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Senator MCCONNELL can’t block bi-

partisan climate bills from coming to 
the floor any longer. So there is a point 
to legislating. There is a point to advo-
cates showing up. So maybe corporate 
America will show up and push back on 
fossil fuel’s subjugation of the Repub-
lican Party. A good, hard look at the 
fossil fuel climate denial machinery 
can put that corrupt machine back on 
its heels. In my view, it would be dere-
liction and malpractice to ignore that 
apparatus and its treacherous role. 

In trade associations, revolts are al-
ready taking place, within the chamber 
and NAM, by members horrified to be 
outed as supporting America’s worst 
climate obstructors. Want faster 
change there? Disclose the fossil fuel 
money that bought the climate ob-
struction. That will speed things along. 

The finance and agriculture sectors 
and our coastal economies all are look-
ing down the barrel of multiple and se-
rious economic crash warnings. Banks, 
insurance companies, Freddie Mac, 
sovereign banks, wherever you look in 
the world of finance, there are dra-
matic, dire warnings from sober, seri-
ous bean-counter people who are not 
there to be green. They are there to 
make green. So corporate climate con-
cerns have moved from the commu-
nications shop to business operations 
and the C-suites. 

The famous author Mary Renault, 
who wrote wonderful historical novels, 
said: ‘‘There is only one kind of shock 
worse than the totally unexpected: the 
expected for which one has refused to 
prepare.’’ There has never been a crisis 
or a catastrophe more warned about by 
more and more credible sources than 
the looming climate crisis, and it is 
going to clobber these businesses. Now 
they just need to align their political 
effort with their own stated policies. 
How hard is that? 

All of this can break the right way. 
The dark castle of denial can fall, and 
Congress can rise in bipartisan force to 
stop the harm and cure the damage. 
But that is not foreordained. We can 
still screw this up. No doubt about it. 
So let’s not. Let’s do our duty. The 
conditions are at last—at last—in place 
for a real solution. A new dawn is 
breaking, and when it is dawn, there is 
no need for my little candle against the 
darkness. My little ‘‘Time to Wake Up’’ 
pilot light can now go out. 

So instead of urging that it is time to 
wake up, I close this long run by say-
ing now, it is time to get to work. 
Whitehouse ‘‘Time to Wake Up’’ run, 
farewell. 

Whitehouse at least on time to wake 
up—out. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. INHOFE. Before my friend 

leaves, I just want him to know that I 
relished the opportunity to be here for 
his, what, 400th or however long it has 
been—but his final speech. And I am 
excited about the final speech because 
I have got it pretty well memorized 

now. And while I have to say this—I 
say this about another person who has 
been on the committee with me for a 
long period of time—that while I don’t 
agree with very much of what you say, 
you say it so well. That goes with you, 
I say to the Senator from Massachu-
setts, because we cover a lot of issues 
in that committee. 

I think it was—we have a new major-
ity now. We will see some things that 
you will seize upon as opportunities 
that may make some changes. And I 
will be there to try to keep that from 
happening, but, nonetheless, we will 
enjoy it. There are so many issues 
right now in the committee, I say this 
to my friend from Massachusetts, that 
we are involved in. You know, one of 
them is an issue we discussed in some 
detail about the Western Sahara and 
some things that have gone on there. 
We find so many things that we can 
agree on. And I look forward to being 
in the new position of being in the mi-
nority and combating from a different 
perspective. 

So congratulations on the commit-
ment that you have made to your 
cause and the time and the effort and 
the eloquence that you have used over 
the years. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Thank you, Sen-
ator INHOFE. I am grateful to the senior 
Senator from Oklahoma. 

We are, indeed, fairly fierce adver-
saries on the issue of climate, but it is 
a fervent prayer of mine that that 
might change because I have had the 
experience of working with Senator 
INHOFE on issues on which we are not 
adversaries, and let me tell you, the 
man is a senatorial Caterpillar tractor 
at getting things done when our inter-
ests align. Whether it is cleaning up 
kleptocracy or fixing the enforcement 
of pirate fishing overseas or our ocean 
plastics work, Senator INHOFE has been 
enormously valuable in those things. 
And I will confess, because we have had 
these wars with one another on climate 
change, that when Senator INHOFE 
came to Senator SULLIVAN’s and my 
hearing on ocean plastics, my heart 
sank. I thought, oh—I won’t say the 
word. This was such a good hearing. It 
was going so well. Why did he have to 
show up? Because I thought he was 
going to ruin everything—not a bit. He 
listened. And when it came time to ask 
questions, he asked terrific questions. 

He described an experience in his 
childhood along the Texas gulf coast 
and the little sea turtles trying to 
work their way to the ocean from their 
eggs, and he asked how he could help. 
He was an original cosponsor of our 
bill. He was a strong supporter of the 
bigger, better 2.0 bill. 

So I will close with reiterating my 
prayer that perhaps in the most mar-
velous of all worlds, the good Lord can 
find a way to bring us to work together 
to solve this climate problem. If so, we 
may very well have a miracle in this 
Chamber. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, 
there are many other areas, I recall so 
many times, during a long period of 
time when Democrats were in the ma-
jority, Barbara Boxer was the chair-
man of our committee; and when Re-
publicans were in the majority, I would 
be the chairman and then she would be 
the ranking member. But I have to say 
this, in that committee, we got things 
done. 

