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A lot of people don’t know people
who are on the Wisconsin Supreme
Court. The Wisconsin Supreme Court is
nominally nonpartisan, but neverthe-
less, races for the Supreme Court clear-
1y have one person backed more by the
Democrat Party and one backed more
by the Republican Party.

Recently in a case, and this was just
dicta, one of the liberal judges, Jill
Karofsky, wrote a concurring opinion
in which she said, ‘“The notion that
marriage serves as the foundation of
society is at best outdated, and at
worst misogynistic.” In other words,
overtly anti-father.

It is a scary quote because she kind
of implies that marriage is already
done. It is over with. The left has won.
She can say that marriage is at worst
misogynistic, anti-male.

It is something I want the American
people to think about. I want the peo-
ple in Wisconsin to think about it. I
want the journalists in Wisconsin to
think about it.

Is Justice Jill Karofsky right? Is it
already the end of the American fam-
ily, or can we fight and bring it back
and make it the norm like it was 50 or
60 years ago?

In any event, I think it is something
that should be brought up and has not
been brought up anywhere near
enough.

The third topic that I think we ought
to discuss is the Biden administration’s
policy of giving preferences to one
more ethnic group, something that no-
body back home knows has happened.
The reason they don’t know it is hap-
pening is because it hasn’t been cov-
ered in the press.

The DEI effort, the idea of judging
people by their ethnicity, judging peo-
ple by their sex is something that has
been around for over 50 years now, but
the Biden administration, I think,
keeps trying to push it more to the
fore. It is something else that ought to
be talked about in this campaign.

The Biden administration last year
changed the policy, as a practical mat-
ter, to create preferences for people
who come here from the Middle East or
North Africa.

Now, we know there are already
other groups that if they apply for a
government job, they may be given
preferences.

If they own a company and want to
receive a government contract, they
will get preferences over Americans of
European descent.

By the way, you also get preferences
for jobs if you work for a company that
does over $10,000 of business with the
Federal Government each year.

In any event, we are now adding peo-
ple from Morocco, Egypt, Iran, and
Syria to this list. We are adding people
who come here from Gaza to this list.

Is that a good idea? Do we think
when people are fleeing Gaza with all
their wonderful anti-Semitic ideas and
coming to this country that they
should also be given preferences?

Apparently, I believe that is what
will happen now unless somebody does

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

something and prevents that from hap-
pening. It is something most Ameri-
cans don’t know about. It is something
that should be talked about.

The next thing that should be talked
about, and I brought five issues here.
Obviously, we are giving them to the
chair but also anybody in the press
corps, and that is as we look to hire
new people to run this government in
January, are we committed to the
First Amendment, which should be ob-
vious.

In August, it came out that Mark
Zuckerberg, owner of Facebook, was
apparently threatened in some way or
cajoled into keeping things off some-
thing, which presumably was supposed
to be kind of a wide-open medium that
you could pursue and find out what was
going on in America today. Instead,
the people in the current administra-
tion decided to weigh in and say there
are certain ideas that Americans ap-
parently shouldn’t be able to know
about.

At the time, a lot of it was con-
cerning COVID, and, of course, dif-
ferent people had different opinions on
social distancing, on the treatments
that people received when they went to
the hospital, on the vaccines, on all
these things.

Apparently, the past government
didn’t feel that Americans could handle
all the information, so like maybe a
government in the Soviet Union or
China, there were some things that
they felt had to be removed from peo-
ple’s computers, and that is why they
weighed in with Mark Zuckerberg.

We know before that, there were peo-
ple who weighed in, the same political
party, because they felt information
regarding Hunter Biden was not some-
thing that the Americans could handle
on their own, so we had to remove it
and keep Americans in the dark.

Maybe that was significant enough,
it changed who won the last election,
but in any event, it is another example
of people of importance in America
who Kkind of view the First Amendment
with contempt.

