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PROCLAMATIONS OF COMMEMORATION 

‘‘Proclaimed: That the United States 
House of Representatives, having rec-
ognized August 20th as Slavery Re-
membrance Day—we the Conference of 
Grand Masters Prince Hall Masons, 
Inc., the United Supreme Councils, An-
cient & Accepted Scottish Rite of Free-
masonry Southern and Northern Juris-
dictions Prince Hall Affiliation (PHA), 
and Progenitor/Congressman AL GREEN 
hereby commemorate the Historic 
Prince Hall Slavery Remembrance Day 
program on this day, August 10, 2024, 
and reaffirm our dedication to com-
memorating the memory of those who 
suffered under slavery by; educating fu-
ture generations, as well as promoting 
social justice and equity; 

‘‘Faithfully Proclaimed: That this be 
entered into the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, the archives of the Conference 
of Grand Masters Prince Hall Masons, 
Inc., the United Supreme Council 
Southern Jurisdiction PHA, the United 
Supreme Council Northern Jurisdiction 
PHA, and each of the 46 member juris-
dictions that comprise the Conference 
of Grand Masters Prince Hall Masons, 
Inc., as a testament to the enduring 
significance of Slavery Remembrance 
Day and as a pledge to continue Slav-
ery Remembrance Day programs annu-
ally on or near August 20th in the pur-
suit of truth, reconciliation, and equal-
ity for all.’’ 

This document is also a part of the 
archives for my office. I have con-
cluded that it is important for us to 
maintain records, something that has 
not been done, generally speaking, for 
African Americans, and as a result, 
much of our history has been either 
lost, ignored, or simply discounted. 

This is important to people of Afri-
can ancestry. This date, August 20th, is 
the date that the White Lion docked in 
the area known as Norfolk, Virginia, 
now in 1619 and the White Lion had the 
first 20 persons of African ancestry 
that were enslaved in the colonies. 

This was a seminal moment in his-
tory in the life of this country because 
that moment has impacted all of the 
time since that time up to this very 
second in time. But we have not ac-
knowledged properly the persons who 
were enslaved. We have not acknowl-
edged them some more than 10 million. 
Estimates reached as high as 12 mil-
lion. We have not acknowledged them 
for what they did to help develop and 
build this country. 

b 2015 
They were the persons who planted 

the seeds and harvested the crops; they 
fed the Nation. They built the roads 
and bridges, and they helped to con-
struct the Capitol and the White 
House. They literally were sacrificed 
for some 246 years, but they have not 
been given the recognition that many 
others who have been recognized and 
not sacrificed for nearly as long and 
who have suffered much less but were 
still honored. 

There will be a day, hopefully within 
my lifetime, when I will stand here and 

say that these economic foundational 
mothers and fathers of the country, I 
say economic foundational mothers 
and fathers because literally they gave 
our country that I love, our country, 
the United States of America now, a 
head start in that it had 246 years of 
free labor, saving what it cost to man-
age and care for the people who were 
sacrificed. 

I hope that one day in my lifetime I 
will be able to stand here and say that 
our country now recognizes the sac-
rifices that were made. 

In 1956 we recognized the Confederate 
soldiers with a Congressional Gold 
Medal. It just seems to me that if we 
can recognize Confederate soldiers with 
a Congressional Gold Medal, then sure-
ly we can recognize the enslaved. How-
ever, not so. 

Unfortunately, there are people who 
prefer not to recall slavery. They pre-
fer to give it a new title. There are 
some who would call it involuntary re-
location. It was more than involuntary 
relocation, Madam Speaker. It was 246 
years of sacrifice. 

My desire is to see the day, in fact, I 
live today to live to see the day, that 
my ancestors, who were sacrificed to 
make America great, receive a Con-
gressional Gold Medal. 

I would hope that we would, by and 
through the President, present them 
with a Presidential Medal of Freedom. 
It is something that has been accorded 
a good many people. I am not sug-
gesting that we deny anybody anything 
that they have received, but I am say-
ing that there are people who are de-
serving who have not received similar 
recognition. I live today to live to see 
the day that this will occur. 

