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and saying this because it is not just 
the right thing to do; it is the right-
eous thing to do. His name needs to 
come off of that building. 

Brown v. Board of Education didn’t 
bring us to the promised land. We still 
have problems here in the Congress of 
the United States of America. This one 
is so obvious. It is intuitively obvious 
to the most casual observer. The name 
ought to come off. 

I will say to every Senator: You 
ought to be ashamed. You made the 
Senate a place of national shame. 

By the way, the news media ought to 
be equally ashamed because, in the ro-
tunda where Richard Russell’s statue 
is, you have the news media right there 
above Richard Russell. He has a ro-
tunda devoted to him. Above him is 
CNN, MSNBC, FOX. You ought to be 
ashamed, all of you. You are perpet-
uating this. It has been perpetrated by 
the Senate, and you are perpetuating 
it. 

Well, AL, you will probably not get 
back on those stations or networks 
again. Do you think that matters to 
me, that someone would keep me off 
because I speak the truth not only to 
power but about power? 

Speaking truth to power is fairly 
easy. You say power is a problem we 
need to solve. Speaking truth about 
power is to say, power, there is a prob-
lem, and you are it. 

You are it, CNN. You are it, FOX, 
MSNBC. You are it, Senate. You don’t 
have the courage to do the right thing. 
You ought to be denouncing what the 
Senate is doing, but you are right there 
in the building where it is happening. 
You ought to be ashamed of yourselves. 
You are perpetuating this insult to Af-
rican Americans. 

So Brown v. Board of Education did a 
lot, make no mistake about it. It has 
made a difference in the lives of people 
of color, especially African Americans. 
It has made a difference. It has made a 
difference in job opportunities. It has 
made a difference in opportunities for 
education, opportunities to hold public 
office. It has made a difference, but we 
are still not there. 

We aren’t because people of color are 
disproportionately poverty-stricken. 
People of color are not—let me close 
with this. I am being told my time is 
up. This is a to-be-continued. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. DE 
LA CRUZ). The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, I appreciate you calling it to my at-
tention. We have much work to do. 

f 

SOUTHERN BORDER INVASION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 9, 2023, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
GROTHMAN) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Madam Speaker, I 
think one more time today it is impor-
tant to update the Chamber as far as 
what is going on with the biggest crisis 

in America today. That is, of course, 
the virtual invasion across our south-
ern border. 

We recently had published an esti-
mate of the number of people who have 
crossed the southern border in April, 
the most recent month available. That 
number is about 204,000. April is usu-
ally a low month, but per usual, it ap-
pears as though we hit the all-time 
record number of people coming here in 
April. 

A year ago, it was about 178,000, and 
a year before that, about 160,000. If you 
go back to the final year that Presi-
dent Trump was President, it was 
about 6,000. We have gone from about 
6,000 people, which is apparently do-
able, to about 205,000. 

During that time, President Biden, 
through executive orders, has changed 
the policy and is also allowing about 
30,000 people here as parolees from 
countries such as Haiti, Venezuela, 
Cuba. So, that number of 204,000 is real-
ly probably understated by about 
30,000. 

Our country continues to struggle 
with this. It is very expensive, though 
that is not the biggest problem, be it 
schools, be it medical care. Even in my 
district when I talk to people who try 
to put together free clinics used to get 
Medicaid payments, that sort of thing, 
one of them told me even a majority of 
people they are having to take care 
of—in essence, charity—are people who 
some would describe as illegal immi-
grants. 

I assume that the number of illegal 
immigrants who are unaccompanied 
minors continues to be a concern. We 
have about 6,000 of the 205,000 unaccom-
panied minors. 

We heard testimony about this re-
cently, but we still do not know ex-
actly where all these folks are. We 
don’t know if they are living with a so- 
called relative, whether we are consist-
ently giving DNA tests to see whether 
it really is a relative. We know The 
New York Times published articles 
that guessed that there are tens of 
thousands of unaccompanied minors 
not accounted for. 

It would be very easy to solve this 
problem. You reinstitute the stay in 
Mexico policy. You get parole. By the 
way, with parole, you automatically 
get what we refer to as welfare benefits 
as soon as you come here. You get rid 
of these programs and this drive to 
change America would change almost 
overnight. 

