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

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

f 

PRAYER 

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

Let us pray. 
Almighty God, thank You for Your 

love, expressed in the beauty of the 
Earth and the glory of the skies. 

Lord, use the Members of this body 
as instruments of Your providence. 
Where there is loneliness, let them 
bring community. Where there is sad-
ness, let them bring joy. Where there is 
sickness, let them bring health. Where 
there is despair, let them bring hope. 

Lord, as they seek to serve You, give 
them the peaceful satisfaction of 
knowing that they are pleasing You. 
Strengthen them to press on with the 
work of the day, alert to the reality 
that they are doing Your will. 

We pray in Your strong 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 PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MORENO). Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

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

The senior assistant executive clerk 
read the nomination of David Perdue, 
of Georgia, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

TRUMP ADMINISTRATION FIRST 100 DAYS 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, 

today marks the 100th day of President 
Trump’s return to the White House. 

Trump 2.0 has hit Washington like a 
hurricane. By that, I mean President 
Trump is working hard to keep his 
promises, unleash America’s golden 
age, and launch a revolution of com-
mon sense. 

Let’s take a look at some of these 
achievements. 

First and foremost, President Trump 
secured the border. He did that by 
words he used at the joint session of 
Congress. All it took was a new Presi-
dent. 

Today also marks Fentanyl Aware-
ness Day. Fake pills laced with 
fentanyl are killing young people in 
the prime of their lives. President 
Trump is fighting tooth and nail to 
stop the flow of deadly fentanyl from 
China that is trafficked by dangerous 
drug cartels into our communities. 

Here in the Senate, I led the passage 
of a bill that is entitled the HALT 
Fentanyl Act, but there is more work 
to do. Big Tech must be held account-
able to protect young people from 
being targeted by drug traffickers on 
social media. 

President Trump also promised to 
cut wasteful spending, unleash Amer-
ica’s energy, bring back manufacturing 

jobs, and get our trading partners to 
the negotiating table. And on that lat-
ter point, he is being very successful. 
The President is swinging for the 
fences, and he is running the bases. 

Whichever political side of the fence 
you are on, one thing is for sure: Presi-
dent Trump ran on a platform, and he 
is serving on that platform. Promises 
made; promises kept. That is a refresh-
ing change in this town. Seventy-seven 
million Americans voted for this Presi-
dent to get America roaring back to 
peace and prosperity. In these first 100 
days, that is exactly what President 
Trump is doing, and we are just getting 
started. 

Mr. President, I have time for other 
remarks that I would like to make at 
this point. 

FBI 
Mr. President, today I come to the 

floor to speak about the FBI and Arctic 
Frost. Arctic Frost was another polit-
ical case against President Trump and 
also against whistleblowers. 

Through records that I have already 
made public, the investigations’ polit-
ical origins are now firmly established. 
The case’s origins are anti-Trump FBI 
Agent Thibault and his merry band of 
partisans—a partisanship that should 
never be present in our FBI. But I will 
show how it was present. 

Partisan FBI agents and Department 
of Justice prosecutors led the charges 
as a tag team, causing political chaos 
to try and destroy President Trump. I 
have made these people’s names public 
in document productions, and that is 
the way it should be. 

We should let the American people 
know who threw our country into 
chaos to satisfy their very selfish polit-
ical goals. We need to expose the polit-
ical conspiracy that surrounded Presi-
dent Trump. 

They hurt our country through sev-
eral different processes. We call these 
Crossfire Hurricane, the Special Coun-
sel Mueller’s investigation of the ‘‘Rus-
sia, Russia Hoax,’’ and, finally, Jack 
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Smith’s two cases against President 
Trump. 

And now, added to this list is what I 
mentioned in my opening statement, 
Arctic Frost, which ultimately became 
one of Jack Smith’s cases against 
President Trump. 

FBI Agent Thibault violated the 
FBI’s no self-approval rule. Literally, 
there is a rule on the books of the FBI 
called the no self-approval rule. That 
rule says that a supervisor isn’t sup-
posed to create a case and then approve 
that case for themselves. 