Finally, I thank the members of the 
Masonic order for joining with me to 
have this first Historic Prince Hall 
Slavery Remembrance Day program 
here in the Nation’s Capitol. Next year, 
we will have the second historic pro-
gram, and we hope to continue to do 
this each year until we have accom-
plished the recognition that our ances-
tors deserve, and then beyond it, to 
make sure that future generations will 
know that the greatness of America in-
cludes people whose lives were sac-
rificed these 246 years. 

I am grateful to the men of the 
Prince Hall Masonic order. They have 
made a pledge to be here next year in 
the month of August. I have made a 
pledge to be with them, and next year 
we hope to have the auditorium with 
standing room only. We believe that we 
will have at least enough to fill all the 
seats and then have the overflow areas 
consumed as well. 

Our goal in terms of producing this 
annual event is to eventually have it in 
Emancipation Hall. What a wonderful 
thing, to have Slavery Remembrance 
Day in Emancipation Hall. We are not 
there yet, but the appeal is being made 
to have it happen. 

So I thank all of the persons who 
have made this program possible. I 
have mentioned the men of the Ma-

sonic order, but there were others. The 
leadership in the House and the leader-
ship in the Senate have granted per-
mission for us to have use of the facil-
ity. I thank the leadership. There were 
persons associated with the technology 
necessary to produce the program, I 
thank them. We had persons there to 
take photographs so that we can have 
within our archives actual representa-
tions of who the people were and how 
they were dressed in their regalia. The 
men of the Masonic order had on their 
regalia, and then the Eastern Stars 
were there as well. 

I thank the people who helped us pro-
mote the program to get the word out. 
It is not easy to get the word out about 
Slavery Remembrance Day. It is more 
difficult than one might think, but 
there were people who helped us, and 
we did have a good representation. 

Finally, I am wanting to just say 
thank you for giving me the strength 
to continue with this effort. I thank 
the creator of all of creation for the 
strength I have been given. I plan to 
use this strength to my very last 
breath to bring justice to the some 12 
million people who suffered for 246 
years to make America great. 

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

f 

FEDERAL BUDGET 

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, 
there are several things that we ought 
to be commenting on here. 

Earlier this week, the House passed 
the Senate companion to my legisla-
tion, the Congressional Budget Office 
Data Access Act. This important piece 
of legislation will improve the ability 
of the Congressional Budget Office, the 
CBO, to carry out its responsibilities to 
the legislative branch and, by exten-
sion, to the American people. 

Under current law, the Budget Act 
authorized the CBO to collect informa-
tion and data directly from Federal 
agencies. This data is critical as it al-
lows the CBO to perform accurate and 
timely analysis and propose legisla-
tion, including calculating the cost of 
bills and assessing their long-term fis-
cal impact on our Federal budget. 

CBO’s role in providing this budg-
etary and economic analysis is funda-
mental to informed decisionmaking in 
Congress, particularly as we tackle the 
challenges of fiscal discipline and re-
sponsible spending that the Congress-
man spoke about from this dais about 
one-half hour ago. 

However, despite the statutory au-
thorization for CBO to access agency 
data, we have seen far too many in-
stances were Federal agencies delay or 
restrict the CBO’s access to the infor-
mation necessary to perform its duties. 
Such delays and limitations can sig-
nificantly hamper the CBO’s ability to 
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produce accurate cost estimates or de-
liver reports in a timely manner. 

This results in inefficient legislative 
processes and, ultimately worse, under-
mines our ability to make well-in-
formed decisions for the American pub-
lic. 

One of the primary reasons that 
agencies limit or delay provision of 
data to the CBO is the Privacy Act, 
which governs how agencies manage 
and share personal data. Currently the 
Privacy Act represents a significant 
obstacle for the CBO, even though it is 
already authorized to handle the same 
data under stringent confidentiality re-
quirements. 

The CBO Data Access Act addresses 
the problem by granting the CBO the 
same Privacy Act exemptions already 
extended to other legislative branch 
entities such as the Government Ac-
countability Office and Congress itself. 

Let me emphasize: this bill does not 
diminish the protections in place for 
sensitive information. CBO will remain 
subject to the same rigorous confiden-
tiality standards as the agencies pro-
viding the data. 