I would like to know, going in for the
next election, where the people running
for public office stand on the First
Amendment.
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The final issue I would like to bring
up which seems to be dropped is, in Au-
gust when we were not in, like many
other politicians, I rang doorbells in
my district to see what was on people’s
minds.

I ran across two grandmothers who
had grandchildren who had tried to go
down this transgender route. It was ob-
viously very disturbing for both grand-
mothers. One of them only had one
grandchild, and I could tell it broke her
heart that her granddaughter, who she
loved so much, had decided to go down
the transgender path.

This is obvious that we have far more
of this than we had when I was a child.
Most people who have what they call
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gender dysphoria will grow out of it.
Unfortunately, we have a policy right
now pushed by the Department of Edu-
cation in which we have to, I would
say, encourage or tell people that this
is an acceptable way to behave.

Right now, the Department of Edu-
cation is threatening to withhold funds
from school districts who don’t, say,
allow transgender guys into the girls’
bathroom or such. In other words, this
part of the culture is kind of, I believe,
encouraging an increase in this sort of
behavior.

It is not something that affects many
Americans, but if it affects Americans
like the grandmothers I talked to, it is
devastating. I would hope in the future
that politicians who talk about this
issue realize that when they, as Presi-
dent Biden is, talk about it like it is a
very positive thing, the result is, I
think you are going to have more and
more people go down this path, and you
are going to have more and more peo-
ple who would have come out of it
eventually stay in it.

It is something else that should be
talked about. Is the reason we have
such a big increase in transgenderism
because it was always there or is it be-
cause our culture is making it a more
a permissible lifestyle and, as a result,
encouraging children to go down this
path?

In any event, that is five issues that
I wish the press would take up in Octo-
ber. I wish they would publish, as it
comes out, the new all-time record for
people coming across the southern bor-
der. I wish they would focus on not
only the excessive spending that leads
to the inflation but the even more ex-
cessive spending that virtually every
Democrat in this Chamber was pre-
pared to vote for about three times
more than what became the Inflation
Reduction Act.

I hope that going into the election
the press weighs in, should the United
States continue the current policy of
greatly increasing Federal benefits if
you don’t have both a working man and
woman at home. In other words, the
policy of encouraging single parent-
hood at the expense of having two par-
ents at home.

I hope the press focuses a little bit in
the next election on are we going to
have people who will stand with the
First Amendment or are we going to
have people who like to lean on our so-
cial platforms and say that there are
certain things that Americans
shouldn’t know and are we going to see
whether we are going to use America’s
schools to continue to encourage the
transgender lifestyle.

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

LAMENTING THE DEATH OF
COMEDY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CISCOMANI). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 9, 2023, the
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. KILEY) for 30 minutes.
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Mr. KILEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to lament the death of comedy in Cali-
fornia, the death of satire in California
or, more seriously, to lament a serious
blow that has been struck against free-
dom of speech and a healthy demo-
cratic process in California.

That is because the California legis-
lature has passed, and Governor Gavin
Newsom has signed, a law explicitly de-
signed to outlaw political parodies. We
don’t need to speculate about this
being the purpose of this law because
the Governor said so directly.

Several weeks ago, a parody video of
KAMALA HARRIS began circulating on
social media. Governor Newsom re-
posted it, and he said this should be il-
legal. ‘I will be signing a bill in a mat-
ter of weeks to make sure it is.” This
week he made good on that promise.
The Governor again reposted the par-
ody and said: ‘I just signed a bill to
make this illegal in the State of Cali-
fornia.”

Sort of on its face, it is a classic au-
thoritarian move, a person in power
sees speech he doesn’t like, sees speech
that threatens his power, and so he
uses that power, uses whatever tools he
has at his disposal to silence those who
would dare speak against him to make
them go away. That is by his own ad-
mission, in his own words what he has
done.

Now, I will say, there are legitimate
issues when it comes to AI, deep fakes,
voice cloning, generative video, and
other tools that may be maliciously
wielded to confuse voters and corrupt
the political process. There is room,
and perhaps even a need, for regulation
designed to assure that these tools are
not abused.