We can never forget that Barack 
Obama, living in the greatest country 
in the world, the United States, during 
his term felt that one of his goals 
would be to fundamentally change 
America. When you change the people 
in America, how they are brought up, 
how they think about things, you will 
fundamentally change America, the 
greatest country in the history of the 
world. 

The only reason you continue to let, 
as far as I can see, about a quarter mil-
lion people coming here every month is 

because you do want to change it and 
want it to be different. So, I call upon 
President Biden to return to the stay 
in Mexico policy. 

I think primarily by doing that, you 
could get that quarter of million figure 
back down around 20,000 or 10,000 al-
most overnight. 

Again, the takeaway for this body 
and the American public should be, and 
we should never get bored of saying it, 
it appears, one more time in April, we 
hit the all-time high for an April of the 
number of people crossing into our Na-
tion. 

What I thought was the biggest crisis 
in the country when I became a Con-
gressman—now I guess I have to say it 
is second to the border—is the contin-
ued assault on marriage and the break-
down of the family. When I talk to peo-
ple in my district, they know some-
thing is wrong. 

In some ways, America is different 
than the America they knew in the 
1990s, the 1970s, the 1960s. You ask them 
what the change is, and they fre-
quently say the number one change is 
the breakdown of the American family, 
the end of the old-fashioned mother 
and father and children at home as we 
slowly increase the number of children 
who are born without a father in the 
household. 

Of course, this is a problem in two 
ways. It is a problem for the children 
by every metric. They would be better 
off if they had mom and dad at home. 
It is also a problem for the men in soci-
ety, as usually men get their self-worth 
out of supporting their family. 

We have more and more families in 
which, as an immigrant in my district 
tells me, in America, or some commu-
nities, the woman marries the govern-
ment. Because we have a situation in 
which we are encouraging the woman 
to marry the government, we have a 
situation in which we no longer have 
what is for most men their most impor-
tant function in life, and that is sup-
porting their wife and supporting their 
children. 

b 1300 

I want to point out, by the way, that 
this is not a coincidence. When I talk 
to people around my district and say: 
Why do you think the family is break-
ing down? Maybe they shrug their 
shoulders and say: America is less reli-
gious or something. They have to real-
ize there are people all along who want 
the breakdown of the family. That is 
their goal. 

In 1848, Karl Marx, who is still read 
and still respected in some circles, 
wrote about the need to abolish the 
family in ‘‘The Communist Manifesto.’’ 
He did not want children to be raised 
by parents. He wanted the government 
to assume that role. 

I think it is not a coincidence that in 
the 1960s at the time of great subsidy of 
fatherless homes was also a high tide 
for feminism. Kate Millett, a very im-
portant feminist, that I think some 
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young people don’t know, said that de-
stroying the American family was nec-
essary to bring about the leftwing cul-
tural revolution. 

I think today our children are some-
times taught that the feminist move-
ment was a positive. We can’t forget 
during their power of the sixties their 
goal was to destroy the American fam-
ily. 

Remember a few years ago, at a time 
when so many Congressmen in this in-
stitution would show up at places 
where Black Lives Matter was having a 
rally or carrying signs, that at that 
time, before it was taken down out of 
embarrassment, they said that they 
were calling upon the end of the West-
ern prescribed nuclear family. 

Let’s not forget that—despite the 
fact that on their website Black Lives 
Matter was calling for the end of the 
nuclear family—dozens, perhaps hun-
dreds of people in this body, showed up 
at places showing support for Black 
Lives Matter, as well as the chief ex-
ecutives of our largest corporations 
frequently giving money to Black 
Lives Matter because, apparently, they 
thought it was the trendy thing the 
way America was going. 

Last month, in another bit of evi-
dence that the hard left likes to believe 
the nuclear family is outdated, there 
was a Wisconsin Supreme Court deci-
sion dealing with adoption laws. This 
wasn’t the reason for the decision; the 
decision wound up being unanimous. 
Justice Jill Karofsky of the Wisconsin 
Supreme Court—and in Wisconsin our 
supreme court justices are not partisan 
elections, but everybody knows who 
the Democrat is and who the Repub-
lican is. The relatively new Democrat 
Justice Jill Karofsky writes: ‘‘The no-
tion that marriage serves as the foun-
dation of society is at best outdated, 
and at worst misogynistic.’’ 