By extending this exemption, we are 
simply ensuring that the CBO’s author-
ity is brought in line with that of other 
legislative branch entries and that it 
has the data access it needs to con-
tinue providing high-quality, inde-
pendent, nonpartisan analysis to Con-
gress. 

Furthermore, the need for the CBO to 
have timely access to data is especially 
pressing in today’s legislative environ-
ment. 

Congress is tasked with evaluating 
the budgetary impact of increasingly 
complex policies, whether it be in 
healthcare, infrastructure, national de-
fense, or tax reform. These areas re-
quire detailed analysis, and without ac-
cess to accurate, comprehensive, and 
timely data from other Federal agen-
cies, the CBO could not fulfill its role. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to have 
introduced the House version of the 
CBO Data Access Act along with my 
colleague, Representative MFUME. I 
would also like to thank Senators 
PETERS and COLLINS for their work on 
this legislation. This bicameral and bi-
partisan effort demonstrates the 
shared recognition across party lines of 
the importance of ensuring the CBO 
has the tools it needs to provide Con-
gress with the best data available. 

THE SOUTHERN BORDER 
Mr. GROTHMAN. Madam Speaker, I 

would like to discuss a few of the issues 
that the press should be covering in the 
next 6 weeks leading up to the election 
but probably will not. 

The first one, one more time, is the 
border. We are waiting right now for 
the results to come in from the number 
of people who have crossed the border 
in August. 

However, we already know, despite 
what we hear from other people, that 
we have an all-time record number of 
people crossing into the southwest bor-
der in the first 11 months of the year 

compared to any year previously. That 
is 2.7 million people in 11 months. 

This is a dramatic increase not only 
over past years but over prior adminis-
trations. 

Before COVID, it was not unusual 
under the Trump administration to 
have 11,000 people cross the border, 
that is the difference between 11,000 
and what worked its way up to 350,000. 
We had 243,000 this February, and even 
after the Biden administration weighed 
in and are bragging about something 
they finally did as we headed into the 
election, we were still at 154,000 in Au-
gust, way more than what we saw, say, 
in a month in 2020 before COVID of 
11,000. So we are already in the 15- 
times increase. 

The cost of this is, of course, mone-
tarily high, although that is not the 
major concern, but whether it is pay-
ing for schools, paying for medical 
treatment, or paying for housing for 
people who right now do not have a job 
to pay for themselves is huge. 

At a time when the budget is so wild-
ly out of whack and we are going so 
wildly, deeply into debt, the idea of 
having such a huge cost put upon us is 
intolerable. 

Not only that, this open-borders pol-
icy which continues is resulting in the 
loss of life of about 100,000 people every 
year from fentanyl. That is before we 
get into the number of people who died 
crossing the border, be it drowning in 
the Rio Grande, drowning in the Pa-
cific Ocean, or dehydrating in the Ari-
zona desert, and before we talk about 
the huge number of sexual assaults 
that are taking place on women who 
try to cross the southern border be-
cause the southern border today is con-
trolled by the brutal Mexican drug car-
tels. 

We had a hearing on this topic earlier 
today, and some members of the Demo-
cratic Party, and sometimes they con-
fuse the public on this, wonder what 
other way, why don’t we solve the 
problem and find a way to let these 
people come in the country? 

What they are not telling you, 
Madam Speaker, is every year in this 
country, 850,000 people approximately 
are sworn in as new American citizens, 
850,000. Historically, if you break it 
down into 3-year increments, and it 
goes up and down by year, but if you 
break it down into 3-year increments, 
that is right now at the all-time high. 
Nobody should get confused and think 
there is no way to come into this coun-
try legally or no way to become a cit-
izen legally. Every year 850,000 people 
find a way to come into this country 
legally. 

b 2030 

This dwarfs, by the way, the number 
of people who are coming here, say, in 
the 1950s or 1960s, when I was growing 
up. We are doing more than our share 
of allowing people to come into our 
country. 

I encourage the press to dig into 
these numbers, to publicize the new an-

nual number that is going to be re-
leased sometime in September. I hope 
we also do a good job of publicizing the 
huge number of people who are dying 
because of drugs at the border. 