However, that is not what Newsom is
doing. By his own acknowledgment,
what he is doing is banning parody.
Parody and satire have been central to
American political discourse through-
out our history, from the founding era,
with satirists lampooning King George,
through the works of Mark Twain,
through the advent of television, ‘“Sat-
urday Night Live,” through the present
day with The Onion, The Babylon Bee,
and all manner of parody and satire on
social media.

It has thrived as a way for artists, co-
medians, and the public at large to
humble those who have become too
powerful, and to convey truths in a
particularly compelling way.

Not only that, but satire and parody
are clearly protected by the First
Amendment of the Constitution. The
Supreme Court has long held that par-
odies of public figures are protected
even if they are “‘outrageous,’” and the
Court has long held that any satirical
statement is protected so long as it
cannot reasonably be interpreted as
stating actual facts.

In short, if a reasonable person could
discern that something is a parody,
then it is protected by the First
Amendment; so the question, when
evaluating this new law, would be, is it
stepping over that line? We have a very
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clear test case in the Kamala Harris
video that in the Governor’s own ac-
knowledgment was the inspiration for
the law. It is exactly the sort of thing
that the law was designed to stamp
out.

Let’s just look at a few lines from
this Kamala Harris video and see
whether a reasonable person would ac-
tually believe that it is KAMALA HAR-
RIS.

The first line of the video is this: “I,
KAMALA HARRIS, am your Democrat
candidate for President because Joe
Biden finally exposed his senility at
the debate.”

Now, would a reasonable person
think that KAMALA HARRIS said that
when they see this video, that she ac-
tually made that statement?

The video goes on. It says: “If you
criticize anything I say, you are both
sexist and racist.” Would a reasonable
person believe that was actually
KAMALA HARRIS saying that in that
video?

There are other examples. It goes on:
“I may not know the first thing about
running the country, but remember,
that is a good thing if you are a deep
state puppet.”” Would a reasonable per-
son believe that KAMALA HARRIS actu-
ally said that?

It goes on: ‘“‘Joe Biden taught me,
rule number one, carefully hide your
total incompetence.”” Would a reason-
able person believe that this is actually
KAMALA HARRIS saying ‘‘rule number
one, carefully hide your total incom-
petence’?

The video goes on. It says: “My work
on the border was ‘catastrophic.’”
Would a reasonable person think she
said that?

One of the keys to effective satire,
and you can judge for yourself whether
this is effective or not, is that it actu-
ally does illuminate a deeper under-
lying truth. Therefore, one might
argue, I would argue, that KAMALA
HARRIS® performance as border czar
was, in fact, catastrophic, but a reason-
able person will not actually believe
that she is saying that herself in this
video.

Gavin Newsom, in order to maintain
that consistent with the First Amend-
ment he can eliminate this video from
our public discourse would have to
somehow argue that he thinks a rea-
sonable member of the public would ac-
tually think that KAMALA HARRIS
would say those things. It makes you
wonder about the regard that Mr.
Newsom has for the public in California
and across the country.

The better explanation for his behav-
ior is just that he doesn’t have any re-
gard for the First Amendment at all.
The courts have time after time struck
down measures that he has signed on
First Amendment grounds. It just hap-
pened again a couple weeks ago.

It happened not that long ago with
respect to a law that he signed that
sought to punish people for supposedly
spreading COVID misinformation. The
legislature and Newsom had to repeal
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their own law after the court weighed
in on First Amendment grounds.

This highlights a broader, very con-
cerning tendency, not just in California
but across the country, where we have
this brewing crisis of freedom of
speech, which in many ways started at
colleges and universities and then ex-
panded to certain social media plat-
forms, and then became intertwined
with the government.

We got an acknowledgment of this
recently from Mark Zuckerberg, CEO
at Facebook, Meta, who said that he
was, indeed, pressured by the Biden ad-
ministration to censor content on his
platform, and he acknowledged that
Facebook was wrong to give in to that
pressure.