Think about that. In a State like 
Wisconsin where frequently Repub-
licans win statewide, we have U.S. Sen-
ator RON JOHNSON here, but a woman 
got elected to the Wisconsin State Su-
preme Court and here she declares 
that: ‘‘The notion that marriage serves 
as the foundation of society is at best 
outdated, and at worst misogynistic’’ 
letting the cat out of the bag that the 
goal of the left is to destroy the Amer-
ican family. 

Now, how is President Biden respond-
ing to this in his proposed budget? 
There are many programs out there 
which are made available, as long as 
there is not a breadwinner in the fam-
ily, particularly as long as there is not 
a man in the family, which I think 
they are really aiming at, then those 
programs kick in. Some of these pro-
grams, it appears to me, are increased 
in this budget, which, in other words, 
further pushes for financial reasons for 
getting the men out of the household. 

President Biden tries to increase 
more low-income housing frequently 
available to one-parent families, not to 
married couples. The earned income 
tax credit is a horrible program which 

was begun or actually pushed by a Re-
publican Jack Kemp and is another 
program which discourages marriage. 
SNAP increases discourage marriage. 
Things like Pell grants are a program 
that is much easier to take advantage 
of, college scholarships, if you don’t 
have a two-parent family at home. 

It is very disappointing that Presi-
dent Biden has decided to put all this 
money into programs designed to assist 
primarily fatherless homes, but we 
have to stand up as a Congress and say, 
no, we are no longer going to push one 
lifestyle over another. 

It would be a good thing if we went 
back to a time when the government 
was not putting their thumb on the 
scale as to what type of family you 
have. I hope that my Republican col-
leagues in the Appropriations Com-
mittee, when they see the increase in 
these programs, make sure that they 
don’t come about, but, in fact, do the 
opposite, that they turn around and 
begin to work our way back to the 
eighties, the seventies, the sixties, the 
fifties where we did not punish parents 
for getting married. 

On the Pell grant thing I want to re-
count an anecdote I have talked about 
before. I have spoken about this topic 
for over 20 years now, and I was once 
speaking to a group of primarily senior 
citizens. It was during the Tea Party 
thing. They were older people, and I 
went through all the programs that 
you lost if you married a guy with an 
income. 

There was a young gal working at 
that time. Most of the people who are 
most familiar with the Tea Party 
movement know a lot of people there 
were older, but there was a young gal. 
I asked her what she thought about my 
speech and all the benefits out there to 
discourage people from getting mar-
ried. She said that, you know, me and 
my husband, we got married before I 
had a child, but none of my friends got 
married, and they get free college. 

I realized even then that the 24-, 25- 
year-olds, they had it figured out. 
Sadly, they already realized that the 
goal of the American Government was 
to discourage marriage and do what 
they can to give programs based upon 
the idea of not having a man in the 
family. 

My hope is we begin to work our way 
back to a time where the two-parent 
family—there are wonderful parents 
raising children in all sorts of cir-
cumstances, but the government 
should no longer create situations in 
which there are incentives to keep the 
man out of the household. 

We had some votes recently with re-
gard to American aid to Ukraine, and I 
believe that once we have gone down 
the path we have gone down, we cannot 
allow Ukraine to collapse. 

That being said, it bothers me that 
to this day the Biden administration 
does not talk about trying to end this 
war. We have two countries that are 
actually very closely related. In my 
district, when you run across someone 

that is Russian, they very frequently 
have a spouse from Ukraine or the 
other way around. 

It seems to me a real tragedy that a 
huge number of people, tens of thou-
sands of people of both countries are 
dying because of that war. Ukraine has 
the second lowest birth rate in the 
world. It is always a tragedy when peo-
ple die, but to have a country in which 
so many young people are dying is 
truly a tragedy. They have the same 
problem in Russia, a birth rate that is 
too low. Not only is the birth rate too 
low, but they also have a huge immi-
gration problem. 

I know in this country having been 
down at the southern border, it is not 
unusual to have Russians come in 
there. I know a few people in my dis-
trict, including a young couple with 
children that I am sure Russia would 
love to have, but they left Russia to 
come here. That was before the war 
started. 

