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Senate 
The Senate met at 10:30 a.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Eternal God, whose might can save 

us, we trust You to deliver the Ukrain-
ian people. Save them from those who 
shoot from the shadows. 

Lord, we have trusted You in the 
past, when everything seemed to be 
falling apart. We continue to look to 
Your throne in Heaven for courage to 
face the worst that sin can do. 

Lord, give our lawmakers wisdom to 
be strong and courageous in these dan-
gerous times. Remind them that You 
have not given us a spirit of fear but 
power, love, and self-discipline. 

Help us, Lord. We trust Your prom-
ises that cannot fail. Continue to hear 
our prayers and bring peace to our 
world. 

We pray in Your mighty Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morn-
ing business is closed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to resume 
consideration of the following nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Jacqueline 
Scott Corley, of California, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Northern District of California. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER). The Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, 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. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER 
The majority leader is recognized. 

UKRAINE 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, mo-

ments ago, speaking through a video 
feed from Kyiv, Ukrainian President 
Volodymyr Zelenskyy addressed Mem-
bers of both the House and the Senate 
as the war in Ukraine enters its 21st 
awful day. 

It is one of the highest honors of any 
Congress to welcome remarks by a for-
eign head of state, but it is unheard of 
to hear from a leader fighting for his 
life, fighting for his country’s future, 
and fighting to preserve the very idea 
of democracy. 

I cannot remember the last time a 
foreign leader united a room full of 
Members from both sides so quickly 
and so intensely. He spoke not just to 
American ears but to America’s very 
soul. In one sense, his speech was remi-
niscent of the stirring feeling all of us 

had in the aftermath of 9/11: equal 
parts resolve and unity and determina-
tion to save democracy from an hour of 
darkness. 

As we have said from the start of the 
war, the Senate, the Congress, and the 
American people stand unequivocally 
behind the people of Ukraine. America 
will continue to strengthen our NATO 
allies and reassure our friends in Eu-
rope that we will remain a steady ally. 
It is why, last week, Congress approved 
nearly $14 billion for food, shelter, 
money for Javelins and Stingers and 
anti-aircraft weapons and refugee help. 
Every last penny that the United 
States sends to Ukraine is money well 
spent. 

This morning, it is reported that 
President Biden will also announce an-
other $800 million in military assist-
ance. This means even more anti-tank, 
anti-aircraft missiles and other weap-
ons that have been the most effective 
on the battlefield for the Ukrainians. 

Last night, the Senate also unani-
mously passed legislation supporting 
investigations by the International 
Criminal Court into potential war 
crimes by Putin and his regime. I 
thank Senator GRAHAM and the many, 
many others who backed this bill. The 
Senate also confirmed the Ambassador- 
at-Large for Global Criminal Justice, 
our lead advocate in making sure this 
investigation is robust and it is swift. 

These steps are all necessary. Over 
the last 2 weeks, we have seen Putin 
attack the largest nuclear plant in Eu-
rope, attack the Chernobyl contain-
ment site, attack a children’s hospital, 
and attack designated humanitarian 
convoys. Putin, so far, is not winning 
militarily so now this evil man is try-
ing to win by massacring civilians; 
massacring babies; parents, the elderly; 
and targeting apartments, just as he 
did in Syria, just as he did in 
Chechnya. If this doesn’t equal a war 
crime, I don’t know what does. 

If it wasn’t clear before, it should be 
clear now that President Putin and his 
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band of cronies are not going to stop. 
But in his monomaniacal hubris, Putin 
has severely—severely—underesti-
mated the Ukrainian people. Every 
time an innocent Ukrainian is killed, 
the resolve of the people grows strong-
er, and we stand with them. I join my 
colleagues in one voice to say this: 
‘‘Slava Ukraini,’’ glory to Ukraine. 

And, Mr. President, just seeing the 
video that the President showed us is 
heartbreaking and strengthens our re-
solve. Putin, by being such a villain, by 
being such a brutal, evil man, is not 
going to deter the Ukrainians, for sure, 
and not the American people from 
helping Ukraine. It strengthens our re-
solve when we see how vicious, how 
brutal he is. 

COSTS 
Mr. President, now, on another issue, 

this morning I want to highlight two 
steps Senate Democrats are taking to 
maintain our laser focus on lowering 
costs for American families. 

First, today the Senate Finance 
Committee is holding a hearing exam-
ining one of the most vexing issues fac-
ing Americans everywhere: the alarm-
ing rise in prescription drug costs. Few 
things are as frustrating and debili-
tating as going to the pharmacy and 
seeing the price on your receipt go up 
and up and up for essential medica-
tions. 

For families struggling to make ends 
meet, drug costs present a harrowing 
Sophie’s choice. Do I buy groceries and 
diapers and take care of my kids, or do 
I pay for my medications? It is a deci-
sion no American should make, but 
millions have to make it every day. 

Insulin is a particularly flummoxing 
example. According to some sources, a 
40-day supply can now climb north of 
$600 a month. For millions of Ameri-
cans who rely on insulin to manage 
their diabetes, this is a crisis that 
should compel the Senate to act. I ex-
pect that we will consider next steps 
soon on proposals already presented to 
my colleagues. 

And besides rising prescription drug 
costs, Senate Democrats are zeroing in 
on the alarming state of energy prices. 
In the coming weeks, I expect that 
Congress will be calling on CEOs from 
the oil and gas companies to testify on 
the alarming spike in energy prices. 

Over the past few weeks, as war in 
Ukraine began, the price of a barrel of 
oil rose precipitously. That imme-
diately translated to oil and gas com-
panies raising the price for Americans 
at the pump. But something is hap-
pening that Americans shouldn’t over-
look. Over the past few days, oil prices 
have actually been decreasing, but the 
price of gas at the pump has not. 

Some of the economists call this 
stickiness. When the costs go up, the 
price to the consumer goes up; when 
the costs go down, the price to the con-
sumer stays high. Stickiness does not 
come close to describing the outrage 
that Americans feel about this. 

The last time that the price of a bar-
rel of oil was at $96, gas was $3.62 a gal-

lon. Oil prices have now come down to 
$96 again. Yet the price of gas con-
tinues to rise. It is now at $4.31. The be-
wildering incongruity between falling 
oil prices and rising gas prices smacks 
of price-gouging and is deeply dam-
aging to working Americans. 

The Senate is going to get answers, 
and that is why we will be calling on 
the CEOs of major oil companies to 
come testify before the Congress. 

Meanwhile, as Americans pay more 
at the pump, the biggest oil companies 
in America are making a killing. 
Twenty-five of the top oil and gas com-
panies reported a combined $205 billion 
in profits. That is an astounding figure, 
blowing prepandemic figures out of the 
water. But instead of lowering gas 
prices, oil companies are using these 
soaring profits to reward their share-
holders through stock buybacks. It is 
outrageous to me. Stock buybacks— 
they benefit the CEOs because they can 
tell the shareholders, ‘‘See, the price 
went up.’’ But it is not because they 
sold more product, became more effi-
cient, hired more workers, used produc-
tivity. It is simply decreasing the num-
ber of shares so the price goes up. That, 
to me, is so wrong. It is one of the dis-
turbing signs of American capitalism. 

These disturbing trends demand an-
swers, and the CEOs of large oil and 
gas companies should be advised they 
will have to provide answers before the 
Senate very soon: Why stock buybacks 
instead of lowering prices or increasing 
productivity or moving to green en-
ergy, which we know we all have to do? 

And finally, in conclusion, another 
issue on prices. The Senate will also 
take action on the bottlenecks and 
supply chain crisis crippling our ship-
ping lines. Senator CANTWELL and the 
Commerce Committee will be holding a 
markup on March 22 on bipartisan leg-
islation introduced by Senators KLO-
BUCHAR and THUNE that will target this 
issue—one of the many, many ways 
that Democrats are continuing our 
focus on lowering costs for American 
families. 

So these are some concrete steps we 
are taking. We are going to hear about 
many more as Democrats focus keen-
ly—laser-like—on the higher costs for 
the American people, which we know 
must, must come down. 

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. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
KAINE). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-

publican leader is recognized. 
UKRAINE 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, this 
morning, Members of Congress received 
an update on the situation in Ukraine 

directly from President Zelenskyy. His 
presentation was powerful and heart- 
wrenching. It reinforced our sympathy, 
our outrage, and our resolve. 

President Zelenskyy’s courage and 
leadership have earned the attention 
and the admiration of the entire free 
world. He has marshaled Ukraine’s 
brave and defiant resistance against 
Russian invasion. He has steeled the 
resolve of his people beyond what any-
body expected and offered the entire 
world a master class in leadership. 

This morning, President Zelenskyy 
didn’t mince words about what Ukraine 
needs urgently to keep up the fight: 
more lethal capabilities and heavier 
sanctions against Russia and especially 
the air defense systems that we should 
have helped Ukraine get weeks ago. His 
people face a long and difficult road 
ahead, and the entire world knows 
what they are up against. 

The scale of Russia’s aggression 
wasn’t just foreseeable; it was foreseen. 
For 30 years, every step toward democ-
racy and sovereignty in Eastern Eu-
rope has tempted the wrath of revanch-
ist autocrats like Putin. That is why I 
have asked the Biden administration 
early and often to demonstrate Amer-
ica’s commitment to our allies and 
partners most squarely in Russia’s 
crosshairs. 

Last June, 8 months before the Rus-
sian invasion, I urged the President to 
‘‘provide serious, lethal support to 
Ukraine and other vulnerable states on 
the front lines of Putin’s aggres-
sions’’—8 months ago. In December, I 
specifically called on President Biden 
to deploy extra U.S. forces to reinforce 
NATO’s eastern flank—last December. 
I urged his administration to expedite 
and expand shipments of lethal aid like 
anti-aircraft and anti-tank weapons. 
But, as we know, a security assistance 
package for Ukraine sat down at the 
White House for months before being 
approved. Once approved, efforts to 
transfer the weapons moved at the 
speed of bureaucracy. And the Presi-
dent waited until February to order 
U.S. personnel to the frontlines. 

The Biden administration had over a 
year to get this right. They had a year 
to translate rhetorical support for 
NATO into leading real, collective de-
fense. But they took 5 months to even 
nominate an ambassador to the alli-
ance. 

On the campaign trail, President 
Biden called Putin a ‘‘KGB thug.’’ He 
was right about that. But after 1 week 
in office, he announced an agreement 
with the Kremlin to extend the New 
START treaty for up to 5 years, reduc-
ing our leverage to get a better deal 
that caps Putin’s nuclear ambitions. 

As the threats to Ukraine gathered, 
whenever an opportunity to act has 
presented itself, the Biden administra-
tion has hesitated until political pres-
sure became overwhelming or balked 
outright. 

Since Russia’s invasion began, the 
administration has publicly shot down 
efforts from a NATO ally to get work-
ing aircraft to Ukrainian pilots. Last 
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Monday, the White House scuttled a bi-
partisan congressional bill to end nor-
mal trade relations with Russia, only 
to make a public show on Friday of 
calling for exactly the same action. 

At every step of the way—every step 
of the way—the self-deterred White 
House has insisted its hesitation and 
restraint was aimed at avoiding esca-
lation, but at every step, Putin has es-
calated. 

Now, 3 weeks into Putin’s invasion, 
the reality on the ground is evolving. 
It is harder now than it would have 
been a few months ago to keep the 
pipeline of weapons and supplies and 
intelligence for Ukraine’s brave resist-
ance open. Russia’s air offensive in par-
ticular is hitting a deadlier, more ag-
gressive stride. But, as I have been say-
ing literally for months, it is not too 
late for the Biden administration to do 
the right thing. So here is what Presi-
dent Biden should be doing right now: 

No. 1, he should use the money and 
authorities we have just provided him 
to expand the scope of our lethal aid to 
Ukraine to include more effective, 
longer range air defense capabilities. 
That means working with NATO allies 
with urgency to get Ukrainian pilots 
more aircraft and munitions and facili-
tating the transfer of weapons 
Ukraine’s forces are most familiar 
with, like air defense systems from 
countries with stockpiles of Soviet leg-
acy systems. President Zelenskyy spe-
cifically pleaded for these air defense 
systems this morning—this morning. 

No. 2, President Biden should deploy 
more U.S. forces to reinforce NATO’s 
eastern flank and use the new draw-
down and loan guarantee authorities to 
help harden the defenses of our front-
line allies and partners. Many of these 
partners are generously helping 
Ukraine, and we should help them 
backfill their inventories with more 
modern American capabilities that will 
improve NATO’s interoperability and 
bolster deterrence at the same time. 

No. 3, on a trip to Europe next week, 
President Biden should go beyond 
Brussels. He should go to countries like 
Poland, Romania, or Lithuania to meet 
with NATO eastern flank allies. He 
should look beyond NATO to deepen 
our diplomatic security cooperation 
with important American partners like 
Finland and Sweden. 

Finally, if President Biden wants the 
United States to lead our allies by ex-
ample and to keep pace with adver-
saries like Russia and China, the place 
to start is with robust investments in 
our own defense capabilities. The com-
ing year’s appropriations process is an 
opportunity to finally—finally—show 
we are serious. 

Vladimir Putin has proven to the 
world that he is willing to stoop low in 
pursuit of power, and he has shown us 
exactly—exactly—how he responds to 
weakness. We cannot afford to stay be-
hind the curve. America must lead and 
lead with strength. 

A few minutes ago, President 
Zelenskyy reminded us that the United 

States is, indeed, the leader of the free 
world, so it is time we acted like it. 

THE ECONOMY 
Mr. President, on another matter, 

last week marked 1 year since Demo-
crats rammed $2 trillion of runaway 
liberal spending through the Senate on 
a party-line vote. Working families 
were certainly not celebrating this par-
ticular anniversary; they were too busy 
contending with the worst inflation in 
modern American history, unleashed in 
large part by that very bill. 

Democrats’ policies have conjured up 
the worst inflation in 40 years. Con-
sumer prices rose 0.8 percent in the 
month of February alone. Annual infla-
tion hit 7.9 percent. It is still getting 
worse. We just learned yesterday that 
the Producer Price Index, which meas-
ures inflation upstream at the whole-
sale level, is up 10 percent—10 per-
cent—since last year. 

This is hammering American fami-
lies. Experts estimate that inflation 
alone is costing the average household 
more than $296 every single month— 
the equivalent of an extra $300 monthly 
bill courtesy of Democratic policies. 
No wonder almost 60 percent of Ameri-
cans say inflation is causing them per-
sonal financial pain and the Demo-
crats’ approval ratings on the economy 
are way underwater. Even with a lit-
eral land war in Europe, the Demo-
crats’ inflation is so painful that infla-
tion and not Ukraine still tops the 
American people’s biggest list of con-
cerns. 

From the gas pump to the grocery 
store, to clothes, diapers, and baby for-
mula, to furniture and home essentials, 
to car repairs and car replacements, 
Democrats’ policies have put working 
families on a treadmill where they 
have to run faster and faster every 
month just to stay in place. Rent 
prices are spiking faster than they 
have since 1991. Grocery prices are 
soaring faster than they have since 
1981. New cars and truck prices are 
climbing at their fastest rates ever. 
Forget about getting ahead and sav-
ing—households are lucky if they are 
even able to tread water. 

Lately, Democrats have launched a 
shameless campaign to blame 12 
months of inflation not on 12 months of 
their bad policies but instead on the 
last 3 weeks’ crisis in Europe. The 
White House informs us that ‘‘Putin’s 
price hike’’ is the culprit. Of course, 
that is utter nonsense. Even liberal ex-
perts are rejecting their shameless 
spin. 

A former top economist for President 
Obama directly responded to the Biden 
administration’s attempt to shift the 
blame. He said: 

Well— 

This is what he said— 
Well, no. These are February numbers and 

only include [a] small Russia effect. This is 
Biden’s inflation and he needs to own it. 

The White House spin has not even 
persuaded former Democratic officials. 

Here is another quote: 

This is Biden’s inflation and he needs to 
own it. 

Working Americans understand it 
just as well as the experts. Everybody 
knows where the buck stops. One re-
tired mechanic who lives in Los Ange-
les recently explained to a reporter 
that he is facing $6 gasoline and rising 
food prices. He is a registered Demo-
crat, but he knows where this inflation 
came from. Here is how he described it. 

He said: 
Uncle Joe has put us on a diet. I like to 

have a steak once or twice a month. I can’t 
do it now. 

This is exactly what Republicans said 
would happen when Democrats dumped 
trillions of dollars into printing and 
spending on a partisan basis last year. 
Even top liberal economists said Demo-
crats’ reckless spending spree would 
bring about inflationary pressures like 
we have not seen for a generation. 

Ah, but Democrats didn’t listen. 
They pushed ahead, and, for 12 months 
and counting, working families have 
been paying a heavy price. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, the Re-
publican leader referred to the Amer-
ican Rescue Plan, which did not receive 
a single Republican vote in support. He 
referred to it as runaway Federal 
spending. 

What did we buy with the American 
Rescue Plan? 

We bought vaccines, and we bought 
an administration and management of 
delivering those vaccines to the Amer-
ican people in the midst of a pandemic 
that was claiming American lives 
every day. 

Runaway Federal spending—how 
much stronger would this Nation be if 
we were still in the depths of this pan-
demic? 

We are emerging from it, thank God. 
But it wasn’t for lack of effort on our 
part on this side of the aisle. 

Yes, we spent the money. We admin-
istered the shots, and people across 
America are now protected from hos-
pitalizations and death because of it. 
No apologies here to my colleague from 
Kentucky. It was money well spent, 
not just for that—and that was the 
number one public health purpose— 
but, secondly, to keep businesses afloat 
so they can reopen their doors as the 
pandemic ebbed. 

That investment in the capital of 
America, in the businesses of America, 
paid off for business owners who other-
wise would have lost their life savings 
and family investments and for their 
workers who finally returned to work. 

I think it helped the small busi-
nesses, and I think it helped the fami-
lies. The child tax credit, which cut in 
half child poverty in America—that 
child tax credit, according to the Sen-
ator from Kentucky, was runaway Fed-
eral spending. Tell that to the family 
who lives paycheck to paycheck and 
tries to provide the basics in life for 
their children. No apologies here for 
the American Rescue Plan. 
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And when you ask the American peo-

ple, ‘‘What about this inflation,’’ it is a 
problem. Of course, it is. We see it as 
they do. And we see it all across the 
world. Inflation isn’t confined to the 
United States. It is reflected in a world 
that is emerging from COVID–19, where 
economies—local economies—were 
strangled and choked and restricted. 
Now, they are expanding. People are 
expanding their needs and spending on 
that side of it. If the supply doesn’t 
keep up with it, then inflation results. 
We have a battle ahead of us and many 
plans here to try to address it with a 
number of items to reduce the cost of 
living for families. 

UKRAINE 
Mr. President, the second item I 

would like to mention refers to a mov-
ing, historic presentation this morning 
by the President of Ukraine to a joint 
session of Congress. 

He did it virtually by remote because 
he is literally in Kyiv, risking his life 
every single day for his nation. 

Volodymyr Zelenskyy may have 
started his life as a standup comedian, 
but at this moment in life, he is a 
standup President of Ukraine, who is 
confronting the monster of Moscow 
who has unleashed this invasion on his 
country. He begged us to continue to 
help, and we will. 

Last week, we added almost $14 bil-
lion to the effort to support the 
Ukrainian defense and resistance. We 
need to do that and more. 

Many of the suggestions by the Re-
publican Senator are consistent with 
that goal, and I would endorse it. But I 
want to leave it to President Biden to 
make the critical decisions as our 
Commander in Chief who is really 
tasked with America’s national secu-
rity as his highest priority. 

I take exception to this notion that 
Joe Biden didn’t understand the timing 
of this crisis. He understood it better 
than anyone. He knew that if he pushed 
too far and too fast, two things might 
occur: first, that the Russians would 
move because we had precipitated it 
with an action we had taken. He was 
hoping, as we all did, that this could be 
ended bloodlessly and that an innocent 
people would be saved from what we 
see, the devastation that is happening 
in Ukraine today. So he was careful to 
make those moves in a way that Putin 
couldn’t use them as an excuse for 
starting the invasion. 

Second, and more important, he 
needed to move at a pace consistent 
with building the NATO alliance. 
President Joe Biden succeeded in that 
effort. The NATO alliance today is 
stronger than it has ever been. Don’t 
believe the last President of the United 
States had anything to do with that, 
just the opposite was true. 

Joe Biden picked up that alliance 
from the mat and brought them up to 
fighting trim, to be ready, if needed, to 
‘‘defend every square inch,’’ as he says, 
‘‘of NATO territory.’’ That timing was 
crucial. And decisions which seem so 
easy and obvious in America were 

much more complex on the continent 
of Europe. Joe Biden knew that, and he 
paced himself accordingly. And because 
of that today, we have the strongest al-
liance in the face of Vladimir Putin 
that he has ever seen and that we have 
ever seen. 

The last point I want to make to 
this, you could not watch the graphic 
video presented by President 
Zelenskyy without breaking your 
heart. Every parent and grandparent in 
America watching that video saw a 
member of his family, a child, a lifeless 
corpse because of a man named Vladi-
mir Putin and what he is doing to that 
poor country. Unprovoked, he has in-
vaded them and kills innocent people 
every single day. 

Last night, unanimously, the Senate 
decided, as they should, that the con-
duct of Vladimir Putin was nothing 
short of a war crime. I can’t think of 
any other way to describe it and cer-
tainly never excuse it. 

Zelenskyy touched our hearts too. 
His people are fighting a valiant effort, 
and the United States and allies and 
countries that share our values stand 
behind him and will continue to. 

VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2022 

Mr. President, I am honored to join 
my colleagues Senators MURKOWSKI 
and ERNST and, of course, my friend 
and colleague Senator FEINSTEIN to 
celebrate the reauthorization of the Vi-
olence Against Women Act, more com-
monly known as VAWA. Yesterday, 
President Biden signed it into law. 
This is a monumental achievement for 
the survivors of domestic sexual vio-
lence and those who stand by them. 

It is an achievement that wouldn’t 
have been possible without bipartisan 
cooperation. It, literally, would not 
have been possible. I have been proud 
to work with my three colleagues 
whom I mentioned. 

With this strengthened version of 
VAWA, we have helped to ensure that 
every survivor in America, no matter 
where they live, will be able to reach 
for a lifeline in a moment of crisis. We 
have expanded and authorized services 
for rural survivors, survivors who need 
culturally specific services, and 
LGBTQ survivors. We have reauthor-
ized programs that ensure survivors 
and their families can access housing, 
healthcare, and essential support serv-
ices. We have improved rape prevention 
and education, as well as services and 
protections for young survivors. We 
have enhanced critical protections for 
Native American women and children 
who experience violence at the hands of 
non-Native perpetrators. 

It doesn’t include everything we had 
hoped for. That is the nature of legisla-
tion and compromise. I wish there had 
been stronger protections for housing 
and economic assistance, but we had to 
find an agreement, and we did. 

The bill contains several important 
provisions to help boost enforcement of 
our gun laws. I wish it would have fi-
nally closed the so-called ‘‘boyfriend 

loophole,’’ but that was beyond our 
reach in this effort. 

The lack of those provisions could 
not attract enough bipartisan support 
in the Senate to pass on their own. 
They will be saved for another day. 

For nearly 30 years, VAWA has trans-
formed the way we address domestic 
and sexual violence in America and 
saved countless lives. At a moment 
when nearly one in three women—one 
in three—have experienced some form 
of physical or sexual violence, a crisis 
that has grown worse during the pan-
demic, VAWA is going to help save 
lives. 

Let me tell you a story. My office re-
ceived a letter from a woman named 
Kesha, who works with Connections for 
Abused Women and their Children in 
Chicago. Kesha told me that VAWA 
provides funding for domestic violence 
services at Chicago’s Haymarket Cen-
ter, an amazing agency I know full 
well. 

She shared the story of Cassandra, 
who was receiving treatment at the 
Center for Substance Abuse and dis-
closed to a counselor that she was the 
victim of abusive treatment. Her coun-
selor referred her to VAWA, and that 
program gave her an opportunity to 
‘‘open up about the emotional, finan-
cial, and physical abuse she had suf-
fered for years at the hands of [an] abu-
sive husband.’’ 

Kesha wrote: 
After weeks of domestic violence 

psychoeducation, a supportive network en-
couraging her, and her own personal resil-
ience, Cassandra decided that if she wanted 
to remain in recovery and not relapse, [she 
had to find a new home, away from her 
abuser.] With the help of her domestic vio-
lence counselor, Cassandra was able to break 
free and transition into temporary housing. 

She has been able to gain financial 
independence and find a job. She has 
remained on her path to recovery, a 
success story, and a reminder that 
VAWA doesn’t just help save lives, it 
gives survivors the power to rebuild 
their own lives. 

VAWA also provides funding for edu-
cational programming, and it has done 
it so well. 

I want to thank Senator FEINSTEIN, 
Senator ERNST, and Senator MUR-
KOWSKI for their partnership and tire-
less leadership in getting this bill ad-
dressed, introduced, and across the fin-
ish line. 

I want to thank their staff: Jessica 
Jensen, Senator FEINSTEIN’s chief 
counsel, as well as Nick Xenakis, her 
former chief counsel; Corey Becker and 
Kristina Sesek, Senator ERNST’s legis-
lative director and general counsel; and 
Anna Dietderich, Senator MURKOWSKI’s 
legislative assistant. 

On my Judiciary Committee staff, I 
would like to give thanks especially to 
Stephanie Trifone and Nicole McClain 
Walton and Chastidy Burns. 

I want to thank the other members 
of the committees of jurisdiction and 
their staffs, along with Ranking Mem-
ber MURKOWSKI and the minority staff 
on the Indian Affairs Committee, 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:47 Mar 17, 2022 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G16MR6.006 S16MRPT1dl
hi

ll 
on

 D
S

K
12

0R
N

23
P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S1197 March 16, 2022 
chaired by BRIAN SCHATZ. They have 
done an extraordinarily good job, a bi-
partisan job, when it comes to Native 
Americans. 

Chair MURRAY and the staff of the 
HELP Committee, Chair BROWN and 
the staff of the Banking Committee, 
Chair WYDEN and the staff of the Fi-
nance Committee were part of this vic-
tory. 

As you can see, this was a multicom-
mittee team effort on both sides of the 
aisle, and that is the only reason we 
can stand here today and say we will 
continue to give hope to those who are 
struggling with domestic violence and 
abuse. 

I ask unanimous consent that Sen-
ators ERNST, MURKOWSKI, and FEIN-
STEIN be permitted to speak for up to 10 
minutes each prior to the cloture vote 
on the Corely nomination. 

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

The Senator from Iowa. 
Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, I want to 

thank my colleagues Senator DURBIN, 
Senator FEINSTEIN, and Senator MUR-
KOWSKI for joining me on the floor this 
morning to talk about a very impor-
tant topic and one that we can finally 
celebrate, which is the passage and the 
signing of the Violence Against Women 
Act. 

Nine years—it has been 9 years since 
the Violence Against Women Act was 
reauthorized, but, finally, the Senate 
reauthorized and modernized this very 
important bill. 

Last week, the Violence Against 
Women Act Reauthorization Act of 2022 
passed the House and the Senate, and 
yesterday, at long last, it was signed 
into law. 

I have been a proud champion of this 
bill over the last 3 years. And while no 
bill is perfect, I am extremely grateful 
for the bipartisan work to get it over 
the finish line. 

This bill is personal. Many of you 
know my story. I am the one out of 
three women who has experienced some 
form of physical violence by an inti-
mate partner. 

Similarly, one in four men have had 
the same experience. This means near-
ly 20 people per minute, more than 10 
million women and men in the United 
States every single year have suffered 
this horrific personal abuse. 

I am not a victim. I am a survivor. It 
took me a long time to say those words 
out loud. And my hope is that with this 
bill some women will never have to, 
and those who do will have the nec-
essary support and resources in a mo-
ment of crisis to cope with and ulti-
mately overcome their trauma. 

The reauthorization of the Violence 
Against Women Act is a bright light in 
our current troubling reality. 

The bill includes so many critical re-
sources, especially in our rural commu-
nities, that have been drastically over-
looked. 

Specifically, the bill doubles the sup-
port for both the rural domestic vio-
lence assistance program and the Rape 

Prevention and Education Program, 
both of which are of great importance 
to my home State of Iowa. 

And my sincere hope is that the re-
sources contained in this new law will 
finally help truly move the needle on 
domestic violence around the country 
and that some of our Nation’s most 
vulnerable will have access to the sup-
port that they so desperately need. 