I think one way for the American 
people to understand it is that, every 
year in this country, about twice as 
many people die from illegal drugs as 
died in 12 years in Vietnam. If you are 
like me and can remember the Viet-
nam war, you remember all the pro-
tests, all the coverage in Newsweek 
and Time magazine about the huge 
number of Americans dying there, 
every year in this country, twice as 
many people die of illegal drug abuse 
as died in 12 years in Vietnam. 

By the way, when I talk about this, 
the number of people crossing the bor-
der, I should remind Americans that 
our enemies—and we always pass a 
large defense budget here and prepare 
for a military war—Nikita Khrushchev, 
the Russian President in the early 1960s 
and late 1950s, said that he was going 
to take over and conquer America. He 
still, I think, spoke for his successors 
as being a Socialist leader in the world 
at that time. 

I mention that because I think there 
are several ways in which we can lose 
our country that does not involve 
being attacked by the military, and 
one of those is at the border. 

Obviously new people are coming 
here who do not necessarily understand 
our Constitution, have bought into our 
culture. It is the reason why we are 
generous and let more people here, but 
we cannot let unlimited people here. 
That would be the end of the United 
States as we know it. 

The second way that I think our en-
emies are able to cause the United 
States to collapse is the crisis of the 
family. In the middle 1960s, there 
were—I believe it is the 1960s, I don’t 
think the 1950s—about 5 percent of the 
births in the country were to a woman 
who did not have a husband at home. 

That slowly worked its way up to 40 
percent after what, in my opinion, was 
the worst President in this country’s 
history, Lyndon Johnson, started the 
Great Society in which he bribed 
women to have children out of wedlock 
and gave them things, some very cost-
ly, provided they didn’t marry a man 
with a job. 

You can go through many programs. 
There are about 78 programs that are 
handed out with a significant marriage 
penalty. In other words, it is very dif-
ficult to get it if a woman is married to 
a guy with an income, easy to get if 
she does not have much of an income— 
be it low-income housing, be it SNAP, 
be it the earned-income tax credit, be 
it the WIC, be it the SSDI, be it the 
Medicaid program, be it the Pell 
grants, be it the daycare. You can eas-
ily get hypotheticals, and it varies 
from person to person, of up to $30,000 
a year in bribes not to get married. 

This, of course, is the dream of the 
hard left. For whatever reason, Marx-
ism holds a sway over a lot of people in 
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academia. This is something the Marx-
ists would want. The breakdown of the 
American family is something that the 
feminists have wanted, particularly in 
the 1960s. It is something that Angela 
Davis, who was a large Black militant, 
wanted. It is something that the Marx-
ists who founded Black Lives Matter 
wanted. 

They wanted to break down what 
they refer to as the Western-prescribed 
nuclear family. Of course, we had nu-
clear families all over the world. That, 
by itself, is a very racist statement, 
but the thing the American people 
ought to remember about this is there 
have been people who wanted to de-
stroy the family for the last 200-plus 
years. 

It actually goes back before Marx. It 
includes the people who participated in 
the horrid French Revolution. They all 
wanted a world free of God, free of 
commandments in the Bible, and they 
felt it would be a lot more fun to live 
life if they didn’t have any marital ob-
ligations. 

It is not surprising, in the crowning 
achievement of the left in my lifetime, 
the Great Society, that that program 
was designed to clearly bribe people 
not to get married. 

It is not a surprise that, in his cur-
rent budget, President Biden is putting 
more moneys in these programs. By 
putting more money in the program, he 
wants to increase the incentive not to 
be married. 

I am going to direct people to one au-
thor, which I think is why I came to re-
alize that the Great Society and the 
current American welfare system was 
almost, by design, trying to destroy 
the family. There is an author by the 
name of George Gilder, a great guy who 
is still alive. 

George Gilder did studies as long 
back as the 1970s, and he followed peo-
ple around in low-income areas, and 
what he found surprised him. When a 
young girl who wasn’t married got 
pregnant, he had thought, like 
throughout most of history, that was 
cause of concern, that we better get 
married, that we have to scramble and 
get money to support her. 

Instead, what he found, in certain 
areas where there wasn’t a lot of 
money in the first place, it was a sign 
for glee because the woman and her 
boyfriend went around from office to 
office getting the then-called food 
stamps, getting the low-income hous-
ing, getting the WIC, getting the prede-
cessor of the Medicaid. All of a sudden, 
they had it made in the shade because 
she got pregnant out of wedlock. 