We are also seeing elsewhere in the
world some alarming regression when
it comes to protections for freedom of
speech. This has been, throughout U.S.
history, one of the things that has set
our country apart. We have always had
ironclad or at least striven to have
ironclad protections for freedom of
speech. It is one of the things that has
propelled progress of all kinds in the
history of our country.

I would argue that there is perhaps
no greater threat to democracy than
the suppression of freedom of speech,
so the assault on free speech led by
Gavin Newsom and the Biden adminis-
tration is cause for great alarm by all
Americans.

Fortunately, I think there are some
reasons to believe that the tide is
starting to turn. Of course, the social
media platform X has become a leader
in protecting freedom of speech after
we have learned about prior efforts at
that platform and others working at
times with the government.

We have seen, of course, the
Zuckerberg letter that I just men-
tioned where Facebook is committing
to be more mindful and respectful of
free speech principles in the future.

Just yesterday, this House passed my
Free Speech on Campus Act, which is
designed to restore the importance of
freedom of speech on our college cam-
puses as a foundational campus value. I
would urge the Senate now to pass that
same measure, and my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to join in what-
ever efforts we can to end the assaults
on free speech we have seen in this
country and return to the founding
principles that have been so central to
our country’s prosperity and progress.

PROPOSITION 36

Mr. KILEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
pass on some incredible news about
Proposition 36 in California. This is an
initiative that is designed to make
crime illegal again in California, to re-
store appropriate consequences for
theft and drug crimes.

Prop 36, which will be on the ballot
in just a few weeks here, was recently
polled by the Public Policy Institute of
California, and the results are over-
whelming—71 percent of California vot-
ers are in support compared to 26 op-
posed. You have 85 percent of Repub-
licans in support with just 11 percent
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opposed. You have 73 percent of Inde-
pendents in support with just 24 per-
cent opposed. There are 63 percent of
Democratic voters in support with only
33 percent opposed, about two-thirds of
even Democratic voters in support of
this initiative to make crime illegal
again in California.

Seeing those numbers, you under-
stand why the Governor of California,
Gavin Newsom, fought tooth and nail
to keep this from this even being on
the ballot. He concocted a number of
truly outrageous schemes that were
specifically designed to cancel the
vote, to stop Californians from even
having an opportunity to vote on this
important proposition. Fortunately,
those efforts failed, and a vote will be
held very soon.

When the Governor was told about
these numbers at a press conference
yesterday, he said: “I was wondering
what State I am living in.” ‘I was won-
dering what State I am living in,”
Newsom said, when informed that Cali-
fornians overwhelmingly favor restor-
ing consequences for criminal activity.

Maybe I will enlighten him about the
State he is living in. The State he is
living in is one where crime has simply
spun out of control and where people
are seeing the consequences of that in
their daily lives.

Proposition 47 is the primary culprit.
It was passed about a decade ago, and
it effectively eliminated consequences
for retail theft, no matter how many
times you stole, and it eliminated con-
sequences for possession of even hard
drugs, which basically ended the abil-
ity to get addicts into treatment.
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The consequences of these two things
are that in many parts of California, on
your way to the grocery store or walk-
ing around a downtown, you will have
to go through open-air drug markets.
You will have to dodge needles. You
will see people suffering, withering on
our streets, tragically dying all too
often from overdoses on our streets.

Then if you want to go in and shop at
a grocery store or even a convenience
store, a CVS, you will see almost ev-
erything under lock and key. You have
to go get a clerk to open up the lock
for you if you want to buy frozen goods
or if you want to buy shampoo and con-
ditioner. It is really the sort of thing
you really would have never expected
to see in America, and yet it is what
Prop 47 and its progeny in California
have spawned, the reality they have
created where Californians overwhelm-
ingly say that crime has continued to
get worse.

Indeed, that is borne out in the num-
bers. Property crimes have gotten
much worse since Prop 47, all types of
crime. Violent crime has gotten sig-
nificantly worse in just the last few
years.