To my colleagues, thank you, espe-
cially to Senators FEINSTEIN, DURBIN, 
and MURKOWSKI for your diligent work 
on domestic violence-related issues 
over the years. 

I also want to thank Republican Sen-
ators CORNYN, COLLINS, CAPITO, 
PORTMAN, CRAMER, TILLIS, MORAN, 
BURR, and BLUNT for supporting this 
vital bill at introduction. 

The negotiations were, at times—my 
colleagues will recognize this—very 
tough, and there were several doubts 
along the way as to whether the bill 
would actually ever happen. But with a 
little bit of tenacity and good-faith ne-
gotiating, we got there. 

To those who work every day around 
this great country to help domestic vi-
olence survivors, including our law en-
forcement officers who are answering 
those domestic violence calls, thank 
you. 

While working at a victim’s shelter 
answering the hotline in college, I 
heard the heartbreaking stories of 
abuse. I understand this is your daily 
reality. Please know your work is not 
going unnoticed and is making a dif-
ference in the lives of those around 
you. 

To all of the advocates, I greatly ap-
preciate and respect your passion for 
the causes you support. Your persist-
ence made this bill possible, and it 
made this bill better. 

While the end result isn’t perfect, it 
modernizes the resources necessary to 
meet the evolving needs of our sur-
vivors. 

This bill is proof that bipartisanship 
is not dead and Congress can tackle 
these tough issues. 

Finally, for my fellow Americans 
who can say they are survivors, for 
those who have not come to terms with 
their abuse and for those who feel 
trapped in their situation and for those 
who have lost their battle, please know 
that you are not and will never be for-
gotten. The Violence Against Women 
Act is for you. 

Today, I join my fellow survivors, my 
colleagues, and our strong and wonder-
ful advocates across this country in 
celebrating VAWA’s reauthorization 
and its modernization. 

Thank you to my dear colleagues for 
their wonderful work in helping us get 
this over the finish line. 

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

ator from Alaska. 
Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I so 

appreciate the leadership, the heart of 
Senator ERNST and the ability to work 
with my colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle—Senator DURBIN, Senator 

FEINSTEIN—in this effort towards reau-
thorization of the Violence Against 
Women Act. 

Thanks to the very open, very inclu-
sive, and, really, a very transparent 
process that we followed, the bipar-
tisan support that was built with this, 
we were able to include the VAWA re-
authorization in the Omnibus appro-
priations bill that passed the Senate 
last week with 68 votes. 

That wasn’t necessarily the path that 
we had set on. But we had work to do, 
again, with extraordinary leadership 
from Senator ERNST, Senator DURBIN, 
Senator FEINSTEIN, myself, who have 
been working on this for years, but try-
ing to build that collaborative effort, 
that negotiated effort that would re-
sult in not a partisan bill but a bill 
that is designed to help those sur-
vivors, designed to help the most vul-
nerable at their time of need. 

So there is great thanks that is due 
this afternoon as we recognize the dedi-
cation, the leadership of, again, the co-
sponsors, the Members that led this, 
but we all know we are backed by in-
credible men and women who work 
very hard to get these initiatives built 
and across the finish line. 

Senator DURBIN has named many of 
the staffs and general counsels, our leg-
islative assistants that made this hap-
pen. 

I also want to recognize all those who 
were named, in addition to those who 
are working on the Senate Indian Af-
fairs Committee to help us with that 
Tribal title. It was a collaborative ef-
fort that was really, really tireless. 

And I want to acknowledge Senator 
ERNST particularly. She worked tire-
lessly over these last 3 years, working 
to ensure that women and their safe-
ty—and, really, all those who are most 
vulnerable—their safety is put first. 

But to Senator FEINSTEIN, Senator 
DURBIN—invaluable partners putting 
the politics aside, saying: We have to 
figure out how we are going to make 
this happen, and they did so. 

But we and our staff can’t do near 
the job that needs to be done without 
the advocacy and, again, this pas-
sionate grassroots advocacy that we 
have all felt. 

I want to recognize women like Tami 
Jerue from the Alaskan Native Wom-
en’s Resource Center; Michelle 
Demmert, Brenda Stanfield from the 
Alaska Network on Domestic Violence. 
There were so many who urged us 
along—in fact, so many who have flown 
4,000 miles to come from Alaska to be 
at a ceremony at the White House in 
recognition of this. 

So Senator ERNST has said how per-
sonal this issue of domestic violence is, 
and it is for so many. Half the women— 
half the women—in the State of Alaska 
have experienced intimate partner, 
sexual violence, or both. 

The advocates know, I know, we 
know how imperative it is for Congress 
to take action to reauthorize and to 
modernize this almost three-decades- 
old law. 
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Again, we don’t want to talk about 

statistics because these are people— 
these are friends, these are mothers, 
daughters—but the statistics are just 
so in your face. 

Alaska Native women suffer the 
highest rate of forcible sexual assault 
and have reported rates of domestic vi-
olence up to 10 times higher than the 
national average. 

In so many of the Native villages in 
my State in rural Alaska, they have no 
law enforcement presence; so trying to 
prevent violence, trying to protect or 
ensure justice for survivors is hard. 

And so I really am very, very thank-
ful for the work that Senator SCHATZ 
committed to within the Senate Indian 
Affairs Committee to put together a 
strong Tribal title in VAWA that 
would continue to empower Tribal 
courts to help combat this major pub-
lic safety issue affecting Native people 
and children. 

We have got a pretty complex juris-
dictional landscape as the result of our 
Native Claims Settlement Act, and the 
last time that VAWA was reauthorized 
in 2013, Alaska was effectively left out. 
But today, we have an Alaska solution 
to this jurisdictional maze. We call it 
the Alaska Public Safety Empower-
ment pilot project that was included in 
the Tribal title, and it is the product of 
years of work with Tribal advocates, 
with the Department of Justice—some 
pretty smart lawyers out there—and 
then good, strong work in the com-
mittee. 

And what this pilot program will do 
is supplement the work that the State 
of Alaska is doing with regard to public 
safety. It doesn’t create Indian Coun-
try in the State, it doesn’t take away 
any jurisdiction, but it will empower a 
limited number of Alaska Tribes to ex-
ercise this special criminal jurisdiction 
over defendants who commit certain 
crimes that we outline in the law that 
occur in Native villages in the State. 

Tribes selected to participate are 
going to have to meet specific criteria 
that are set by the Department of Jus-
tice. They will have to include a Tribal 
justice system that can adequately 
safeguard the right of all defendants. 

So I am optimistic. I believe that our 
Alaska Tribes are up to this job. They 
are going to be good partners with the 
State, and they will make a difference. 
They will make a difference, and they 
will provide hope to so many in these 
communities that have felt without 
hope. 

We are celebrating, again, passage of 
this law—the reauthorization, the mod-
ernization. But for so many who have 
shown the bravery, the strength, the 
resilience in the wake of unspeakable 
trauma—we know that so many, again, 
of our friends have endured domestic 
violence, dating violence, sexual as-
sault, stalking. Many have survived, 
but so many have not. 

These women have endured physical, 
mental, emotional abuse. The impacts 
don’t necessarily fade away because 
the calendar moves on; but on their 

journeys to recovery and healing, 
many have developed an extraordinary 
inner strength to stand up and be advo-
cates for themselves and others, and 
they have spoken about their abuse, 
they have sought the changes to VAWA 
to prevent the future tragedies and 
hold perpetrators accountable, and we 
have heard them and their pleas to im-
prove access to essential support serv-
ices, whether healthcare, safe housing 
for victims—but we have also heard the 
cries of parents and loved ones who lost 
those that they love so very much. 

I am thinking of Butch and Cindy 
Moore right now. Butch and Cindy are 
from Wasilla. They have spent—I 
swear, they have spent every moment 
of their lives since they lost their beau-
tiful daughter Bree, 20 years old. They 
have been advocating for prevention ef-
forts to ensure that no parent experi-
ences the loss of their child to teen 
dating violence. 

Butch and Cindy have said: 
As parents who have experienced the dev-

astation of losing our daughter, Bree Moore, 
to dating violence, we know prevention is 
the key to keeping future generations safe 
from interpersonal violence. 

I know that Butch and Cindy are 
looking at this day and feeling that, 
again, there is some hope. There is 
some hope. 

This is a legislative win, but I think 
it is also a victory—a victory for 
women everywhere—and we mark its 
passage in memory of both those that 
we have lost and those that have sur-
vived. 

This is the day where we recognize 
that this Congress can act in a bipar-
tisan manner to address the crisis of 
violence in our communities by passing 
this reauthorization of the Violence 
Against Women Act, which is now law, 
now helping to protect women in Alas-
ka and across the country, and we 
thank all who helped us get here. 

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

ator from California. 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 

rise today also in recognition of the Vi-
olence Against Women Reauthorization 
Act of 2022. 

I am delighted President Biden 
signed it into law yesterday as part of 
the omnibus spending bill. 

It is important to know that this bill 
reauthorizes critical programs that 
help respond to domestic violence, dat-
ing violence, sexual assault, and stalk-
ing. It is long overdue, but today, this 
bill will become law. 

Last month, I introduced this reau-
thorization bill alongside Senators 
ERNST, DURBIN—both of whom are on 
the floor today—MURKOWSKI, who is 
also here today, and additional cospon-
sors. 

A number of advocates joined us, in-
cluding Angelina Jolie, to speak about 
the importance of the legislation. 

The bill we introduced and the bill 
we are passing today has really strong 
bipartisan support, including that of 11 
Republican cosponsors. 

In addition to reauthorizing the Vio-
lence Against Women Act through 2027, 
the law includes bringing it up to date, 
and that is important. It means that 
existing programs will be able to do an 
even better job protecting and sup-
porting survivors of domestic violence, 
dating violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking. 

It is the result of a truly bipartisan 
effort, and I want to thank Senators 
ERNST, DURBIN—both are on the floor— 
particularly Senator MURKOWSKI, for 
working with me to prepare this impor-
tant piece of legislation. I am very ap-
preciative of the partnership because 
the law will become a reality. We also 
had help from a number of our Senate 
colleagues on both side of the aisle who 
made important contributions to the 
effort. 

This act plays a critical role sup-
porting law enforcement in their ef-
forts to stop these perpetrators before 
it is too late. It reauthorizes important 
programs and provides the necessary 
updates to strengthen them. 

So what does it do? 
First, it enhances and expands serv-

ices for survivors, including survivors 
in rural communities, LGBT survivors, 
survivors with disabilities, and sur-
vivors who experience abuse later in 
life. Older people get a lot of violence. 

It strengthens the criminal justice 
response to domestic violence, includ-
ing by improving the Justice Depart-
ment’s STOP grant program and 
strengthening the ability of Tribal 
courts to address instances of domestic 
violence on Tribal lands. 

It also establishes a pilot program 
that focuses on addressing domestic vi-
olence, dating violence, sexual assault, 
and stalking through community- 
based, victim-initiated efforts to seek 
accountability. 

And the law invests in prevention 
education efforts that will improve the 
healthcare system’s response to sexual 
violence—we hope. 

And these changes can have a real 
impact. Here is one example: The Inter-
national Association of Forensic 
Nurses reports that only one in four 
U.S. hospitals has a sexual assault fo-
rensic nurse on duty—not a special 
place but even one nurse on duty. Our 
bipartisan law remedies this problem 
by providing additional funding and 
training to increase access to forensic 
nurses, particularly in rural areas, 
where, strangely enough, a lot of this 
violence takes place. 

Through this bipartisan law, we will 
make significant improvements to our 
Nation’s response to domestic violence, 
but I want to caution everybody, it 
isn’t perfect. 

I really regret that certain provisions 
were unable to be included in this bill. 
In particular, I had hoped we could in-
clude a provision to close the boyfriend 
loophole. Most people don’t know that 
while individuals convicted of domestic 
violence against a spouse are prevented 
from purchasing a firearm, that is not 
the case for those convicted of domes-
tic violence against a dating partner. 
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We tried to get that part passed, and it 
is very disappointing that there was 
not sufficient bipartisan support for 
this provision to close what will re-
main a dangerous loophole. 

So, clearly, we still have work to do. 
There are those of us who follow these 
assaults carefully and make a deter-
mination where this bill works and 
where it might need improvement, and 
I have just suggested one. So we will 
watch those figures carefully. 

I would like to thank the many advo-
cates who provided valuable input and 
support. This bill was written in close 
consultation with the people who are 
on the frontlines helping survivors of 
domestic violence every day. 

For nearly 30 years, the Violence 
Against Women Act has played a vital 
role in the Federal response to domes-
tic violence, dating violence, sexual as-
sault, and stalking. As Katie Ray- 
Jones, the CEO of the National Domes-
tic Violence Hotline, noted, the Vio-
lence Against Women Act provides 
services with ‘‘a variety of options to 
meet their evolving and complex needs 
for services and support.’’ For example, 
according to the National Network to 
End Domestic Violence, in a single day 
in 2020, there were 76,525 survivors, in 1 
day 75,000 women were affected by do-
mestic violence who received assist-
ance thanks to programs funded and 
supported by the Violence Against 
Women Act. 

So despite the progress made over 
the last three decades, sexual, emo-
tional, and physical abuse are still 
painful realities for far too many 
Americans. We need to say this over 
and over again. We need to change 
minds and change actions. 

More than one in three women and 
more than one in four men will experi-
ence rape, physical violence, or stalk-
ing by an intimate partner in their life-
time. According to the National Coali-
tion Against Domestic Violence in my 
home State of California, approxi-
mately 35 percent of California women 
and 31 percent of California men will 
experience violence from intimate 
partners in their lifetimes. That is an 
amazing figure, if you think about it. 

In conclusion, let me end with this: 
All too often, these instances of domes-
tic violence have fatal consequences. 
Every day, people are killed by a cur-
rent or former intimate partner. This 
law is long overdue. 

And I want to thank the Members 
who have spoken on the floor and all 
those who voted for this law. We are 
glad to get it signed into law and hope 
to put an end to some of this. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 

to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-

nation of Executive Calendar No. 656, Jac-
queline Scott Corley, of California, to be 
United States District Judge for the North-
ern District of California. 

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin, 
Richard Blumenthal, Gary C. Peters, 
Robert P. Casey, Jr., Sheldon White-
house, Martin Heinrich, Sherrod 
Brown, Patty Murray, Tammy 
Duckworth, Tim Kaine, Elizabeth War-
ren, Mazie K. Hirono, Alex Padilla, 
Tina Smith, Christopher A. Coons, 
Amy Klobuchar, Jon Tester, Patrick J. 
Leahy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Jacqueline Scott Corley, of Cali-
fornia, to be United States District 
Judge for the Northern District of Cali-
fornia, shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from New Jersey (Mr. MENEN-
DEZ) and the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) are necessarily 
absent. 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 63, 
nays 35, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 82 Ex.] 
YEAS—63 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 

Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Lee 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
McConnell 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 

Portman 
Reed 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—35 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Cassidy 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 

Fischer 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lummis 
Marshall 
Moran 

Paul 
Risch 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tuberville 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—2 

Menendez Shaheen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER). On this vote, the yeas 
are 63, the nays are 35. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 738, Fred 
W. Slaughter, of California, to be United 
States District Judge for the Central Dis-
trict of California. 

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin, 
Gary C. Peters, Edward J. Markey, Ben 
Ray Luján, Martin Heinrich, Tammy 
Baldwin, Jacky Rosen, Jeff Merkley, 
Raphael G. Warnock, Michael F. Ben-
net, Tammy Duckworth, Angus S. 
King, Jr., Alex Padilla, Robert P. 
Casey, Jr., Margaret Wood Hassan, 
Patrick J. Leahy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Fred W. Slaughter, of California, to 
be United States District Judge for the 
Central District of California, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from New Jersey (Mr. MENEN-
DEZ) and the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) are necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Texas (Mr. CORNYN). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Texas (Mr. CORNYN) 
would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 56, 
nays 41, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 83 Ex.] 
YEAS—56 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 

Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 

Reed 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Tillis 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—41 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Cassidy 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 

Portman 
Risch 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—3 

Cornyn Menendez Shaheen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 56, the nays are 41. 
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The motion is agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Fred W. Slaughter, of Cali-
fornia, to be United States District 
Judge for the Central District of Cali-
fornia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida. 

BOLIVAR ACT 
Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Mr. President, 

as the Federal Government rightfully 
continues to levy devastating sanc-
tions on Russia and punish Putin and 
his thugs for their horrific and unlaw-
ful invasion of Ukraine, we cannot, as 
the Biden administration has signaled 
it will, choose to empower one dictator 
so we can punish another. 

Nicoles Maduro is the illegitimate, 
ruthless dictator in Venezuela. I trav-
eled to the Colombia-Venezuela border 
and saw the suffering of the Ven-
ezuelan people at the hand of Maduro’s 
regime. I met with Venezuelan refugees 
and got updates from Colombian offi-
cials on just how bad Venezuelans were 
being treated by Maduro’s tyranny. 

Venezuelan children walk for hours 
through dense forests, across rivers, 
and over terrorist-controlled territory 
just to get to a school in Colombia for 
an education and a meal. Mothers with 
young children came to Cucuta to get 
the only meal they would eat for 3 
days. I met a pregnant woman who was 
forced to sleep on the streets of Ven-
ezuela because she was homeless. 
Think about that. I am a father and a 
grandfather. Imagine having to look at 
your 3-year-old child or grandchild in 
the eyes and tell them that they are 
not going to eat today because there is 
no food. 

The pain, the hunger, the devasta-
tion—I cannot believe any human 
being would do this to young children. 
It was heartbreaking, and it was evil. 
And there is one man responsible for it: 
Nicoles Maduro. 

Since my visit, things have only got-
ten worse. In what is one of the worst 
humanitarian crises in Latin American 
history, more than 6 million Ven-
ezuelans have fled Maduro’s oppression 
in Venezuela since 2014. 

In 2020, a factfinding mission for the 
United Nations determined that 
Maduro’s regime has engaged in crimes 
against humanity, including unlawful 
executions, enforced disappearances, 
arbitrary detentions, and torture. The 
regime has imprisoned hundreds of its 
political opponents and forced count-
less more into exile. They have used 
the guise of the COVID–19 pandemic to 
further crack down on journalists and 
dissenters. 

We know that what has been hap-
pening at the direction of Nicolas 
Maduro in Venezuela is horrific. That 
is why, in 2019, the previous adminis-
tration signed an Executive order 
issuing a complete economic embargo 
on Venezuela. 

We can all agree that the United 
States should not be bolstering such a 
disgusting socialist regime, and we 
cannot forget that any lifting of sanc-
tions or show of appeasement toward 
Maduro’s Venezuela will only further 
the suffering there and help its evil al-
lies, like Russia, Cuba, communist 
China, and Iran, which actively support 
Maduro’s abuses. So I and many others 
were deeply disturbed last week when 
we learned that President Biden se-
cretly sent a team to Venezuela—se-
cretly sent a team to Venezuela—and 
began negotiations on the potential 
purchase of Venezuelan oil and the eas-
ing of sanctions. 

High gas prices caused by President 
Biden’s war on American energy and 
Putin’s invasion of Ukraine doesn’t 
mean we can turn a blind eye to 
Maduro’s genocide and oppression. We 
know that funds going to Maduro are 
used for terrorism in our hemisphere, 
and we know that Venezuela and Rus-
sia are aligned. If we support one, we 
support the other. That is why, just 
days after the American team left, the 
Russian Foreign Minister traveled to 
meet with the Venezuelan Vice Presi-
dent. 

Now, I am glad the administration fi-
nally made the decision to stop buying 
Russian oil—I think it came too late— 
but I am glad the Biden administration 
reluctantly agreed not to purchase oil 
from Venezuela. We shouldn’t be sup-
porting Maduro or Putin. It would be 
foolish if we made the mistake of sup-
porting one dictator so we could punish 
another dictator. Maduro has decided 
to be our enemy, and so is Putin. Nei-
ther of them deserves our money. 

The Biden administration needs to 
realize that our enemies are not the 
world’s only source of oil and natural 
gas. America has huge supplies of oil 
and natural gas, and we would have ac-
cess to those resources right now if the 
Biden administration hadn’t spent the 
past year relentlessly trying to destroy 
the U.S. oil industry. 

On day 1, Biden killed the Keystone 
Pipeline, and 10,000—10,000—jobs along-
side it were lost. Then he cut off new 
drilling contracts on public lands. The 
Biden EPA has added one ridiculous 
regulation after another to make it 
more expensive and harder for Amer-
ican oil manufacturers to do business. 
We went from being nearly energy 
independent and a net exporter in 2019 
to begging cartels and ruthless dic-
tators for oil. This is not American 
leadership, and it is not American inde-
pendence. 

It is long past time for the adminis-
tration to admit that its ridiculous 
Green New Deal policies put our secu-
rity at risk and hurt American fami-
lies. Prices at the pump are at an all-
time high across the Nation. 

We should be solving this problem 
with our own resources and with our 
own workers, not with Maduro and his 
thugs. That is why I have introduced 
the Banning Operations and Leases 
with the Illegitimate Venezuelan Au-

thoritarian Regime Act, or the BOLI-
VAR Act. This bill would prohibit Fed-
eral Agencies from doing business with 
the oppressive Maduro regime. We 
can’t stand by and let Maduro continue 
to commit genocide against his people, 
and we have to do everything possible 
to restrict the money Maduro uses to 
hold on to power and destabilize the re-
gion. 

When I was Governor of Florida, I 
signed a bill that prevented State agen-
cies from investing in companies doing 
business with the Government of Ven-
ezuela. 

In 2019, my amendment to cut off 
funds to the Maduro regime was in-
cluded in the National Defense Author-
ization Act. 

In March of last year, my colleagues 
on the Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs Committee agreed with 
me, and we unanimously passed the 
BOLIVAR Act through our committee. 

I am thankful for Senators JACKY 
ROSEN, MARCO RUBIO, and THOM TILLIS, 
who have cosponsored this legislation 
and helped bring this legislation this 
far. I also want to thank Congressman 
MICHAEL WALTZ for introducing the 
companion bipartisan bill in the House 
of Representatives. 

But we didn’t introduce the bill only 
to have the Biden administration begin 
working with Maduro’s thugs and bol-
stering the corrupt Venezuelan oil in-
dustry. We are trying to stop that, and 
no one should want to be on the side of 
Maduro’s genocide. 

I am grateful for the bipartisan sup-
port this bill has received, and I hope 
that the entire Senate will take a 
stand to support the fight for freedom 
and the people of Venezuela. 

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

ator from California. 
SUPREME COURT NOMINATION 

Mr. PADILLA. Mr. President, I rise 
to speak on behalf of a few Federal 
judge nominees from the State of Cali-
fornia. 

In recognizing that, right now, many 
Americans are certainly following the 
news and the potential news of the 
Federal judiciary and are focusing on a 
nominee for the U.S. Supreme Court. 
As a member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, I certainly look forward to 
hearing more from Judge Ketanji 
Brown Jackson next week as we con-
duct her confirmation hearing. 

The choices for the Supreme Court 
are certainly critical for the future of 
our democracy, but the fact of the mat-
ter is—and the Presiding Officer knows 
I like numbers and knows I like data. 
So the important data point here is 
that it is only a tiny percentage of 
cases in our Federal court system that 
actually reach the U.S. Supreme Court. 
In fact, more than 90 percent of the 
Federal cases are decided at the dis-
trict court level. That means the vast 
majority of people who interface with 
the Federal judiciary will only ever 
meet a district court judge, sitting on 
the other side of the bench, whether 
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they are witnesses to a crime, whether 
they are parties to a lawsuit or defend-
ants in a criminal case. 

That is one of the primary reasons I 
have worked so closely with the Biden 
administration in helping to identify 
and recommend and support talented 
nominees for California’s district 
courts. 

Today, I rise to highlight three nomi-
nees to serve as Federal judges whose 
confirmation processes we are begin-
ning today. 
NOMINATION OF RUTH BERMUDEZ MONTENEGRO 

Mr. President, Judge Ruth Monte-
negro is nominated to serve on the U.S. 
District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of California. 

She is a proud daughter of Mexican 
immigrants who came to this country 
with only elementary school edu-
cations—just like my parents. Judge 
Montenegro understood early on—be-
cause of her parents’ experience and 
their journey—the value of getting a 
good education and of public service, 
starting at a very young age. She was 
born and raised in the Imperial Valley, 
where she returned after graduating 
from UCLA Law School. 

Like so many of us, you are trying to 
fulfill your parents’ dreams, so you go 
on to college and get a good education. 
You graduate and have options all over 
and choose to come home to make a 
difference. 

Judge Montenegro built a career in 
representing public agencies. She could 
have made a lot of money in the pri-
vate sector. She chose to represent 
public agencies, ranging from the Im-
perial Valley Housing Authority to the 
El Centro Elementary School District. 
She has served for nearly 10 years now 
as a State superior court and Federal 
magistrate judge. 

Judge Montenegro’s extensive judi-
cial experience and lifelong dedication 
to her community, I have no doubt, 
will strengthen the Southern District’s 
bench. 

NOMINATION OF FRED W. SLAUGHTER 

Mr. President, next, I would like to 
highlight Judge Fred Slaughter, who is 
nominated to serve on the U.S. District 
Court for the Central District of Cali-
fornia. 

Judge Slaughter received his under-
graduate and his law degree from 
UCLA, going on to a distinguished ca-
reer as a prosecutor. For more than a 
decade, he served as an assistant U.S. 
attorney in Arizona, Oregon, and Cali-
fornia, where he oversaw and tried hun-
dreds of cases, including cases involv-
ing human trafficking, bank robberies, 
and the prosecuting of members of 
White supremacist groups. 

Judge Slaughter has spent the past 8 
years serving in the Orange County Su-
perior Court. There, he is known for his 
compassion and leadership in juvenile 
justice. Judge Slaughter’s long career 
demonstrates his legal excellence as 
well as his commitment to providing 
justice for all. 

NOMINATION OF JACQUELINE SCOTT CORLEY 
Mr. President, finally, Judge Jac-

queline Corley is nominated to serve 
for the Northern District of California. 

She is a native of Long Beach. She 
earned her bachelor’s degree from UC 
Berkeley and her J.D. from Harvard 
Law School. 

Judge Corley’s nontraditional path 
to the bench displays her commitment 
to public service. After spending some 
time in private practice, she spent 
more than 10 years as a career law 
clerk for the Northern District of Cali-
fornia. Based on her outstanding work 
in that role and the expertise that she 
built in private practice prior, Judge 
Corley was selected to serve as a mag-
istrate judge for the Northern District. 
She has served there for the past dec-
ade and is known for her mentorship of 
current law clerks. 

I celebrate each of these highly 
qualified nominees who will help Cali-
fornians access justice throughout our 
State. When people enter a Federal 
court, they should feel confident in the 
promise of equal justice—equal justice 
that I know these three nominees will 
help deliver. The oversight and judg-
ment of a thoughtful and fair judge is 
paramount. 

Our democracy depends on the 
public’s faith in the judiciary. That is 
why I am committed to building a 
bench of judges who will better reflect 
and understand the districts, the 
States, and the country that they 
serve. I am proud to take another step 
toward that goal by supporting the 
confirmations of these three judges, 
and I urge all of our colleagues to do 
the same. 

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

ator from Georgia. 
ONE-YEAR ANNIVERSARY OF GEORGIA 

SHOOTINGS 
Mr. WARNOCK. Mr. President, I rise 

today to reflect on a dark day in Geor-
gia’s recent history. 

One year ago today, a hateful act of 
violence shook Metropolitan Atlanta 
and reverberated across our State, our 
country, and indeed the world. In the 
span of just a few hours, our sense of 
safety and sanctuary was pierced by 
bullets of hate and fear. Eight precious 
people lost their lives—eight people 
who were loved by their families, their 
friends, their children; eight people 
with their own successes and struggles, 
hopes, and dreams. 

We speak their names: Soon Chung 
Park, Hyun Jung Grant, Suncha Kim, 
Yong Ae Yue, Delaina Ashley Yaun 
Gonzalez, Paul Andre Michels, Xiaojie 
Tan, Daoyou Feng. 

My heart aches for these Georgians 
and their families for whom I am sure 
the wounds are still fresh. They were 
the victims of unconscionable, sense-
less hate. 

As a pastor, I believe in the sacred 
worth of every human being—that we 
are a strange admixture of dust and di-
vinity, of sod and sky, of beauty and 
possibility. 