You overlooked the infrastructure 
thing and how important that was. And 
I have a confession that is good for the 
soul. I have to admit, every time we 
had a new infrastructure bill, I started 
off on the Democratic side because 
they seemed to be more interested in 
some of the things that I was inter-
ested in. Anyway, that is the way it 
works around here, and we all love 
each other. All right? 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Thank you, Sen-
ator INHOFE, for your courtesy for com-
ing to say those words. I truly appre-
ciate it. 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam President, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. INHOFE. I will yield, yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. MARKEY. Thank you for rising 

because I do believe what you are say-
ing about Senator WHITEHOUSE is accu-
rate. In my opinion, like Lou Gehrig, 
like Cal Ripken, he will go down in his-
tory in this longevity streak in high-
lighting, spotlighting like a true North 
Star the need for us to take action on 
these issues, and he is, without ques-
tion, a climate change hall of famer. 

And I agree with you, there is a new 
dawn which has now arrived, with our 
fingers crossed. And I share your hope, 
the Senator from Rhode Island, that we 
might be able to find a way to persuade 
the gentleman from Oklahoma that it 
is sunny most of the time in Oklahoma 
and it is windy most of the time in 
Oklahoma and there are tens of thou-
sands of jobs yet to be created. And we 
can work in partnership in order to ac-
complish that goal. 

But for today, I just wanted to come 
over and honor the great SHELDON 
WHITEHOUSE for his incredible leader-
ship during this time we have been 
going through with the climate ‘‘denier 
in chief’’ now gone, and there is hope 
alive. Your leadership is absolutely 
hall of fame and historic. Congratula-
tions, Senator WHITEHOUSE. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. You are the Hank 
Aaron. You are the Roger Maris. So I 
appreciate it and thank you. 

Mr. INHOFE. Don’t forget Cal 
Ripken, the Cal Ripken of climate. 
That is pretty good. 

Well, Madam President, that is not 
what I came to talk about. I came to 
listen. 

MARCH FOR LIFE 
Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, one 

of the best presentations I have heard 
in a long time was just a couple of 
hours ago by JAMES LANKFORD. What 
he was talking about, I have never 
heard a presentation more heartfelt 
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and compassionate than he did on the 
unborn, and I couldn’t touch that. But 
there are a couple of things I wanted to 
add that perhaps were not on his—he 
didn’t have time to get around to. 

It is really important that we recog-
nize celebrating this March for Life 
that is taking place. It is something 
that has happened each year for a long 
time now. I have always enjoyed being 
a part of it. We have large groups of 
people coming up from Oklahoma. 

However, it is virtual this year as ev-
erything else is. It is more important 
than ever under this new administra-
tion and its radical abortion practices 
and the personnel that have been sug-
gested to be part of the administration. 
So it is going to be maybe a greater 
fight than it has been in the past. 

In light of that, I am introducing a 
bill I have introduced before, but we 
have never been able to get it passed. It 
is called Protecting Individuals with 
Down Syndrome Act, which will pro-
hibit abortions being sought because 
the unborn baby has Down syndrome. 

All abortion is tragic, but this popu-
lation has been specifically targeted. 
In the United States—it just turned 
out this way, and there is no law that 
influences it—in the United States, ap-
proximately 67 percent of the unborn 
babies diagnosed with Down syndrome 
are aborted. All lives have inherent 
worth regardless of their chromosome 
count. I think we all understand that. 

But my fight does not stop there. I 
am also joining my colleagues in intro-
ducing several pro-life bills as we pre-
pare for March for Life, including Sen-
ator SASSE’s. He has a bill that is the 
Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Protec-
tion Act. His bill ensures that a baby 
who survives an abortion will receive 
the same treatment as any child natu-
rally born at the same age. 

People don’t realize this, but babies 
who have been in an attempted abor-
tion and they survive the abortion, 
they don’t get the medical treatment 
that they normally would get, which 
this bill directly addresses. This has 
been going on for a long time. I have a 
feeling that we have an opportunity. 
The numbers are changing in our direc-
tion in terms of the unborn and have 
been for some time. 

Now, my wife Kay and I have been 
married 60 years. We have 20 kids and 
grandkids, so I know something about 
babies. I know something about babies 
who are born. And I looked up and I 
saw—because of the great presentation 
that Senator LANKFORD gave, I was 
looking for some material I had used in 
the past. 

It was 28 years ago that I came down 
here to tell the story about Ana Rosa 
Rodriguez. This is what I said. I was in 
the House at that time. This was in the 
House RECORD, and this is what I said 
at that time. I said: 

Mr. Chairman, there is a big misconception 
regarding abortion and the issue of women 
and their right to protect their bodies. It is 
not that right that I object to, but the right 
that is given them to kill an unborn fetus— 
an unborn [baby]. 