Hence, George Gilder pointed out, 
first of all, that this was bad for the 
child. He also pointed out something I 
wouldn’t have thought about on my 
own. It was bad for the men because 
usually man’s purpose in life is to take 
care of his family. If the government is 
going to weigh in and give all of these 
things to a woman and her child, it 
kind of takes away the purpose of a 
guy working, so they don’t have a pur-
pose in life. 

In any event, I think the overly gen-
erous Great Society programs have led 
to the breakdown in the family, and 
they are one more example of what 
Nikita Khrushchev talked about, that 
being that they will cause America to 
collapse from within as we pay people 
to raise children not in the traditional, 
nuclear family environment. 

There is a third way that I hope the 
press would begin to cover in which we 
are trying to chip away at America. It 
was actually touched upon briefly by 
the Democrats, of all people, though I 
don’t think they realized what they 
were saying in a committee that I was 
at earlier this week. 

Beginning in 1965, also under Lyndon 
Johnson, they began to create racial 
preferences in this country, and sexual 
preferences. At the time, the so-called 
minority population was much smaller 
than it is now. Nevertheless, they 
began to categorize people by where 
their great-great-great-great-grand-
parents lived, and we had Black Ameri-
cans and Hispanic Americans and Pa-
cific Islander Americans and Native 
Americans and Asian Americans. Re-
cently, we have added to the bunch 
under the Biden administration be-
cause we want everybody to think of 
themselves as a hyphenated group, the 
Middle Eastern and North African 
Americans. 

The Supreme Court has struck down 
college admissions, but they have 
turned every hiring decision in a com-
pany that does a decent amount of 
business with the Federal Government 
and every contracting decision into a 
decision not based on merit, but a deci-
sion based on race. 

This is one way to destroy America. 
America has done such a good job 
under its first 200 years of causing peo-
ple to view themselves as individuals, 
as Americans. The hard left, doing all 
they can, is trying to get Americans to 
view themselves as a small subgroup, 
and not only view themselves as a sub-
group, but to ask for something on be-
half of that subgroup. 

I recently read a book about this 
topic, and the rationale for this is what 
I had feared it was all along, but this 
was laid out in the book. There was an 
important Communist sort of person, 
Socialist person by the name of Her-
bert Marcuse, who had a great deal of 
power over the radical—the radicals of 
the 1960s. Of course, at the time, in the 
1960s and early 1970s, it was the goal of 
these radicals to destroy the United 
States. 

They had hoped to destroy the 
United States by breaking the United 
States into the wealthy versus the av-
erage guy. They thought the average 
guy would spring up, declare war on 
the wealthy, and we would sink the 
United States. That, of course, didn’t 
happen. 

America is a deeply religious coun-
try, which I think is one reason why 
the hard left hasn’t succeeded in tak-
ing over America. America is also not 
the type of country who is jealous be-

cause somebody has a mansion or 
something. They failed. This kind of 
made Herbert Marcuse unhappy, and it 
made his disciples in Europe and the 
United States unhappy. 

At the time, he laid out a plan to 
weaken the United States and take 
over the United States, and that is he 
was going to set one racial group 
against the other racial group. He felt 
that is how we could destroy America 
and eventually cause it to break down. 

That is exactly what is going on 
today. They have succeeded in per-
suading even ethnic groups here some-
times to take advantage of set-asides 
based on background. It is particularly 
unusual when you look at all the sub-
groups in this country that are actu-
ally doing much better than the Ameri-
cans who were here all along, Indian 
Americans, Chinese American, Filipino 
Americans, Cuban Americans, all doing 
better than the Native-born Ameri-
cans, but never the left because they 
want to divide America and destroy 
America, these people have been told 
that we have a horrible country and 
they need the government to help 
them, and we will see what we can do 
to help them. 

This is surely another way to try to 
destroy America, and the American 
public should know it is not just GLENN 
GROTHMAN saying it. Herbert Marcuse, 
well-known Communist from the 1960s 
and 1970s, himself laid out this racial 
identification as a way to destroy 
America. 