The results of this poll, the over-
whelming support for Prop 36, are a
recognition of that. I will read you, by
the way, the title of the initiative. It
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says: ‘‘Allows Felony Charges and In-
creases Sentences for Certain Drug and
Theft Crimes.”” That is all it says. That
is the information people have.

The overwhelming majority of Cali-
fornia voters, Democrats, Republicans,
Independents, liberals and moderates,
conservatives, folks of all economic
and racial backgrounds from all parts
of the State, across every group, people
say overwhelmingly: Yes, that is some-
thing we need. Yet, somehow, the Gov-
ernor still lectured Californians yester-
day about how they are wrong.

I believe that once this measure
passes—and there can be no doubt that
it is going to pass—it is going to be a
new day for California. We are going to
restore commonsense policies when it
comes to public safety. We are going to
provide law enforcement with new
tools to keep our communities safe. We
are going to go a long way toward re-
versing the homelessness crisis in Cali-
fornia. Maybe most importantly, the
people of California will demonstrate
the agency that we all have to set our
State on a different course, even when
our out-of-touch political class at-
tempts to stand in the way.

CONGRATULATING SPACEX

Mr. KILEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
congratulate SpaceX on the Polaris
Dawn mission, which is the first of
three planned missions in the program
and took astronauts in an elliptical
orbit 870 miles from Earth.

The four astronauts pictured here are
Jared Isaacman, Scott Poteet, Sarah
Gillis, and Anna Menon.

Now, this mission sat a number of
records, a number of firsts. For exam-
ple, it climbed higher over Earth than
any human spaceflight since the last
Apollo mission in 1972. It contributed
to having the most humans in Earth
orbit at the same time ever. It was the
first commercial space walk and the
first time four people were exposed to
the vacuum of space at the same time.
They even downlinked the first violin
performance from space using
Starlink, and it was the first time that
Doritos were eaten from space, with a
special safe-for-space chip that was de-
signed. As part of this, they collected
data for future missions to the Moon
and beyond.

SpaceX, of course, is a company that
started in California. I had the oppor-
tunity to tour their facility a few years
back. It truly is a marvel.

The company is also vital to U.S.
leadership around the world when it
comes to space, and is vital to our na-
tional security. This was recently un-
derscored as NASA is now having to
rely on SpaceX to bring home two as-
tronauts that are stranded at the Inter-
national Space Station.

It is also underscored by the statis-
tics. When it comes to delivering pay-
loads into orbit, in Q1 of this year, 87
percent of the world’s tonnage to orbit
was delivered by SpaceX. Eighty-seven
percent of the total tonnage delivered
to orbit around the world was delivered
by SpaceX. This includes commercial
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customers. It includes SpaceX’s own
Starlink system, which is providing
internet to remote areas of the world,
in fact, to some of my constituents in
Death Valley as well as to cruise ships
and airlines. It also includes launches
that are absolutely vital to U.S. na-
tional security and space exploration.

Given what a tremendous asset this
company is, it makes it all the more
stunning that the company is being
targeted in multiple ways and for frivo-
lous reasons. Recently, the FAA fined
the company $633,000 for trivial, non-
safety-related reasons. More
concerningly, the agency has delayed
flight 5 of Starship for 2 months, again
for nonsafety-related reasons.

Now, Starship is the largest and most
powerful space transportation system
ever developed. It is fully and rapidly
reusable in its design. They have al-
ready had four very successful missions
where they have done better each time,
and the idea is they iterate their de-
sign, and they learn from each flight.
This fifth flight, which is ready to go,
would attempt to return the super
heavy booster to the launch site and
catch it midair using what they call
their giant chopsticks.

Now, this rapid reusability is com-
pletely—and already is—changing the
economics of space exploration and
making it orders of magnitude more af-
fordable. It is truly a Herculean feat of
technology and ingenuity in order to
make this happen. Yet, we have these
roadblocks that are being thrown in its
way.