So I will ask now for all of my col-
leagues and everyone who can to join 
me in taking a moment of silence to 
remember these eight Georgians and to 
pray, each in our own way, for their 
families. 

(Moment of silence.) 
Thank you. 

VIOLENCE AGAINST ASIAN AMERICANS 
Mr. President, importantly, I must 

mention that this unspeakable vio-
lence was visited largely upon Geor-
gia’s Asian-American community and 
especially on women of Asian descent. 
Unfortunately, this hateful act that 
horrified Atlanta is not isolated; it is 
part of a larger trend. 

Last year, anti-Asian hate crimes in-
creased 339 percent. Think about that— 
in 1 year, a 339-percent increase in 
anti-Asian hate crimes. It is a sobering 
statistic, and it should remind all of us 
of our shared duty in our democracy to 
stay committed to peace, an active 
peace, that recognizes that we are in 
this together. 

It was Martin Niemoller, the pastor 
during Hitler’s Third Reich, who said: 

First they came for the Communists, and I 
did not speak . . . because I was not a Com-
munist. 

Then they came for the Socialists, and I 
did not speak . . . because I was not a Social-
ist. 

Then they came for the Trade Unionists, 
and I did not speak . . . because I was not a 
Trade Unionist. 

Then they came for the Jews, and I did not 
speak . . . because I was not a Jew. 

Then they came for me, and there was no 
one left to speak. . . . 

So this is a tragedy, in a real sense, 
visited upon all of us. 

As a student of history and a voice 
for our State and the Senate, I know 
Georgians understand all too well how 
hate and misplaced anger can hurt our 
communities and how certain parts of 
our community are so easily 
scapegoated and lose their sense of 
sanctuary. And then when that hap-
pens, all of us lose a piece of ourselves. 
So I want to say to my AAPI sisters, 
brothers, and neighbors that I see you, 
and, more importantly, I will continue 
to stand with you against hate and vio-
lence wherever it rears its ugly head. 

That is why I cosponsored and fought 
to pass the COVID–19 Hate Crimes Act 
and to get it signed into law, directing 
more resources to ensure our commu-
nities have what they need to seek jus-
tice whenever and wherever hate and 
crime rear their ugly heads. 

I am especially proud that my col-
leagues worked with me to include a 
provision in this legislation that names 
and acknowledges the pain and experi-
ences of Georgia’s AAPI community 
specifically and makes sure we never 
forget the names attached to the lives 
and the families we lost in the horrific 
shootings in Atlanta 1 year ago today. 

And that is why I am pushing here in 
the Senate to confirm a U.S. attorney 
for the northern district of our State, a 
post that is integral to helping Geor-
gians stop crime and pursue justice. 

The terrible act of violence and hate 
we witnessed on March 16, 2021, ought 
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to remind us all that we all have a 
stake in each other’s well-being. 

Georgia’s greatest son, that great 
American, Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., 
said it best: We are tied in a single gar-
ment of destiny, caught up in ‘‘an ines-
capable network of mutuality.’’ ‘‘What-
ever affects one directly, affects all in-
directly.’’ ‘‘I cannot be all that I ought 
to be until you are all that you ought 
to be, and you cannot be all that you 
ought to be until I am all that I ought 
to be.’’ 

And so let us continue working to-
gether to stop Asian hate, to stop the 
scapegoating, and to create what Dr. 
King called the beloved community—a 
community where everybody, no mat-
ter their skin color, ethnicity, sexual 
orientation, or religious background, 
can live a life of fulfillment and joy 
without fear of facing hate. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 

ROSEN). The Senator from Oklahoma. 
BORDER SECURITY 

Mr. LANKFORD. Madam President, 
there are a lot of things going on in the 
world right now—a lot. What is hap-
pening in Ukraine; Russian aggression; 
continuing talk about the continual 
challenges of communist China; deal-
ing with COVID–19 and its effects still 
worldwide, still here in the United 
States; still lots of people very frus-
trated on transportation mandates—on 
the masks, I should say; other vaccine 
mandates that are still out there; we 
have a 7—almost 8—percent now infla-
tion rate that is in the country; cost of 
living is going up; all the energy 
issues—there are so many things that 
we are dealing with around this body of 
late. 

I want to bring something to the 
middle of this conversation that I don’t 
want us to forget about because the 
media seemed to have pushed it all to 
the back burner. And I have even had 
people recently catch me and say, Ap-
parently, things are going much better 
on our southern border because I don’t 
hear about it anymore. Well, it has not 
gotten better. And I want to bring a 
couple of issues and one in particular 
that I am very concerned about of 
where things are going right now, on 
our enforcement on the southern bor-
der. 

This chart walks through the last 10 
years of illegal crossings that had been 
actually apprehended, engaged—the 
new term is ‘‘encountered’’ that the 
Biden administration is using. This is 
over the last 10 years, and this is quar-
ter by quarter of what has actually oc-
curred. 

You will see the rise and fall over 
multiple times. You will see spikes 
that have happened. But right there, 
that spot, is when President Biden was 
elected. That is that date. His election 
is there, and this is what has occurred 
since that time period. 

Instead of seeing a big dropoff just in 
the last couple of months, we have only 
seen it go down, but not even close to 
the highest peaks in the past. 

To give you a point of reference on 
that, since January of 2021, we have 
had 2,355,000 people whom we have ‘‘en-
countered’’ on the southwest border— 
folks who have illegally crossed our 
border. These are not just record num-
bers; these are alltime high numbers— 
nothing even close to the number of 
people who are illegally crossing the 
border. 

Now, this is on the southern border. 
And there are two facts I want to be 
able to add to this, the first of which is 
what is happening inside the country: 
That would be ICE removals. 

This is since 2015, the ICE removals 
that have been done every year during 
the Obama administration, during the 
Trump administration, and then during 
the first year of the Biden administra-
tion. So not only do we have 2.3 million 
people who have illegally come to our 
border and crossed it that we have en-
countered, but it is an alltime low of 
actual deportations that are happening 
right now as well. 

So not only on our southern border 
are we seeing record numbers of high 
coming in inside the country, it is 
record-low numbers actually being de-
ported out. 

This is by design. This is not acci-
dental. The policies that have been put 
in place on our southern border were 
put in place to encourage people, quite 
frankly, to be able to cross the border, 
knowing full well that when you get in-
side, you won’t actually be deported. 

There is only one policy that is set 
out there that has been in the middle 
of this that has changed the dynamic 
at all, and it is a policy most Ameri-
cans never even heard of. It is called 
title 42 expulsions. Quite frankly, prob-
ably most of the folks in this room 
have never heard of title 42 expulsions. 
It is a new term, so I want to be able 
to walk through it a little bit. 

Starting in March of 2020—just 2 
years ago—when COVID started to ac-
celerate worldwide, the Surgeon Gen-
eral made a recommendation through 
the CDC, through HHS, to the Presi-
dent to be able to say we have a world-
wide pandemic that is occurring. Here 
is title 42 of the Public Health Service 
Act. It says: 

Whenever the Surgeon General determines 
that by reason of the existence of any com-
municable disease in a foreign country, there 
is serious danger of the introduction of such 
disease into the United States, and that . . . 
danger is so increased by the introduction of 
persons or property from [that] country that 
a suspension of the right to introduce such 
persons and property is required in the inter-
est of the public health, the Surgeon Gen-
eral, in accordance with regulations ap-
proved by the President, shall have the 
power to prohibit . . . the introduction of 
persons and property from such countries or 
places [that they] shall designate . . . to 
[avoid] such danger. 

In March of 2020, the Trump adminis-
tration said: We have got a concern 
dealing with individuals crossing our 
border illegally. They are coming from 
all over the world. There is COVID all 
over the world. There are some au-

thorities that you go through that you 
can actually say some of these folks 
can be turned around immediately. 

The Surgeon General, HHS, and the 
President agreed that we are going to 
turn people around at the border imme-
diately. So the Trump administration 
did that. 

And, by the way, right there is Presi-
dent Biden’s inauguration. His HHS 
also agreed with this same policy of 
title 42 to say: We have a serious risk 
from COVID, so we should also turn 
people around in numbers at the border 
and send them back home. 

This is the number under the Biden 
administration of individuals who have 
been turned around. 

Let me give you a perspective. Of the 
2.3 million people who have been en-
countered at our border since the be-
ginning of the Biden administration, 56 
percent of those folks have been lit-
erally turned around at the border and 
told, You cannot enter under title 42 
authority—56 percent of the people. So 
44 percent of the people have been al-
lowed to be able to come into our coun-
try. 

Let me set this in context because I 
am throwing a lot of numbers out at 
everybody. I want you to remember all 
the news reports from last year, all of 
the overcrowding in the Donna, TX, fa-
cility that we saw, all of the people 
crammed underneath the bridge in the 
Rio Grande Valley, all of those folks 
who piled across the border in massive 
numbers that we saw coming into the 
United States—that represented only 
44 percent of the people illegally cross-
ing our border because they were al-
lowed in. 

I bring this up because as of right 
now, we have heard that DHS, the 
President, and HHS are considering 
canceling title 42. If that occurs, we 
won’t have 1 million people illegally 
crossing our border and released into 
the United States; within months, we 
will have 2 million. And all that you 
saw last summer of the flood of peo-
ple—that 44 percent—imagine what 
that looks like more than doubled this 
summer. 

The conversation is we are getting 
toward the backside of COVID. Iron-
ically enough, while the President just 
extended the transportation require-
ment for masks—again—while the 
President just asked for billions of dol-
lars of additional money because we 
need vaccines worldwide to be able to 
distribute more vaccines worldwide to 
be able to fight COVID, while we are 
still dealing with all the additional 
surge rise and falls in other countries— 
in fact, just within the last couple of 
days, China has gone back into 
lockdown based on new COVID cases in 
China—while all of that is occurring 
worldwide, apparently, the President is 
looking to cancel title 42. 

And when I have asked what will re-
place that policy, the answer has come 
back to me: We are not sure yet. That 
tells me nothing is actually the plan to 
replace this. That is a problem. 
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What happens when title 42 goes 

away? An extra million people come 
into the country illegally, remem-
bering that when all of those folks 
come into the country, apparently, the 
Biden administration also has no plan 
to deport them. 

Where are we right now with the 
number of people that have illegally 
crossed our border, and where are they 
from? Let me give you a quick map. 

This is a map of all the countries in 
the past year—just in the past year— 
who have illegally crossed our border. 
In the white there is the United States. 
In the red are the countries that we 
have seen people illegally cross our 
border. If you want to squint at that 
map, let me just give you shorthand for 
it. It is every country in the world. 

Last year, we had individuals from 
literally every country in the world il-
legally cross our southern border. Yes, 
that includes China; that includes 
North Korea; that includes Iran. It in-
cludes them all. 

Interestingly enough, just in the 
last—well, not the last 3 months but 
the last 4 months that we have had 
records on it—that would be October, 
November, December, and January— 
just in those last 4 months that we 
have those records, we have 6,400 Rus-
sian citizens who illegally crossed our 
southern border. Just in the last 4 
months we have records, there were 
6,400 Russian citizens. 

We have people from all over the 
world who are illegally crossing our 
southern border because people know, 
if you get across the border, you are in. 
When title 42 goes away, this acceler-
ates even more. It is an open invitation 
because 56 percent of the people were 
turned around, 44 percent of the people 
were released into the country—by the 
way, that is over a million so far—that 
goes away. Then they all get in. 

What happens at that point? Those 
individuals are told that they can 
make a request for asylum, even 
though our statistics show 91 percent 
of the people who request asylum are 
actually coming for economic reasons, 
not actually true asylum—91 percent. 

Those individuals are released into 
the country. They are told to be able to 
sign up for a hearing date, and they 
can do their hearing anywhere they 
want in the United States. They are 
given a hearing date, currently, 6 years 
in the future—6 years. So they will be 
traveling in our country anywhere 
they want to go for the next 6 years 
waiting on their hearing. 

By the way, if they don’t show up for 
their hearing, apparently there is no 
plan to be able to actually go get them, 
if they don’t show up for their hearing, 
because, right now, ICE is not remov-
ing people. So they are just released, 
and when they are released into the 
country, they can immediately text 
friends back home and say: I am in. 
Here is what I said. Here is where I 
crossed. Here is the cartel member 
whom I paid on the southern border to 
be able to get me through. I am in. Fol-

low my same path; you will have the 
same result. 

What can be done about this? Well, 
let me just highlight a couple of 
things, and then I want to talk about 
this more. 

First things first—don’t end title 42. 
We still have a worldwide pandemic. 
Until there is a plan of what is actually 
going to occur next on our southern 
border, don’t end title 42. 

This is the time for the President and 
Ali Mayorkas and all the leadership to 
put up a pause and to say: The chaos 
that happened last year was only 44 
percent of the people crossing our 
southern border. We do not have, phys-
ically, the capability to be able to han-
dle that many people. Do not cancel 
title 42. 

The second thing is the ‘‘Remain in 
Mexico’’ policy. The ‘‘Remain in Mex-
ico’’ policy that actually started under 
President Trump, President Biden set 
aside, and Federal courts stepped back 
in and told this administration: You 
have to put back in place the ‘‘Remain 
in Mexico’’ policy. So they chose to do 
it. 

I have talked to this body before 
about what they did. The Biden admin-
istration said: OK. We will follow the 
court order. We will reinstate the ‘‘Re-
main in Mexico’’ policy. 

They have reinstated that policy the 
last 3 months. They have put up three 
different facilities. Actually, now there 
are four total facilities. I visited one of 
them in Brownsville, TX. That facility 
has six courtrooms. Each courtroom is 
set up to handle 22 people at a time, 
plus their attorneys, plus all the ancil-
lary services. Six of those they have 
got set up. They have individual meet-
ing spaces set up for 120 people to meet 
individually with their attorney. So 120 
rooms, 6 courtrooms that are all set 
up, and all the ancillary everything 
around it as well, and we have now got 
4 different locations for that. 

Of the half a million people who have 
illegally crossed our border in the time 
that they have set up the new MPP 
courtrooms—of the half a million peo-
ple who have crossed illegally during 
that time period, so far, the Biden ad-
ministration has pulled out 1,569 of 
them to evaluate if they would go into 
the ‘‘Remain in Mexico’’ policy. Of 
those, 893 they actually put in the sys-
tem. Of those, they have actually had 
494 of those who at some point came 
back and said: We have changed our 
mind. We talked to attorneys. We have 
a new way to be able to get out of it. 

We are trying to get the actual num-
ber of people who have actually gone 
through the ‘‘Remain in Mexico’’ pol-
icy and who have actually qualified for 
it, while we have 4 different locations, 
each of them with 6 courtrooms, 120 
meeting spaces. But what we are find-
ing is, really, a handful of people actu-
ally have ‘‘qualified’’ for the ‘‘Remain 
in Mexico’’ policy out of half a million 
people during that time period. 

The simple answer is that the Biden 
administration is spending millions 

and millions of taxpayer dollars setting 
up the MPP Program that the court 
has required them to do, but they have 
made so many exceptions to it, no one 
actually qualifies. So they are trying 
to please the court by saying ‘‘We are 
following your order,’’ waste American 
tax dollars, while we continue to see 
record numbers of people crossing the 
border. That is a waste. 

If we are going to stop this, keep 
title 42 in place until you have a re-
sponse to what you are going to do in-
stead. Actually run the MPP Program 
as the court has instructed you to do 
rather than playing games with Amer-
ican tax dollars and with the system 
here. 

I would also encourage you to put the 
‘‘Safe Third Country’’ policy back in 
place. The previous administration had 
actually created a relationship with 
multiple other countries so that as in-
dividuals traveled through other coun-
tries to get to the United States, they 
could make asylum requests in those 
locations, because we understand—be-
cause we know the law in this body— 
the law is very clear on the inter-
national standards on this. 

If you are going to request asylum, 
you go to the next safe country, and 
you request asylum. If they are trav-
eling through five countries or they are 
traveling literally across the globe to 
get to the United States from every-
where else so they can request asylum, 
that is not asylum; that is economic 
opportunity. 

By the way, don’t blame them for 
coming to the greatest country in the 
world to get economic opportunity—ex-
cept that is not asylum, and we all 
know it. So why don’t we actually 
treat it exactly as we all see it? 

If you would like to come to the 
greatest country in the world, wonder-
ful. Go through the legal process of 
that. We allow a million people a year 
to legally become citizens of the 
United States, going through the legal 
process. Do that. But for the billions of 
people who wake up every day wishing 
they were in the United States, I don’t 
blame you. But we welcome people 
when they come through legally in this 
process, and we do with open arms wel-
come people who come through legally. 

There are ways to be able to address 
this, but my first concern today is to 
be able to speak to this administration 
and to be able to say: The title 42 piece 
is essential to maintain. Do not let go 
of this until you have a solution to 
what is happening at the border, or the 
chaos at the border will be even worse 
this summer than it was last summer, 
and it is on you for not enforcing the 
border. 

I want to keep this conversation 
going in the days ahead, but as of now, 
I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

SUNSHINE WEEK 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I 

come to the floor today to celebrate 
what we say annually is Sunshine 
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Week, a very important week in our 
system of self-government. For the last 
17 years, advocacy groups, good-gov-
ernment watchdogs, media organiza-
tions, and many Members of this body 
have joined forces to observe the im-
portance of transparency in govern-
ment and freedom of information. As a 
longtime champion for open, accessible 
government, I speak today in support 
of what we all ought to consider endur-
ing principles. 

Sunshine Week coincides each year 
with March 16. That is the day one of 
our Nation’s Founding Fathers and 
fourth President of the United States 
James Madison was born. Madison is 
widely known as the father of the Con-
stitution and the Bill of Rights. From 
his writings, particularly in the Fed-
eralist Papers, you might say he was 
the architect who framed our system of 
checks and balances. Madison believed 
all powers of the government are de-
rived of, by, and for the people, and 
that is what brings me to the floor 
today. 

The public has a right to know what 
their government is doing and how it is 
spending tax dollars. There are very 
few things in government that should 
be kept secret: national security, so we 
don’t tell our enemies what we are 
going to do; the privacy of American 
citizens; and some intelligence-gath-
ering information. I will bet that is 1 
percent of everything the government 
is involved in. Yet there are some peo-
ple who think that a lot more ought to 
be classified or secret, et cetera, et 
cetera. 

So we have the Freedom of Informa-
tion Act that is to protect the public’s 
right to know. Through Freedom of In-
formation Act requests, everyday 
Americans can ask a Federal Agency 
for information. Unfortunately, now— 
and it is a growing problem—Federal 
Agencies seem to have the unstated 
goal of releasing as little information 
as possible to the public. 

Agencies rely on exemptions to 
FOIA, the Freedom of Information Act, 
to withhold information. A 2021 Gov-
ernment Accountability Office study 
found this: that Federal Agencies use 
FOIA exemptions to avoid disclosing 
documents. That problem has doubled 
between 2012 and 2019. 

Most Americans may not be familiar 
with the section of the code that we 
call the (b)(3) FOIA exemption, and, of 
course, they don’t have to be aware of 
this, but they should know that it is 
the most used justification by the Fed-
eral Government to withhold informa-
tion from the public. 

The increase in the use of this FOIA 
exemption to withhold information 
from the public is unacceptable to me, 
and it ought to be unacceptable to any-
body who believes that we should not 
have secrecy in government. 

In another recent report, the Govern-
ment Accountability Office found that 
FOIA request backlogs increased by 
nearly 20 percent in just the 1 year of 
2019 to 2020. In fact, backlogged FOIA 

requests are up 97 percent since 2012. 
Sixteen Federal Agencies had more 
than 1,000 backlogged FOIA requests. 
They account for 94 percent of back-
logged requests across the entire gov-
ernment. 

Federal Agencies ought to do bet-
ter—must do better—and we must all 
work to ensure that they are respond-
ing appropriately and within a reason-
able time for FOIA requests. 

Congressional oversight is part of our 
constitutional assignment: to protect 
the power of the purse and ensure laws 
are faithfully enforced. 

Finally, we must acknowledge the 
important role that citizens play who 
bravely come forward, often at great 
professional risk, to report wrongdoing 
in our efforts to prevent waste, fraud, 
and abuse. I have often said that whis-
tleblowers are the best line of defense 
against government waste. No one 
shines a brighter light on waste, fraud, 
and abuse than whistleblowers. And 
why might that be? Because they are 
down in the bowels of the government 
where maybe the heads of the Agencies 
don’t know something wrong is going 
on, and they are able to point it out— 
the whistleblowers are. 

That is why I introduced legislation 
this Congress to strengthen the False 
Claims Act. I got the False Claims Act 
passed in 1986. Since then, that act has 
helped government recover $70 billion 
in fraud. 

Last year, I asked the Department of 
Veterans Affairs about allegations that 
VA employees leaked potentially mar-
ket-sensitive information, and then do 
you know what they did? They retali-
ated against these whistleblowers. 
Nearly 1 year later, I haven’t received 
any answers, and I assume I am not 
going to receive any answers because it 
is an embarrassment to the VA. 

As a cofounder and cochairman of the 
Whistleblower Protection Caucus, I 
lead efforts from Capitol Hill to 
strengthen protections and raise 
awareness for what often is an uphill 
battle for whistleblowers. 

I want you to know how I feel whis-
tleblowers are treated by their very 
own government, how they are treated 
just because they want the government 
to do what the government is supposed 
to be doing under the laws, and they 
want the money spent the way Con-
gress intends for the money to be 
spent. These whistleblowers who point 
out that wrongdoing are treated by the 
bureaucracy like skunks at a picnic. 

This U.S. Senator will continue shin-
ing spotlight on waste, fraud, and 
abuse at the Pentagon, and I am going 
to do it elsewhere, as well. I will con-
tinue advocating for whistleblowers 
with every tool at my disposal. 

And as an Iowa farmer, I know why 
farmers make hay when the sun shines, 
and that is a good lesson for good gov-
ernment. Sunshine helps hold govern-
ment accountable to the people. 

Let me repeat that again: Trans-
parency brings accountability. 

EB–5 REFORM AND INTEGRITY ACT OF 2022 
Madam President, I have another 

point I would like to make. We were 
able to pass something with the Omni-
bus appropriations bill that I have been 
working on in a bipartisan way for 
years. It was a program that was 
abused, and we finally got together— 
Senator LEAHY and I—to finally win 
what we have been trying to do for 
years. 

So I am here to speak about reforms 
to the EB–5 investor visa program that 
were included in last week’s Omnibus 
bill. I also addressed this issue before 
the vote, but I would like to follow up 
on that statement with some brief re-
marks about how important this is 
after years of fighting to get it done. 

First, this wouldn’t have been done 
without working with my friend and 
colleague Senator LEAHY. So I thank 
him. He worked with me for several 
years on reforming this EB–5 program. 
Senator LEAHY, as well as his staff, 
have put in a great deal of time and 
work on a number of legislative efforts 
to reform the EB–5 program. I appre-
ciate the partnership that we had on 
this issue for those many years. 

As I mentioned in my previous state-
ment on the day the bill passed, Con-
gress originally authorized the EB–5 
Regional Center Program in 1992 as a 
pilot program and as an outgrowth of 
the EB–5 investor visa that was created 
by Congress 2 years before that, in 1990. 

When the EB–5 visa and regional cen-
ter programs were established, Con-
gress intended for them to spur invest-
ment in, No. 1, rural areas, and, No. 2, 
in economically depressed areas. I em-
phasize rural and economically de-
pressed areas because this whole pro-
gram, over a period of the next 20 
years, evolved into a program far re-
moved from the original goals. Senator 
LEAHY and I recognized that 5 or 6 
years ago. But to get around all of the 
interest groups that have something to 
do with the EB–5 program, and particu-
larly those who are enriching them-
selves from it, it is hard to get changes 
made here in the Congress of the 
United States. 

Thank God we were fortunate not to 
get the EB–5 program extended from 
year to year because that is what hap-
pened for 4 or 5 years as we were work-
ing on these reforms. You just ex-
tended it and let the fraud and abuse of 
the law go on. But, finally, about a 
year ago, we kept that program from 
being extended year to year and forced 
people to sit down and talk to us in a 
responsible way to get to where we are 
today. 

It is unfortunate that the EB–5 Re-
gional Center Program, in particular, 
has been plagued with all this fraud 
and abuse. Rampant and abusive gerry-
mandering of the EB–5 program’s tar-
geted employment areas also under-
mined congressional intent that lower 
investment thresholds be a tool for 
channeling investment into areas that 
truly need it. Those are the rural areas 
and the economically depressed areas 
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of our country. Gerrymandering under-
mined the whole purpose of the pro-
gram. 

Another problem that the reforms 
addressed was that EB–5 investment 
levels had not been adjusted by Con-
gress since 1990, and they should have 
been adjusted for the inflation that has 
taken place since then, and our act 
does make some adjustment in that 
area. It doesn’t quite make up for all 
the inflation we have had since 1990, 
but it is still better than if we had gone 
with those 1990 figures. 

The EB–5 Reform and Integrity Act 
of 2022, which was included in the Om-
nibus bill, will address a number of 
these issues. The bill, which Senator 
LEAHY and I primarily authored, for-
mally repeals the pilot program cre-
ated by Congress in 1992 and codifies in 
its place a new Regional Center Pro-
gram reflecting a number of reforms 
that we pursued for many years. These 
reforms will help to crack down on 
fraud and abuse that have plagued the 
program for far too many years. 

As I said in my previous statement, 
all EB–5 regional centers that had op-
erated under the lapsed and repealed 
pilot program will be expected to seek 
a new regional center designation. In 
that process, they will have to certify 
compliance with all the relevant re-
quirements and reforms laid out in our 
bill, now law, in order to receive such 
a designation. 

Additionally, for the first time since 
1990, the bill statutorily raises EB–5 in-
vestment levels and mandates that 
they be adjusted for inflation every 5 
years so we don’t have what has hap-
pened in the last 30 years using 1990 fig-
ures for investment. 

The legislation also codifies certain 
aspects of the 2019 EB–5 Immigrant In-
vestor Program modernization rule. 
Specifically, the bill codifies the 2019 
rule’s definition of a ‘‘high unemploy-
ment’’ targeted employment area and 
allows only the Department of Home-
land Security to make such a designa-
tion. 

The so-called ‘‘doughnut’’ targeted 
employment area model from the 2019 
rule will significantly limit the num-
ber of census tracts that may be used 
to seek designation as a high unem-
ployment area. 

This targeted employment area 
model, combined with exclusive au-
thority of the Department of Homeland 
Security to make ‘‘high unemploy-
ment’’ targeted employment area des-
ignations, should then crack down on 
the targeted employment area gerry-
mandering, which gerrymandering has 
long deprived the rural and the eco-
nomically distressed areas of the in-
vestment that Congress intended when 
Congress passed that legislation—now, 
I guess, 30 years ago. 

Listen to this next point. I want the 
Department of Homeland Security to 
pay attention to this. It is also my be-
lief and expectation that the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security should re-
serve ‘‘high unemployment’’ targeted 

employment area designations for cen-
sus tracts that have experienced per-
sistently high unemployment for a 
number of years rather than just brief 
spikes in unemployment due to tem-
porary and extraordinary cir-
cumstances, such as what you could 
have because of the COVID–19 pan-
demic, as just one example. 

Finally, the legislation puts in place 
specific visa set-asides for rural area 
projects, high unemployment area 
projects, and infrastructure projects. 
The visa set-aside for infrastructure 
projects is limited to true public infra-
structure projects; that is, in further 
explanation, those that benefit the 
public and the American people, not 
public-private partnerships or projects 
for private businesses. 

I will continue to monitor the imple-
mentation of this bill, as well as devel-
opments in the EB–5 program over 
coming months and years. 

This bill was titled the EB–5 Reform 
and Integrity Act of 2022. It is the re-
sult of years of hard work, and I hope 
it brings real reform to a program 
badly in need of that reform. I am 
grateful that it was included in the 
Omnibus bill and was happy, after all 
of these years, to see meaningful re-
form of the EB–5 program finally 
signed into law. 

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. THUNE. Madam President, I ask 

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

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

INFLATION 
Mr. THUNE. Madam President, on 

Thursday, the February inflation num-
bers were released, and the news wasn’t 
pretty. Inflation for February was 7.9 
percent, the highest inflation since 
January of 1982—January of 1982, 40 
years ago. We are in the grip of the 
worst inflation in 40 years. 