I have some questions that perhaps 
the press should look into but don’t. In 
so far as they don’t tell the real reason 
for these preferences, which is to de-
stroy America, they say we are giving 
these preferences to make up for past 
prejudice or for current prejudice in 
our country. Like I said, I don’t think 
it makes a lot of sense because the im-
migrant groups or many immigrant 
groups are perceived or succeed largely 
beyond what the Native-born do. 

In any event, I think we ought to 
have a discussion. In order to get pref-
erences, should you be born in Amer-
ica, or should you have to be born in 
America, or can you come here, say, 
straight from the Gaza Strip, come to 
the United States because of some fam-
ily preference, and immediately be 
given preferences in government con-
tracting or government hiring? 

Is there a requirement for an indi-
vidual to be considered a member of a 
group? Should it be 1⁄2, should it be 1⁄4, 
should it be 1⁄8? Right now, you self- 
identify, and how that works out as a 
practical matter is something that 
should be discussed. Should we distin-
guish an immigrant between people 
who just show up here or have been 
here over a period of years? 

I think it is odd, but one of the 
things that is true is, right now, if you 
are born in Spain, you are considered 
European and not eligible for pref-
erences, but if your ancestors came 
from Spain and spent a few generations 
in Cuba, you are considered a person 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 09:58 Sep 26, 2024 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00073 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K25SE7.135 H25SEPT1D
M

W
ils

on
 o

n 
D

S
K

JM
0X

7X
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5824 September 25, 2024 
who is a victim of prejudice and gets 
preferences. 

In any event, this is another way 
that I think we are chipping away at 
America. 

b 2045 
There are two more ways that I think 

our enemies from within are trying to 
chip away at the United States and de-
stroy it. 

One is their attack on law enforce-
ment. President Biden was an expert at 
standing in this Chamber and implying 
that the police, law enforcement of this 
country, was racist. 

So many studies have been done 
showing that is not true, but if you are 
a hard left-winger and want to divide 
America, I suppose you could make up 
stories and say that. Because maybe 
one group is more in prison than an-
other group, it must be because of rac-
ism. You should walk around with a 
chip on your shoulder, and you should 
blame your plight not on what you 
have done but on racism. 

I think it is important that the stud-
ies that are out there showing there is 
not a racist problem with police in this 
country should be disseminated, so 
that when it is implied to young people 
in college or young people in high 
school that they should disrespect the 
police because of all this prejudice, the 
young people have the ammunition to 
ignore what their teacher or college 
professor is telling them. 

The final thing that I think is going 
on that is weakening America is this 
transgender revolution. In August, like 
many Congressmen, I spent it in my 
district and rang some doorbells. There 
were two doorbells that were particu-
larly disappointing to me and heart-
breaking. 

In both cases, the door was answered 
by a grandma, and in both cases, the 
grandma—seems a strange thing to tell 
her Congressman—was upset because, 
in one case, a granddaughter and, in 
one case, a grandson had gone down the 
transgender route. 

Studies will show that the vast num-
ber of people here are going to back out 
of this lifestyle, but today, our govern-
ment is doing what they can to try to 
normalize this lifestyle. I think some 
of these people are going to go down 
the path of being transgender their 
whole life, but some may go down 10 or 
15 years. They may never have children 
of their own, and I really felt sorry for 
the grandparents whose, I think, chil-
dren were victims of this transgender 
ideology. 

For one, it was her only grandchild, 
and of course, it is not surprising 
where it comes from. At least some of 
it comes from the fact that the current 
administration is threatening to with-
hold funds from local school districts 
unless they go all in and have to allow 
like transgender boys into the girls’ 
bathroom and such. In other words, 
they are trying to normalize 
transgenderism. 

If you read a little bit about the his-
tory of feminism, this is what the ex-

treme feminists want. They want no 
difference at all between men and 
women, and what would be a better 
way to get their utopia than have boys 
become girls and girls become boys. 

In any event, it is disappointing to 
see that the current administration is 
pushing people into this lifestyle, and 
at least from what I have seen from 
meetings I have held in this building, 
you are going to wind up with a lot of 
very unhappy people who didn’t have 
to be that unhappy. 

In any event, these are five ways I 
think the hard left is trying to chip 
away at our great country, and I hope 
these are things that the press corps 
publicizes over the next couple of 
months as we head into this election. 