SpaceX itself put it this way: ‘“We
continue to be stuck in a reality where
it takes longer to do the government
paperwork to license a rocket launch
than it does to design and build the ac-
tual hardware.”

When it comes to launching a rocket,
obviously there are important regu-
latory concerns when it comes to safe-
ty. The company has been steadfast in
prioritizing safety, and it is important
that that collaboration exist.

In this case, the reasons they are
being held back are completely unre-
lated to safety or any other legitimate
public interest. In fact, the company
has bent over backward to comply with
environmental regulations. There sim-
ply should not be delays related to pa-
perwork or bureaucracy. The FAA and
related agencies need to prioritize ena-
bling launches, not standing in their
way.

Some have suggested that there
might be political motivations here. 1
think that perhaps the broader issue
might be one of cultural incompati-
bility, in the sense that when you
think back to the lunar program, when
you think back to President Kennedy
saying that we will put a man on the
Moon within this decade, not because
it is easy, but because it is hard, and
when you think about the way that the
entire country was captivated when
that vision ultimately came to fruition
and what it meant for U.S. leadership
in the world, for our national security
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during the Cold War, it was a way in
which the country was able to come to-
gether around a truly awe-inspiring vi-
sion.

That is the sort of vision that
SpaceX is pursuing, the sort of truly
big and forward-looking thinking that
captivates people’s imaginations, that
allows us to push beyond the limits of
our current knowledge and to explore
new frontiers.

There is just something perhaps
about the nature of modern bureauc-
racies in this country that is incompat-
ible with that way of thinking. When
they encounter it, their impulse is not
to facilitate it but to throw road-
blocks, to find trivial reasons to hold it
back.

I do think it is a moment to think
about how we got to this point and the
sort of reforms that we might make to
our bureaucracy here and really across
the board that will allow our govern-
ment to be on the side of innovators, to
facilitate innovation rather than con-
stantly trying to hold it back.

Notwithstanding, I know that
SpaceX as well as others in this indus-
try are going to push forward. I con-
gratulate them on this latest history-
making success, and I look forward to
many more history-making successes
in the years ahead.

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

———

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The Speaker announced his signature
to enrolled bills of the Senate of the
following titles:

S. 265.—An act to reauthorize the rural
emergency medical service training and
equipment assistance program, and for other
purposes.

S. 1648.—An act to facilitate access to the
electromagnetic spectrum for commercial
space launches and commercial space reen-
tries, and for other purposes.

S. 2825.—An act to award a Congressional
Gold Medal to the United States Army
Dustoff crews of the Vietnam War, collec-
tively, in recognition of their extraordinary
heroism and life-saving actions in Vietnam.

S. 2861.—An act to award a Congressional
Gold Medal to Billie Jean King, an American
icon, in recognition of a remarkable life de-
voted to championing equal rights for all, in
sports and in society.

S. 4351.—An act to amend the Public
Health Service Act to reauthorize certain
poison control programs.

————
ADJOURNMENT

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

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 9 minutes p.m.),
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until Monday, September 23,
2024, at noon for morning-hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:
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EC-5409. A letter from the Alternate OSD
FRLO, USD(A&S)(A)DPCAP, Department of
Defense, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Defense Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion Supplement: Sustainable Procurement
(DFARS Case 2024-D024) [Docket DARS-2024-
0026] (RIN: 0750-AM21) received September 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 Armed Services.

EC-5410. A letter from the Alternate OSD
FRLO, USD(A&S)(A)/DPCAP, Department of
Defense, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Defense Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion Supplement: Strategic and Critical Ma-
terials Stock Piling Act Reform (DFARS
Case 2023-D014) [Docket DARS-2024-0024]
(RIN: 0750-AL87) received September 6, 2024,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

EC-5411. A letter from the General Coun-
sel, Office of General Counsel, National Cred-
it Union Administration, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Quality Control
Standards for Automated Valuation Models
[Docket No.: NCUA-2023-0019] (RIN: 3133-
AE23) received September 6, 2024, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Financial Services.