American families have been hit hard 
by this crisis as the price of everyday 
necessities has soared, and energy 
prices, particularly gas prices, are one 
of the top challenges facing Americans. 
Energy prices are up 25 percent on av-
erage from a year ago. Electricity is up 
9 percent. Propane, kerosene, and fire 
wood are up 19 percent. Utility gas 
services are up 23 percent, and prices at 
the pump for gasoline are up 38 per-
cent. 

The national average for a gallon of 
gas was $4.31 on Tuesday, up from $2.86 
a year ago. That is $1.45 more per gal-
lon. That is a big problem for American 
families. That is a big problem for our 
entire economy. 

High energy prices don’t just have an 
impact when Americans fill up their 
cars; they affect prices across the econ-
omy. High energy prices drive up the 
cost of operating a factory. They drive 
up the cost of raw materials, and they 

drive up the cost of getting goods to 
customers. 

President Biden would like to blame 
the inflation situation, particularly 
high energy prices, on Vladimir Putin. 
I don’t need to tell anyone how ludi-
crous that is. Our inflation crisis has 
been going on for a year. Vladimir 
Putin invaded Ukraine 3 weeks ago. I 
am afraid passing the buck to Putin 
doesn’t hold water. 

Now, it is true that the uncertainty 
surrounding Putin’s war and cor-
responding sanctions on Russia are 
partly to blame for the most recent 
spike in gas prices. But had gas prices 
been lower to start with, Americans 
wouldn’t be feeling the sanctions-trig-
gered bump to the extent that they 
are. 

Democrats’ American Rescue Plan 
spending spree helped create our infla-
tion crisis. Americans need to look no 
further than the White House when 
wondering how the United States, a re-
cent net exporter of energy, is not on 
stronger footing to weather these tu-
multuous times. 

The President has pursued an energy 
agenda that has done next to nothing 
to help drive energy prices down and is, 
in fact, almost guaranteed to increase 
energy prices long term and increase 
our reliance on foreign sources of oil. 

From the moment he took office, the 
President sent a negative signal to en-
ergy producers by making it clear that 
his administration was not going to be 
embracing conventional energy produc-
tion. 

He set the tone for his administra-
tion on day 1 by canceling the Key-
stone XL Pipeline—an environmentally 
responsible pipeline project that was 
already underway and that was to be 
paired with $1.7 billion in private in-
vestment and renewable energy to fully 
offset its operating emissions. 

He also almost immediately froze 
new oil and gas leases on Federal lands, 
sending a clear signal to oil and gas 
producers that his administration 
would be reluctant to work with them 
to increase American energy produc-
tion. 

Now, President Biden has recently 
been touting the number of available 
permits for oil and gas development, 
which is positive as far as it goes, but 
new permits have dropped precipi-
tously this year. And issuing permits 
alone isn’t enough to get development 
going. 

The Biden administration has thrown 
up roadblock after roadblock to actual 
energy development. Companies are 
struggling to break through regulatory 
redtape to actually get oil and gas de-
velopment up and running. For exam-
ple, they have struggled to obtain right 
of way to build essential development 
infrastructure, like access roads to oil 
rig sites. They are also struggling to 
get timely pipeline permits to trans-
port the oil and gas that they extract. 

Unfortunately, they know exactly 
how this administration feels about 
building pipelines. And the Biden ad-
ministration is fully responsible for 
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these problems. The administration 
has the ability to immediately take ac-
tion to expedite American oil and gas 
development by clearing away the red-
tape that companies are facing. 

It is refusing to do so. Instead, Presi-
dent Biden seems ready to increase our 
reliance on energy imports from des-
potic governments in volatile areas of 
the world. That is not acceptable. En-
ergy independence, relying on home-
grown production instead of foreign en-
ergy sources, is key for a number of 
reasons. 

For starters, energy security is na-
tional security. The more we rely on 
imports from other countries, the more 
that we are dependent on those coun-
tries. We have seen that during the 
current conflict in Ukraine. European 
companies like Germany have been un-
able to divest from Russian energy be-
cause they rely on that production. 

Without Russian energy, more than 
one country in Europe would face a 
dire energy shortage—as Putin is well 
aware. We don’t want to give another 
country that much power over us. 

Energy independence, and the robust 
energy production that comes with it, 
also reduces the risk to Americans 
from price hikes in the global market. 
The more oil and gas the United States 
produces as a share of the global mar-
ket, the more we are able to influence 
global supply, which is the leading 
driver of cost. 

The Biden administration has not 
been good for American energy inde-
pendence. We have increased our reli-
ance on foreign sources of energy dur-
ing this administration, including our 
reliance on Russian energy production. 

And now that we have banned Rus-
sian energy imports, President Biden 
seems ready to replace Russian energy, 
not with increased American produc-
tion but with oil and gas from human 
rights-challenged countries like Ven-
ezuela. 

I realize that President Biden and 
many Democrats would like to see the 
United States focus solely on alter-
native energy production, but the fact 
of the matter is that we are a long way 
from being able to rely exclusively on 
alternative energy technologies. 
Whether Democrats like it or not, our 
country is going to need oil and nat-
ural gas for quite a while yet, and all of 
Democrats’ wishful thinking isn’t 
going to change that. 

The answer is not to get that oil and 
natural gas from despots in volatile 
areas of the world but to get it from 
American energy production. 

President Biden and his administra-
tion may not be solely to blame for 
high gas prices, but they have the 
power. They have the power to help 
lower energy prices by unleashing 
American energy production—all of it, 
both alternative and conventional—and 
they are responsible for their failure to 
do so. 

We need an ‘‘all of the above’’ energy 
policy that embraces everything from 
oil and gas to hydroelectric and nu-

clear, to solar and wind. And when it 
comes to alternative energy produc-
tion, we need to invest in all proven 
clean energy technologies, not just the 
administration’s preferred technologies 
like electric vehicles. The administra-
tion has neglected important clean en-
ergy technologies like biofuels, which 
have demonstrated significant emis-
sions reductions versus conventional 
gasoline. 

As a resident of a rural state, I would 
like to see the administration get seri-
ous about leveraging agriculture as an 
energy solution and work to expand 
biofuel production and consumption. 
This means not only setting robust 
blending targets and rejecting specious 
small refinery exemptions but approv-
ing advanced fuels from corn kernel 
fiber and restoring the year-round sale 
of E15. 

Last week, I led a letter to the Presi-
dent with the Democratic whip and col-
leagues from both parties urging the 
President to enable E15 to be sold dur-
ing the upcoming travel season to pro-
vide Americans with a lower cost fuel 
that would help displace Russian oil. 

Yesterday, the President’s Press Sec-
retary said that ‘‘E15 was on the 
menu.’’ Well, it deserves real consider-
ation. American drivers can’t afford for 
the President not to take action. The 
President could get us on a path to 
lower energy prices today—today—by 
announcing that his administration 
will get serious about expediting Amer-
ican production of oil and natural gas. 
If he fails to do so, then he really will 
be responsible for the prices that 
Americans are facing at the pump and 
for the hit that our national security 
will take from our increasing reliance 
on foreign sources of energy. 

I hope the President will decide to 
unleash American production and put 
our Nation on a path to long-term en-
ergy independence. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 

BALDWIN). Pursuant to rule XXII, the 
Chair lays before the Senate the pend-
ing cloture motion, which the clerk 
will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 682, Ruth 
Bermudez Montenegro, of California, to be 
United States District Judge for the South-
ern District of California. 

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin, 
Gary C. Peters, Edward J. Markey, Ben 
Ray Luján, Martin Heinrich, Tammy 
Baldwin, Jacky Rosen, Jeff Merkley, 
Raphael G. Warnock, Michael F. Ben-
net, Tammy Duckworth, Angus S. 
King, Jr., Alex Padilla, Robert P. 
Casey, Jr., Margaret Wood Hassan, 
Patrick J. Leahy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Ruth Bermudez Montenegro, of Cali-
fornia, to be United States District 
Judge for the Southern District of Cali-
fornia, shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from New Hampshire (Mrs. 
SHAHEEN) is necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote or change their vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 57, 
nays 42, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 84 Ex.] 
YEAS—57 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Tillis 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—42 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 

Ernst 
Fischer 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
Moran 

Paul 
Portman 
Risch 
Romney 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—1 

Shaheen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 57, the nays are 42. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Ruth Bermudez Montenegro, 
of California, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the Southern District of 
California. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 

to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 678, Vic-
toria Marie Calvert, of Georgia, to be United 
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States District Judge for the Northern Dis-
trict of Georgia. 

Charles E. Schumer, Brian Schatz, Jack 
Reed, Angus S. King, Jr., Elizabeth 
Warren, Chris Van Hollen, Raphael G. 
Warnock, Jacky Rosen, Tim Kaine, 
Patty Murray, Margaret Wood Hassan, 
Tammy Duckworth, Alex Padilla, 
Tammy Baldwin, Mazie K. Hirono, 
Christopher A. Coons, Patrick J. 
Leahy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Victoria Marie Calvert, of Georgia, 
to be United States District Judge for 
the Northern District of Georgia, shall 
be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from New Hampshire (Mrs. 
SHAHEEN) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. PORTMAN). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52, 
nays 46, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 85 Ex.] 

YEAS—52 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—46 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 
Risch 

Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—2 

Portman Shaheen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER). On this vote, the yeas 
are 52, the nays are 46. 

The motion is agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The bill clerk read the nomination of 
Victoria Marie Calvert, of Georgia, to 
be United States District Judge for the 
Northern District of Georgia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—EXECUTIVE 

CALENDAR 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that notwith-
standing rule XXII, at 6:30 p.m. to-
night, the Senate vote on the cloture 
motions with respect to Executive Cal-
endar Nos. 683, 737, 679, 680, 681, 684, 685 
and 662; that at 11:45 a.m. tomorrow, 
March 17, the Senate vote on confirma-
tion of Executive Calendar Nos. 656 and 
738; that at 1:45 p.m. tomorrow, the 
Senate vote on the cloture motion with 
respect to Executive Calendar No. 677; 
finally, that if cloture is invoked on 
any of the nominations, all postcloture 
time be considered expired and the 
Senate vote on confirmation of the 
nominations at a time to be deter-
mined by the majority leader or his 
designee following consultation with 
the Republican leader. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE 

CALENDAR 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 

rise today to seek unanimous consent 
to confirm four nominees to posts that 
are critical—critical—to our response 
to Putin’s war against Ukraine. 

Through smoke and rubble and artil-
lery fire, Ukrainians are leaving their 
homes with nothing more than a back-
pack, nothing more than their children 
in their hands. 

Over the past 20 days, Vladimir 
Putin’s illegal and horrific assault on 
Ukraine has led more than 3 million 
refugees to flee into neighboring coun-
tries. Those who remain are suffering 
from a dire and deteriorating humani-
tarian situation. 

With Putin’s army blocking aid con-
voys, millions of Ukrainians are facing 
lack of water, food, and heat. Mean-
while, Putin orders unprovoked, un-
justified attacks on civilians—shelling 
apartment buildings, bombing mater-
nity hospitals, and destroying kinder-
gartens, committing atrocities 
throughout the country. 

The United States and the world 
have a duty to exact costs on Putin, to 
demand accountability for war crimes, 
and to provide aid for the millions of 
innocent Ukrainians who are suffering. 
If we want to rise to this challenge, if 
we want to respond to the mounting 
human suffering, one thing is clear: We 
need to have the people in place—the 
people the President has selected—to 
lead and carry out this work. Their 
leadership is critical in our response to 
the growing crisis in Ukraine and the 
looming refugee crisis across Eastern 
Europe. They will fight to defend 
human rights when they are violated. 
They will fight to defend democracy 
when it is attacked. They will make 
sure we maximize the pain and the 
price Putin pays for this heinous war. 

NOMINATION OF JAMES C. O’BRIEN 
Mr. President, that is why we must 

confirm Jim O’Brien. He is the Presi-

dent’s nominee for Coordinator for 
Sanctions. This is our most significant 
tool against Putin and his regime— 
sanctions. He is the President’s nomi-
nee for Coordinator for Sanctions. Once 
confirmed, he will enhance the Biden 
administration’s efforts with our allies 
and partners to impose devastating 
costs on Russia. 

To date, more than 30 nations have 
joined this cause. Countries have 
stepped up that we never would have 
expected. But the fight is not over. We 
have to keep up the pressure. We must 
keep up coordination. And we must en-
sure that we are implementing and en-
forcing sanctions in concert with doz-
ens of countries around the globe. 

Now, I know my Republican col-
leagues agree that this must be a top 
priority. I have heard it on the Foreign 
Relations Committee: We need to do 
more sanctions. I have heard it on the 
Senate floor. I have heard it in the con-
versations with my colleagues: We need 
to do even more. I know they want our 
sanctions to be as effective as possible, 
so to them, I say: Confirm Jim O’Brien 
today. 

NOMINATION OF JULIETA VALLS NOYES 
Mr. President, now I can also give 

you 3 million reasons why we must 
confirm Julieta Valls Noyes, the nomi-
nee to be the Assistant Secretary for 
the Bureau for Population, Refugees, 
and Migration—because 3 million peo-
ple have already fled their homes in 
Ukraine; 3 million people have left a 
war-torn country with their dreams 
shattered, their children traumatized— 
3 million people who have no idea what 
the future holds. Even as I speak, that 
number has surely been surpassed. 

There is a reason we have the Popu-
lation, Refugees, and Migration Bu-
reau. There is a reason the President 
selects a qualified nominee to lead it. 
Ms. Noyes is that person. It is a trav-
esty that Ms. Noyes’s nomination has 
been languishing on the Senate floor 
for 148 days because of Republican 
holds. 

We need a Senate-confirmed leader in 
place to take charge of the U.S. re-
sponse to the refugee crisis forming in 
Europe, as well as the crises that al-
ready exist around the world. We need 
someone to work alongside our Euro-
pean allies as they face the fastest 
growing refugee crisis in Europe since 
World War II. We need her confirmed 
today—not tomorrow, not next week, 
today. 

NOMINATION OF ERIN ELIZABETH MCKEE 
Mr. President, the humanitarian cri-

sis inside Ukraine is worsening every 
day. We can all see it for ourselves. 
You can see the images of Mariupol, 
where more than 200,000 civilians re-
main under siege, cut off from food, 
fighting for their lives. You can see the 
frightened faces of children crossing 
the border into Poland, carrying only a 
teddy bear and a change of clothes. 
This is a trauma they will struggle 
with for the rest of their lives. 

So it baffles me that we would wait 
another hour, let alone another day, to 
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even think about confirming Ambas-
sador Erin McKee as the Assistant Sec-
retary for Europe and Eurasia at 
USAID. The minute she gets in the 
door, the minute we send her to 
USAID, she will get to work on behalf 
of the millions of Ukrainians who are 
suffering. She will make sure that we 
are meeting basic needs and that we 
are helping Ukraine’s neighbors shoul-
der the burden of the crisis. Let her get 
to work. Let her help the people of 
Ukraine today. 

NOMINATION OF C.S. ELIOT KANG 
Mr. President, finally, there is a dan-

ger that Putin will unleash a chemical 
weapons attack against Ukraine. The 
Bureau of International Security and 
Nonproliferation has a crucial role to 
play here, not just to prevent the 
spread of chemical weapons but to help 
safeguard all nuclear materials and fa-
cilities in Ukraine. To do this, the 
nominee to be Assistant Secretary for 
that Bureau—International Security 
and Nonproliferation—Dr. Eliot Kang, 
would work with the Ukrainian Gov-
ernment, our allies, and the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency. But 
because of Republican delays, he has 
not yet been confirmed, despite the 
fact that he was nominated 328 days 
ago—328 days ago. Think about that. 
That was almost a year ago, and he has 
not yet been confirmed. 

Because we cannot wait, because the 
people of Ukraine cannot wait, I rise to 
seek unanimous consent for the con-
firmation of these four nominees. Each 
of them moved through the Foreign 
Relations Committee with bipartisan 
support. There is no reason for Repub-
licans to block their confirmation. The 
situation in Ukraine is dire, and our 
national security demands it. 

Because of that, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate consider the 
following nominations en bloc: Cal-
endar Nos. 462, 783, and 784; that the 
Senate vote on the nominations en bloc 
without intervening action or debate; 
that the motions to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table 
with no intervening action or debate; 
that any statements related to the 
nominations be printed in the RECORD; 
and that the President be immediately 
notified of the Senate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Florida. 
Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Mr. President, 

reserving the right to object, the Biden 
administration has failed to properly 
oversee the Pan American Health Orga-
nization, or PAHO. President Biden 
and Secretary Blinken know that 
PAHO has cooperated with the com-
munist regime in Cuba to traffic doc-
tors overseas, and they know that 
there are Cuban doctors who are trying 
to sue PAHO and hold their traffickers 
accountable. 

Here are the facts: In July 2013, the 
Cuban Ministry of Health signed an 
agreement with the Brazilian Ministry 
of Health to formalize an arrangement 
for Cuban doctors to provide medical 

services in Brazil. That agreement re-
quired the administration of former 
Brazilian President Dilma Rousseff to 
transmit a monthly payment through 
PAHO to the Cuban Ministry of Health 
for the medical services provided by 
each Cuban doctor serving in Brazil. It 
also prevented Cuban doctors from 
seeking employment in Brazil outside 
of the formal structure of the agree-
ment. 

More than 20,000 Cuban medical pro-
fessionals serving in Brazil under the 
Mais Médicos Program had their wages 
stolen by the Cuban Government and 
received only a small fraction of what 
they earned. Their family members 
were prohibited from accompanying 
them, and many had their passports 
confiscated. 

Cuban doctors were the only medical 
professionals participating in the Mais 
Médicos Program who had their sala-
ries directly garnished by their govern-
ment. Meanwhile, doctors from other 
countries serving in Brazil received the 
full wages for their medical services. 

Other Cuban doctors suffered similar 
abuses in Angola, Guatemala, Mexico, 
Qatar, and Venezuela. For example, in 
2019, a group of Cuban doctors reported 
that they had been directed and often 
coerced to use their medical services to 
influence votes in favor of the Maduro 
regime, including by denying medical 
treatment to opposition supporters and 
by giving precise voting instructions to 
elderly patients. 

This gross program is a huge money-
maker for the communist ruling thugs 
in Cuba. In 2018 alone, they deposited 
more than $6.3 billion from exporting 
Cuban professionals to work overseas, 
and medical missions by Cuban doctors 
represent a majority of those profits. 

Since I came to the Senate in 2019, I 
have been fighting for these Cuban doc-
tors and against human trafficking. I 
know my colleague from New Jersey 
has also voiced concerns about this 
issue in the past, but nothing has been 
done to hold PAHO accountable. PAHO 
is hiding behind legal immunity. Presi-
dent Biden has the power to lift their 
immunity, and I have requested this 
administration to do so multiple times, 
but they have shamefully declined. 

It is wrong. Victims of trafficking de-
serve to see their alleged abusers in 
court, and PAHO should never be able 
to hide behind claims of immunity to 
avoid accountability for their role in 
facilitating those abuses. 

I have informed Secretary Blinken 
that until substantial steps toward ful-
filling this request are made, I will be 
blocking all relevant State Depart-
ment nominees. 

Americans deserve qualified and 
competent people in positions of power 
who put American interests first. If 
this administration wants to appease 
dictators, like they have with the Cas-
tro and Diaz-Canal regimes, I am going 
to hold them accountable. 

Therefore, Madam President, I ob-
ject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
SMITH). Objection is heard. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President, I 
would like to ask the Senator from 
Florida, through the Chair, does the 
Assistant Administrator for Europe 
and Eurasia at USAID have anything 
to do with PAHO? 

Does the Assistant Secretary for 
International Security and Non-
proliferation have anything to do with 
PAHO? 

I guess the Senator doesn’t want to 
engage in a colloquy. 

Madam President, it is amazing to 
me. My colleagues who get up and ap-
plaud Zelenskyy, my colleagues who 
come to the Senate floor and talk 
about both the need to help Ukraine 
and the humanitarian realities that are 
compounding every day—and yet here 
we are with four pertinent, key posi-
tions that could help in regard to each 
and every one of those elements, and 
on some unrelated issue, not Ukraine, 
not even Europe, not about prolifera-
tion, not about humanitarian response, 
no, there is a wholesale objection. 

Now, if you wanted to pick your ob-
jection and target it, that might make 
sense, but I am deeply troubled that 
the junior Senator from Florida is once 
again obstructing the Senate’s respon-
sibility to provide advice and consent 
on Presidential nominations, not only 
preventing us from fulfilling our con-
stitutional duties, but in this case, 
moreover, he is singlehandedly under-
mining the ability of the U.S. Govern-
ment to respond fully to Russia’s bru-
tal invasion. In doing so, he seeks to 
singlehandedly damage our ability to 
ensure a coordinated international ef-
fort to sanction Putin, his cronies, sec-
tors of the Russian Government. 

He is undercutting the U.S. Govern-
ment’s ability to support the Ukrain-
ian people and our allies. He is under-
cutting our ability to provide and co-
ordinate the humanitarian assistance 
for 3 million Ukrainians who have left 
and millions more who are inside the 
country and need help. It is mind-bog-
gling—mind boggling. Get up, (ap-
plauds) and then come to the floor and 
object to the very things that can 
make it happen. Mind-boggling. 

Now, let me address the issue that 
the junior Senator from Florida has 
raised here today—the Cuban regime’s 
trafficking of doctors and medical per-
sonnel. Simply put, the Diaz-Canel re-
gime, like the Castro regime before it, 
does subject Cuban doctors to forced 
labor schemes abroad while pocketing 
the doctors’ wages in profit-making 
schemes that generate billions of dol-
lars annually. 

Now, I have been working on this 
issue since before my colleague ever 
held public office. I have engaged mul-
tiple administrations on this issue. I 
have actually authored legislation and 
resolutions on the subject. So my track 
record for standing up for Cuban doc-
tors who are trafficked by the Cuban 
regime eclipses that of any other Mem-
ber of Congress, period. But, my God, 
as passionate as I am about that 
issue—no one would be more passionate 
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than me—it is not right to hold up ev-
erything we are trying to do on 
Ukraine. 

This is a global emergency. The fate 
of not only Ukraine but of democracy 
and its ability to achieve victory is 
under threat. And here we have objec-
tions to critical positions that can help 
us make sure that we win in that bat-
tle. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE 
CALENDAR 

Madam President, let me try one 
other thing. I want to make in order 
the same request that I previously 
made with respect to Calendar No. 788, 
Erin Elizabeth McKee, to be an Assist-
ant Administrator of the United States 
Agency for International Development. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Kansas. 
Mr. MARSHALL. Madam President, I 

object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President, 

so here we go. The person who would be 
responsible for helping the humani-
tarian challenge in Ukraine and in the 
surrounding countries where 3 million 
people have fled to, we can’t get her in 
position—can’t get her into a position 
to do the job to help millions of 
Ukrainians who are fleeing. 

I don’t understand how the party of 
Reagan, the party of freedom and de-
mocracy, the party of standing up to 
these people can actually create a set 
of circumstances where this is like 
helping Putin at the end of the day. It 
is like helping Putin at the end of the 
day. 

Now, while Senator MARSHALL didn’t 
speak to it, I understand his concerns 
are about COVID origins. Well, there is 
nothing wrong with that. It has been a 
lively topic of discussion in many fo-
rums, including the Senate. But these 
things have nothing to do with what 
Ambassador McKee is nominated for: 
Assistant Administrator for Europe 
and Eurasia. 

All of us, including Senator MAR-
SHALL, know that we need to do every-
thing possible to support Ukrainians in 
their time of need. Blocking Ambas-
sador McKee is self-defeating. 

It is also not clear to me what more 
USAID can do to satisfy Senator MAR-
SHALL. I have inquired because I heard 
this was the issue. USAID has been en-
gaged at the most senior levels in try-
ing to be helpful and responsive to Sen-
ator MARSHALL. They offered him and 
his team briefings, and I understand 
that none of those offers have been ac-
cepted. They have also pointed Senator 
MARSHALL’s office to a wealth of infor-
mation on specific USAID projects of 
interest. 

So I would urge the Senator, instead 
of blocking nominees, to act on 
USAID’s multiple briefing offers and 
engage them meaningfully. That would 
be more helpful to his ultimate goal— 
but not to be helping Putin, at the end 
of the day, by not being able to take 

care of the humanitarian needs of the 
Ukrainians. 

I have seen a lot over my course of 40 
years in public service and 30 years in 
the Congress. I just—this is mind-bog-
gling. But more than that, it really un-
dermines our national security. It real-
ly undermines our help with the 
Ukrainian people. And so I hope that 
some saner minds will prevail in the 
days ahead when I come back to the 
floor to try this once again. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Rhode Island. 
UKRAINE 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-
dent, I am joined on the floor today by 
my friend and colleague Senator GRA-
HAM. We have the honor of coleading 
the U.S. congressional delegation to 
the Munich Security Conference, which 
for a great number of reasons, all well- 
deserved, is still called CODEL McCain. 
It is the only codel that is named for a 
Senator who is no longer with us, and 
it is out of respect for Senator 
McCain’s long tradition of support for 
that conference, NATO, and the Atlan-
tic alliance, more generally. 

This year, obviously things were very 
different. The Russians were on the 
border of Ukraine, and two things came 
out of this conference that I thought 
were important. One was an early 
flicker of hope within the delegation 
that the Ukrainians might actually 
pull this off. That was supported by 
none of our briefings. The entire na-
tional security establishment had pre-
sumed that it was only a matter of 
time until Ukraine fell. But Senator 
GRAHAM and I and others were ques-
tioning each other during that trip: Is 
there really no chance? 

And the other thing was going after 
the kleptocrats and the oligarchs 
around Putin and making their lives 
miserable. And there was just a won-
derful explosion of bipartisan support 
for that that has now manifested in 
funds, in laws, in pending bills, in lots 
of bipartisanship—and Senator GRAHAM 
and I are going to have a bit of a col-
loquy about that with the Chair’s per-
mission. 

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

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I will say one 
thing, and then I will hand it over to 
Senator GRAHAM. 

On March 8, I sent out over social 
media this sentiment: 

Keep alive in your heart the possibility 
that Ukraine could actually win: columns 
stalled, defense fierce, casualties high, mo-
rale low, deserters surrendering, food and 
fuel snafu, population uncowed. 

Since then, we are hearing more and 
more. I will read four quotes, and the 
first is from the man we heard from 
this morning, the President of Ukraine, 
Volodymyr Zelenskyy, who, in his 
speech to the people of Ukraine on 
March 14, didn’t just talk about peace 
for Ukraine—although, he did talk 
about peace for Ukraine, but he also 
talked about ‘‘our victory.’’ Victory. It 
is an important word to keep in mind. 

He is not alone. 
GEN Wesley Clark, also on March 14, 

said: 
The battle for Ukraine is hanging in the 

balance. . . . If we can get enough in there, 
they’ll push the Russians out. 

Victory. 
It would be a tremendous win for the West. 

Anne Applebaum knows probably 
about as much about this area as any-
one. She joined us on the Munich secu-
rity delegation, and she also spoke 
afterward on the 15th of March about 
it. She said: 

[V]ictory in this conflict— 

Victory— 
[V]ictory . . . would provide an enormous, 

transformational boost in confidence to the 
entire democratic world. 

Michael Kofman, the director of Rus-
sian studies at the Center for Naval 
Analyses has said the same thing: ‘‘Are 
[the Ukrainians] in a position to win 
the war? Yes,’’ he said. 

I will close with Francis Fukuyama. 
On the 10th of March, the author of 
‘‘The Origins of Political Order’’ said 
the following things. I am quoting from 
a longer piece selectively. 

1. Russia is heading for outright defeat in 
Ukraine. 

2. The collapse of their position could be 
sudden and catastrophic, rather than hap-
pening slowly through a war of attrition. 
The army in the field will reach a point 
where it can neither be supplied nor with-
drawn, and morale will vaporize. 

5. The Biden administration’s decisions not 
to declare a no-fly zone or help transfer Pol-
ish MiGs were both good ones; they’ve kept 
their heads during a very emotional time. It 
is much better to have the Ukrainians defeat 
the Russians on their own, depriving Moscow 
of the excuse that NATO attacked them. 

Finally, he said: 
A Russian defeat will make possible a 

‘‘new birth of freedom,’’ and get us out of our 
funk about the declining state of global de-
mocracy. The spirit of 1989 will live on, 
thanks to . . . brave Ukrainians. 

We are here together on the floor in 
bipartisan fashion to urge that in the 
press coverage and in our national se-
curity conversations about this, we 
keep open in our hearts and in our 
planning the possibility of victory for 
Ukraine. 