The goal of both Mr. Zelenskyy and 
Mr. Putin ought to be to try to get 
more young people to populate their 
rather large countries, not to have this 
war going on. I think they both must 
realize this if they really want what is 
best for the future of their countries. I 
would hope that President Biden, in ad-
dition to asking for more munitions for 
the war would find some country, be it 
Israel, be it Turkiye, whatever coun-
try, to try to negotiate an end to this 
war. It is such a tragedy to see tens of 
thousands of young people dying on 
both sides when from what I can see 
the biggest problem that both coun-
tries have is a lack of young people in 
the first place. 

I would ask President Biden to spend 
a little time on that. When I have met 
in the past with his advisers or his Cab-
inet on this issue, they really just seem 
dumbfounded when I ask them about 
when the war is going to end. It is like 
they haven’t even considered it. It is 
something we should consider. It is 
also bad geopolitically for the United 
States. 

We saw earlier this week meetings 
between Red China and Russia. I know 
going back to President Nixon we did 
not want close ties between Russia and 
China, and we have been very careful 
to make sure that hasn’t happened. 
However, you leave it to President 
Biden, and those countries have closer 
ties, as well as closer ties with Iran, 
another country that we don’t like to 
necessarily see prosper or become part 
of an alliance against the United 
States. 

My third request for this body is that 
we try to prod the Biden administra-
tion in looking for an end to this war, 
so these two great historical countries 
do not continue to lose their younger 
population. 

To go over one more time, we have to 
have Americans still be aware that we 
are hitting records of people coming 
across the southern border. 

We have to remind people at home 
that this breakdown of the family did 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:55 May 18, 2024 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00022 Fmt 4636 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K17MY7.038 H17MYPT1dm
w

ils
on

 o
n 

D
S

K
JM

0X
7X

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3355 May 17, 2024 
not just happen; it happened because 
this Congress continues to dole out 
money, virtually conditioned upon not 
having an old-fashioned, nuclear fam-
ily, and the Biden administration is 
trying to throw gas on the fire with 
this budget. 

Finally, we hope Members of this 
body will prod the Biden administra-
tion towards looking for peace in East-
ern Europe. 

Madam Speaker, as I wrap up, I hope 
the body proceeds as I would wish, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois (at the request 
of Mr. JEFFRIES) for today. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 11 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Tuesday, May 
21, 2024, at noon for morning-hour de-
bate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

EC–4227. A letter from the Acting Under 
Secretary, Personnel and Readiness, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting authorization 
of Major General John W. Brennan, United 
States Army, to wear the insignia of the 
grade of lieutenant general, pursuant to 10 
U.S.C. 777a(b)(4); Public Law 111-383, Sec. 
505(a)(1); (124 Stat. 4208); to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–4228. A letter from the Acting Under 
Secretary, Personnel and Readiness, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting authorization 
of Major General Christopher C. LaNeve, 
United States Army, to wear the insignia of 
the grade of lieutenant general, pursuant to 
10 U.S.C. 777a(b)(4); Public Law 111-383, Sec. 
505(a)(1); (124 Stat. 4208); to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–4229. A letter from the Acting Under 
Secretary, Personnel and Readiness, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting authorization 
of Colonel Lawrence T. Sullivan, United 
States Air Force, to wear the insignia of the 
grade of brigadier general, pursuant to 10 
U.S.C. 777(b)(3)(B); Public Law 104-106, Sec. 
503(a)(1) (as added by Public Law 108-136, Sec. 
509(a)(3)); (117 Stat. 1458); to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–4230. A letter from the Acting Under 
Secretary, Personnel and Readiness, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting authorization 
of Colonel Bill A. Soliz, United States Army, 
to wear the insignia of the grade of brigadier 
general, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 777(b)(3)(B); 
Public Law 104-106, Sec. 503(a)(1) (as added by 
Public Law 108-136, Sec. 509(a)(3)); (117 Stat. 
1458); to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–4231. A letter from the Assistant to the 
Board, Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, transmitting the System’s in-
terim final rule — Community Reinvestment 
Act; Supplemental Rule [Regulation BB; 
Docket No.: R-1830] (RIN: 7100-AG75) received 

April 29, 2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

EC–4232. A letter from the Chairman, Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation, trans-
mitting the Corporation’s 2023 Merger Deci-
sions Report; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

EC–4233. A letter from the Acting Director, 
office of Minority and Women Inclusion, 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, 
transmitting the Corporation’s Section 324 
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Con-
sumer Protection Act 2023 Report to Con-
gress, pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 5452(e); Public 
Law 111-203, Sec. 342(e); (124 Stat. 1543); to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