The record shows—which Senator 
JOHNSON of Wisconsin and I made pub-
lic, and which includes Thibault’s 
emails—and proves that he did exactly 
what the no self-approval rule forbids. 
His bad conduct also exposed the cul-
tural rot within the FBI and the DOJ’s 
leadership. 

‘‘How?’’ you might ask. Because all 
of them eagerly approved of Thibault’s 
case. 

All of those alleged layers of review 
on the seventh floor of the FBI build-
ing turned out to be the Democratic 
National Committee’s echo chamber. 
Our country suffered as a result and so 
have our government institutions. And 
now, President Trump and the Amer-
ican people have an opportunity to see 
the details of the political conspiracy 
that tried to take President Trump 
down. 

Moreover, I questioned then-nominee 
Todd Blanche about whether Jack 
Smith provided all the emails that I 
made public to the Trump defense 
counsel. Blanche said that Biden pros-
ecutors did not provide all the emails. 
Failing to provide these types of 
records and information to defense 
counsel prevents defense counsel from 
making a complete defense. It prevents 
them from full and complete ques-
tioning of all the witnesses. 

It is pretty obvious that, if the de-
fense team knew that partisan FBI 
agents had opened the case against 
Trump in breach of FBI rules, they 
would have been able to raise those 
issues and have a really strong defense. 
Talk about a miscarriage of justice. 
That is a perfect example of people in 
the FBI doing a miscarriage of justice. 

By the way, I haven’t heard a peep 
from my Democratic colleagues about 
Arctic Frost. 

During Trump’s first term, then- 
ranking member Senator Feinstein of 
California joined my investigation into 
the alleged Russian collusion, which we 
found such a collusion did not occur. 
No Democrats have asked me anything 
about Arctic Frost even though I have 
shown them and the entire public in-
ternal FBI emails proving political rot 
in our top law enforcement Agency. 

If you are afraid to follow the facts 
and to follow the evidence in this town, 
if you don’t ask questions, you will 
never have any credibility. The silence 
of my Democratic colleagues and the 
partisan media speaks volumes, and 
the American people won’t long forget 
that. 

I will end on this note: All of these 
internal FBI records about Arctic 
Frost that I made public—well, I didn’t 
get them from this administration. I 
got them from heroic whistleblowers, 
people in the bowels of bureaucracy 
that know something is not right and 
they aren’t getting the attention of the 
people that supervise them. They even-
tually end up coming to this Senator. 
Those whistleblowers have shown how 
the FBI and how the Department of 
Justice unfairly treated Trump and 
grasped at straws to build a case—any 
case—for their political gain. 

So as my investigation work con-
tinues, let me be sure to thank these 
brave whistleblowers who have helped 
this Senator expose this political rot 
within our top law enforcement insti-
tutions—exposure that is necessary to 
bring to light that which must be fixed 
for the benefit of our country and rees-
tablishing the credibility of our FBI. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant executive clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. 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. 

TRUMP ADMINISTRATION FIRST 100 DAYS 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, it has 

been 100 days of the new Trump admin-
istration, and President Trump is de-
livering. Run down elements of the Re-
publican agenda: securing our border, 
restoring American strength, extend-
ing tax relief for hard-working Ameri-
cans, unleashing American energy, sav-
ing taxpayer dollars, and restoring 
common sense after an administration 
obsessed with imposing far-left, woke 
ideology—and President Trump has 
made progress on them all. 

After 4 years of increasing energy in-
stability under the Biden administra-
tion, on day one, President Trump de-
clared a national emergency on energy 
and started moving to unleash Amer-
ican energy production. 

He has ended President Biden’s elec-
tric vehicle mandate, which was guar-
anteed to place vast new burdens on 
our already shaky electric grid, opened 
up oil and gas production, rescinded 
burdensome energy regulations, and a 
whole lot more. 

His administration has restored com-
mon sense to Washington after the 
Biden administration’s attempt to im-
pose far-left, woke ideologies on the 
American people. Notably, President 
Trump issued an Executive order to 
prevent biological males from hijack-
ing sports for women and girls. 

