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will eventually attempt to illegally 
cross the United States border. 

This witness further explained that 
the United Nations’ cash-based inter-
vention program supplies reusable 
plastic cash cards worth hundreds of 
dollars each, and cash-filled envelopes, 
among additional resources to individ-
uals on the migrant trail from South 
America to Texas. This is unbelievable, 
illogical, criminal, and just plain 
wrong. 

The United Nations is actively sub-
verting the security of our southern 
border. Just think about that state-
ment for a moment. Just think about 
it. But guess again who is funding the 
bill. It is the American taxpayer. 

The United States contributes bil-
lions of dollars to the United Nations 
every year, meaning our citizens are 
paying for fraudulent UN programs 
that contribute to the very border cri-
sis that is threatening their lives and 
livelihoods. 

It is also absolutely ludicrous that 
our country is funding programs and 
then the UN simultaneously derails our 
national security, sovereignty, and 
freedoms. 

As our national debt just hit $30 tril-
lion, this senseless spending isn’t just 
fiscally irresponsible, it is also morally 
bankrupt, as it enables illegal mi-
grants, human traffickers, drug smug-
glers, dangerous criminals, and terror-
ists to take advantage of the Biden ad-
ministration’s open border policies. 

Well, enough is enough. We must 
defund all these UN programs, not 
defund the police, but defund the UN 
programs that encourage foreigners to 
violate our laws, breach our border, 
jeopardize our Nation, and put Ameri-
cans last. 

Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, I in-
quire with the Chair the time remain-
ing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania has 5 min-
utes remaining. 

Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
ROY), who has been on the front lines 
of this issue. 

Madam Speaker, I don’t want to take 
from his time, but I just want to add 
this. People often say to me: What 
would you cut? What would you cut? 
Well, you know what I would cut from 
the State and foreign ops budget, 
money going to the UN to pay for peo-
ple to come to our country and cross 
our border illegally. How about cutting 
that, sir. 

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, I would 
agree with my friend from Pennsyl-
vania. I appreciate him having this 
time on the floor, and I appreciate my 
colleagues for coming down. 

The State of Texas is on the front 
lines under siege, the communities 
that I represent, dealing with the 
scourge of open borders, the dangers 
that are provided by cartels, and the il-
legal elements that come across the 
border on a daily basis—and this body 
does nothing about it. 

This week we are going to entertain 
legislation that will do nothing to com-
bat China. Nothing to stop China from 
continuing to run rampant around the 
world, violating human rights, under-
mining our national security. We are 
going to put together a nonsense bill 
that is a Green New Deal agenda, a 
pacify and appease China bill. We 
should be saying what the woman from 
Texas said to the coach of the Miracle 
on Ice hockey team: Beat those Com-
mie bastards. 

That is what we ought to be saying. 
That is what we ought to be doing. But 
no, no, no, here we sit doing nothing. 
But you know what we are doing, we 
are sleeping while our border is wide 
open. But worse than that, the Biden 
administration and Secretary 
Mayorkas are taking purposeful steps 
to open our border, disregard the law, 
and to fail to faithfully execute the 
laws of the United States. Our country 
is in danger and Americans are dying. 

Americans are dying specifically be-
cause of the actions of the Secretary of 
Homeland Security. That is what is ac-
tually occurring. We have fence rusting 
in fields in Texas. We have contracts 
that aren’t being paid. In fact, we are 
paying people not to work—not to 
build the fences. 

We are not using migrant protection 
protocols. We are not using Title 42. We 
are releasing people into the United 
States against Federal law. We are not 
doing anything to actually secure the 
border and, therefore, the Secretary of 
Homeland Security should be im-
peached for it. 

I will make one final point. Jen 
Psaki, the White House press sec-
retary, stood at a podium and laughed 
about our commentary about the bor-
ders being open and our streets being 
unsafe. She lied. She lied about Border 
Patrol agents whipping migrants. It 
was purposeful and it was done to di-
vide our Nation by race, the same kind 
of division that has the President of 
the United States choosing the race 
and the sex of the Supreme Court jus-
tice. This is the same man who blocked 
Janice Rogers Brown, blocked a Black 
woman Supreme Court justice. He 
blocked an Hispanic Miguel Estrada be-
cause he was Hispanic and because he 
is not the right kind of Hispanic. 