EC-5412. A letter from the Secretary, Divi-
sion of Investment Management, U.S. Secu-
rities and Exchange Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s final rule — Quali-
fying Venture Capital Funds Inflation Ad-
justment [Release No.: IC-35305; File No.: S7-
2024-01] (RIN: 3235-AN33) received September
6, 2024, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Pub-
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Financial Services.

EC-5413. A letter from the Assistant Gen-
eral Counsel, Division of Regulatory Serv-
ices, Office of Postsecondary Education, De-
partment of Education, transmitting the De-
partment’s final priority and definition —
Transitioning Gang-Involved Youth to High-
er Education Program [ED-2024-OPE-0073] re-
ceived September 6, 2024, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

EC-5414. A letter from the Assistant Gen-
eral Counsel, Division of Regulatory Serv-
ices, Office of Postsecondary Education, De-
partment of Education, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — National Resource
Centers Program and Foreign Language and
Area Studies Fellowships Program [Docket
ID: EC-2024-OPE-0017] (RIN: 1840-AD94) re-
ceived September 6, 2024, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

EC-5415. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting 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, 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.

EC-5416. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting the
semiannual report detailing telecommuni-
cations-related payments made to Cuba pur-
suant to Department of the Treasury li-
censes during the period from January 1
through June 30, 2024, 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. 792); to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

EC-5417. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting a
six-month periodic report on the national
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emergency with respect to the situation in
and in relation to Syria that was declared in
Executive Order 13894 of October 14, 2019, pur-
suant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public Law 94-412,
Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1267) and 50 U.S.C.
1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); (91 Stat.
1627); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

EC-5418. A letter from the Branch Chief,
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule — Clarification of Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management Act
Regulation Regarding Monitor National Ma-
rine Sanctuary; Final Rulemaking [Docket
No.: 200313-0080] (RIN: 0648-BI82) received Au-
gust 20, 2024, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

EC-5419. A letter from the Chief of the Di-
vision of Bird Conservation, Permits, and
Regulations, Migratory Bird Program, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Migratory Bird
Hunting; 2024-25 Seasons for Certain Migra-
tory Game Birds [Docket No.: FWS-HQ-MB-
2023-0113; FXMB1231099BPP0-245-FF09M32000]
(RIN: 1018-BG63) received September 3, 2024,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

EC-5420. A letter from the Director, Ad-
ministrative Office of the United States
Courts, transmitting a compilation and sum-
mary of reports received from chief district
judges detailing each public event conducted
in accordance with the POWER Act’s re-
quirements during the previous fiscal year,
pursuant to Public Law 115-237, Sec. 4(b)(1);
(132 Stat. 2449); to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

EC-5421. A letter from the Secretary, Judi-
cial Conference of the United States, trans-
mitting a Judicial Conference determination
that former United States District Judge
Joshua M. Kindred (D. Alaska) has engaged
in conduct for which consideration of im-
peachment may be warranted, pursuant to 28
U.S.C. 3565(b)(1); to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

EC-5422. A letter from the Management
Analyst, FAA, Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Standard Instrument Approach Pro-
cedures, and Takeoff Minimums and Obsta-
cle Departure Procedures; Miscellaneous
Amendments [Docket No.: 31562; Amdt. No.:
4127] received September 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
Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-5423. A letter from the Management
Analyst, FAA, Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Standard Instrument Approach Pro-
cedures, and Takeoff Minimums and Obsta-
cle Departure Procedures; Miscellaneous
Amendments [Docket No.: 31563; Amdt. No.:
4128] received September 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
Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-5424. A letter from the Management
Analyst, FAA, Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — IFR Altitudes; Miscellaneous Amend-
ments [Docket No.: 31561; Amdt. No.: 580] re-
ceived September 6, 2024, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

EC-5425. A letter from the Management
Analyst, FAA, Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting the Department’s direct
final rule — Modernization of Passenger In-
formation Requirements Relating to ‘‘No
Smoking” Sign Illumination [Docket No.:
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