They should talk more about what is 
going on at the southern border, with 
record numbers of people flowing here. 

They should talk more about the 
continued push to provide material 
benefits that will cause less families to 
have both a mother and father at 
home. 

We should talk more about this at-
tack on law enforcement and publicize 
studies showing that law enforcement 
is not racist. 

We should talk more about this revo-
lution that would have been unheard of 
when I was a child, this transgender 
thing, which is causing people to adapt 
a lifestyle which is a very sad lifestyle. 
It will obviously, in many cases, result 
in people not having children. 

We should talk a little bit more 
about this artificial racial divide that 
the left seems so determined to push on 
the American public. Again, I men-
tioned all the subgroups. The Biden ad-
ministration this year has added an-
other group, Middle Eastern and North 
Africans, even though people from Iran 
are doing fantastically well in this 
country. There is no evidence of preju-
dice, but the Biden administration still 
wants to add more people to the heap 
because, in part, they want to give 
something to people to buy their votes, 
but in part, they want to create more 
division. 

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

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(z) of House Resolution 
5, the House stands adjourned until 10 
a.m. on Friday, September 27, 2024. 

Thereupon (at 8 o’clock and 49 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Friday, Sep-
tember 27, 2024, at 10 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

EC–5457. A letter from the Acting Under 
Secretary, Personnel and Readiness, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s Semi-Annual report to Congress on 

the Joint Safety Council, pursuant to 10 
U.S.C. 185(c)(1)(B)(v); Added by Public Law 
117-81, div. A, title III, Sec. 372(a); (135 Stat. 
1664); to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–5458. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting an 
Audit of the Exchange Stabilization Fund’s 
Financial Statements for Fiscal Year 2023 
and 2022, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 5302(c)(2); Jan. 
30, 1934, ch. 6, Sec. 10 (as amended by Public 
Law 97-258, Sec. 5302(c)(2)); (96 Stat. 994); to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

EC–5459. A letter from the President and 
Chair, Board of Directors, Export-Import 
Bank of the United States, transmitting a 
report involving U.S. exports to India, pursu-
ant to 12 U.S.C. 635(b)(3); July 31, 1945, ch. 
341, Sec. 2 (as added by Public Law 102-266, 
Sec. 102); (106 Stat. 95); to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

EC–5460. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting a 
six-month periodic report on the national 
emergency with respect to persons who com-
mit, threaten to commit, or support ter-
rorism that was declared in Executive Order 
13224 of September 23, 2001, pursuant to 50 
U.S.C. 1641(c); Public Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); 
(90 Stat. 1257) and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c); Public 
Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); (91 Stat. 1627); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

EC–5461. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting a 
six-month periodic report on the national 
emergency with respect to Libya that was 
declared in Executive Order 13566 of Feb-
ruary 25, 2011, 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–5462. A letter from the Principal Dep-
uty Assistant Secretary, Bureau of Legisla-
tive Affairs, Department of State, transmit-
ting a determination under Sec. 506(a)(1) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (FAA) to 
Provide Military Assistance to Ukraine; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

EC–5463. A letter from the Principal Dep-
uty Assistant Secretary, Bureau of Legisla-
tive Affairs, Department of State, transmit-
ting Department Notification Number: 
RSAT Case 24-10407, pursuant to the report-
ing requirements of Section 3(d)(3) of the 
Arms Export Control Act; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

EC–5464. A letter from the Secretary, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s FY 2023 No FEAR Act re-
port, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 2301 note; Public 
Law 107-174, Sec. 203(a) (as amended by Pub-
lic Law 109-435, Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat. 3242); to 
the Committee on Oversight and Account-
ability. 

EC–5465. A letter from the Executive Sec-
retary, U.S. Agency for International Devel-
opment, transmitting five notifications of a 
vacancy, a designation of acting officer, a 
nomination, and a discontinuation of service 
in acting role, 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–5466. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Coastal Migratory Pelagic Re-
sources of the Gulf of Mexico and Atlantic 
Region; 2019-2020 Commercial Trip Limit Re-
duction for Spanish Mackerel in the Atlantic 
Southern Zone [Docket No.: 140819687-5583-02; 
RTID 0648-XS020] 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 Natural Resources. 
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