That is the truth. That is the truth 
of a President and an administration 
that wants to divide our county by 
race, they want to lie about our Border 
Patrol agents, and they don’t want to 
do a dang thing about it. 

Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, if Mr. 
ROY would join me in a colloquy in the 
remaining 2 minutes. Mr. ROY sent a 
letter asking for the report on these 
Border Patrol agents that had been 
suspended for allegedly whipping these 
Haitian illegal crossers. Of course it 
never happened. Even the photographer 
that took the pictures said that it 
never happened. 

The only thing that was abused or 
whipped was the truth and the reputa-
tion of our fine Border Patrol agents. 
Where does that stand right now? 

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, I am glad 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
asked the question. It stands nowhere. 
They are not giving us any report. 
They said it would be a couple weeks 
away. I can tell you why. Because the 
report will demonstrate there was no 
whipping. It was a lie. 

They owe an apology to those Border 
Patrol agents who are being abused on 
the front lines, having guns fired at 
them, dealing with COVID. No apology. 

Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, no 
apology. What about for lying to the 
American people and creating this divi-
sion. Didn’t our Chief Executive run 
and say that he was going to unite the 
country? Didn’t he say that? He was 
going to unite the country. Isn’t this 
an opportunity. Release the report— 
look, none of us are perfect, we all fall 
short. I think that is one thing we can 
agree on. 

Mr. ROY. Amen. Amen. 
Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, when 

you fall short, is there something 
wrong with apologizing for your fail-
ures? 

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, no. And 
the President should apologize for that 
and the President should apologize to 
every parent of a dead American kid 
who takes Xanax and dies with it laced 
with fentanyl because we have open 
borders—and the Secretary knows it. 

Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, the 
Secretary knows it and the Secretary 
just went to the border and talked to 
Border Patrol. What did they tell him? 

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, the Bor-
der Patrol was saying: What are we 
doing? We are doing nothing. That is 
what the Border Patrol is saying. But 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle wouldn’t know that because they 
never have hearings inviting the people 
on the front lines to talk, and actually 
hold the Secretary accountable. 

Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my colleagues from the Freedom 
Caucus for coming and talking about 
what is happening on the border. I 
know that the left and the majority 
party in this House refuse to do it, cer-
tainly the President refuses to do it, 
but we don’t refuse to do it. We are 
going to do it because our country is in 
peril; our families are in peril; our 
communities are in peril, and some-
body has got to say something and do 
something about it. 

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. Members are also reminded 
to direct their remarks to the Chair 
and not to a perceived viewing audi-
ence. 

f 

b 1945 

THE PRESS CORPS 

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

Mr. GROTHMAN. Madam Speaker, 
President Biden and the progressives 
frequently talk about equity and preju-
dice, and they think we have a lot of 
discrimination in this country and that 
some people are treated better than 
others. I don’t think that is a problem. 
I think his remarks are solely designed 
to tear down America and create 
resentments. 

I look at my own district of people of 
non-European descent, and whether I 
look at the Hmong from Laos or Sikhs 
from India, I see people who come here 
and grew up in lands in which their na-
tive tongue wasn’t even English, most-
ly their religion was not Christianity, 
and they are thriving in America. 

But there is one group in the United 
States in general and Joe Biden in par-
ticular, if you look at his Build Back 
Better bill, Madam Speaker, seems to 
hate overtly, and there is discrimina-
tion against this group: married cou-
ples with children. 

Karl Marx was, of course, against the 
nuclear family because it was self-sup-
porting and perhaps educated the chil-
dren in morals and values that may be 
different from what the government 
wants. He wanted the government to 
raise the children. 

Black Lives Matter, which played a 
central role in retaining the majority 
for the Democrats last November, had 
on its website that its goal was to get 
rid of the Western-prescribed nuclear 
family until it was taken down. 