Of course, the President has been 
working closely with the House and 
Senate on legislation to permanently 
extend the tax relief he signed into law 
during his first administration—tax re-
lief to put more money in hard-work-
ing Americans’ pockets. 

We took a big step forward in that 
process with congressional passage of a 
budget resolution in April, and we are 
moving toward a final bill—a bill that 
will not only make tax relief perma-
nent but will also deliver on other 
President Trump and Republican prior-
ities. That includes investment in our 
military and restoring our national de-
fense, securing our border, and reform-
ing the way we spend taxpayer dollars. 

Speaking of the border, at the top of 
any list of President Trump’s accom-
plishments is the incredible progress 
the President has made when it comes 
to securing our border. I don’t need to 
tell anyone what things were like at 
our southern border in the last admin-
istration. It flat-out was chaos. Presi-
dent Biden presided over 4 years of rec-
ordbreaking illegal immigration at our 
southern border, with all the dangers 
that represents. 

President Trump promised that he 
would put an end to the Biden border 
crisis and restore order and respect for 
the rule of law, and in just 100 days— 
100 days—he has delivered to an incred-
ible degree. 

U.S. Customs and Border Protection 
reported just 11,709 encounters at our 
southern border in February and just 
11,017 in March—nothing short of a diz-
zying drop. To put those February and 
March numbers into perspective, dur-
ing February 2024 and March 2024, 
under the Biden administration, en-
counters at our southern border num-
bered 189,913 in February and 189,359 in 
March. Think about that—189,000 down 
to 11,000 in a year. What a difference 
leadership makes—a 94-percent de-
crease in illegal crossings at our south-
ern border. That is an incredible 
achievement, and America is safer be-
cause of it. 

I have to say it is a reminder that 
had President Biden actually cared 
about border security, he could have 
secured the border at any time during 
his administration. President Trump 
has managed to do it in mere weeks. 

I should also note that not only has 
President Trump drastically reduced 
attempted illegal entries, but he has 
also focused on rounding up dangerous 
illegal aliens who are resident in our 
country: gang members, individuals 
charged with murder, rape, theft, sex-
ual crimes against children, and the 
list goes on and on. 

The President has also taken steps, 
along with Congress, to stop the deadly 
cross-border trade in fentanyl, which 
affects communities around our coun-
try. I know those efforts are going to 
continue. 

Open borders represent a real secu-
rity threat, and I am incredibly grate-
ful for the work President Trump has 
done to secure our borders and to pro-
tect our country. 

One hundred days. If this is what 
President Trump has accomplished in 
his first 3 months, I can’t wait to see 
what is to come. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant executive 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 MINORITY LEADER 
The Democratic leader is recognized. 

TRUMP ADMINISTRATION FIRST 100 DAYS 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, Don-

ald Trump’s first 100 days have been 100 
days from hell. Over the past week, as 
I have thought about this 100-day 
mark, as I have met with people 
throughout my State—with business 
owners and nurses and seniors and vet-
erans and many Republicans—I 
couldn’t think of another way to de-
scribe the sentiment I felt back home. 
These 100 days have been 100 days from 
hell. 

Donald Trump is not governing like a 
President of a democratic republic; he 
is acting like a King, a despot, a want- 
to-be dictator. Remember that during 
the campaign, he indicated that he 
would be a dictator just on day one, 
but everything we have seen so far 
shows he wants to be a dictator for 
much, much longer. 

He is eating away at America’s rule 
of law, America’s norms, America’s 
fundamental values, and people are 
scared, people are angry. 

When seniors in Buffalo tell me they 
are legitimately worried about whether 
or not they will keep seeing their So-
cial Security checks—and that is not 
just a political expression. They won-
der how they are going to pay the rent, 
buy the food, buy the drugs next month 
if their Social Security check isn’t 
there. 

When doctors and health workers in 
Albany tell me they fear losing Med-
icaid funding for their hospitals and 
clinics, they are worried about caring 
for their patients, who desperately 
need help and may not get it, they are 
worried about their jobs. 