Senator GRAHAM. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from South Carolina. 
Mr. GRAHAM. Well, thank you. All I 

can say is, SHELDON, thank you. 
John is no longer with us, but I think 

he is here in spirit at this moment. If 
Senator McCain were here, there would 
be 27 MiGs they would want to transfer 
because he would probably be in one, 
headed for Ukraine. 

The bottom line is, 20 days into this 
fight, we are all amazed at how bad the 
Russians are doing and how well the 
Ukrainians are doing. And I think what 
Senator WHITEHOUSE is trying to re-
mind us all of is that the outcome of 
Ukraine really does matter to the 
world at large. 

Senator McCain was known for his 
support of the transatlantic alliance, a 
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rules-based society, a values-based 
world, and Putin has put that in jeop-
ardy. 

So let’s look at it this way. If Putin 
wins, SHELDON, then the largest war 
criminal in the 21st century survives 
the dismemberment of a neighboring 
democracy, slaughter of the innocents 
on a mass scale. If he is still standing, 
I think China understands what to do 
with Taiwan more clearly; the Iranians 
are more bold when it comes to their 
nuclear ambitions; and the ripple effect 
in Asia and the Middle East will be felt 
if Putin wins. 

Now, if Putin loses and Ukraine 
wins—victory for Ukraine—I think it 
would be the biggest change for the 
good since World War II. What would it 
mean? It would mean that a murderous 
war criminal who tried to use force of 
arms to impose his will on his neighbor 
lost. It would mean that the good guys 
won and the bad guys lost, and China 
would have to think twice about Tai-
wan. 

How do we make sure victory for 
Ukraine is maximized? Only God knows 
how this ends, but here is what I think 
we can do in working together, with 
three lines of effort: 

Economic and military aid. We have 
had a very robust package leave the 
Congress. The President announced 
$800 million more in military aid 
today. We have a difference about the 
MiGs, but otherwise we are pretty 
much on the same sheet of music. 

Sanctions against Russia. The war is 
not against the Russian people. They 
are in many ways victims of Putin as 
much as anybody. Unfortunately, the 
only way we can bring this to a conclu-
sion and have victory for Ukraine is to 
crush the Russian economy, so sec-
ondary sanctions need to be on the 
table. Then, if China comes to Putin’s 
aid, they need to understand the con-
sequences of that decision. 

So we are all in on sanctions, and 
secondary sanctions are now in play. 
The Ukrainian Ambassador asked me 
yesterday to broaden the sanctions to 
Russian officials in different regions 
that are part of Putin’s war machine. 
President Zelenskyy asked for that 
today, too. 

My good friend SHELDON WHITEHOUSE 
has been speaking about victory when 
nobody else hardly will, and I am here 
to say that victory for Ukraine is vic-
tory for America; it is victory for the 
rule of law; and it is victory for the 
post-World War II order that has led to 
historic prosperity. 

Three lines of effort: military assist-
ance, including MiGs; economic aid— 
fuel, food, humanitarian airlift if that 
is feasible; crushing sanctions; labeling 
Putin the war criminal that he is; and 
letting every Russian military com-
mander know that, if you pick his side 
and you carry out these war crimes 
against the Ukrainian people, we are 
coming after you. 

Senator WHITEHOUSE and myself met 
with the British Foreign Secretary and 
Ambassador to create a joint effort, an 

intel cell, to collect information about 
Russian units engaged in war crimes in 
Ukraine and start putting the com-
mander’s name out for the world to un-
derstand so they will know that we are 
watching them. 

How does this end? The Russian peo-
ple end the reign of terror in Putin. It 
is in their hands. I encourage them to 
do it. 

Finally, if there has been one voice 
on kleptocracy, it is SHELDON’s. He has 
got it on climate change. He is deter-
mined to see that issue through to the 
end, but Senator WHITEHOUSE was talk-
ing about kleptocracy long before the 
invasion. So we are introducing to-
gether the Asset Seizure for Ukraine 
Reconstruction Act, which is an effort 
by our government, joining with inter-
national partners, to get every yacht 
we can get, raid every bank account we 
can find, take the money away from 
the thieves, and give it back to the 
Ukrainian people and eventually to the 
Russian people. 

What Senator WHITEHOUSE and I are 
trying to do in a bipartisan fashion is 
to make the war real to the oligarchs. 
Without the oligarchs, there is no 
Putin. It is time for them to enjoy the 
experience of having their assets that 
they stole taken away from them. 
‘‘Enjoy’’ is maybe not the right word. 
It is time for us to enjoy the sight of 
Russian oligarchs having their prop-
erty taken that they achieved through 
thievery. It is time for us to start put-
ting people in jail who engaged in the 
mass theft of the Russian people. 

Victory for Ukraine is possible, I 
think, if we are all in on sanctions, if 
we are all in on labeling, naming, and 
shaming people around Putin as war 
criminals in order to break their will, 
and if we begin to pour it on when it 
comes to regaining control of the skies. 

I am not for a NATO no-fly zone be-
cause I think that would put us in a 
situation with NATO and Russia that I 
am not comfortable with right now, 
but I am for Ukraine controlling their 
skies, a no-fly zone enforced by the 
Ukrainian military. That is why I want 
more anti-aircraft systems and the 
MiGs. 

The bottom line here is that victory 
for Ukraine is possible because I think 
the Russian people and the Russian 
military are really not into this. I 
think the world is coalescing around 
the idea that if Putin wins, it is bad for 
us all. Now is the time. This is the 
most historically significant moment 
since the end of World War II for the 
continent of Europe and for freedom 
itself and for the rule of law. 

If we can pull this off, then those who 
come after us will be very pleased with 
our efforts. If we fail, future genera-
tions will wonder ‘‘What the hell were 
you doing?’’ just like we all wonder 
how Hitler could have gotten so strong 
and nobody stopped him when they 
could have. 

Let it be said in this moment of his-
tory that Senator WHITEHOUSE, Sen-
ator GRAHAM, and many others, par-

ticularly the Ukrainian people, believe 
not only is victory for Ukraine pos-
sible, it is absolutely necessary. 

With that, I turn it back over to my 
colleague. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-
dent, in conclusion, let me just thank 
Senator GRAHAM. He has been an ex-
traordinary leader on the Munich Secu-
rity delegation year after year, and I 
think he has a ‘‘McCainian’’ view of 
our foreign policy needs. 

I would close by saying, if there is a 
lesson from Ukraine, it is that 
oligarchs can throw out a dictator if 
you put pressure on them. So the 
kleptocracy initiative is important 
strategically in Ukraine, and it also 
puts in motion forces that can dimin-
ish kleptocracy and corruption around 
the world in a way that enhances our 
rule of law and national security. 

The press has tended to buy into the 
narrative of defeat but not entirely. 

Sudarsan Raghavan went to the front 
for the Washington Post, and he re-
ported back this: 

To be sure, most military analysts and 
Western officials still predict that Russian 
forces will eventually encircle Kyiv and push 
into the capital, possibly aided by airstrikes. 
While this could prove true, it’s far from 
clear whether Russia will prevail. 

That leaves open the important plan-
ning option of victory for Ukraine. 

Then, when bad news comes, some-
times it is just not the whole story. 
The BBC reported the bad news that 
Russian forces were already inside the 
city of Irpin. Well, there is a little bit 
more to the story than that. 

A Ukrainian army officer said that 
Ukrainian forces were waiting for civil-
ians to evacuate Irpin before ‘‘we start 
to clear the city of Russians.’’ 

They don’t have enough provisions—food, 
water. They don’t have a lot of gasoline. 
They will get tired, and then we will go and 
drive them out. 

Well, it appears that that counter-
offensive is underway right now, as we 
speak. 

As I close, I think all of our hearts 
and prayers go to the Ukrainian 
troops, who are trying to drive those 
Russians out of Irpin and out of 
Ukraine. 

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

ator from Ohio. 
REMEMBERING BRENT RENAUD, PIERRE 

ZAKRZEWSKI, AND OLEKSANDRA KUVSHYNOVA 
Mr. BROWN. Madam President, over 

the course of just 3 days, the world lost 
three talented, tenacious journalists to 
Vladimir Putin’s war crimes and brutal 
invasion of Ukraine. 

Brent Renaud was a Peabody Award- 
winning documentary filmmaker who 
was working to tell the stories of 
Putin’s war when he was fatally shot in 
the Kyiv suburb of Irpin on Sunday. 

Then, on Monday, two more journal-
ists with FOX News lost their lives 
when their vehicle came under fire just 
outside of Kyiv. A cameraman and vet-
eran war reporter, Pierre Zakrzewski, 
was killed. He had been reporting in 
Ukraine since February. 
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We also lost Ukrainian journalist 

Oleksandra ‘‘Sasha’’ Kuvshynova, who 
was serving as a consultant for FOX’s 
team in Ukraine. She was just 24 years 
old. 

Their colleague, correspondent Ben-
jamin Hall, was also injured, and he re-
mains in the hospital. 

Journalists know they face danger 
when they report from war zones. They 
put themselves in harm’s way to tell 
the world the true stories that we need 
to hear. 

Today, the Presiding Officer from 
Minnesota joined me and dozens and 
dozens of others to see the video, the 
pictures, and the photos of the war in 
Ukraine, which were shown to us by 
President Zelenskyy. Those pictures— 
many of them—were taken by very 
courageous journalists who risked 
their own lives. They bring us the un-
varnished truth, unfiltered by govern-
ment propaganda, at the times when 
we need it most. They are committed 
to basic ideals of truth, accuracy, and 
transparency—so committed that they 
put their lives on the line to make sure 
the world knows what is happening. 
Their commitment to these ideals only 
makes their deaths that much more 
tragic. 

Today, three families and so many 
colleagues are grieving for these three 
journalists, grieving losses that cannot 
be replaced. They shouldn’t have to. 

This war was started by a man with 
no regard for the freedom of the press 
or basic human rights; a man who is a 
former KGB agent and has open con-
tempt and hostility toward real report-
ers, toward real journalism, toward 
free speech; a man who presides over a 
regime wherein journalists are killed 
with impunity. 

According to the Committee to Pro-
tect Journalists, 28 journalists have 
been killed in Russia since Putin came 
to power 20 years ago, and 10 are cur-
rently in prison simply for telling the 
truth, for doing their jobs. According 
to Reporters Without Borders, Russia 
ranks 150 out of 199 countries for press 
freedom. They are actually behind Af-
ghanistan and South Sudan and the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo. 

Last October, the United States and 
18 other countries issued a statement, 
warning of ‘‘the Russian government’s 
intensifying harassment of independent 
journalists and media outlets in Rus-
sia.’’ 

In 2020, the Russian Government 
began labeling many outside journal-
ists as ‘‘media foreign agents’’—a term 
reminiscent of the worst of the Cold 
War. 

It is not just foreign journalists; 
Putin’s government has applied the 
‘‘media foreign agent’’ label to inde-
pendent Russian outlets in the country 
or to those operating near the coun-
try’s border—Russian reporters them-
selves. It goes against all of our values. 
It is the kind of authoritarianism that 
the Ukrainian people bravely fight 
every day now. They don’t want their 
country to turn into a place where re-

porters fear for their lives, where jour-
nalists can’t tell the public the truth. 
Journalists’ entire job is to ask ques-
tions, to challenge powerful interests, 
to—shall we say—afflict the com-
fortable. 

Reporters put their safety and—as we 
saw with these three brave journalists 
in Ukraine—their lives on the line, 
whether it is covering floods and hurri-
canes in the United States or traveling 
the globe to bring us the stories of war 
zones. 

We depend on reporters in my State 
and around the world to bring us the 
stories that impact our day-to-day 
lives and tell the stories that might 
not otherwise be told. They are too 
often under attack overseas increas-
ingly. We recently had a President of 
the United States who attacked jour-
nalists in almost every stop. 

As we all stand with the people of 
Ukraine, let’s recommit ourselves to 
fighting just as hard as they are for our 
values, for freedom of the press, for 
free speech. These three journalists 
made the ultimate sacrifice to show 
the world the heroism of the Ukrainian 
people. We pray that they are the last 
who have to do that. 

We recognize that President Putin 
has been shocked by two things: 
shocked by the heroism of the Ukrain-
ian people—those fighting back, those 
brave journalists, those freedom fight-
ers, those mothers and fathers and 
children who have so courageously 
stood up against Russia; he is also 
shocked by the way President Biden so 
effectively has put together an inter-
national coalition, not just for the 
countries you would expect, but Ger-
many, and Finland, and Sweden, and 
Switzerland—countries that have rare-
ly chosen sides and stepped up the way 
that all of our countries have. 

And while doing this, we send our 
sympathy and our gratitude to the 
families of Brent Renaud, to Pierre 
Zakrzewski, to Oleksandra 
Kuvshynova. They died doing the vital 
heroic work they love. We have a bet-
ter understanding of this invasion, of 
the war crimes being committed, of 
how it is affecting people’s lives. We 
have a better understanding because of 
journalists like them, and we thank 
them from the bottom of our hearts. 

REMEMBERING FRED ABDALLA 
Madam President, I would like to re-

member an Ohio public servant whom 
we lost this year, longtime friend of 
mine, Jefferson County Sheriff—East-
ern Ohio, along the Pennsylvania-West 
Virginia line, along the Ohio River— 
Jefferson County Sheriff Fred Abdalla. 

He took office in January 1985. He 
served his community ever since for 
nearly four decades, in his sheriff’s car, 
going up and down the river, going to 
Mingo Junction and Tiltonsville to 
Steubenville, to Wintersville—all over 
Jefferson County. He served that com-
munity. 

His colleagues and his neighbors 
called him tough but big-hearted. He 
was particularly passionate about solv-

ing crimes against children and sen-
iors. 

His chief deputy, Susan Bell, worked 
with Sheriff Abdalla for 32 years. She 
said: 

He and I had a lot of cases together. He 
laughed a lot. . . . We cried a lot. . . . We 
worked as a team. 

His colleagues at the department 
posted a moving remembrance of Jef-
ferson County Sheriff Fred Abdalla. 
They wrote: 

Although we miss you dearly, we will carry 
on as you’ve taught us to do in the face of 
adversity. One of the last ‘‘working sheriffs,’’ 
you were always involved and answered calls 
with your staff. You led by example. [You] 
never ordered a deputy to do something you 
would not do yourself. 

Our thoughts are with his family, 
with the people of Jefferson County. 
His passing is a real loss for my State, 
for all who knew him. His dedication to 
his community will not be forgotten. 

Rest in peace, Fred Abdalla. 
I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Ms. CANTWELL. Madam President, I 

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

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

NOMINATION OF JOHN H. CHUN 
Ms. CANTWELL. Madam President, I 

come to the floor this evening to sup-
port the nomination of John Chun, who 
is to serve as judge for the U.S. Dis-
trict Court of Western Washington, and 
I know that we will be voting later to-
night on that nomination. 

I was proud to recommend to Presi-
dent Biden Judge Chun, who then was 
nominated by the President. My col-
league Senator MURRAY and I know 
what a qualified individual he is to 
serve our country. 

He has spent his entire legal career 
practicing law in the Western District 
of Washington, making him deeply 
knowledgeable of the district that he 
will serve. He is well-prepared for the 
Western District and offers a unique 
perspective to the bench, having served 
as a superior court judge for 4 years be-
fore joining the court of appeals in 
2018, as well as his tenure in private 
practice. 

Through his extensive courtroom ex-
perience as a former trial judge and 
current appellate judge, he has had 
much time as a trial litigator. He will 
be ready on day one to serve effectively 
on the Federal district court bench. 

Judge Chun has received profound 
support for his nomination to the U.S. 
district court. Not only did his nomina-
tion receive bipartisan support from 
the Senate Judiciary Committee; it 
also received support from the Amer-
ican Bar Association, which unani-
mously rated him ‘‘well qualified’’ to 
serve in this position. 

In addition to the endorsement from 
the National Asian Pacific American 
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Bar Association, Judge Chun’s nomina-
tion has received praise from many or-
ganizations in our State, including the 
Washington Low Income Housing Alli-
ance, the Vietnamese American Bar 
Association of Washington, the South 
Asian Bar Association of Washington, 
the Asian Bar Association of Wash-
ington, and the Korean American Coa-
lition of Washington. 

As I am sure my colleagues can see, 
Judge Chun is immensely qualified to 
serve on this court. I urge them to join 
me and my colleague Senator MURRAY 
in supporting his nomination to serve 
as judge for the U.S. District Court of 
the Western District of the State of 
Washington. 

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

ator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CASEY. Madam President, I 

would ask unanimous consent to speak 
as if in morning business. 

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

UKRAINE 
Mr. CASEY. Madam President, I rise, 

as so many of us have of late, to talk 
about the invasion of Ukraine by Rus-
sia. This invasion, as we know, started 
on February 24, and it is now, I guess, 
in its 21st or 22nd day. 

At the time of the invasion—I think 
it was the day after or 2 days after—I 
was reading in a newspaper the ref-
erence to one resident of Ukraine who 
said the following about the onset of 
the hostilities by Vladimir Putin and 
Russia: 

It was the worst sunrise in my life. 

I can’t even begin to imagine what 
that individual in Ukraine or tens of 
thousands of families were feeling on 
that day, and hundreds of thousands 
throughout the country—millions, 
even. 

This attack, which is ongoing, was 
both unprovoked and unjustified. It is 
an attack on a sovereign nation by a 
murderous dictator who has no regard 
for human life and no regard for the 
rules-based international order. I think 
a lot of people knew that before the in-
vasion, but now it is abundantly clear 
to the world what Vladimir Putin’s in-
tentions are and what his practices are 
when it comes to attacking a sovereign 
nation. 

The New York Times told us last Fri-
day, March 11, about Putin. I am 
quoting here from the New York 
Times, and they made reference in this 
story to his actions in Syria, as well as 
Chechnya: 

[H]e has demonstrated in [the] past . . . a 
willingness not only to bomb heavily popu-
lated areas indiscriminately but also to use 
civilian casualties as leverage against his en-
emies. 

‘‘[U]se civilian casualties as lever-
age’’—that is the dictator that the peo-
ple of Ukraine are dealing with right 
now. And I think it is clear from the 
reporting, and so many Americans 
have read the stories and have seen the 
coverage of the bombings. It is clear 
that he is bombing indiscriminately. It 

is clear that he and his army, his mili-
tary, are targeting civilians. 

All you have to do is look at the list 
of locations. And the list would be hun-
dreds if we read all of them, but here 
are just a couple examples. Maybe the 
most graphic in the last couple of days 
was the bombing of a maternity ward 
and that footage of a stretcher coming 
out of that rubble with a pregnant 
woman, who has since died, as did her 
child. That is an example of that kind 
of indiscriminate bombing. 

But in addition to a maternity ward, 
he has bombed a shoe factory, a psy-
chiatric hospital, apartment buildings, 
cafes, homes, parking lots near a shop-
ping center, bombing near a kinder-
garten, bombing of a mosque, bomb-
ing—we are told, the most recent num-
ber—34 medical facilities, damaged in 
Ukraine. And that number, of course, 
will grow. Most recently, just in the 
last day or so, a supermarket, and, I 
think, at least a 12-story residential 
tower. 

And then, just today, another ref-
erence to just one example of the bru-
tality of Putin: 10 people killed waiting 
in line for bread in Ukraine. The ad-
viser to the mayor of one of the most 
besieged cities, Mariupol, said the fol-
lowing. This adviser said: 

Humanity has not yet invented a word to 
describe what Russia is doing to us. 

I think that says it all. There is no 
way to describe what is happening. The 
world has never seen this, in recent 
history. Maybe the closest example 
would be what happened in Syria, 
which, of course, was also paid for and 
led by the Russian military, Mr. Putin. 

Despite all that horror and all that 
bloodshed and all that is to follow, de-
spite all of that grim reminder of the 
brutality of Mr. Putin, the Ukrainian 
people have inspired so many of us. 
When I say ‘‘us,’’ I don’t mean just vot-
ing Members of Congress or people 
throughout the country. They have in-
spired people the world over. I have 
never seen anything in my lifetime 
that equates to the inspiration that 
they have generated; their courage— 
the raw physical courage of the people, 
of the military, and all the contribu-
tions they are making to their coun-
try—their resolute determination to 
protect their freedom, to protect their 
families, to protect their nation, and, 
really, when you think about it in a 
larger sense, to protect democracy 
itself, because that is really very much 
on the line in Ukraine. 

The Ukrainian people’s stubborn re-
fusal to be intimidated by a ruthless 
autocrat and his military has inspired 
so many people every single day. I just 
saw another example this morning. 
Women who have left Ukraine with 
their children, to bring their children 
to safety, coming back into Ukraine to 
join the fight or, in some cases, I guess, 
to rejoin the fight—women putting 
their lives at risk for their country. 

This morning the Presiding Officer 
and all of us, the Members of Congress, 
had the honor to listen to President 

Zelenskyy’s address to the Congress, 
and I know the Nation saw it as well. 
His address this morning was also in-
spiring, every bit as inspiring as that 
engendered by his people. But his ad-
dress was also a call to action for us to 
do more. We have got to do more. And 
we have got to provide additional sup-
port. 

President Zelenskyy thanked our 
President, President Biden, and the 
American people for all the support 
that we have provided, especially in 
the last couple of weeks since the inva-
sion began but also before that. 

And President Biden responded just 2 
or 3 hours later when he announced 
even more military assistance or secu-
rity assistance, which, if you add up 
just that part of the support, just since 
he took office, is now at about $2 bil-
lion. That doesn’t include other sup-
port like humanitarian support. 

But here is just a quick list of what 
that security assistance is. I will just 
itemize a few. This isn’t exhaustive, 
but it is just some examples: Stinger 
anti-aircraft systems—we provided 
many hundreds of them, and now we 
are providing a lot more than that—the 
Javelin anti-armor systems that have 
had such success against the Russian 
military, Russian tanks; helicopters; 
patrol boats; grenade launchers; guns 
and ammunition; grenades; mortar and 
artillery rounds; secure communica-
tions; military medical equipment; on 
and on and on. 

And, as I mentioned, the President 
responded specifically today by an-
nouncing that the United States will 
add $800 million just on security assist-
ance, bringing that total, as I said, to 
$2 billion since he began his adminis-
tration. It was noteworthy that two of 
the component parts of that—the 
Stinger systems and the Javelins—both 
are being used with great skill by the 
Ukrainian fighters. The increase in 
those numbers is not just a few hun-
dred. In both cases it is either doubling 
or tripling what we have already done. 
And we will do more. We will continue 
to do more. 

Congress has passed a spending bill 
just a couple of days ago, at the end of 
last week, and the President signed it 
this week, which allowed that $800 mil-
lion to be available. 

So that is the good news: more 
money for weapons and other security 
assistance, more money for humani-
tarian support. That number is grow-
ing all the time because of the need 
that the Ukrainian people have. 

The sanctions—the crushing, unprec-
edented sanctions—that already are 
having effect. I had a briefing today 
just on that topic of the impact of the 
sanctions, and it is substantial, and it 
will only grow as time goes by. We will 
have more time later to talk about 
that. And, of course, the contribution, 
as well—all of these are contributions 
of not just our government but our 
people. The American people made 
these contributions of military assist-
ance and humanitarian support and our 
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ability to impose sanctions with our al-
lies, with our NATO partners. 

But at the same time, what gets lost 
sometimes in the discussion about 
Ukraine is the intelligence support we 
have provided—all kinds of offices 
throughout our intelligence commu-
nity providing actionable intelligence 
or intelligence that the Ukrainians can 
use if they fight the battle, fight the 
war. That is probably incalculable in 
terms of the advantages given on the 
battlefield and beyond. So that bears 
emphasis as well. 

I think one area of positive develop-
ment in the last couple of months is 
the unity, not just the unity of NATO, 
which has never been stronger, prob-
ably never stronger since the 1960s or 
even more so, but the unity here at 
home—unity in the Senate, unity in 
the House, unity throughout the coun-
try to support the people of Ukraine— 
the people but also to support the mili-
tary. 

I have to say, though, as much as we 
have that unity with our NATO part-
ners and here in the Congress, there 
are voices here in Washington and 
around the country that are not as uni-
fied. We know the voice of our former 
President and his continued approval 
of Putin’s ‘‘genius.’’ 

Why would you ever say that about a 
murderous dictator? He is not a genius. 
He is, I believe, a war criminal, but 
that kind of language and that kind of 
support for Putin, at least by way of 
laudatory words, has tarnished that 
unity, has undermined that unity here 
at home and around the world. But it is 
not enough to break that unity. 

I just hope that Republican Members 
of Congress, when someone in their 
party, especially a leader of their party 
or a Member of Congress or any other 
Republican official—I hope that when 
they say things about Vladimir Putin 
that are positive or in any way sup-
portive that they would call it out and 
condemn it. 

When you are supporting the people 
of Ukraine at a time of war, you have 
to use every tool in your toolbox: mili-
tary assistance, diplomacy, sanctions, 
humanitarian support, but also your 
words as leaders. And we should be con-
demning any American leader who sup-
ports or says positive things about Mr. 
Putin. 

I hope the Republican Members of 
Congress who have stood up and been 
very supportive of the Ukrainian peo-
ple in this fight would also call out 
Members of their party and condemn 
such statements because that didn’t 
happen in July of 2018, when the former 
President—in my judgment, this is my 
view of it—was genuflecting before 
Vladimir Putin on the world stage in 
Helsinki, Finland, in probably what I 
believe is maybe the worst day for an 
American President on the world stage 
ever when he took the side of Mr. 
Putin, a murderous dictator, over the 
determinations made by our intel-
ligence community about the previous 
election. That was a low moment for 

America, for our democracy, and for 
our country. 

We now have, I think, very clearly a 
choice. It is not a choice of three or 
four options or five options. There are 
only two options here: You can choose 
Mr. Putin or choose Mr. Zelenskyy. 
You can choose a dictator who has no 
regard for human life and all of the 
enablers around him, or you can choose 
the President who is standing up for 
freedom, Mr. Zelenskyy, the President 
of Ukraine. 

It is really a simple choice. It is a 
choice between the incarnation of evil 
and the personification of freedom. 
That is the choice. There is not a third 
option here. Every American has to 
make this choice, but especially Mem-
bers of Congress, elected officials. That 
is part of our job. You have to make a 
choice, and it is very simple. 

The good news is Republicans, Demo-
crats, and Independents—House and 
Senate, the two branches of govern-
ment—have made a choice, and the 
American people have made a choice. 
They made a choice for freedom to sup-
port that personification of freedom by 
supporting Mr. Zelenskyy and his gov-
ernment in this war, by supporting the 
Ukrainian people, who are literally 
putting their lives on the line for free-
dom itself. 

I will conclude with these thoughts. 
Like our Constitution that we turn to 
for both—not just guidance and inspi-
ration, but we turn to, to remind our-
selves of our duty, so, too, are the peo-
ple of Ukraine turning to their Con-
stitution for that guidance and that in-
spiration and that call to action. 

Here is what that Constitution says 
in pertinent part, and it sounds very 
familiar: 

The people are the bearers of sovereignty 
and the only sources of power in Ukraine . . . 
To affirm and ensure human rights and free-
doms is the main duty of the State. 

That is what the Ukrainian Constitu-
tion says, a mandate that freedom 
must be the goal and the work of the 
State. Wow, are they doing that now. 
President Zelenskyy and his govern-
ment and the people of Ukraine are 
standing up for freedom. 

When we are at our best here at 
home, we do the same. We have a great 
anthem for our Nation: ‘‘O beautiful’’— 
and you know the rest of that great an-
them. One of the verses of that great 
anthem says: 

O beautiful for patriot dream that sees be-
yond the years. 

The dream of a patriot isn’t just to 
stand up in the moment and fight, but 
that patriot is standing up for freedom, 
fighting and willing to put their lives 
on the line—or his or her life on the 
line—for freedom because they are see-
ing beyond the years. They are stand-
ing up for freedom, not just for them-
selves and their families and their na-
tion, but for the future—for the future 
of that nation. That is what the people 
of Ukraine are doing right now, and 
that is why we have to continue to sup-
port them in that great fight. 

I think most Americans have already 
made the choice. We just have to back 
them up and stand for freedom—not to 
stand for the incarnation of evil, Mr. 
Putin and his government right now, 
but to stand for the personification of 
freedom. We saw that this morning 
with President Zelenskyy. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

OSSOFF). The Senator from Wash-
ington. 