By the way, that is one of the most 
dishonest statements ever. Families 
with mom, dad, and kids are from all 
around the world. They are from Asia, 
from South America, and from Africa. 
The idea that an old-fashioned nuclear 
family is only European is prepos-
terous, but nevertheless, that is what 
they say. 

But I get it. There are people in this 
world who don’t want the father sup-
porting the family. 

Now, let’s look at what is going on in 
the Build Back Better bill. Robert Rec-
tor of The Heritage Foundation has 
done a fine analysis of the effect of 
Build Back Better on nuclear families. 
Frequently, welfare programs 
disincentivize work and disincentivize 
marriage. 

How they do it is obvious. If you 
work harder, you don’t get those bene-
fits, be it low-income housing, be it 
SNAP, be it Medicaid. The harder you 
work, they begin to take away bene-
fits. 

Furthermore, these programs dis-
courage marriage because if a mother— 
usually the mother—marries a man 
who has a decent income, then she is 
no longer considered in poverty. And, 
again, all the programs—the daycare, 
the earned income tax credit, and the 
SNAP—disappear. 

This is why I call what happens in 
the Build Back Better bill a part of the 
war on marriage. This began with Lyn-
don Johnson—for my money, the worst 

President this country has ever had, 
and not for the way he conducted the 
Vietnam war. I am old enough to re-
member when you talked about Lyn-
don Johnson, that was the horrible 
thing you said—but for what developed 
into a war on marriage. 

It is hard to believe, but when they 
started the welfare system in the 1960s, 
only 7 percent of children were born 
out of wedlock. That number is now 40 
percent. It has stayed pretty static 
since the 1990s, but it is clear in the 
Build Back Better bill that President 
Biden is trying to push that number up 
above 40 percent. 

I recently heard of a young girl being 
advised by her mother to get pregnant, 
not to get pregnant and get married, 
but to get pregnant because it would 
open up a variety of government bene-
fits, and mom felt this was the way to 
go through life. 

Build Back Better—and it depends 
which benefits we are looking at— 
could increase the number of benefits, 
when put on everything else, to up to a 
$14,000 penalty for getting married. In 
other words, we do what we can to dis-
courage marriage. SNAP, earned in-
come tax credit, childcare, and low-in-
come housing, as well as more nar-
rowly tailored programs such as Pell 
grants or TANF, all carry marriage 
penalties with themselves. 

That is exactly what will happen if 
people come off the waiting list for the 
generous increases in low-income hous-
ing and take the benefit of that low-in-
come housing together with an in-
crease in the earned income tax credit 
and an increase in the SNAP. 

Madam Speaker, you can wind up 
getting $11,000 more for making this 
decision. Just like Karl Marx wanted: 
get the man out of the household. 

I know so much of the focus of the 
Build Back Better bill is just on the 
spending package and the effect it will 
have on inflation, and that is true. 
People like to focus on giving free col-
lege to illegal immigrants, which still 
amazes me, and that is bad, too. But I 
really think if the bill were to pass, 
what it will be remembered for is a big 
shot in the arm toward the type of peo-
ple who do not want an old-fashioned 
nuclear family. 

It is something that I haven’t heard 
the press cover. Robert Rector’s Herit-
age Foundation’s study is something 
that we will make public within the 
next 2 or 3 days. When it is made pub-
lic, I hope our press corps pays a little 
bit of attention to the shift that this 
bill will have toward making it more 
economically advantageous to not have 
two parents in the household. 

The next topic that I would like to 
address concerns the issue in the news 
involving Ukraine. I am not personally 
the most hawkish Member here regard-
ing Ukraine, but what amazes me 
about this conflict is that more is not 
written about the Holodomor. I have 
talked to people in this building, 
talked to young people, and they don’t 
even know what the Holodomor is. 

In the early 1930s, Joseph Stalin, the 
Communist dictator of the Soviet 
Union, had a problem in Ukraine. Some 
of the people in Ukraine wanted to go 
back and be an independent country, 
which it was for a while a few years be-
fore that. Some of the people in 
Ukraine, particularly the farmers, 
which were called kulaks, didn’t like 
the idea of giving up their land and 
going to work for the government. Of 
course, one of the things that Com-
munists like is they want everybody 
working for the government because 
they want to have total control over 
everybody. 