When Republican businessowners on 
Long Island tell me they are losing 
sleep over Donald Trump’s tariffs, it is 
because their businesses may go under. 
This is not just a political game. Peo-
ple are really worried, in ways that I 
haven’t seen in a long time. 

And when young people across New 
York tell me they are scared of being 
rounded up on the streets and sent to a 
prison in Louisiana because of the way 
they look or because of some blog post 
they may have shared a year ago or 
years ago, it is hard to fathom that 
this is all happening in America in 
2025. 

Mr. President, 100 days into this 
Presidency, there is a feeling of incom-
petence and indecision and chaos in the 
White House eating away at much of 
the country, emanating from the man 
who occupies the Oval Office. 

Donald Trump promised a golden age 
on the first day he became President. 
What Americans got, instead, was 

fool’s gold. We knew Donald Trump 
was lying by the time he pardoned 1,600 
insurrectionists a few hours later, par-
doned outright criminals who beat up 
cops—so much for ‘‘Back the Blue’’— 
pardoning lawbreakers who had an in-
tent on disrupting the Congress as we 
counted electoral votes. What a dis-
grace. What kind of morals is he set-
ting for this country? This will go 
down in history as one of the ways 
America has declined under Donald 
Trump. 

So, this morning, let’s talk about 
Donald Trump’s so-called golden age. 
Democrats are going to hammer away 
at this topic all day long today, as we 
have done many days in the past. And 
tonight we will come to this Chamber 
and hold the floor until late tonight to 
mark these dismal 100 days by speak-
ing the truth. Tonight, we will come to 
the floor and hold the Chamber to 
mark these dismal 100 days. 

What is the truth? The truth is this: 
No President in modern history has 
promised more on day one and deliv-
ered less by day 100 than Donald 
Trump. In record time, the President 
has turned a golden promise into an 
economic ticking time bomb. It is get-
ting worse every day, and he calls it 
progress. 

Let’s remember what Donald Trump 
said again and again on the campaign 
trail. 

Starting on day one— 

He said— 
we will end inflation and make America af-
fordable again. 

A vote for Trump— 

He said— 
means your groceries will be cheaper. 

We are going to get your energy prices 
down by 50 percent. 

Well, the opposite is happening. The 
economic winds are pointing in the 
wrong direction and reaching hurricane 
speed. Americans are still paying more 
and more today for their groceries, 
their rent, their housing, their gas, 
their cars, auto parts, drugs, and 
household necessities. And Donald 
Trump’s asinine trade war has made it 
all the worse. 

And 44 percent of families now be-
lieve they will be worse off financially 
a year from now—a level of pessimism 
not even seen during the Great Depres-
sion or the 1970s’ stagflation. 

According to an AP-NORC poll, half 
of Americans are worried about a re-
cession and expect inflation to keep 
going up. And these aren’t just poll 
numbers. When I talk to New Yorkers, 
when I hear from Americans, that is 
exactly where they are at. Consumer 
sentiment is at a decades-long low. It 
has plunged by 30 percent. So the con-
sumer is holding back. They are not 
spending. They are not planning that 
trip to see the grandkids. They are not 
thinking of buying the new car or new 
furniture because they are worried. 

And then businesses—seeing that, 
hearing that—they hold back. I have 
heard from business after business, 

large and small. Everything is on 
freeze. Everything is hold. And you 
know what that does? That leads to a 
recession. 

In fact, Amazon announced that they 
will begin displaying how much tariffs 
contribute to the total price of prod-
ucts to consumers. I urge more compa-
nies—particularly national retailers 
that compete with Amazon—to adopt 
this practice. If Amazon has the cour-
age to display why prices are going up 
because of tariffs, so should all of our 
other national retailers who compete 
with them, and I am calling on them to 
do it now. 

