under Secretary, Re-
search and Engineering, Department of De-
fense, transmitting notification that the De-
partment is not submitting a formal report 
to Congress in response to Sec. 2803, Sub. 
Sec. (c)(1) of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act due to funding not made available; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

496. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of Defense, Sustainment, Department of 
State, transmitting a notification that the 
assembly of the required report on the De-
partment’s Operational Energy Strategy will 
be completed at the end of May 2019; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

497. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
General Counsel for the Division of Regu-
latory Services, Office of Postsecondary Edu-
cation, Department of Education, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Guidance 
for the Standard for Borrower Defense to Re-
payment Applications; Institutions’ Notifi-
cations of Financial Responsibility Events, 
Actions, and Conditions; Implementation of 
the Class Action Bans and Predispute Arbi-
tration Agreements Provisions; the Repay-
ment Rate and Financial Protection Disclo-
sures Provisions of the 2016 Borrower De-
fense to Repayment Regulations (RIN: 1840- 

AD19) received March 21, 2019, 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 Labor. 

498. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
General Counsel for the Division of Regu-
latory Service, Office of Postsecondary Edu-
cation, Department of Education, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Student 
Assistance General Provisions, Federal Per-
kins 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 [Docket ID: ED- 
2015-OPE-0103] (RIN: 1840-AD19) received 
March 21, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

499. A letter from the Chair, National Com-
mittee on Vital and Health Statistics, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Thirteenth Report to Con-
gress on the Implementation of the Adminis-
trative Simplification Provisions of the 
Health Insurance Portability and Account-
ability Act (HIPPA) OF 1996, pursuant to 42 
U.S.C. 242k(k)(7); Public Law 104-191, Sec. 
263; (110 Stat. 2033); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

500. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a semi-
annual report detailing telecommunications- 
related payments made to Cuba pursuant to 
Treasury Department licenses during the pe-
riod from July 1 through December 31, 2018, 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 6004(e)(6); Public Law 
102-484, Sec. 1705(e)(6) (as amended by Public 
Law 104-114, Sec. 102)(g)); (110 Stat. 794); to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

501. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six- 
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to South Sudan that was 
declared in Executive Order 13664 of April 3, 
2014, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public 
Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50 
U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); 
(91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

502. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six- 
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to significant malicious 
cyber-enabled activities that was declared in 
Executive Order 13694 of April 1, 2015, pursu-
ant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public Law 94-412, 
Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50 U.S.C. 
1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); (91 Stat. 
1627); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

503. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six- 
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to persons who commit, 
threaten to commit, or support terrorism 
that was declared in Executive Order 13224 of 
September 23, 2001, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 
1641(c); Public Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 
Stat. 1257) and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 
95-223, Sec 204(c); (91 Stat. 1627); to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

504. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six- 
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to Ukraine that was de-
clared in Executive Order 13660 of March 6, 
2014, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public 
Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50 
U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); 
(91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

505. A letter from the Director, Bureau of 
Transportation Statistics, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Bureau’s 
2018 Transportation Statistics Annual Re-
port, pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 6312; Public Law 
112-141, Sec. 52011(a); (126 Stat. 894); to the 

Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

506. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class E 
Airspace for the following Alaska Towns; 
Toksook Bay, AK; Unalakleet, AK; Wain-
wright, AK; and Yakutat, AK [Docket No.: 
FAA-2017-0350; Airspace Docket No.: 17-AAL- 
6] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received March 21, 2019, 
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. 

507. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
Airspace, Amendment of Class D Airspace, 
and Revocation of Class E Airspace; Tacoma, 
WA [Docket No.: FAA-2017-1032; Airspace 
Docket No.: 17-ANM-4] (RIN: 2120-AA66) re-
ceived March 21, 2019, 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. 

508. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31235; 
Amdt. No.: 3837] received March 21, 2019, 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. 

509. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31231; 
Amdt. No.: 3833] received March 21, 2019, 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. 

510. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31232; 
Amdt. No.: 3834] received March 21, 2019, 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. 

511. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31239; 
Amdt. No.: 3840] received March 21, 2019, 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. 

512. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31238; 
Amdt. No.: 3839] received March 21, 2019, 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. 

513. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31236; 
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