I am sure the problem in Ukraine in 
the early thirties is similar to what we 
have in Wisconsin. We have a lot of 
small dairy farmers. They own their 
own land and their own business, and 
they wouldn’t take kindly to the idea 
of a Marxist government coming over 
and saying: This is no longer your land. 
These are no longer your cows. You are 
working for us, the government. 

So the way Joseph Stalin decided to 
deal with it is he decided to starve out 
the people in Ukraine. He decided to 
put troops around Ukraine so you 
couldn’t escape. And he decided to take 
the crops and take the produce and put 
soldiers guarding it, and people began 
to starve to death. 

To this day, we don’t have an exact 
figure in the early thirties of how 
many people starved to death in 
Ukraine because of decisions made by 
Joseph Stalin. When you look online, 
Madam Speaker, you get numbers from 
about 4 million on the low side to 15 
million on the high side. I am no ex-
pert. I would guess it is more like 4 or 
5 million. But 4 or 5 million people 
starving to death is something every 
American schoolchild ought to be talk-
ing about. And when there is a possible 
conflict between Russia and Ukraine, it 
is something that the history channels 
and that the news stations ought to be 
talking about a whole lot. 

Instead, when I walk around here and 
talk to staffers or talk to all the other 
people who help us around here, again 
and again, I find people who don’t even 
know that 4 to 5 million Ukrainians 
starved to death in the early thirties. 

One of the interesting things about 
this is that efforts were made to hide 
this almost immediately. The Soviet 
Union itself banned discussion of all 
the people who starved to death in 
Ukraine. 

It kind of reminds me of certain peo-
ple in the United States who don’t like 
everything to appear online and like to 
take things down so things that are in-
convenient for the people in charge are 
not publicized. 

One of the things that everybody 
should know about—and I once talked 
to a New York Times reporter who 
himself didn’t know about it—is that a 
guy by the name of Walter Duranty 
who worked for The New York Times 
was given a Pulitzer Prize as he sat 
over there and knew very well that this 
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starvation was going on but didn’t re-
port it. He probably didn’t report it be-
cause the cool kids from the liberal 
media like to think wonderful things 
about the Soviet Union. In a private 
letter, he said that the suffering is in-
flicted with a noble purpose. 

So, that is what the readers of The 
New York Times were getting back in 
the early thirties, and that man was 
given a Pulitzer Prize. I might be 
wrong, but I don’t think The New York 
Times has given it back. 

Isn’t it amazing that an American 
newspaper would be so horrible that if 
one of their reporters knew that mil-
lions of people were starving—there is 
a letter that he wrote at the time in 
which he guessed it could be as high as 
10 million people were starving. But be-
cause the Soviet Union was the darling 
of the leftist intellectuals, apparently, 
he didn’t like to report it for the people 
back home. And to this day, I believe, 
The New York Times has yet to apolo-
gize or get rid of their Pulitzer. 

In any event, as long as Ukraine is in 
the news, I would hope that American 
schoolteachers of social studies would 
begin to educate the American people 
about the 4 or 5 or 7 or 10 million peo-
ple who starved to death in the early 
thirties. After all, unless you know 
about that, Madam Speaker, you don’t 
know about the reason for the animos-
ity—or at least one of the reasons for 
the animosity—between the Ukrain-
ians and the Russians. 

You don’t know why people should be 
concerned when a Senator from Con-
necticut goes off and attends an anni-
versary ceremony for the U.S. Com-
munist Party and is just let off the 
hook. You don’t know why people like 
me are a little bit concerned when the 
founders of Black Lives Matter were 
avowed Marxists. Unless you know 
about what happened in Ukraine and 
communism in general, Madam Speak-
er, you don’t know why so many people 
fought and died in Korea and Vietnam. 

Of course, the Holodomor is only one 
of the things that every American 
schoolchild should know about. There 
were plenty of other mass massacres 
from the Soviet Union. There were a 
couple of massacres in Red China. We 
have the horrible taking away of free-
doms in Cuba or Venezuela. We talk 
about the 1 to 2 million people who 
were murdered in Cambodia. 