TRANSGENDER YOUTH 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor today to speak out against 
the recent wave of hate attacks on 
transgender youth happening across 
our country. 

Over the last few months, we have 
seen extreme Republican lawmakers 
take unprecedented steps to go after 
trans children and their families. Not 
only are they spewing hateful rhetoric 
around gender identity—making some-
thing personal and something a lot of 
Americans probably don’t think about 
every day into a cruel political cudg-
el—but they are also using their polit-
ical power and legal authority to tar-
get trans people, and trans kids, in par-
ticular. 

Last month, Texas Governor Greg 
Abbott made the decision to actively 
investigate and target parents of 
transgender kids and providers, mak-
ing the totally false claim that gender- 
affirming care is child abuse. In Idaho, 
just across the border from my home 
State of Washington, lawmakers got 
dangerously close to passing legisla-
tion that would criminalize providers 
for giving kids the gender-affirming 
care they need. In Florida, there is a 
bill headed to the Governor’s desk 
which aims to erase gay and trans kids, 
parents, and teachers from our schools 
by banning any discussion about gen-
der identity or sexual orientation. 

While Democrats have been focused 
on getting our schools back open and 
helping students catch up after 2 really 
tough years, Republicans are targeting 
trans kids and gay students and taking 
incredibly important and personal de-
cisions away from parents and families. 

Right now, it feels like far-right law-
makers are in a race to legislate the 
most extreme, most hateful bill they 
can think of, at the expense of trans 
kids. We all have a responsibility to 
stand up and make clear this is not 
right. Trans people are our friends; 
they are our neighbors; they are our 
families. Trans kids deserve to be just 
kids—to play sports, to go to school, to 
see a doctor, or to get healthcare. They 
should be able to get the same opportu-
nities as any other child, to learn and 
grow and play and thrive free from fear 
and discrimination. And parents de-
serve to be able to make their own par-
enting decisions with their medical 
providers to do what is best for their 
kids’ health. They should not have to 
worry about what a rightwing politi-
cian thinks is best for their kids. And 
they definitely shouldn’t live in fear 
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that a State legislature is going to in-
tervene in their parenting decisions 
and hurt their child. 

So we have to push back against 
these attacks on trans kids in every 
way that we can—in the courts, with 
legislation, through Executive action, 
and by speaking out and speaking up 
because I can tell you, having just 
talked to my constituents in Wash-
ington State, the hurt and fear the 
Governor of Texas has caused is not 
staying in Texas. What Greg Abbott 
said about trans kids has an effect on 
many States. I wish it didn’t, but the 
truth is: All of those measures are not 
only really scary for trans families 
across the country, but they also em-
bolden more hateful rhetoric and even 
violence against trans people; and it is 
harming trans kids’ mental health no 
matter where they live. 

We have to be louder than Greg Ab-
bott or whoever is taking aim at trans 
kids. We have to push for legislation 
like the Equality Act that would send 
a powerful message of support and fair-
ness for trans and gay Americans. And 
we have to stand up for a future with-
out this hateful hate, harm, and divi-
sion that we are seeing and with a lot 
more compassion for each other. It is 
not too much to ask. 

NOMINATION OF JOHN H. CHUN 
Mr. President, I also rise today to 

urge my colleagues to join me this 
evening in voting to confirm Judge 
John Chun for a Federal district court 
judgeship in the Western District of 
Washington State. 

Judge Chun is a Pacific Northwest 
native. He is a father. He is the son of 
South Korean immigrants. He would be 
the first Asian-American man to serve 
on Washington State’s Federal bench. 

He is patient and thoughtful, some-
one the people of Washington State can 
really count on to faithfully uphold the 
rule of law and treat litigants and all 
parties before him with grace and re-
spect. Judge Chun’s qualifications are 
superb, having served for 7 years now 
as a State court judge. His tempera-
ment and record of service demonstrate 
a real commitment to fairness and im-
partiality, whether through his service 
as a board member for the Washington 
Low Income Housing Alliance or his 
many pro bono commitments over the 
course of a very long career as both an 
attorney and a judge. 

For all these reasons and more, 
Judge Chun’s service as Federal dis-
trict court judge in my home State of 
Washington would surely help rebuild 
faith in our judicial system. I respect-
fully am here today to urge my col-
leagues to confirm Judge Chun. 

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

ator from Oklahoma. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. RES. 493 
Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I 

come today to the floor with a very 
simple unanimous consent request. 

This is a resolution. It doesn’t allo-
cate any dollars, doesn’t change any 
policy. It is just a statement of belief 

from the U.S. Senate. It is a statement 
to be able to say we hold certain things 
very important. 

I will talk through some of the reso-
lution part of it—the resolve at the be-
ginning of it—but it ends with a very 
simple statement. It ends with: 

Resolved, That the Senate—(1) recognizes 
and promotes the importance of parental in-
volvement in their child’s education; and (2) 
recognizes the necessity of school choices as 
a tool to empower all parents with the free-
dom to choose the best educational environ-
ment for their children and to reject destruc-
tive ideologies promoted by many public 
schools, such as Critical Race Theory. 

This comes from a basic conversation 
that happens in my State and, quite 
frankly, in States all around the coun-
try. Parents should be the primary de-
cision-makers for their children—not 
only where they are educated so that 
they don’t live in a certain neighbor-
hood and they say, I am sorry, you live 
there so you have to go here. 

This is so the parents have the max-
imum amount of flexibility knowing 
one child may be a great fit for one 
school, and the younger child may be a 
better fit for a different school, wheth-
er that be a public school that allows 
flexibility within a district to be able 
to move place to place or, as it happens 
in my State, where you can even 
change district to district within pub-
lic schools. 

If a parent maybe works in one 
area—one school district—but lives in 
another, that parent can choose to be 
able to have their child go into a dif-
ferent district. Though it is a public 
school setting, it gives them the flexi-
bility and the choice to do that. Why? 
Because not every kid is the same and 
not every educational environment is 
the same. 

I would say in my State—and I would 
assume in other States as well—not 
every school district is the same. It is 
important to us in our State that every 
school district is successful. There is 
no place that we don’t want any child 
to be able to be successful. 

But we should all admit the facts: 
Not every school district is thriving. 
As we invest dollars and time and en-
courage great teaching in that district, 
that child who is in that district that 
is not being successful is trapped in a 
location that is currently not success-
ful. Maybe they can be successful in 5 
years from now when they work 
through the different issues they have, 
but that child doesn’t have a second 
shot. 

If that child has no other opportunity 
to be able to choose and their parents 
are locked into that spot, we basically 
say, We will fix everything in this dis-
trict in a few years, and that child is 
just not allowed to get an option out. I 
don’t think that is helpful for that 
child and that parent at that time. 

Giving parents the ability to be able 
to make choices—whether public 
schools, charter schools, private 
schools—whatever may work best for 
their school and for their State and the 
policies their State has created seems 
like a smart thing to be able to do. 

Any kind of teaching that is within a 
school that actually promotes one kid 
as the oppressor and the other kid as 
the oppressed simply because of the 
color of their skin should not be taught 
in our schools. Why don’t we teach 
every child is equal? Why don’t we 
teach every child should have oppor-
tunity? Why don’t we teach every fam-
ily has the opportunity in this great 
country of ours; and where we have 
weaknesses, we work on our weak-
nesses? But we don’t label a child as an 
oppressor or as oppressed based on the 
color of their skin—at least we used to 
not in America. 

But that is what is rising up with 
this critical race theory as it rises up 
from place to place. I have had many of 
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
saying: That is not true. That is not 
being taught. 

Great. Let’s make the resolution. 
Let’s say that we as a Senate don’t be-
lieve that this should be taught. Let’s 
teach every child. Let’s love every 
child. 

This resolution also affirms the 
rights of parents to be able to speak 
out—not in a violent way, not in a de-
structive way, but for parents to be 
able to speak out. 

Why is it that several months ago, 
the Department of Justice in our Na-
tion starts a whole investigation on 
parents to be able to say: Are there 
parents who are actually maybe closet 
terrorists who are showing up at school 
board meetings, complaining about 
what is being taught, complaining 
about a mask mandate in their school, 
complaining about a vaccine mandate, 
complaining about critical race theory, 
or just saying ‘‘I don’t like this par-
ticular curriculum’’? 

That used to be the rights of parents, 
to engage, and now we hear: Really, 
parents don’t know enough about these 
difficult things. Parents need to just 
sit down over there. We will take care 
of this as professionals. 

So, again, this resolution doesn’t add 
additional funding. It doesn’t change 
the structure of our schools. But it 
does say: We as the Senate believe in 
the power of the parent to be able to 
make the right choice for their chil-
dren. 

So, with that, as if in legislative ses-
sion, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions be discharged 
from further consideration and the 
Senate now proceed to my resolution, 
S. Res. 493. I further ask unanimous 
consent that the resolution be agreed 
to, the preamble be agreed to, and that 
the motions to reconsider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Washington. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, re-

serving the right to object, I got my 
start in national politics as a parent 
advocating for my kids’ preschool pro-
gram. I am a former preschool teacher. 
I am a former school board member. I 
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am now chair of the Senate Education 
Committee. I have worked across the 
aisle on fixing No Child Left Behind. I 
have also fought against efforts—many 
during the former administration with 
Betsy DeVos as Secretary of Edu-
cation—because I felt they took us fur-
ther from the goal of making sure that 
every student in our country, no mat-
ter who they are or where they live or 
how much money their parents make, 
can get an excellent public education 
and all the opportunity that comes 
with it. 

All this is to say that I could not 
care more deeply about making sure 
every child gets the chance to learn 
and succeed in life, and my belief that 
parents should be as involved as pos-
sible in their kids’ education could not 
be more firmly or personally held. In 
fact, I can remember the times when, 
as a U.S. Senator with young kids at 
home myself, I would try to read all 
my memos at night and help with their 
homework. I wanted my own kids to 
have that support from me, just like I 
want every parent to be able to be on 
top of what is going on in their kids’ 
school. 

I also know from talking to my own 
family and so many students and fami-
lies across Washington State that 
these last two years have been some of 
the toughest, most overwhelming 
times for parents and kids that many 
of us can remember. 

Here in the Senate, our job is to rec-
ognize that and do everything we can 
to get things back on track, which is 
why Democrats acted quickly to pass 
the American Rescue Plan and give 
schools the resources they need so they 
could reopen and stay open safely. 

We also recognized that after 2 really 
disruptive years, many students would 
need extra help, so the American Res-
cue Plan is, as we speak right now, 
paying for afterschool programs and 
tutors and summer learning so stu-
dents all across the country can catch 
up. 

I will remind you that this bill to 
help reopen schools safely and keep 
them open passed with zero Republican 
votes—not one. Not only that, Senate 
Republicans have come to the floor 
twice last month alone with ideas 
about snatching Federal funding away 
from our schools, and Republican lead-
ers even rolled out a plan that would 
eliminate the Department of Education 
altogether. Could there be a clearer 
message about their priorities? 

At all times but especially after the 
last 2 years, there is no excuse for any-
thing short of an all-hands-on-deck na-
tional effort to put students’ education 
first, but, unfortunately, here is what 
we have got happening: Democrats 
acted to reopen our schools safely and 
keep them open. Congressional Repub-
licans, down to the last one, voted no. 

Democrats believe that quality pub-
lic education for every student is a 
good investment. The Republican 
Party keeps putting forward ideas to 
gut public education. Democrats want 

to lower student debt and the cost of 
tuition. Republicans are virtually no-
where to be seen on those issues. 
Democrats want students to learn. Re-
publican legislatures across the coun-
try want to ban books. 

To sum it up, Democrats want every 
student to have the ability to get a 
great education. We are focused on 
that. We are serious about it, and we 
are working on it. Meanwhile, Repub-
licans at all levels—and the resolution 
we are debating today is a case in 
point—want to use students and par-
ents and schools as political pawns 
rather than focusing on making sure 
every single student in our country can 
get a high-quality education and be 
able to succeed. 

In fact, I just spoke this afternoon 
with trans kids and parents about what 
is going on in Texas and other parts of 
the country. These kids are brave, but 
they are scared. Their parents are wor-
ried about being investigated by the 
State just because a politician has de-
cided he doesn’t like how they are rais-
ing their kids. 

How are kids supposed to focus on 
learning when their safety is in ques-
tion? How are their friends supposed to 
focus on learning when their class-
mates are dealing with something like 
this? Why are parents having to worry 
about whether they will get inves-
tigated for raising their kids according 
to their beliefs, their doctor’s advice, 
and their kids’ needs? 

When and if Senate Republicans are 
truly serious about focusing on getting 
American students the great education 
they need and deserve, we will know 
because Republicans and Democrats 
might be able to come together again 
and put students and parents and 
schools first. I know that is possible 
because I have worked with Repub-
licans to make this happen. 

So today I would like to give my col-
league an opportunity to take the first 
step in the right direction. In a mo-
ment, I will ask consent to pass a bill 
that would help our students. 

If we agree we want parents involved 
in their kids’ education and if we agree 
that this is a moment when students, 
like so many Americans, are stressed 
and need us to have their backs, which 
I really hope we do, then let’s send 
more counselors and nurses to our Na-
tion’s schools. Let’s prioritize STEM 
education and advanced coursework 
and make them available to more of 
our K–12 students. Let’s make stu-
dents’ mental health a top priority so 
they can focus on learning. 

So I will be asking unanimous con-
sent on legislation that would help us 
all do this—importantly, in a way that 
seeks parents’ input directly on what 
will matter most to their kids and 
their communities. 

If you are trying to get our schools 
back on track, this should be an easy 
yes vote because it will be a vote for 
students’ education, parents’ peace of 
mind, and actually doing something 
real about the tough challenges stu-
dents and parents are facing. 

I hope my friend from Oklahoma will 
support it and that moving forward, 
Republicans will take education as se-
riously as they claim to and reverse 
course and join us in working to meet 
this moment for students’ and parents’ 
sake. 

At this time, I object to the Senator 
from Oklahoma’s unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard. 

Mrs. MURRAY. As if in legislative 
session, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate proceed to the immediate 
consideration of the Murray bill, which 
is at the desk, a bill to appropriate 
funds for students’ academic and men-
tal health needs. Further, I ask unani-
mous consent that the bill be consid-
ered read a third time and passed and 
that the motion to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, re-

serving the right to object, I appreciate 
the dialogue on education. A degree is 
an education. My mom is a lifelong ed-
ucator. I spent my summers growing 
up in the school library, putting books 
in the Dewey Decimal System, putting 
the new piece of tape on the outside of 
it, and actually, back in the old days, 
filing a new card in the card catalog, 
which half the people listening to me 
right now have no idea what that is. 

I am passionate about education. I 
have two daughters, and I stay very en-
gaged in the issue of education. So it is 
always interesting to me when my 
Democratic colleagues say: When Re-
publicans get serious about education. 

It is always interesting. We will pass 
a bill, like what happened in the omni-
bus or what happened in any Education 
bill before, and there will be billions 
and billions of dollars in education, but 
the comment will always be ‘‘Well, if 
you really loved kids, you would do 
just $1 billion more, but because you 
don’t love kids, you did $1 billion less.’’ 
It is never enough on it. 

This resolution that I brought today 
was not about an extra $1.3 billion in 
education to be able to hire more peo-
ple; it was just about empowering par-
ents. 

It is an interesting side by side to say 
what families need more is more em-
ployees at school, and what I am seeing 
is that we need more empowerment of 
parents. 

One costs $1.3 billion; the other one is 
just free. One says: Let’s have folks at 
school know how to be able to take 
care of your kids best. The other one 
says: Well, let’s make sure there are 
certain things, like critical race the-
ory, that we don’t teach at school to 
make sure every child is taught the 
same. And if that parent wants to 
teach that at home, they are welcome 
to teach that at home, but let’s not im-
pose that on every child. Let’s not call 
some children oppressors because of 
the color of their skin. 

Why don’t we do that? 
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So the resolution I brought is not 

about a billion dollars; it is just a 
statement of support of parents, a 
statement of support of what parents 
want to be able to teach. It is not 
about more school employees; it is 
about stronger parents. That is what I 
think that we ought to continue to be 
able to address. 

This is not about who loves edu-
cation more. Quite frankly, I know my 
colleague from Washington is pas-
sionate about kids and about edu-
cation. She has lived it as a mom, as a 
leader in the Senate, and as someone I 
watched negotiate with Lamar Alex-
ander some of the toughest education 
policy conversations. She is a remark-
able legislator and is passionate about 
this. 

We have some disagreements on some 
of these issues. I am just passionate 
about doing whatever we can to be able 
to honor parents as often as we can and 
to tell them: No, you are not going to 
be investigated. 

She mentioned parents in Texas 
being worried about being investigated. 
I will tell you, parents in Oklahoma 
have said to me: I no longer go to 
school board meetings because I am 
afraid the FBI is going to be there and 
they are going to open a case on me. I 
have heard that the Attorney General 
is looking for parents who are problems 
across the country, and so I don’t feel 
comfortable going to a school board 
meeting anymore because the U.S. At-
torney General may open a file on me. 

Now, that is a real conversation with 
a parent at home. 

So let’s find a way to be able to em-
power parents and do whatever we can. 
So I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard. 

The Senator from Maryland. 
Mr. CARDIN. First, I would ask con-

sent that I be able to complete my 
brief remarks before the vote starts. 

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

NOMINATION OF JULIE REBECCA RUBIN 
Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I rise 

today in support of the confirmation of 
Baltimore City Circuit Court Judge 
Julie Rubin to be a U.S. district judge 
for the District of Maryland. I rec-
ommended Judge Rubin, along with 
Senator VAN HOLLEN, to President 
Biden, and we strongly support her 
nomination. 

Judge Rubin has been nominated to 
fill the vacancy created when Judge 
Ellen Hollander, appointed by Presi-
dent Obama in 2011, announced her in-
tentions to take senior status. 

President Biden nominated Judge 
Rubin for this position on December 3 
of last year, and the Judiciary Com-
mittee held her confirmation hearing 
on December 15. Judge Rubin was fa-
vorably reported by the Judiciary Com-
mittee on January 20 of this year by a 
bipartisan vote. 

She received a unanimous ‘‘well 
qualified’’ rating from the American 
Bar Association Standing Committee 

on the Federal Judiciary, which is the 
organization’s highest rating. The ABA 
assesses the nominee’s professional 
competency, integrity, and judicial 
temperament. 

Shortly after the November 2020 
Presidential elections, I worked with 
Senator VAN HOLLEN to establish the 
judicial selection committee in Mary-
land. We used an open application proc-
ess with public advertisement and com-
municated closely with State, local, 
and specialty bar associations in Mary-
land. In particular, we sought out high-
ly qualified and diverse applicants. Our 
committee interviewed everyone who 
submitted an application, which in-
volved several dozen interviews. Sen-
ator VAN HOLLEN and I personally 
interviewed several finalists before rec-
ommending names to the White House. 

Born in Baltimore, Judge Rubin re-
ceived her B.A. cum laude from Mount 
Holyoke College in 1995 and her J.D. 
from the University of Maryland 
School of Law in 1998. 

She worked at Astrachan Gunst, han-
dling intellectual property and employ-
ment law matters in both Federal and 
State court. 

Judge Rubin was appointed by the 
Governor of Maryland in 2012 as a Bal-
timore City circuit judge and was 
elected in 2014 by the people of Balti-
more to a 15-year term. 

The circuit court is the State trial 
court of general jurisdiction in Mary-
land, covering both civil and criminal 
cases, and is the exclusive court for 
jury trials, including felony trials— 
similar jurisdiction to what the Fed-
eral district court handles. So she has 
that experience. 

Judge Rubin brings tremendous expe-
rience to the courtroom as a sitting 
Baltimore City circuit judge for nearly 
a decade. She has handled a substantial 
and diverse caseload in our State court 
in Baltimore, having served in the 
civil, family, criminal, and general 
trial divisions, as well as serving on 
special assignments to the asbestos 
docket. She previously served as a su-
pervisory judge of alternative dispute 
resolutions. She estimates that she has 
presided over about 1,000 criminal and 
civil cases that have gone to verdict or 
judgment, including both bench and 
jury trials. 

Judge Rubin is known as a judge’s 
judge, in terms of her excellent tem-
perament, work ethic, and congeniality 
with lawyers and litigants. She is 
known to be fair in judgment to all 
litigants. She was selected to serve as 
a faculty member of the Judicial Col-
lege and tasked with instructing newly 
appointed Maryland trial judges on ju-
dicial ethics and best courtroom prac-
tices. 

Judge Rubin has continued to give 
back to the community as an adjunct 
legal professor at the Maryland Law 
School. She cochaired the Bench Bar 
Committee of the Bar Association of 
Baltimore City, served on the board of 
the Baltimore Metropolitan Chapter of 
the Simon E. Sobeloff Law Society, 

and assisted the CollegeBound Founda-
tion and the Baltimore Education 
Scholarship Trust to help underprivi-
leged or at-risk youth. She has served 
as chair of the board of trustees for the 
Bryn Mawr School in Baltimore. She 
has given back to our community and 
understands the challenges in our com-
munity. 

As a fellow graduate of the Univer-
sity of Maryland Francis King Carey 
Law School, I am confident that Judge 
Rubin will meet the highest standards 
of integrity, competence, and tempera-
ment. I know she will uphold the rule 
of law for all Marylanders for this life-
time appointment. 

Finally, let me say that I know that 
public service is a sacrifice, not only 
for the nominee but for their family. 
So I want to thank Judge Rubin’s hus-
band James and her entire family for 
sharing Judge Rubin with the people of 
Maryland. 

Judge Rubin’s confirmation will 
build on the quality and diversity of 
the Maryland District Court bench. All 
10 of the confirmed judges have been 
recommended by me to the President 
for appointment as a Senator from 
Maryland. I am proud of their quali-
fications and diversity. 

In Maryland, our Federal bench is 50 
percent women, 50 percent men, 40 per-
cent people of color. We appointed the 
first African-American woman, the 
first person of Palestinian descent. We 
have a diversified, quality bench rep-
resenting the people of Maryland and 
providing the justice the people of 
Maryland deserve. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor 
of the confirmation of Judge Julie 
Rubin to be a U.S. district judge for 
the District of Maryland. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 683, Julie 
Rebecca Rubin, of Maryland, to be United 
States District Judge for the District of 
Maryland. 

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin, 
Gary C. Peters, Edward J. Markey, Ben 
Ray Luján, Martin Heinrich, Tammy 
Baldwin, Jacky Rosen, Jeff Merkley, 
Raphael G. Warnock, Michael F. Ben-
net, Tammy Duckworth, Angus S. 
King, Jr., Alex Padilla, Robert P. 
Casey, Jr., Margaret Wood Hassan, 
Patrick J. Leahy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Julie Rebecca Rubin, of Maryland, 
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to be United States District Judge for 
the District of Maryland, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) and 
the Senator from New Hampshire (Mrs. 
SHAHEEN) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Missouri (Mr. BLUNT). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52, 
nays 45, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 86 Ex.] 
YEAS—52 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 

Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Tillis 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—45 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 

Portman 
Risch 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—3 

Blunt Leahy Shaheen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
KELLY). On this vote, the yeas are 52, 
the nays are 45. 

The motion is agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, this 

vote took a long time. If the others 
take that amount of time, we are going 
to be here until very late because we 
are going to get this done. So I hope 
everyone will—now that we are on the 
second vote—hang close. 

I ask unanimous consent that the re-
maining votes tonight be 10-minute 
votes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Let me reiterate. 
Members, please stay on or near the 

floor during the votes so we can get 
this done quickly. 

Thank you. 
I yield the floor. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Julie Rebecca 
Rubin, of Maryland, to be United 
States District Judge for the District 
of Maryland. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 737, Hector 
Gonzalez, of New York, to be United States 
District Judge for the Eastern District of 
New York. 

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin, 
Gary C. Peters, Edward J. Markey, Ben 
Ray Luján, Martin Heinrich, Tammy 
Baldwin, Jacky Rosen, Jeff Merkley, 
Raphael G. Warnock, Michael F. Ben-
net, Tammy Duckworth, Angus S. 
King, Jr., Alex Padilla, Robert P. 
Casey, Jr., Margaret Wood Hassan, 
Patrick J. Leahy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Hector Gonzalez, of New York, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Eastern District of New York, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) 
and the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mrs. SHAHEEN) are necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Missouri (Mr. BLUNT). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52, 
nays 44, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 87 Ex.] 

YEAS—52 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Tillis 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—44 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 

Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 

Fischer 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 

Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
Moran 
Paul 

Portman 
Risch 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 

Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—4 

Blunt 
Leahy 

Sanders 
Shaheen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 52, the nays are 44. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The bill clerk read the nomination of 
Hector Gonzalez, of New York, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Eastern District of New York. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 679, John 
H. Chun, of Washington, to be United States 
District Judge for the Western District of 
Washington. 

Charles E. Schumer, Tina Smith, Cory A. 
Booker, Brian Schatz, Angus S. King, 
Jr., Jon Ossoff, Tim Kaine, Chris Van 
Hollen, Catherine Cortez Masto, Raph-
ael G. Warnock, Jack Reed, Tammy 
Baldwin, Ron Wyden, Sheldon White-
house, Gary C. Peters, Mazie K. Hirono, 
Patrick J. Leahy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, that 
vote took too long. Will Members 
please stay around so we can get these 
done quickly. We have many more 
votes to go. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of John H. Chun, of Washington, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Western District of Washington, shall 
be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY), 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. SAND-
ERS), and the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) are necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT) and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 50, 
nays 45, as follows: 
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[Rollcall Vote No. 88 Ex.] 

YEAS—50 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 

Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 

Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—45 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 

Portman 
Risch 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—5 

Blunt 
Leahy 

Sanders 
Shaheen 

Toomey 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 50, and the nays are 
45. 

The motion is agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of John H. Chun, 
of Washington, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the Western District of 
Washington. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 680, Sarah 
Elisabeth Geraghty, of Georgia, to be United 
States District Judge for the Northern Dis-
trict of Georgia. 

Charles E. Schumer, Tina Smith, Cory A. 
Booker, Brian Schatz, Angus S. King, 
Jr., Jon Ossoff, Tim Kaine, Chris Van 
Hollen, Catherine Cortez Masto, Raph-
ael G. Warnock, Jack Reed, Tammy 
Baldwin, Ron Wyden, Sheldon White-
house, Gary C. Peters, Mazie K. Hirono, 
Patrick J. Leahy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Sarah Elisabeth Geraghty, of Geor-

gia, to be United States District Judge 
for the Northern District of Georgia, 
shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY), 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. SAND-
ERS), and the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) are necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT) and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 49, 
nays 46, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 89 Ex.] 
YEAS—49 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 

Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—46 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Grassley 

Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Portman 

Risch 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—5 

Blunt 
Leahy 

Sanders 
Shaheen 

Toomey 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 49, the nays are 46. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Sarah Elisabeth 
Geraghty, of Georgia, to be United 
States District Judge for the Northern 
District of Georgia. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 

to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 

Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 681, Geor-
gette Castner, of New Jersey, to be United 
States District Judge for the District of New 
Jersey. 

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin, 
Gary C. Peters, Edward J. Markey, Ben 
Ray Luján, Martin Heinrich, Tammy 
Baldwin, Jacky Rosen, Jeff Merkley, 
Raphael G. Warnock, Michael F. Ben-
net, Tammy Duckworth, Angus S. 
King, Jr., Alex Padilla, Robert P. 
Casey, Jr., Margaret Wood Hassan, 
Patrick J. Leahy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Georgette Castner, of New Jersey, to 
be United States District Judge for the 
District of New Jersey, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY), 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. SAND-
ERS), and the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) are necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT) and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 49, 
nays 46, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 90 Ex.] 

YEAS—49 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 

Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—46 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Grassley 

Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Portman 

Risch 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—5 

Blunt 
Leahy 

Sanders 
Shaheen 

Toomey 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 49, the nays are 46. 

The motion is agreed to. 
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EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Georgette 
Castner, of New Jersey, to be United 
States District Judge for the District 
of New Jersey. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 684, 
Cristina D. Silva, of Nevada, to be United 
States District Judge for the District of Ne-
vada. 

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin, 
Gary C. Peters, Edward J. Markey, Ben 
Ray Luján, Martin Heinrich, Tammy 
Baldwin, Jacky Rosen, Jeff Merkley, 
Raphael G. Warnock, Michael F. Ben-
net, Tammy Duckworth, Angus S. 
King, Jr., Alex Padilla, Robert P. 
Casey, Jr., Margaret Wood Hassan, 
Patrick J. Leahy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Cristina D. Silva, of Nevada, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
District of Nevada, shall be brought to 
a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from New Hampshire (Mrs. 
SHAHEEN) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT) and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 53, 
nays 44, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 91 Ex.] 