EC–4234. A letter from the Attorney for 
Regulatory Affairs Division, Office of the 
General Counsel, Consumer Product Safety 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
direct final rule — Safety Standard for Auto-
matic Residential Garage Door Operators 
[Docket No.: CPSC-2015-0025] received May 1, 
2024, 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–4235. A letter from the Attorney for 
Regulatory Affairs Division, Office of the 
General Counsel, Consumer Product Safety 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
direct final rule — Safety Standard Man-
dating ASTM F963 for Toys [Docket No.: 
CPSC-2017-0010] received May 1, 2024, 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–4236. A letter from the Assistant Gen-
eral Counsel for Legislation, Regulation, and 
Energy Efficiency, Grid Deployment Office, 
Department of Energy, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Coordination of Fed-
eral Authorizations for Electric Trans-
mission Facilities [DOE-HQ-2023-0050] (RIN: 
1901-AB62) received May 3, 2024, 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–4237. A letter from the Director, Rule-
making Operations, National Highway Traf-
fic Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s Major final rule — Federal Motor Ve-
hicle Safety Standards; Automatic Emer-
gency Braking Systems for Light Vehicles 
[Docket No.: NHTSA-2023-0021] (RIN: 2127- 
AM37) received May 10, 2024, 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–4238. A letter from the Secretary, Fed-
eral Trade Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s final rule — Telemarketing 
Sales Rule (RIN: 3084-AB19) received May 1, 
2024, 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–4239. A letter from the Chair, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s fiscal year 2025 Congressional 
Budget Justification; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

EC–4240. A letter from the White House Li-
aison, Department of Education, transmit-
ting a notification of a federal vacancy and 
designation of acting officer, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, Sec. 151(b); 
(112 Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Accountability. 

EC–4241. A letter from the Chairman, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s FY 2023 Inventory of Commer-
cial and Inherently Governmental Activities, 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 501 note; Public Law 
105-270, Sec. 2(c)(1)(A); (112 Stat. 2382); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Accountability. 

EC–4242. A letter from the Chair, Public In-
terest Declassification Board, transmitting 

the Board’s annual report; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Accountability. 

EC–4243. A letter from the Chief Financial 
Officer and Director, Office of Financial 
Management, United States Capitol Police, 
transmitting the Statement of Disburse-
ments for the U.S. Capitol Police for the pe-
riod October 1, 2023 through March 31, 2024, 
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 1910(a); Public Law 109- 
55, Sec. 1005; (119 Stat. 575) (H. Doc. No. 118— 
142); to the Committee on House Administra-
tion and ordered to be printed. 

EC–4244. A letter from the Director, 
Ruelmaking Operations, National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration, Department 
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Uniform Procedures for 
State Highway Safety Grant Programs (RIN: 
2127-AM45) received May 10, 2024, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

EC–4245. A letter from the Attorney-Advi-
sor, Federal Railroad Administration, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s notice of funding oppor-
tunity — Notice of Funding Opportunity for 
the FY 2023-FY 2024 Consolidated Rail Infra-
structure and Safety Improvements Program 
received April 30, 2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

EC–4246. A letter from the Federal Register 
Liaison Officer, Alcohol and Tobacco Tax 
and Trade Bureau, Department of the Treas-
ury, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Establishment of the Comptche 
Viticultural Area [Docket No.: TTB-2023- 
0003; T.D. TTB-192; Ref: Notice No.: 222] (RIN: 
1513-AC77) received May 10, 2024, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

EC–4247. A letter from the Chief, Publica-
tions and Regulations, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Certain Required Minimum Distribu-
tions for 2024 [Notice 2024-35] received May 6, 
2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington: Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. H.R. 7251. A bill to 
amend the Public Health Service Act to re-
authorize certain poison control programs; 
with an amendment (Rept. 118–512). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mrs. NAPOLITANO (for herself, Ms. 
BALINT, Ms. NORTON, Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN, Mr. ALLRED, Mr. CON-
NOLLY, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. SOTO, 
Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. TORRES of 
New York, Ms. CHU, Ms. SALINAS, Ms. 
PORTER, Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Mrs. RAMI-
REZ, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Ms. 
STANSBURY, and Ms. BARRAGÁN): 

H.R. 8444. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to direct the Secretary of 
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