These are things that every Amer-
ican schoolchild should know because, 
as I said, right now, we have people 
kind of in this building and kind of in 
academia in America who I don’t think 
really have a problem with Marxism. 
They think it is kind of a cool thing to 
flirt with. 

I do hope that our news stations and 
our educational institutions at least 
now do a little to educate the Amer-
ican public on the millions of people 
who died in Ukraine. 

There are two other issues to deal 
with today. I will follow up a little bit 
on what my colleagues said before be-
cause that is arguably the one area 

which—there are many areas—but on 
which the Biden administration is per-
manently damaging America. 

We recently got the numbers of peo-
ple who came in this country in De-
cember. It took a while to get them. 
The total, including what they call 
got-aways, is about 90,000 people who 
didn’t go through appropriate chan-
nels, people whom we sometimes refer 
to as illegal immigrants, 90,000 in De-
cember. The December before, it was a 
little over 20,000. So we have gone up 
from 20,000 to 90,000 in 1 year. 

I guess it is another thing that the 
press isn’t really talking about like it 
should. I guess the COVID and the in-
ability to get monoclonal antibodies 
out to people, which isn’t talked about 
enough either, but that is something 
else we talk about. We can talk about 
Ukraine, and meanwhile, we aren’t 
paying attention to just 1 more month 
in which the number of people coming 
here has shot up from 20,000 to 90,000. 

As my colleagues just pointed out, 
not only is that people coming across, 
when you have an open border, we re-
cently hit an all-time record of 100,000 
Americans dying of illegal drug 
overdoses in 1 year—100,000. 

When I got this job, it was 45,000, and 
it was a scandal. Everybody in this 
House was supposed to have a plan to 
deal with the 45,000 people who died 
every year of illegal drug overdoses. 
Well, Madam Speaker, in 7 years, it has 
gone up to 100,000. The biggest problem 
is fentanyl, and 100 percent of the 
fentanyl, I am told, is coming over the 
southern border. 

b 2000 

But for some reason, our comatose 
press corps is not asking politicians, 
including the President, do you care? 

I mentioned the Vietnam war and the 
Korean war a second ago. When we talk 
about 100,000 people dying in 1 year, 
that is about as many American troops 
who died in Korea and Vietnam to-
gether. Every year people are dying, 
and all the heartbreak that that 
causes, we don’t care anymore. Or at 
least our press corps or the people who 
determine what is on people’s minds 
aren’t caring anymore. If it was one of 
your loved ones who died you would 
care. 

So, I beg the American public and the 
comatose press corps to publicize the 
fact that we are now having 41⁄2 times 
as many people a month come here as 
when Joe Biden took office and pub-
licize the fact that 100,000 Americans 
are dying every year of illegal drug 
overdoses, largely fentanyl, which is 
frequently given to people who don’t 
even know they have it. 

Now, we are going to address one 
final issue that has not received 
enough attention with regard to the 
Build Back Better bill. 

I will beg the Chair and anybody else 
who is listening to pay attention to 
this. The Build Back Better was a 
bill—one of these thousands, or at least 
well over 1,000-page bills—and to be 

honest, whenever you pass one of these 
massive bills up here, people who vote 
for it don’t know all that is in it. It is 
impossible to know all that is in it. 

And I have talked to people about 
this provision that is in it and, quite 
frankly, most people don’t know what 
is in it, to a certain extent, because 
there are sexier issues. 

But in Joe Biden’s bill, we are giving 
grants designed, if they are accepted, 
to phase out 14(c) certificates. The lis-
teners out there may or may not be fa-
miliar with work centers, or what used 
to be called sheltered workshops or 
CRPs, which are places—they do a lot 
of packaging in my district—places 
where people who have different abili-
ties, sometimes are paid under min-
imum wage to do light manufacturing 
or packaging. 

It always is enjoyable for me to tour 
these facilities because you deal with 
people who, I would think, have been 
dealt a tough lot in life, and they are 
so overwhelmingly happy to have a job 
like everybody else; to have a job like 
their siblings where they go to work. 