YEAS—53 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—44 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 

Boozman 
Braun 

Burr 
Capito 

Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 

Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 
Risch 
Romney 

Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—3 

Blunt Shaheen Toomey 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
KING). On this vote, the yeas are 53, the 
nays are 44. 

The motion is agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Cristina D. 
Silva, of Nevada, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of Ne-
vada. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 685, Anne 
Rachel Traum, of Nevada, to be United 
States District Judge for the District of Ne-
vada. 

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin, 
Gary C. Peters, Edward J. Markey, Ben 
Ray Luján, Martin Heinrich, Tammy 
Baldwin, Jacky Rosen, Jeff Merkley, 
Raphael G. Warnock, Michael F. Ben-
net, Tammy Duckworth, Angus S. 
King, Jr., Alex Padilla, Robert P. 
Casey, Jr., Margaret Wood Hassan, 
Patrick J. Leahy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Anne Rachel Traum, of Nevada, to 
be United States District Judge for the 
District of Nevada, shall be brought to 
a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from New Hampshire (Mrs. 
SHAHEEN) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT) and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52, 
nays 45, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 92 Ex.] 
YEAS—52 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—45 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 

Portman 
Risch 
Romney 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—3 

Blunt Shaheen Toomey 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 52, the nays are 45. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Anne Rachel 
Traum, of Nevada, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of Ne-
vada. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 

to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 662, An-
drew M. Luger, of Minnesota, to be United 
States Attorney for the District of Min-
nesota for the term of four years. 

Charles E. Schumer, Gary C. Peters, Ed-
ward J. Markey, Ben Ray Luján, Mar-
tin Heinrich, Tammy Baldwin, Jacky 
Rosen, Jeff Merkley, Raphael G. 
Warnock, Mazie K. Hirono, Michael F. 
Bennet, Tammy Duckworth, Angus S. 
King, Jr., Alex Padilla, Robert P. 
Casey, Jr., Margaret Wood Hassan, 
Patrick J. Leahy 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Andrew M. Luger, of Minnesota, to 
be United States Attorney for the Dis-
trict of Minnesota for the term of four 
years, shall be brought to a close? 
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The yeas and nays are mandatory 

under the rule. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from New Hampshire (Mrs. 
SHAHEEN) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT) and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 61, 
nays 36, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 93 Ex.] 

YEAS—61 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 

Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Portman 

Reed 
Romney 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Tillis 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—36 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 

Fischer 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 

Moran 
Paul 
Risch 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Thune 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—3 

Blunt Shaheen Toomey 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 61, the nays are 36. 

The motion is agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Andrew M. 
Luger, of Minnesota, to be United 
States Attorney for the District of 
Minnesota for the term of four years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to legislative session for a pe-
riod of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

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

CONFIRMATION OF SHALANDA D. 
YOUNG 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today, I 
am pleased to acknowledge the con-
firmation of Shalanda Young to be the 
Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget with a bipartisan vote of 61 
to 36. 

Director Young has a depth of experi-
ence that cannot be matched to lead 
the Office of Management and Budget. 
A staff member on the House Appro-
priations Committee for 15 years—serv-
ing 4 of these years as the committee’s 
staff director—Director Young has 
years of experience in crafting the 
budgets of the Federal agencies that 
the American people rely on. 

In 2019, Director Young was one of 
the few staff present in the room while 
then Chairman SHELBY, Chairwoman 
Lowey, Ranking Member GRANGER, and 
I negotiated the end to the longest 
Federal Government shutdown in U.S. 
history. Her knowledge of Federal pro-
grams, understanding of the political 
process, and years of critical insight 
into the operations of the federal gov-
ernment were invaluable in our nego-
tiations to reach a deal. 

I was glad to strongly support Direc-
tor Young’s nomination to be Deputy 
Director of OMB. After she was con-
firmed to that position, she began to 
serve as its Acting Director. It was in 
this role that she guided the Biden ad-
ministration’s budget priorities 
through the COVID pandemic, dev-
astating natural disasters, a long 
sought after bipartisan infrastructure 
law, and now the response to President 
Putin’s unprovoked invasion of 
Ukraine. 

As if she did not have enough on her 
plate, on October 31, 2021, she gave 
birth to a beautiful baby girl, Charlie. 
If juggling all of that did not prove she 
is more than qualified for the job, I am 
not sure what would. 

As the chairman of the Senate Ap-
propriations Committee, I look forward 
to working with her and her team at 
OMB on the fiscal year 2023 appropria-
tions process. Director Young under-
stands how to work across the aisle to 
get a deal done. I cannot think of 
someone I would rather work with in 
putting the appropriations process to 
work on behalf of the American people. 

f 

REPUBLICAN MEMBERS OF THE 
SENATE NATO OBSERVED GROUP 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, in 
2018, we reestablished the Senate NATO 
Observer Group. I ask for the following 
Republican Senators to participate in 
the group: TILLIS (cochair), BARRASSO, 
ERNST, ROUNDS, RUBIO, and HAGERTY. 

f 

EB–5 REGIONAL CENTER PROGRAM 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I have 
long been a supporter of the EB–5 pro-
gram, which has been a significant eco-
nomic driver in Texas. This merit- 
based immigration program has cre-

ated thousands of American jobs and 
brought billions of dollars in invest-
ment to urban and rural areas across 
Texas and the U.S. 

While it was unfortunate that the au-
thorization for the EB–5 Regional Cen-
ter program was allowed to lapse on 
June 30, 2021, I am pleased to have 
worked with my colleagues, Senators 
CHUCK GRASSLEY and PATRICK LEAHY, 
on the EB–5 Reform and Integrity Act, 
which was included as part of the Con-
solidated Appropriations Act, 2022. 

The EB–5 Reform and Integrity Act 
reauthorizes the regional center pro-
gram through September 30, 2027, and 
implements meaningful reforms and in-
tegrity measures that will ensure the 
viability and security of the program 
for the coming years. 

This legislation provides the first 
multiyear authorization for the re-
gional center program since 2015, so 
that regional centers, which have been 
in limbo for nearly 9 months, will have 
much-needed stability going forward. 
There is also a 60-day implementation 
period to allow USCIS to begin proc-
essing EB–5 petitions and applications 
that have been on hold since the lapse. 
Following that initial period, existing 
regional centers will be able to imme-
diately get back to work driving in-
vestment into the U.S. and facilitating 
the creation of jobs across the country. 

f 

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, sec-
tion 36(b) of the Arms Export Control 
Act requires that Congress receive 
prior notification of certain proposed 
arms sales as defined by that statute. 
Upon such notification, the Congress 
has 30 calendar days during which the 
sale may be reviewed. The provision 
stipulates that, in the Senate, the noti-
fication of proposed sales shall be sent 
to the chairman of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. 

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is available to the full Senate, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD the notifications which 
have been received. If the cover letter 
references a classified annex, then such 
annex is available to all Senators in 
the office of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, room SD–423. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. ROBERT MENENDEZ, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
22–09, concerning the Navy’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of Spain for defense articles and serv-
ices estimated to cost $950 million. After this 
letter is delivered to your office, we plan to 
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issue a news release to notify the public of 
this proposed sale. 

Sincerely, 
JEDIDIAH P. ROYAL, 

(For James A. Hursch, Director). 
Enclosures. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 22–09 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of 
Spain. 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment * $425 million. 
Other $525 million. 
Total $950 million. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): 
Eight (8) MH–60R Multi-Mission Heli-

copters. 
Twenty (20) T–700–GE–401C Engines (16 in-

stalled, 4 spares). 
Thirty-two (32) AGM–114R(N) Hellfire Mis-

siles, All Up Rounds. 
Two (2) Hellfire II Captive Air Training 

Missiles (CATM). 
One hundred (100) WGU–59/B Advanced Pre-

cision Kill Weapon System (APKWS) II Guid-
ance Sections, All Up Rounds. 

Eight (8) Link 16 Multifunctional Informa-
tion Distribution Systems Joint Tactical 
Radio Systems (MIDS JTRS) (8 installed). 

Four (4) Airborne Low Frequency Sonars 
(ALFS) (4 installed on 4 aircraft). 

Non-MDE: Also included are M514 impulse 
cartridge/cartridge actuated devices; MJ20 
cartridge actuated thruster/cartridge actu-
ated devices; WB53 fire extinguisher car-
tridge/cartridge actuated devices; CCU–136A/ 
A impulse cartridges; M299 Hellfire missile 
launchers; GAU–21 crew served guns (includ-
ing pintle and laser pointer); LAU–61 digital 
rocket launchers; M152 High Explosive war-
heads for airborne 2.75 rockets; MK66 MOD 4, 
2.75-inch rocket motors; rocket motors, 2.75- 
inch, MK–66–4 inert; WTU–1B inert warheads 
(HA23); AN/ARC–210 RT–2036 radios with 
Communications Security (COMSEC); AN/ 
AAR–47 missile warning systems; AN/SSQ– 
62F sonobuoys; AN/SSQ–53G sonobuoys; AN/ 
SSQ–36B sonobuoys; SRQ–4 Hawklink radio 
terminals with Hawklink Crypto Control 
Modules; AN/APX–123 Identification Friend 
or Foe (IFF) transponders; AN/ALE–47 dis-
penser, Electronic Countermeasures; Ad-
vanced Data Transfer Systems (ADTS); AN/ 
AAS–44C(V) Multi-Spectral Targeting Sys-
tems; Identification Friend or Foe Mode 4/5 
Cryptographic Applique, KIV–78; Joint Mis-
sion Planning Systems (JMPS); Embedded 
Global Positioning System/Precise Posi-
tioning Service (GPS/PPS)/Inertial Naviga-
tion Systems (EGI) with Selective Avail-
ability/Anti-Spoofing Module (SAASM); Air-
borne Low Frequency Sonars (ALFS) (air-
craft provisions only for 4 aircraft); AN/ 
ARQ–59 Hawklink radio terminals; Training 
Simulators/Operational Machine Interface 
Assistants (ATS/OMIA); tactical operational 
flight trainer; AN/ALQ–210 Electronic Sup-
port Measures (ESM) systems; APS–153(V) 
multi-mode radars; spare engine containers; 
spare and repair parts; support and test 
equipment; communications equipment; 
ferry support; publications and technical 
documentation; personnel training and 
training equipment; United States (U.S.) 
Government and contractor engineering, 
technical, and logistics support services; ob-
solescence engineering, integration, and test 
activities required to ensure readiness for 
the production of the Spanish MH–60R heli-
copters; and other related elements of logis-
tics and program support. 

(iv) Military Department: Navy (SP–P– 
SDE). 

(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: SP–P–SCY, 
SP–P–SDB, SP–P–GOJ. 

(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-
fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 
in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
March 15, 2022. 

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 
Spain—MH–60R Multi-Mission Helicopters 

with Support 
The Government of Spain has requested to 

buy eight (8) MH–60R Multi-Mission heli-
copters; twenty (20) T–700–GE–401C engines 
(16 installed, 4 spares); thirty-two (32) AGM– 
114R(N) Hellfire missiles, all up rounds; two 
(2) Hellfire II Captive Air Training Missiles 
(CATM); one hundred (100) WGU–59/B Ad-
vanced Precision Kill Weapon System 
(APKWS) II Guidance Sections, all up 
rounds; eight (8) Link 16 Multifunctional In-
formation Distribution Systems Joint Tac-
tical Radio Systems (MIDS JTRS) (8 in-
stalled); and four (4) Airborne Low Fre-
quency Sonars (ALFS) (4 installed on 4 air-
craft). Also included are M514 impulse car-
tridge/cartridge actuated devices; MJ20 car-
tridge actuated thruster/cartridge actuated 
devices; WB53 fire extinguisher cartridge/car-
tridge actuated devices; CCU–136A/A impulse 
cartridges; M299 Hellfire missile launchers; 
GAU–21 crew served guns (including pintle 
and laser pointer); LAU–61 digital rocket 
launchers; M152 High Explosive warheads for 
airborne 2.75 rockets; MK66 MOD 4, 2.75-inch 
rocket motors; rocket motors, 2.75-inch, MK– 
66–4 inert; WTU–1B inert warheads (HA23); 
AN/ARC–210 RT–2036 radios with Commu-
nications Security (COMSEC); AN/AAR–47 
missile warning systems; AN/SSQ–62F 
sonobuoys; AN/SSQ–53G sonobuoys; AN/SSQ– 
36B sonobuoys; SRQ–4 Hawklink radio termi-
nals with Hawklink Crypto Control Modules; 
AN/APX–123 Identification Friend or Foe 
(IFF) transponders; AN/ALE–47 dispenser, 
Electronic Countermeasures; Advanced Data 
Transfer Systems (ADTS); AN/AAS–44C(V) 
Multi-Spectral Targeting Systems; Identi-
fication Friend or Foe Mode 4/5 Cryp-
tographic Applique, KIV–78; Joint Mission 
Planning Systems (JMPS); Embedded Global 
Positioning System/Precise Positioning 
Service (GPS/PPS)/Inertial Navigation Sys-
tems (EGI) with Selective Availability/Anti- 
Spoofing Module (SAASM); Airborne Low 
Frequency Sonars (ALFS) (aircraft provi-
sions only for 4 aircraft); AN/ARQ–59 
Hawklink radio terminals; Training Simula-
tors/Operational Machine Interface Assist-
ants (ATS/OMIA); tactical operational flight 
trainer; AN/ALQ–210 Electronic Support 
Measures (ESM) systems; APS–153(V) multi- 
mode radars; spare engine containers; spare 
and repair parts; support and test equip-
ment; communications equipment; ferry sup-
port; publications and technical documenta-
tion; personnel training and training equip-
ment; United States (U.S.) Government and 
contractor engineering, technical, and logis-
tics support services; obsolescence engineer-
ing, integration, and test activities required 
to ensure readiness for the production of the 
Spanish MH–60R helicopters; and other re-
lated elements of logistics and program sup-
port. The total estimated program cost is 
$950 million. 

This proposed sale will support the foreign 
policy and national security objectives of 
the United States by improving the security 
of a NATO ally which is an important force 
for political stability and economic progress 
in Europe. 

The proposed sale will improve Spain’s ca-
pability to meet current and future threats. 

The MH–60R Multi-Mission Helicopter will 
provide the capability to perform anti-sur-
face and anti-submarine warfare missions 
along with the ability to perform secondary 
missions including vertical replenishment, 
search and rescue, and communications 
relay and will bolster the Spanish Navy’s 
ability to support NATO and remain inter-
operable with the U.S. and the NATO alli-
ance. Spain will have no difficulty absorbing 
these helicopters into its armed forces. 

The proposed sale of this equipment and 
support will not alter the basic military bal-
ance in the region. 

The principal contractor will be Lockheed 
Martin Rotary and Mission Systems, Owego, 
NY. There are no known offset agreements 
proposed in connection with this potential 
sale. 

Implementation of this proposed sale may 
require the assignment of two (2) contractor 
representatives to Spain. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 22–09 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act 

Annex Item No. vii 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. The MH–60R Multi-Mission Helicopter 

focuses primarily on anti-submarine and 
anti-surface warfare missions. The MH–60R 
carries several sensors and data links to en-
hance its ability to work in a network cen-
tric battle group and as an extension of its 
home ship/main operating base. The mission 
equipment subsystem consists of the fol-
lowing sensors and subsystems: an acoustics 
systems consisting of a dipping sonar and 
sonobuoys, Multi-Mode Radar (MMR) with 
integral Identification Friend or Foe (IFF) 
interrogator, Radios with COMSEC, Elec-
tronic Support Measures (ESM), Integrated 
Self-Defense (ISD), and Multi-Spectral Tar-
geting System (MTS). The aircraft processes 
sensor data onboard, and transmits data via 
Common Data Link (CDL) (also referred to 
as Hawklink). The aircraft is night vision 
compatible. It can carry AGM–114A/B/K/N 
Hellfire missiles to engage surface and sub- 
surface targets. 

a. The AGM–114 Hellfire missile is an air- 
to-surface missile with a multi-mission, 
multi-target, precision strike capability. 
The Hellfire can be launched from multiple 
air platforms and is the primary precision 
weapon for the United States Army. 

b. Advanced Precision Kill Weapon System 
(APKWS) laser guided rocket to counter the 
fast attack craft and fast inshore attack 
craft threat. 

c. Communications security (COMSEC) de-
vices contain sensitive encryption algo-
rithms and keying material. 

d. Identification Friend or Foe (IFF) (KIV– 
78) contains embedded security devices con-
taining sensitive encryption algorithms and 
keying material. 

e. GPS/PPS/SAASM—Global Positioning 
System (GPS) provides a space-based Global 
Navigation Satellite System (GNSS) that 
has reliable location and time information in 
all weather and at all times and anywhere on 
or near the earth when and where there is an 
unobstructed line of sight to four or more 
GPS satellites. Selective Availability/Anti- 
Spoofing Module (SAASM) (AN/PSN–11) is 
used by military GPS receivers to allow 
decryption of precision GPS coordinates. In 
addition, the GPS Antenna System (GAS–1) 
provides protection from enemy manipula-
tion of the GPS system. 

f. Acoustics algorithms are used to process 
dipping sonar and sonobuoy data for target 
tracking and for the Acoustics Mission Plan-
ner (AMP), which is a tactical aid employed 
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to optimize the deployment of sonobuoys and 
the dipping sonar. 

g. The AN/APS–153 multi-mode radar with 
an integrated IFF and Inverse Synthetic Ap-
erture (ISAR) provides target surveillance/ 
detection capability. 

h. The AN/ALQ–210 (ESM) system identi-
fies the location of an emitter. 

i. The AN/AAS–44C(V) Multi-Spectral Tar-
geting System (MTS) operates in day/night 
and adverse weather conditions. Imagery is 
provided by a Forward Looking Infrared 
(FLIR) sensor, a color/monochrome day tele-
vision (DTV) camera, and a Low-Light TV 
(LLTV). 

j. Ultra High Frequency/Very High Fre-
quency (UHF/VHF) Radios (ARC–210) contain 
embedded sensitive encryption algorithms 
and keying material. 

k. Advanced Data Transfer System (ADTS) 
with Type 1 encryption for data at rest. 

l. Satellite Communications Demand As-
signed Multiple Access (SATCOM DAMA), 
which provides increased, interoperable com-
munications capabilities with U.S. forces. 

2. The highest level of classification of de-
fense articles, components, and services in-
cluded in this potential sale is SECRET. 

3. If a technologically advanced adversary 
were to obtain knowledge of the hardware 
and software elements, the information 
could be used to develop countermeasures or 
equivalent systems, which might reduce sys-
tem effectiveness or be used in the develop-
ment of a system with similar or advanced 
capabilities. 

4. A determination has been made that 
Spain can provide substantially the same de-
gree of protection for the sensitive tech-
nology being released as the U.S. Govern-
ment. This sale is necessary in furtherance 
of the U.S. foreign policy and national secu-
rity objectives outlined in the Policy Jus-
tification. 

5. All defense articles and services listed in 
this transmittal have been authorized for re-
lease and export to the Government of Spain. 

f 

NOTICE OF A TIE VOTE UNDER S. 
RES. 27 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to print the fol-
lowing letter in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. SENATE, COMMITTEE ON BANK-
ING, HOUSING, AND URBAN AF-
FAIRS, 

Washington, DC, March 16, 2022. 
To the Secretary of the Senate: 

PN1679, the nomination of Lisa DeNell 
Cook, of Michigan, to be a Member of the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, having been referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs, the Committee with a quorum present, 
has voted on the nomination as follows— 

1. On the question of reporting the nomina-
tion favorably with the recommendation 
that the nomination be confirmed 12 ayes to 
12 noes; and 

In accordance with Section 3 paragraph 
(1)(A) of S. Res. 27 of the 117th Congress, I 
hereby give notice that the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs has not 
reported the nomination because of a tie 
vote and ask that this notice be printed in 
the Record pursuant to the Resolution. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, had 
there been a recorded vote, I would 

have voted no on the confirmation of 
Executive Calendar No. 472, Rachel 
Jacobson, of the District of Columbia, 
to be an Assistant Secretary of the 
Army. 

f 

UKRAINE 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
rise to bring attention to the need to 
support the Ukrainian people in the 
face of Russia’s invasion. Over the 
weekend, I took part in a Senate dele-
gation to Poland alongside my col-
leagues Senator ROB PORTMAN, Senator 
RICHARD BLUMENTHAL, and Senator 
ROGER WICKER. We met with Ukrainian 
refugees—women, children, grand-
parents—some who were carrying their 
whole lives on their backs. 

Three weeks ago, Ukrainians were 
thinking about their jobs, their plans, 
and their dreams. Now, so much of that 
is in shambles. Women have been fig-
uring out how to get their older par-
ents and young children to safety 
across the border while their brothers 
and husbands take up arms. The most 
heartbreaking conversations I had were 
with children who didn’t know if they 
had a future. 

Seeing the cost of this invasion up 
close has only strengthened my resolve 
to stand with Ukraine, both with hu-
manitarian aid for refugees and mili-
tary support. With advanced weapons 
from the United States and allies, 
Ukraine’s Territorial Defense has been 
more effective in stifling Russia’s inva-
sion than most imagined. Vladimir 
Putin thought he would be greeted 
with rose petals—instead it was Molo-
tov cocktails. And 21 days later, Kyiv 
still stands. 

I was proud to join the bipartisan 
Senate majority in allocating $13.6 bil-
lion for aid to Ukraine, but more sup-
port is needed. Over the past few 
weeks, Russian aircraft have been be-
hind brutal assaults on residential 
neighborhoods, religious institutions, 
and hospitals in Ukraine. Ukraine 
needs more air defense support. Drones, 
Stingers, and Javelins have proven to 
be highly effective in taking down Rus-
sian aircraft and tanks, so we must 
continue to provide that critical weap-
onry and more. 

In the face of this devastation, Po-
land has shown that it is a country 
with a big heart, taking in more than 
1.7 million Ukrainian refugees. For per-
spective, Poland is a country of 38 mil-
lion. Since they have opened their 
doors, the country’s population has 
grown by over 4 percent. In Warsaw 
alone, the population has increased by 
11 percent. Poles are meeting refugees 
at the border and welcoming them into 
their communities—even into their 
own homes. 

The Polish people don’t have to 
imagine what it is like to live through 
a full-scale invasion. Their history is 
marked by invasions by Prussia, the 
Habsburgs, the Nazis, and yes, Russia. 
Poland is also well aware of its 332-mile 
border with Ukraine. Last week, Rus-

sian missiles struck 15 miles from Po-
land’s border. The Polish border guards 
I spoke with said they could literally 
feel the earth shake. As Putin’s war 
inches westward, we must affirm our 
commitment to our NATO ally from a 
military and humanitarian standpoint. 

During our trip, Senator PORTMAN, 
Senator BLUMENTHAL, Senator WICKER, 
and I had the honor of meeting with 
the 82nd Airborne. They briefed us on 
everything that is being done to help 
Ukrainian refugees, as well as fighters 
on the front lines. I also met with Min-
nesota troops, and I was inspired by 
their character and determination. It 
was clear that they understood the pa-
triotic value of their service. I pray for 
their safety as they continue their mis-
sion in the region. 

Across the Atlantic in Ukraine, we 
are all seeing how precious democracy 
truly is. Putin has shown his true col-
ors. But you know what else? The peo-
ple of Ukraine have shown their true 
colors—in bright blue and yellow—they 
are showing the world what true cour-
age is all about. We must continue to 
stand with them in their fight. 

f 

ONE-YEAR ANNIVERSARY OF KING 
SOOPERS SHOOTING 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. President, on 
March 22, 2021, we suffered another hor-
rific mass shooting in our State at the 
King Soopers grocery store in Boulder, 
CO. As we approach its 1-year anniver-
sary, we honor the 10 Coloradans whose 
lives were cut tragically short in this 
senseless act of gun violence. They 
leave behind children, spouses, parents, 
friends, and a Boulder community that 
will always carry the grief of their loss. 

They will never forget the 10 victims 
and neither should America. So today, 
we read their names into the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD. 

Denny Stong was 20 years old and a 
graduate of Fairview High School. He 
was an introverted, smart kid who 
loved history and model airplanes. He 
had been covering shifts at the King 
Soopers and took enormous pride in his 
role as an essential worker during the 
pandemic. He once posted on Facebook: 
‘‘I can’t stay home . . . I am a grocery 
store worker.’’ 

Neven Stanisic was 23 years old. His 
dad said he was ‘‘a really good boy, a 
good kid . . . a hard-working boy.’’ His 
parents are refugees from Bosnia who 
left in the 1990s to escape the war. The 
reverend at their local church said, 
‘‘His family fled the war . . . They left 
everything to save their lives, and 
came here to have a new start.’’ 

Rikki Olds was 25 years old. She had 
been working as a manager at King 
Soopers for 6 years. Her family de-
scribed her as a ‘‘firecracker’’ who lit 
up a room with her infectious giggle. 
Her aunt Lori said, ‘‘She had a beau-
tiful way of just being her . . . When 
you’re down, she just wanted to cheer 
you up, just by being around.’’ 

Tralona Bartkowiak was 49 years old. 
She co-owned a clothing and acces-
sories store with her sister and was a 
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frequent presence in the Boulder arts 
and music scene. She had a deep curi-
osity about the world that took her on 
travels from Nepal to Costa Rica. Her 
younger brother remembers her as ‘‘a 
beam of light.’’ 

Teri Leiker was 51 years old. She was 
a huge fan of the Buffaloes at CU and 
was a regular face at the Pearl Street 
Stampede. A friend called Teri ‘‘the 
most selfless, innocent, amazing person 
I have had the honor of meeting.’’ 

Suzanne Fountain was 59 years old. 
She worked for 15 years at Boulder 
Community Health. She loved gar-
dening and was passionate about music 
and theater. A friend described her as 
‘‘the cream of the crop and a good per-
son, a good soul.’’ 

Kevin Mahoney was 61 years old. He 
had worked in the hotel business but 
retired early to spend more time trav-
eling, skiing, and visiting his daughter, 
Erika. After learning of her father’s 
death, Erika wrote, ‘‘My dad represents 
all things Love. I’m so thankful he 
could walk me down the aisle last sum-
mer.’’ 

Lynn Murray was 62 years old, a 
mother of two, and a retired photo di-
rector for prominent national maga-
zines. Her husband John said, ‘‘I just 
want her to be remembered as this 
amazing, amazing comet spending 62 
years flying across the sky.’’ 

Jody Waters was 65 years old. She 
used to own a boutique clothing store 
named Applause on the Pearl Street 
Mall, where she remembered all her 
customers and their favorite brands. 
She was a mother of two and a grand-
mother who loved horses and hiking. A 
friend said when Jody walked into the 
room, ‘‘She was a breath of fresh air, a 
light.’’ 

Finally, we honor Officer Eric Talley. 
He was 51 years old, a man of deep 
faith, and a devoted father of seven. 
After losing a close friend to a DUI, he 
joined the police academy at age 40 to 
give back to the community. In 2013, he 
made headlines when he helped rescue 
11 ducklings from a drainage ditch. 
Eric’s father said he ‘‘loved his kids 
and family more than anything.’’ For 
their sake, he was hoping to stay off 
the frontlines by learning to become a 
drone operator. But when the bullets 
rang out, he rushed into action, saving 
countless lives at the cost of his own. 
Colorado owes Officer Talley a debt we 
will never be able to repay. He and the 
nine other victims represent the best of 
our State. 

As we honor the victims’ lives, we 
stand with all who continue to grieve 
and the community as it continues to 
heal. We condemn the senseless gun vi-
olence, not only in Boulder last year, 
but in far too many American cities 
and towns every day. Until no Amer-
ican has to live in reasonable fear of 
being gunned down in a school, or a 
movie theater, or a grocery store, we 
have more work to do. 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

At 12:51 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives delivered by 
Mrs. Alli, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 268. An act to provide for the bound-
ary of the Palo Alto Battlefield National 
Historic Park to be adjusted, to authorize 
the donation of land to the United States for 
addition to that historic park, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 1908. An act to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to conduct a study to 
assess the suitability and feasibility of desig-
nating certain land as the Ka’ena Point Na-
tional Heritage Area, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 1931. An act to provide competitive 
grants for the promotion of Japanese Amer-
ican confinement education as a means to 
understand the importance of democratic 
principles, use and abuse of power, and to 
raise awareness about the importance of cul-
tural tolerance toward Japanese Americans, 
and for other purposes. 