I want to share with you a story that my 
colleague, Chris Smith told some time ago 
on this very floor. Ana Rosa Rodriguez is an 
abortion survivor. At birth she was a healthy 
3 pound baby girl except for her injury—she 
was missing an arm. 

Ana survived a botched abortion. Her 
mother attempted to get an abortion in her 
32nd week of pregnancy when she was per-
fectly healthy—8 weeks past what New York 
State law legally allows. In the unsuccessful 
abortion attempt the baby’s right arm was 
ripped off [from her body], however they 
failed to kill Ana Rosa. She lived. 

And I got to know her after that. 
Pro-life supporters agreed that nightmare 

situations like the Rodriguez case are prob-
ably not [all that] common, but abortion re-
lated deaths and serious injuries occur more 
[often] than most people are aware. 

It is amazing that we can pay so much at-
tention to issues such as human rights 
abroad and can allow the violent destruction 
of over 26 million children here at home. We 
are fortunate that Ana was not one of those 
children—she survived. 

That was in 1992. I was in the House 
at that time. But today we still don’t 
have explicit Federal protections for 
babies who survive the brutal abortion 
process. 

Now, as I said, this issue is not about 
abortion but about caring for a baby 
outside the womb. These kids are— 
they failed an abortion, so they are 
alive. In most cases, they are in a hos-
pital setting—in many cases, anyway— 
and yet they don’t get the same care. 
They don’t look at them as someone 
you can save. You don’t want to use 
lifesaving talents on these babies. 

The need for these protections be-
come even clearer as we see States like 
New York and Illinois that allow abor-
tion for virtually any reason up to the 
point of birth and support infanticide 
by removing protectants for infants 
born alive after a failed abortion. 

Just a few years after that speech I 
gave in 1997, I was on the floor with my 
good friend former Senator Rick 
Santorum to try to pass a partial-birth 
abortion ban and end the horrific prac-
tice of late-term abortions. Fortu-
nately, we won the battle against par-
tial-birth abortions and finally ended 
that practice in 2003. That ban was 
upheld by the Supreme Court in 2007. 

But we have yet to pass legislation 
banning late-term abortions. Only 
seven countries allow abortion after 20 
weeks, including the United States and 
North Korea. Now, that is horrific. The 
United States is supposed to be an ex-
ample in regards to global human 
rights. Yet we are on par with North 
Korea when it comes to protecting the 
unborn. 

Senator GRAHAM’s Pain-Capable Un-
born Child Protection Act would help 
roll back this horrific practice by pro-
hibiting abortions after 20 weeks post- 
fertilization. That is when we know 
that babies can feel. It is not even de-
batable; they can feel pain at that 
time. 

It is another commonsense bill that 
should not divide us along party lines. 
A baby is a baby whether in or outside 
of the womb, and each baby deserves a 

chance to live as an individual created 
in the image of God. 

There is still much more we need to 
do to end the abortion-on-demand cul-
ture. Under the last administration, we 
protected the Hyde amendment, rein-
stated and expanded the Mexico City 
policy, and stripped abortion providers 
like Planned Parenthood from using 
title X funding for abortions. Unfortu-
nately, President Biden is trying to 
undo all those accomplishments that 
we made in the last administration. 

The need to stand up for our babies is 
as important today as it has ever 
been—certainly in 1992 and 1997 when I 
quoted from talks I made back at that 
time. We will overcome evil with good 
by upholding and affirming the dignity 
and inherent worth of every human 
being. We will just keep fighting, and 
we are going to win this one. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

DOMESTIC TERRORISM PREVENTION ACT 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, 76 

years ago today, scouts from the So-
viet Red Army pushed their way 
through Poland. They stumbled on a 
place that haunts the world to this 
day—a place of incomprehensible suf-
fering, cruelty, and depravity—Ausch-
witz-Birkenau. 

Auschwitz was the largest of Nazi 
Germany’s death camps—40 sprawling 
acres of hell on Earth. 

Between 1940 and 1945, 1.1 million 
men, women, and children were trans-
ported to Auschwitz from Nazi-occu-
pied lands; 1.1 million were murdered 
there. More than 950,000 of those were 
Jewish. 

At the height of the Nazi concentra-
tion and extermination camp’s oper-
ations, an average—average—of 6,000 
Jews were poisoned and cremated every 
day in the gas chambers and 
crematoria of Auschwitz. It was mass 
murder on an industrial scale. 

The first Soviet soldiers who entered 
Auschwitz on January 27, 1945, were 
met with an eerie stillness. Most of the 
camp’s prisoners—nearly 60,000 of 
them—had been evacuated days earlier 
by Nazis and dispersed to other con-
centration camps, where they contin-
ued to be exploited as slave labor. Only 
about 9,000 prisoners remained. They 
were the ones who were too sick to en-
dure the evacuation, simply left there 
to die—no food, no water, no heat, no 
medical care. 

In a frantic effort to conceal their 
monstrous crimes, the SS had tried to 
dismantle that killing machine before 
they abandoned it. They forced pris-
oners to dismantle the barracks and 
demolish the gas chambers and ovens, 
but the fires still burned in Auschwitz. 
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