To the large businesses that sell to 
consumers, I say: Show your customers 
how much tariffs are hurting their 
pocketbooks. People deserve to know 
the impact tariffs have on their fi-
nances. And certainly, when people 
hear it, they will let their Congressmen 
and Senators know. And businesses, 
then you will have a chance to get rid 
of these tariffs, which are so stulti-
fying your ability to move forward. 

And it is also small businesses. They 
don’t want to get blamed for hiking 
prices when Donald Trump’s tariffs 
have put them in a terrible position— 
in a position that says: Raise your 
prices or close your doors. They hate 
doing either. 

And, finally, let’s not forget Donald 
Trump’s favorite measuring stick, the 
stock market, which he has conspicu-
ously been silent about over the last 
few months. The Dow Jones is on track 
for its worst April since 1932. 

Did you hear that, Donald Trump? 
Your beloved stock market is on track 
for the worst April since 1932, the last 
year of Herbert Hoover. 

I ask this Chamber, Mr. President: Is 
this what the golden age looks like? 
Are we supposed to feel good that Don-
ald Trump has singlehandedly pushed 
us to the brink of a recession? This 
President, who governs chaotically and 
reverses himself like a weather vane in 
a windstorm, is driving the robust 
American economy into a ditch. 

I think if you asked Americans to 
pick one word that describes Donald 
Trump’s economy and how he is han-
dling it, it would be one word, a five- 
letter word: chaos, C-H-A-O-S. Another 
five-letter word is Trump, T-R-U-M-P. 
Chaos equals Trump; Trump equals 
chaos. 

Are Americans supposed to just take 
it when Donald Trump says families 
should be OK with prices going up, 
with experiencing some pain and dis-
turbance? That is what he says: It is 
OK if prices go up. You will get some 
pain and disturbance. 

Pretty rich coming from a billion-
aire. 

American consumers are not sup-
posed to take it. There is precious lit-
tle, if anything, on the economic front 
to feel good about 100 days into Trump 
2.0. 

And don’t take it from me. Today, 
Donald Trump has lower approval rat-
ings than he did at this point in 2017; 
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and, in fact, he has the lowest approval 
ratings of any President through 100 
days in the last 80 years, when they 
started doing these polls. The only 
thing historic about Donald Trump’s 
golden age is how fast public con-
fidence in him has collapsed, faster 
than any other President in modern 
history. 

Americans don’t trust him on the 
economy, nor should they. They don’t 
trust him on keeping America safe, nor 
should they. They don’t trust him on 
his ability to fight for the interests of 
ordinary people because they know 
that the whole place is run by a small 
cadre of billionaires who don’t really 
care about average folks at all. And we 
are only 100 days in. 

And, finally, on a related subject, let 
me say this: As Donald Trump races to 
sabotage the American economy, he 
has likewise already inflicted lasting 
harm to the foundations of American 
democracy. When our Founders drafted 
the Constitution, they feared precisely 
a man like Donald Trump. They feared 
a man who sees rule of law as a nui-
sance, who considers the truth an in-
convenience, who regards his fellow 
citizens as little more than subjects. 

Either kiss the ring, bow before the 
throne, or watch your back: That is the 
ethos of Donald Trump. Kiss the ring, 
bow before the throne, or watch your 
back: the Trumpian ethos. 

In 100 days, Donald Trump has moved 
with lightning speed to weaponize the 
Federal Government against anyone he 
thinks might oppose him. Plain and 
simple, Donald Trump does not believe 
in democracy or debate, nor do the peo-
ple around him. He doesn’t believe in 
honest disagreement. He simply wants 
to crush his opponents. And that is 
what dictators do. 

He wiped the government clean of its 
independent watchdogs and rid the gov-
ernment of most measures of trans-
parency. He has fired public workers by 
the tens of thousands and illegally par-
alyzed Agency after Agency that helps 
everyday Americans. 

He has attacked the free press. He 
has attacked our education system. He 
has attacked our scientists. He is sys-
tematically attempting to weaken any 
political opposition, anyone who might 
hold him accountable. 