And maybe, because of their different 
talents they are making $5 or $6 an 
hour. But they are getting other gov-
ernmental assistance, and they are 
very proud every day to go to work and 
get a paycheck where they can buy 
some clothes for themselves, where 
they can buy gifts for their relatives. It 
is all so wonderful, and now they are 
under attack. 

There are two philosophical reasons, 
to give the other side its due, for shut-
ting down the work centers and saying 
these people shouldn’t be able to work 
there anymore. 

Some people feel that nobody should 
be able to work for minimum wage, and 
if you don’t like the minimum wage of 
$7.50, you sure don’t want people—or 
you claim you don’t want people— 
working for $4 or $5 an hour. But again, 
these folks are getting other govern-
mental benefits. It is not all they are 
living on. 

What you do when you get rid of 14(c) 
certificates, which is what you need to 
work for under minimum wage, you are 
telling these folks that you won’t work 
at all. 

Secondly, there are people who don’t 
like the fact that they feel these people 
are working in a segregated setting; in 
other words, they are working with 
other people with similar abilities to 
themselves. 

It is my experience, having toured or 
taken dozens of tours in places like 
this, that—and you can ask them as 
well—they are very happy to be work-
ing in these facilities. There are many 
people working in these facilities who 
have abilities similar to people in 
other facilities. And the people who 
work in these facilities, I think, like 
them so much because it is a chance to 
find lifelong friends. 

There was a time when people with 
different abilities had to stay at home 
and watch TV and just get to know 
their family members. But these jobs 
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allow people to have—because fre-
quently the turnover is not that 
great—they make friends who they will 
have for 30 or 40 years. 

It breaks my heart that there are 
people who think that we are going to 
shut these down because people will be 
so much better if they work in a facil-
ity without anybody with different 
abilities, and it will be so much better. 
We must be taking advantage of these 
people if somebody is making $5 an 
hour. 

I mean, I deal with the people who 
work in these facilities, including man-
agement. I don’t think anybody is get-
ting rich. They are probably, most of 
them, making a lot less money than a 
Congressman. But instead, they have 
to put up with these radicals—I will 
call them—telling them that they are 
taking advantage of people because 
they are being paid 4 bucks an hour, 5 
bucks an hour. 

So, in any event, I am going to ask 
people who care about people with dif-
ferent abilities; whether you have a 
relative in this position; whether you 
have a child in this position; whether 
you, yourself work in a work center, 
please contact your Congressman and 
say, don’t shut down these facilities. 

It is what the life of so many of these 
folks is built around, and it would be 
crushing if you would try to just send 
them home or maybe find a business 
that will take them in for 3 or 4 hours 
a week, instead of 34 hours a week. 

It would be crushing for these people 
if they lost the ability to work at the 
work centers or the CRPs. 

So I beg the majority party, you are 
in charge, that if you do get something 
through on that Build Back Better bill, 
that this provision which is the end of 
the work centers is not in it. 

Now, I would like to thank you for 
staying late and listening to my addi-
tional analysis. 

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 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

Thereupon (at 8 o’clock and 7 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, February 3, 2022, at noon. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

EC–3337. A letter from the Director, Regu-
lation Policy and Management Staff, FDA, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
French Dressing; Revocation of a Standard 

of Identity [Docket No.: FDA-2020-N-1807] 
(RIN: 0910-AI16) received January 28, 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 Energy and Commerce. 