H.R. 2899. An act to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to conduct a study to assess the 
suitability and feasibility of designating 
areas within the island of Guam as a Na-
tional Heritage Area, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3113. An act to require the Secretary 
of the Interior, the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and the Assistant Secretary of the Army for 
Civil Works to digitize and make publicly 
available geographic information system 
mapping data relating to public access to 
Federal land and waters for outdoor recre-
ation, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 5001. An act to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to continue to imple-
ment endangered fish recovery programs for 
the Upper Colorado and San Juan River Ba-
sins, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 2062, and the order 
of the House of January 4, 2021, the 
Speaker appoints the following individ-
uals and Member to the Advisory 
Board for the House of Representatives 
Child Care Center: Ms. Brooke Scannell 
of Arlington, Virginia, Ms. Stacey 
Leavandosky of Washington, D.C., Mr. 
Collin Davenport of Alexandria, Vir-
ginia, Ms. Lora Snyder of Washington, 
D.C., Mr. Matthew Dwyer of Alexan-
dria, Virginia, Ms. Natalie Joyce of Ar-
lington, Virginia, Mr. Cyrus Artz of 
Washington, D.C., Ms. Alyene Mlinar of 
Washington, D.C., Ms. Cari Fike of 
Cheverly, Maryland, Mr. Robbie 
Minnich of Arlington, Virginia, Ms. 
Jennifer Belair of Washington, D.C., 
and Mr. Hudson of North Carolina. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

At 3:25 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bill: 

H.R. 55. An act to amend section 249 of 
title 18, United States Code, to specify lynch-
ing as a hate crime act. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 268. An act to provide for the bound-
ary of the Palo Alto Battlefield National 

Historic Park to be adjusted, to authorize 
the donation of land to the United States for 
addition to that historic park, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

H.R. 1908. An act to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to conduct a study to 
assess the suitability and feasibility of desig-
nating certain land as the Ka‘ena Point Na-
tional Heritage Area, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

H.R. 1931. An act to provide competitive 
grants for the promotion of Japanese Amer-
ican confinement education as a means to 
understand the importance of democratic 
principles, use and abuse of power, and to 
raise awareness about the importance of cul-
tural tolerance toward Japanese Americans, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

H.R. 2899. An act to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to conduct a study to assess the 
suitability and feasibility of designating 
areas within the island of Guam as a Na-
tional Heritage Area, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

H.R. 5001. An act to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to continue to imple-
ment endangered fish recovery programs for 
the Upper Colorado and San Juan River Ba-
sins, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–3406. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary for Legislation, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the drug-free workplace plans of the Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency (DSCA) and 
the Special Inspector General for Pandemic 
Recovery (SIGPR); to the Committees on Ap-
propriations; Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs; and Foreign Relations. 

EC–3407. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
the national emergency that was declared in 
Executive Order 13664 with respect to South 
Sudan; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3408. A communication from the Sanc-
tions Regulations Advisor, Office of Foreign 
Assets Control, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Weapons of Mass Destruc-
tion Proliferators Sanctions Regulations’’ 
(31 CFR Part 544) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on March 9, 2022; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–3409. A communication from the Sanc-
tions Regulations Advisor, Office of Foreign 
Assets Control, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Transnational Criminal Or-
ganizations Sanctions Regulations’’ (31 CFR 
Part 590) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on March 8, 2022; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC–3410. A communication from the Con-
gressional Assistant, Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System, transmitting, 
pursuant to law , the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Appraisals for Higher-Priced Mortgage 
Loans Exemption Threshold’’ ((RIN7100– 
AG21) (Docket No. R–1758)) received in the 
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Office of the President of the Senate on 
March 8, 2022; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3411. A communication from the Con-
gressional Assistant, Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System, transmitting, 
pursuant to law , the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Consumer Leasing (Regulation M)’’ 
((RIN7100–AG19) (Docket No. R–1756)) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 6, 2022; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3412. A communication from the Con-
gressional Assistant, Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System, transmitting, 
pursuant to law , the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Truth in Lending (Regulation Z)’’ 
((RIN7100–AG20) (Docket No. R–1757)) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 8, 2022; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3413. A communication from the Acting 
Chief of the Branch of Delisting and Foreign 
Species, Fish and Wildlife Service, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Endan-
gered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; 
Reclassification of Stephens’ Kangaroo Rat 
From Endangered to Threatened With a Sec-
tion 4(d) Rule’’ (RIN1018–BE64) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
March 8, 2022; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–3414. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Congressional Affairs, Office of Nu-
clear Regulatory Research, Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Regu-
latory Guide (RG) 2.8 Rev 0, Guidance for Im-
plementation of 10 CFR 50.59, ’Changes, 
Tests, and Experiments,’ At Non-Power Pro-
duction or Utilization Facilities’’ received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
March 9, 2022; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–3415. A communication from the Chief 
of the Division of Bird Conservation, Fish 
and Wildlife Service, Department of the Inte-
rior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Migratory Bird Per-
mits; Administrative Updates to 50 CFR 
Parts 21 and 22’’ (RIN1018–BF59) received on 
March 9, 2022; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–3416. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; 
Connecticut; Regulations to Limit Premises- 
Wide Actual and Potential Emissions from 
Major Stationary Sources of Air Pollution’’ 
(FRL No. 9530–01–R1) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on March 9, 2022; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–3417. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Oregon: Authoriza-
tion of State Hazardous Waste Management 
Program Revisions’’ (FRL No. 8853–02–R10) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 9, 2022; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3418. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; 
New Hampshire; Conformity’’ (FRL No. 9487– 
02–R1) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on March 9, 2022; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3419. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 

transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘National Emission Stand-
ards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Sta-
tionary Combustion Turbines; Amendments’’ 
((RIN2060–AV03) (FRL No. 5909.1–02–OAR)) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 8, 2022; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3420. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Regulation of Persistent, 
Bioaccumulative, and Toxic Chemicals 
Under TSCA Section 6(h); Phenol, 
Isopropylated Phosphate (3:1); Further Com-
pliance Date Extension’’ (FRL No. 6015.6–02– 
OCSPP) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on March 8, 2022; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–3421. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Approval of Arizona Air 
Plan Revisions, Arizona Department of Envi-
ronmental Quality and Maricopa County Air 
Quality Department’’ (FRL No. 9572–01–R9) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 8, 2022; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3422. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Georgia; 
Atlanta Area Emissions Inventory and Emis-
sions Statements Requirements for the 2015 
8-Hour Ozone Standard’’ (FRL No. 9274–02– 
R4) received in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on March 8, 2022; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3423. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; New 
Mexico; Clean Air Act Requirements for 
Emissions Inventory and Emissions State-
ment for Nonattainment Area for the 2015 
Ozone National Ambient Air Quality Stand-
ards’’ (FRL No. 8989–02–R6) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on 
March 8, 2022; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–3424. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Ken-
tucky; Jefferson County Emissions State-
ments Requirements for the 2015 8-Hour 
Ozone Standard Nonattainment Area’’ (FRL 
No. 9398–02–R4) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on March 8, 2022; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–3425. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; North 
Carolina; Removal of Transportation Facili-
ties Rules for Mecklenburg County’’ (FRL 
No. 9175–02–R4) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on March 8, 2022; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–3426. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Cali-
fornia; Los Angeles-South Coast Air Basin’’ 
(FRL No. 9386–01–R9) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on March 8, 2022; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–3427. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Missouri; 
Redesignation Request and Associated Main-
tenance Plan for the Jackson County 2010 
SO2 1-Hour NAAQS Nonattainment Area’’ 
(FRL No. 9105–02–R7) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on March 8, 2022; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–3428. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Finding of Failure to Attain 
the 2008 Lead and 2010 Sulfur Dioxide Stand-
ards; Arizona; Hayden and Miami Nonattain-
ment Areas’’ (FRL No. 8726–02–R9) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on March 8, 2022; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–3429. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Partial Approval and Partial 
Disapproval of Air Quality Implementation 
Plans and Determination of Attainment by 
the Attainment Date; California; San Joa-
quin Valley Serious Area and Section 189(d) 
Plan for Attainment of the 1997 24-hour 
PM2.5 NAAQS’’ (FRL No. 8969–02–R9) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 8, 2022; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3430. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Missouri; 
Redesignation Request and Associated Main-
tenance Plan for the Jefferson County 2010 
SO2 1-Hour NAAQS Nonattainment Area’’ 
(FRL No. 8693–02–R7) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on March 8, 2022; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–3431. A communication from the Acting 
Director of the Regulatory Management Di-
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Renewable Fuel Standard 
(RFS) Program: Extension of Compliance 
and Attest Engagement Reporting Dead-
lines’’ ((RIN2060–AV57) (FRL No. 8521.1–01– 
OAR)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on March 8, 2022; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3432. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulations and Disclosure Law 
Division, Customs and Border Protection, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Emergency Import Restrictions Im-
posed on Archaeological and Enthnological 
Material of Afghanistan’’ (RIN1515–AE70) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 8, 2022; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–3433. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
the national emergency that was declared in 
Executive Order 13694 with respect to signifi-
cant malicious cyber-enabled activities; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–3434. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Notification of the 
Emergency Third Party Transfer Authoriza-
tion from the Netherlands to Ukraine’’; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–3435. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
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law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Passports: 
Option for Passport Applicants Eligible To 
Apply by Mail for Renewal of Passports To 
Apply On-Line’’ (RIN1400–AE68) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
March 8, 2022; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

EC–3436. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to the intent to exer-
cise the authorities under section 506(a)(1) of 
the FAA and 614(a)(1) of the FAA to provide 
military assistance to Ukraine, including for 
self-defense and border security operations; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–3437. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Notification of the 
Emergency Third Party Transfer Authoriza-
tions from Turkey to Ukraine and from Ger-
many to Ukraine’’; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations. 

EC–3438. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of State, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a notification of intent to program 
fiscal year 2016 and fiscal year 2020 funds to 
provide support to Ukraine; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, with amendments: 

S. 664. A bill to require the Comptroller 
General of the United States to review cer-
tain legislation in order to identify potential 
risks of duplication of and overlap with ex-
isting Federal programs, offices, and initia-
tives (Rept. No. 117–94). 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. BROWN for the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

*Sandra L. Thompson, of Maryland, to be 
Director of the Federal Housing Finance 
Agency for a term of five years. 

*Jerome H. Powell, of Maryland, to be 
Chairman of the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System for a term of four 
years. 

*Lael Brainard, of the District of Colum-
bia, to be Vice Chairman of the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System for 
a term of four years. 

*Philip Nathan Jefferson, of North Caro-
lina, to be a Member of the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System for a 
term of fourteen years from February 1, 2022. 

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mr. MORAN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 

Mr. TILLIS, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. GRASS-
LEY, Ms. COLLINS, and Ms. CORTEZ 
MASTO): 

S. 3846. A bill to reauthorize the Justice 
and Mental Health Collaboration Program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Ms. WARREN (for herself, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mr. SANDERS, Ms. BALDWIN, 
Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. MERKLEY, and Mr. 
MARKEY): 

S. 3847. A bill to prohibit certain anti-
competitive mergers, to amend the Clayton 
Act to permit the Federal Trade Commission 
and the Department of Justice to reject pro-
posed acquisitions, to implement procedures 
for retrospective reviews and breaking up 
anticompetitive consummated acquisitions, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself and Ms. 
STABENOW): 

S. 3848. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
Education to make grants to fund additional 
school-based mental health providers to help 
reduce psychological harm, and assist with 
the return to adaptive coping in schools fol-
lowing a violent or traumatic crisis, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, and Mr. BOOKER): 

S. 3849. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act to expand the 
Magnet Schools Assistance Program; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself and Mr. 
CORNYN): 

S. 3850. A bill to increase the number of 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection Cus-
toms and Border Protection officers and sup-
port staff and to require reports that iden-
tify staffing, infrastructure, and equipment 
needed to enhance security at ports of entry; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

By Ms. STABENOW (for herself and 
Mr. PETERS): 

S. 3851. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to furnish hospital care and 
medical services to veterans and dependents 
who were stationed at military installations 
at which those veterans and dependents were 
exposed to perfluorooctanoic acid or other 
perfluoroalkyl and polyfluoroalkyl sub-
stances, to provide for a presumption of serv-
ice connection for certain veterans who were 
stationed at military installations at which 
those veterans were exposed to such sub-
stances, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself and 
Mr. SCHUMER): 

S. 3852. A bill to reauthorize the Erie 
Canalway National Heritage Corridor, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself and 
Mr. SCHUMER): 

S. 3853. A bill to reauthorize the Maurice 
D. Hinchey Hudson River Valley National 
Heritage Area, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. MORAN (for himself, Ms. HAS-
SAN, and Mr. TESTER): 

S. 3854. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve certain programs of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs for home 
and community based services for veterans, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. LUJÁN (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and Mr. 
TILLIS): 

S. 3855. A bill to amend section 7014 of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 

1965 to advance toward full Federal funding 
for impact aid, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Ms. 
LUMMIS, Mr. MARSHALL, and Mr. 
CRAMER): 

S. 3856. A bill to prohibit the importation 
of uranium from the Russian Federation; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr. COTTON, 
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. CRAMER, Ms. ERNST, 
Mr. BRAUN, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. SCOTT of 
Florida, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. TILLIS, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. HAGERTY, and Mr. 
INHOFE): 

S. 3857. A bill to terminate certain waivers 
of sanctions with respect to Iran issued in 
connection with the Joint Comprehensive 
Plan of Action, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

By Ms. DUCKWORTH (for herself and 
Mr. LEAHY): 

S. 3858. A bill to require the publication of 
opinions issued by the Office of Legal Coun-
sel of the Department of Justice, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. RUBIO (for himself, Mr. RISCH, 
Mr. CRAPO, Mr. CRUZ, Ms. ERNST, Mr. 
SCOTT of South Carolina, Mr. BOOZ-
MAN, Mr. THUNE, Mr. DAINES, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. 
BRAUN, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. HAWLEY, Ms. 
LUMMIS, Mr. CRAMER, Mrs. FISCHER, 
Mr. SCOTT of Florida, Mrs. HYDE- 
SMITH, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. COTTON, 
Mr. INHOFE, Mr. HAGERTY, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. WICKER, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. TUBERVILLE, Mr. SUL-
LIVAN, Mr. LEE, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. 
TILLIS, and Mr. CASSIDY): 

S.J. Res. 41. A joint resolution providing 
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Department of Health and 
Human Services relating to ‘‘Ensuring Ac-
cess to Equitable, Affordable, Client-Cen-
tered, Quality Family Planning Services’’; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself and 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL): 

S. Res. 548. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate on ending the access of 
Russian financial institutions to specialized 
financial messaging services; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Ms. 
ERNST, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
CASSIDY, Mr. SCOTT of Florida, Mr. 
WICKER, Mr. ROMNEY, Mr. TILLIS, and 
Mr. LANKFORD): 

S. Res. 549. A resolution supporting the 
transfer of aircraft and air defense systems 
to the Armed Forces of Ukraine; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 306 

At the request of Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 
the name of the Senator from New 
Mexico (Mr. LUJÁN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 306, a bill to provide a 
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process for granting lawful permanent 
resident status to aliens from certain 
countries who meet specified eligibility 
requirements, and for other purposes. 

S. 618 
At the request of Mr. LANKFORD, the 

name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
618, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to modify and extend 
the deduction for charitable contribu-
tions for individuals not itemizing de-
ductions. 

S. 1116 
At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1116, a bill to amend chap-
ter 81 of title 5, United States Code, to 
create a presumption that a disability 
or death of a Federal employee in fire 
protection activities caused by any of 
certain diseases is the result of the per-
formance of such employees duty, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1405 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1405, a bill to authorize 
the imposition of sanctions with re-
spect to significant actions that exac-
erbate climate change, to reinforce 
comprehensive efforts to limit global 
average temperature rise, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 2550 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2550, a bill to amend the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 to provide 
students with disabilities and their 
families with access to critical infor-
mation needed to select the right col-
lege and succeed once enrolled. 

S. 2607 
At the request of Mr. PADILLA, the 

names of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY), the Senator from 
West Virginia (Mr. MANCHIN), the Sen-
ator from Michigan (Ms. STABENOW), 
the Senator from Iowa (Ms. ERNST), the 
Senator from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN), 
the Senator from Montana (Mr. 
TESTER) and the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. SCOTT) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 2607, a bill to award a Congres-
sional Gold Medal to the former hos-
tages of the Iran Hostage Crisis of 1979– 
1981, highlighting their resilience 
throughout the unprecedented ordeal 
that they lived through and the na-
tional unity it produced, marking 4 
decades since their 444 days in cap-
tivity, and recognizing their sacrifice 
to the United States. 

S. 2992 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2992, a bill to provide that 
certain discriminatory conduct by cov-
ered platforms shall be unlawful, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 3360 
At the request of Mr. REED, the name 

of the Senator from New Mexico (Mr. 

LUJÁN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3360, a bill to reauthorize title II of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 3522 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 

name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SCOTT) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 3522, a bill to provide en-
hanced authority for the President to 
enter into agreements with the Gov-
ernment of Ukraine to lend or lease de-
fense articles to that Government to 
protect civilian populations in Ukraine 
from Russian military invasion, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 3526 
At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the 

name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MARSHALL) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 3526, a bill to require the imposition 
of sanctions with respect to the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China if the People’s 
Liberation Army initiates a military 
invasion of Taiwan, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 3546 
At the request of Mr. HAGERTY, the 

name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
ROMNEY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3546, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the amend-
ments made to reporting of third party 
network transactions by the American 
Rescue Plan Act of 2021. 

S. 3726 
At the request of Mr. KAINE, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 3726, a bill to address re-
search on, and improve access to, sup-
portive services for individuals with 
long COVID. 

S. 3770 
At the request of Mr. LEE, the name 

of the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3770, a bill to establish a point of order 
against legislation that would cause a 
net increase in outlays unless the Di-
rector of the Congressional Budget Of-
fice certifies that inflation is below 3 
percent. 

S. 3771 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 

names of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. TILLIS) and the Senator from 
Nevada (Ms. CORTEZ MASTO) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 3771, a bill to pro-
hibit United States persons from en-
gaging in transactions with foreign 
persons that purchase or transact in 
gold from the Russian Federation. 

S. 3778 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. LUJÁN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3778, a bill to amend titles XVIII 
and XIX of the Social Security Act to 
make premium and cost-sharing sub-
sidies available to low-income Medi-
care part D beneficiaries who reside in 
Puerto Rico or another territory of the 
United States. 

S. 3802 
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 

the name of the Senator from Michigan 

(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 3802, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to impose a 
windfall profits excise tax on crude oil 
and to rebate the tax collected back to 
individual taxpayers, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. RES. 546 

At the request of Mr. GRAHAM, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. DAINES) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 546, a resolution expressing 
the sense of the Senate condemning the 
Russian Federation, President Vladi-
mir Putin, members of the Russian Se-
curity Council, the Russian Armed 
Forces, and Russian military com-
manders for committing atrocities, in-
cluding alleged war crimes, against the 
people of Ukraine and others. 

S. RES. 547 

At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
names of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. JOHNSON), the Senator from Rhode 
Island (Mr. REED), the Senator from Il-
linois (Ms. DUCKWORTH), the Senator 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. CASEY), the 
Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE), the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL), the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. CARPER) and the Senator 
from Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY) were 
added as cosponsors of S. Res. 547, a 
resolution recognizing the 201st anni-
versary of Greek Independence and 
celebrating democracy in Greece and 
the United States. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 548—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE ON ENDING THE ACCESS 
OF RUSSIAN FINANCIAL INSTI-
TUTIONS TO SPECIALIZED FI-
NANCIAL MESSAGING SERVICES 

Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself and 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs: 

S. RES. 548 

Whereas providers of specialized financial 
messaging services are a critical link to the 
international financial system; 

Whereas the European Union, Japan, Can-
ada, and other partners of the United States 
are to be commended for strengthening the 
multilateral sanctions regime against the 
Russian Federation; 

Whereas, while the expulsion of selected 
Russian financial institutions from special-
ized financial messaging services is a first 
step, that expulsion alone is not sufficient to 
address the scope and scale at which the 
Government of the Russian Federation is 
waging war against Ukraine; and 

Whereas, once achieved, the complete loss 
of access by Russian financial institutions to 
specialized financial messaging services 
must be maintained: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That— 
(1) the Senate urges the President, in the 

strongest possible terms, to immediately 
take all measures necessary to remove all 
Russian financial institutions from access to 
specialized financial messaging services, in-
cluding by working with allies and partners 
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of the United States to execute that removal 
multilaterally; 

(2) it is the sense of the Senate that the 
Russian financial institutions covered by 
paragraph (1) include— 

(A) Sberbank; 
(B) VTB; 
(C) Gazprombank. 
(D) VEB.RF; 
(E) The Russian Direct Investment Fund; 
(F) Credit Bank of Moscow; 
(G) Alfa Bank; 
(H) Rosselkhozbank; 
(I) FC Bank Otkritie; 
(J) Promsvyazbank; 
(K) Sovcombank; 
(L) Transkapitalbank; 
(M) Tinkoff Bank; and 
(N) any financial institution that is owned 

or controlled by, or is a successor to, a finan-
cial institution specified in any of subpara-
graphs (A) through (M); and 

(3) it is the sense of the Senate that any 
package of sanctions imposed with respect to 
the Russian Federation is strengthened by 
working in concert with allies and partners 
of the United States. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 549—SUP-
PORTING THE TRANSFER OF 
AIRCRAFT AND AIR DEFENSE 
SYSTEMS TO THE ARMED 
FORCES OF UKRAINE 
Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Ms. 

ERNST, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
CASSIDY, Mr. SCOTT of Florida, Mr. 
WICKER, Mr. ROMNEY, Mr. TILLIS, and 
Mr. LANKFORD) submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations: 

S. RES. 549 
Whereas the people of Ukraine have shown 

great resolve in combating the blind aggres-
sion of the Russian Federation following the 
further invasion of Ukraine on February 24, 
2022; 

Whereas the Armed Forces of the Russian 
Federation continue to assault the people of 
Ukraine through indiscriminate aerial at-
tacks; 

Whereas the United States Department of 
Defense has stated that the Russian Federa-
tion flies ‘‘on average 200 sorties per day’’ in 
their campaign against Ukraine; 

Whereas Ukrainian President Volodymyr 
Zelensky has continued to request that 
members of the North Atlantic Treaty Orga-
nization and other countries around the 
globe support the transfer of military air-
craft and air defense systems to the Armed 
Forces of Ukraine in order to protect the 
people of Ukraine; 

Whereas the MiG–29 is the main fixed-wing 
aircraft in the inventory of the Ukrainian 
Air Force, and it is critical that the Ukrain-
ian Air Force receive aircraft that mirror 
the capability and operating standard of the 
MiG–29; 

Whereas additional MiG–29s are essential 
for the Ukrainian Air Force to remain capa-
ble of contesting aircraft of the Russian Fed-
eration; 

Whereas, on March 5, 2022, it was reported 
that the Government of Poland would trans-
fer MiG–29s to Ukraine in exchange for air-
craft from the United States; 

Whereas, on March 6, 2022, Secretary of 
State Antony Blinken stated that the trans-
fer of Polish MiG–29s to Ukraine ‘‘gets a 
green light [and that] we’re talking with our 
Polish friends right now about what we 
might be able to do to backfill their 
needs. . .’’; 

Whereas, on March 8, 2022, the Government 
of Poland stated that Poland would ‘‘de-

ploy—immediately and free of charge—all of 
their M[i]G–29 jets. . .and place them at the 
disposal of the Government of the United 
States’’ and further stated that ‘‘other 
NATO Allies—owners of M[i]G–29 jets— 
[should] act in the same vein’’; 

Whereas, on March 9, 2022, the Pentagon 
stated that the United States does ‘‘not sup-
port the transfer of additional fighter air-
craft to the Ukrainian Air Force at this 
time, and therefore have no desire to see 
them in our custody, either’’ and further 
stated that ‘‘the transfer of combat aircraft 
right now could be mistaken, by Mr. Putin 
and the Russians as an escalatory step’’; 

Whereas a failure to provide aircraft, such 
as MiG–29s, and air defense systems to the 
Armed Forces of Ukraine would embolden 
the Russian Federation and further endanger 
the people of Ukraine; 

Whereas the Biden Administration should 
support the transfer of aircraft, such as MiG– 
29s, and air defense systems, including Sting-
er missiles and more advanced surface-to-air 
missile systems, to Ukraine; and 

Whereas Congress urges the Biden Admin-
istration to meet the air defense needs re-
quested by President Zelensky, including the 
transfer of aircraft, such as MiG–29s, and 
other air defense systems: Now, therefore, be 
it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) encourages the President of the United 

States to support the transfer of aircraft, 
such as MiG–29s, and air defense systems to 
Ukraine; 

(2) supports continued efforts by members 
of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
and other countries around the globe to iden-
tify additional aviation and air defense capa-
bilities to transfer to the Armed Forces of 
Ukraine; and 

(3) stands with Ukrainian President 
Volodymyr Zelensky and the people of 
Ukraine in their struggle against Russian 
aggression. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
have eight requests for committees to 
meet during today’s session of the Sen-
ate. They have the approval of the Ma-
jority and Minority Leaders. 

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 
COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 

AFFAIRS 
The Committee on Banking, Housing, 

and Urban Affairs is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Wednesday, March 16, 2022, to con-
duct a hearing on nominations. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 
WORKS 

The Committee on Environment and 
Public Works is authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
Wednesday, March 16, 2022, at 10 a.m., 
to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 
The Committee on Finance is author-

ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Wednesday, March 16, 2022, 
at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 

The Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs is au-

thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate on Wednesday, March 16, 
2022, at 10:15 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

The Committee on Indian Affairs is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Wednesday, March 16, 
2022, at 4 p.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND 
ENTREPRENEURSHIP 

The Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Wednesday, March 16, 2022, at 2:30 
p.m., to conduct a hearing. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

The Select Committee on Intel-
ligence is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, March 16, 2022, at 2 p.m., to con-
duct a closed briefing. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON PERSONNEL 

The Subcommittee on Personnel of 
the Committee on Armed Services is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Wednesday, March 16, 
2022, at 3 p.m., to conduct a hearing. 

f 

APPOINTMENTS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, on behalf of the Chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Armed Services, 
pursuant to the provisions of Public 
Law 117–81, appoints the following indi-
viduals to serve as members of the Con-
gressional Commission on the Stra-
tegic Posture of the United States: The 
Honorable Madelyn R. Creedon of Vir-
ginia and General (Ret.) John E. Hyten 
of Colorado. 

The Chair, on behalf of the Chairman 
of the Senate Committee on Armed 
Services, pursuant to the provisions of 
Public Law 117–81, appoints the fol-
lowing individuals to serve as members 
of the National Security Commission 
on Emerging Biotechnology: The Hon-
orable Dov S. Zakheim of Maryland 
and The Honorable ALEX PADILLA of 
California. 

The Chair, pursuant to Public Law 
117–81, on behalf of the Republican 
Leader, appoints the following indi-
vidual to serve as a member of the 
Commission on Planning, Program-
ming, Budgeting, and Execution Re-
form: Diem Salmon of Maryland. 

The Chair, on behalf of the Vice 
President, pursuant to Public Law 94– 
304, as amended by Public Law 99–7, ap-
points the following Senators as mem-
bers of the Commission on Security 
and Cooperation in Europe (Helsinki) 
during the 117th Congress: The Honor-
able TIM SCOTT of South Carolina, vice 
The Honorable MARCO RUBIO of Florida. 

f 

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, MARCH 
17, 2022 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it ad-
journ until 10 a.m., Thursday, March 
17; further, that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
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deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the time 
for the two leaders be reserved for their 
use later in the day, and morning busi-
ness be closed; that upon the conclu-
sion of morning business, the Senate 
proceed to executive session and re-
sume consideration of the Nathan nom-
ination; finally, that if any nomina-
tions are confirmed during Thursday’s 

session, the motions to reconsider be 
considered made and laid upon the 
table and the President be immediately 
notified of the Senate’s action. 

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

Mr. SCHUMER. For the information 
of Senators, there will be two rollcall 
votes at 11:45 and one at 1:45. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 9:29 p.m., adjourned until Thursday, 
March 17, 2022, at 10 a.m. 
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