EC–3338. A letter from the Director, Regu-
lations Policy and Management Staff, FDA, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
New Method for the Analysis of Sulfites in 
Foods [Docket No.: FDA-2019-N-0463] (RIN: 
0910-AI02) received January 28, 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–3339. A letter from the Director, Regu-
lations Policy and Management Staff, FDA, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Revocation of the Regulations for Human 
Tissue Intended for Transplantation and 
Human Dura Mater [Docket No.: FDA-2020- 
N-1519] (RIN: 0910-AI41) received January 28, 
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–3340. A letter from the Director, Regu-
lations Policy and Management Staff, FDA, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Revised Procedures for the Announcement of 
Approvals and Denials of Premarket Ap-
proval Applications and Humanitarian De-
vice Exemption Applications [Docket No.: 
FDA-2019-N-3101] (RIN: 0910-AI10) received 
January 28, 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–3341. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Regulatory Management Division, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting the 
Agency’s final rule — Alcohols, C10-16, 
Ethoxylated, Sulfates, 
Mono(hydroxyethyl)ammonium Salts (CAS 
No. 157627-92-4); Tolerance Exemption [EPA- 
HQ-OPP-2021-0656; FRL-9326-01-OCSPP] re-
ceived January 28, 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–3342. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Regulatory Management Division, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting the 
Agency’s final rule — Nitrapyrin; Pesticide 
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2021-0352; FRL- 
9419-01-OCSPP] received January 28, 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 Energy and Commerce. 

EC–3343. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Regulatory Management Division, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting the 
Agency’s final rule and notice of public 
meetings — Revisions to the Unregulated 
Contaminant Monitoring Rule (UCMR 5) for 
Public Water Systems and Announcement of 
Public Meetings; Technical Corrections 
[EPA-HQ-OW-2020-0530; FRL-6791-05-OW] 
(RIN: 2040-AF89) received January 28, 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 Energy and Commerce. 

EC–3344. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Regulatory Management Division, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting the 
Agency’s final rule — Approval and Promul-
gation of the Northern Cheyenne Tribe’s 
Tribal Implementation Plan; Northern Chey-
enne Tribe; Open Burning Permit Program 
and Maintenance of the National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards [EPA-R08-OAR-2020- 
0742; FRL-9082-02-R8] received January 28, 
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–3345. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Regulatory Management Division, Environ-

mental Protection Agency, transmitting the 
Agency’s final rule — Cyprodinil; Pesticide 
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2020-0417; FRL- 
9301-01-OCSPP] received January 28, 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 Energy and Commerce. 

EC–3346. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Regulatory Management Division, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting the 
Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; FL; 
Removal of Motor Vehicle Rules [EPA-R04- 
OAR-2020-0362; FRL-9238-02-R4] received Jan-
uary 28, 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–3347. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Regulatory Management Division, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting the 
Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; 
Georgia; 2015 8-Hour Ozone Nonattainment 
New Source Review Permit Program Re-
quirements [EPA-R04-OAR-2020-0406; FRL- 
9319-02-R4] received January 28, 2022, pursu-
ant 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–3348. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Regulatory Management Division, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting the 
Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; 
South Carolina; Catawba Indian Nation Por-
tion of the Charlotte-Gastonia-Rock Hill 
Area Limited Maintenance Plan for the 1997 
8-Hour Ozone NAAQS [EPA-R04-OAR-2020- 
0677; FRL-9276-02-R4] received January 28, 
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–3349. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Regulatory Management Division, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Air Plan Ap-
proval; North Carolina; Mecklenburg: Source 
Testing [EPA-R04-OAR-2021-0033; FRL-9278- 
02-R4] received January 28, 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–3350. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Regulatory Management Division, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting the 
Agency’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; 
Washington; Update to the Yakima Regional 
Clean Air Agency Wood Heater and Burn Ban 
Regulations [EPA-R10-OAR-2021-0750, FRL- 
9189-02-R10] received January 28, 2022, pursu-
ant 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–3351. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Regulatory Management Division, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting the 
Agency’s direct final rule — Commonwealth 
of Kentucky: Codification and Incorporation 
by Reference of Approved State Underground 
Storage Tank Program [EPA-R04-UST-2020- 
0696; FRL-9057-02-R4] received January 28, 
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–3352. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Regulatory Management Division, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting the 
Agency’s direct final rule — District of Co-
lumbia: Final Approval of State Under-
ground Storage Tank Program Revisions, 
Codification, and Incorporation by Reference 
[EPA-R03-UST-2020-0715; FRL-8854-01-R3] re-
ceived January 28, 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–3353. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Regulatory Management Division, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, transmitting the 
Agency’s correcting amendment — 
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