In the name of security, which is a 
favorite justification for many of his-
tory’s despots, Trump is arresting peo-
ple with little due process and, in some 
cases, without even regard to immigra-
tion status. Last week—just look at 
last week—four American citizens, all 
of them children, two of them battling 
life-threatening cancers, were deported 
from the U.S., from their homeland— 
they are citizens like we are—and sent 
to places like Honduras. 

Let me repeat: These are American 
citizens, Donald Trump. 

If you thought something like this 
could never happen in America, then 
unfortunately you were wrong. It is 
happening right in front of us. 

And what did Donald Trump have to 
say about the risk of deporting U.S. 
citizens? He said: 

Let me tell you that nothing will ever be 
perfect in this world. 

That is what he said. That is dis-
gusting—just disgusting. If it was a 
member of his family trapped in such a 
calamity, would he say, ‘‘Tough luck; 
nothing is perfect’’? 

Donald Trump’s inability to feel em-
pathy for people who do not look like 
him is shocking to the core. 

So as America marks 100 days of the 
worst President of our lifetimes, I ask 
America to look at this administration 
for what it is: a full frontal attack on 
the core elements of what has made 
America truly great—the rule of people 
over kings and oligarchs, the rule of 
law and not the dictates of an authori-
tarian, respect for the rights of all peo-
ple, and a commitment to ‘‘promoting 
the general welfare’’ for the whole of 
society—not cruel, cheap, and lying 
scapegoating. 

So let us commit ourselves, America. 
Let us commit ourselves to continue to 
struggle against this administration 
and to uphold the core values and prin-
ciples of this great Nation. 

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. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I just 
saw the minority leader of the U.S. 
Senate, the senior Senator from New 
York, on the floor talking about the 
100 days of the Trump administration. 
He had his view. Let me give you the 
rest of the story—because President 
Trump took office 100 days ago today. 
That is when unified Republican gov-
ernment began. 

The Republicans have been fighting 
every day for the American people. We 
have been fixing past failures. We are 
forging a bright future. We have a very 
bold agenda, and people are seeing his-
toric results. Americans entrusted Re-
publicans with the Senate, the House, 
and the White House, and we are ad-
dressing their priorities. 

What do Americans want? Americans 
want secure borders. We are delivering 
them. Illegal crossings into the United 
States from Mexico—at an all-time low 
last month. 

Americans want affordable energy. 
What is happening? We are making it a 
lot easier to produce American energy. 

Americans want jobs. We have cre-
ated nearly 450,000 jobs in the first 100 
days. 

Americans want affordable prices. 
That is what you see and that is what 
I see at home. Prices fell in March for 
the first time in years—in years. 

Americans want peace through 
strength. Well, we are restoring it. 

Just ask the Houthi rebels about the 
resolve of the American people. 

Americans want common sense, and 
we are fighting for that as well. 

After 100 days, one thing is clear: Re-
publicans are keeping our promises. We 
are getting America back on track. 
Here is our record: 

The Senate confirmed President 
Trump’s Cabinet at lightning speed, 
record rates. His team carries out the 
agenda to get America back on track. 
That is what that team that we con-
firmed is doing. 

We promised safety and prosperity, 
and we are delivering it. 

Well, first, we are making our com-
munities safer, and you are seeing that 
in all 50 States. President Trump 
quickly restored strong border policies. 
He ended the chaos. He reinstated ‘‘Re-
main in Mexico.’’ He designated the 
cartels as ‘‘terrorists.’’ He stopped Joe 
Biden’s widespread abuse of parole au-
thorities. And he is doing what he 
promised in terms of deporting crimi-
nal illegal immigrants. I applaud Presi-
dent Trump. 

Secretary of Homeland Security 
Kristi Noem, border czar Tom Homan— 
they have made a significant difference 
to the safety and security of the Amer-
ican people. Illegal crossings have 
dropped 94 percent on their watch. I 
mean, think about it. Before, under Joe 
Biden’s open border policies—let’s take 
a look. In March of last year, they were 
having 7,000 illegal immigrants cross 
into this country each and every day. 
Now under President Trump, there 
were 7,000 for the entire month of 
March. Talk about a dramatic impact, 
a dramatic difference. That is it. 

Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment reported there were over 100,000 
deportations in the first 80 days of the 
administration. We have seen more ICE 
arrests of illegal immigrant criminals 
in the last 100 days under President 
Trump than we saw in all of 2024 under 
Joe Biden. 

So the message is now clear: If you 
threaten our communities, you are out. 
No second chances. That is it. 

This is progress, and it is promises 
kept. 

Republicans in Congress—what do we 
do? We passed the Laken Riley Act. 
President Trump signed it into law. It 
was the first bill that he signed into 
law, the first serious immigration leg-
islation in decades. It honors the mem-
ory of Laken Riley, a young nursing 
student who was murdered by an ille-
gal immigrant in Georgia while she 
was out for a jog. It also honors the 
memory of Sarah Root. She was a 
young woman from Iowa. She was 
killed by an illegal alien who was driv-
ing while drunk. Senator JONI ERNST of 
Iowa championed Sarah’s cause for 
years. The Laken Riley Act mandates 
illegal immigrants who break the law 
be detained, not just released into the 
community. 

Republicans in Congress, compared 
to what we saw with the Democrats in 
the last 4 years, are committed to pro-
tecting American families. That is the 
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reason we continue to work with Presi-
dent Trump to give Border Patrol 
agents the tools and the resources they 
need—things we were never able to do 
under Joe Biden and the Democrats 
with their open border policies. 

Our agenda puts us on a path to fin-
ish the wall. It will boost Border Pa-
trol. It will provide the staffing that 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
needs. It will build more detention 
space for the lawbreakers. And think 
about who those lawbreakers are. 
Those are people who felt invited into 
our country by Joe Biden and Demo-
crats with medical care, free food, free 
housing, free plane tickets—an open in-
vitation and an open border policy. 
Those days are over. This is how we 
keep our communities safe. 

Mr. President, I am going to switch 
to energy because we have a bold en-
ergy agenda as well. For far too long, 
restrictive regulations locked up our 
God-given resources—the energy we 
have in the ground—certainly in my 
home State of Wyoming but all across 
the United States. 

The cost of energy for American citi-
zens rose 34 percent in the last 4 years. 
Who can afford that? Well, we are re-
versing that trend. 

President Trump, Secretary of the 
Interior Doug Burgum, Secretary of 
Energy Chris Wright, and Environ-
mental Protection Agency head Lee 
Zeldin—to me, they are America’s en-
ergy all-stars. They are showing it 
every day. 

In 100 days, this administration, 
along with Congress, has taken over 50 
actions to unleash America’s energy 
potential, and we have a lot of it there. 

I was at the White House recently 
when President Trump signed an Exec-
utive order for clean coal. Wyoming 
has—we are the Saudi Arabia of coal, 
and our energy workers are ready to 
lead the way because we are pursuing 
and need to continue to pursue an all- 
of-the-above energy strategy. We need 
it all. 

President Trump opened up areas for 
drilling in Alaska and the Gulf of 
America. It is American energy. It is 
affordable energy. 

Secretary of the Interior Doug 
Burgum announced his Department is 
working to increase oil production in 
the Gulf of America by 100,000 barrels 
each and every day. That is going to 
help lower costs. 

President Trump has been so success-
ful with streamlining burdensome re-
quirements in terms of trying to build 
new energy infrastructure. He has lift-
ed the Biden ban on liquefied natural 
gas exports. People around the world 
want what we have in America to sell, 
and they need it desperately. 

We have abundant energy in this 
country. We want to use that energy to 
help our allies and to help drive down 
costs at home. 

President Trump and Congress also 
cut costly Biden-era regulations on 
home appliances. 

We are pioneering nuclear power that 
is safe and efficient. 

These steps power America and will 
continue to power us as a nation into 
the future. They fuel our freedom. It is 
why energy is called the master re-
source. They are good for affordable 
prices and good for our national secu-
rity. 

We are an energy superpower in this 
country, and under President Trump, 
we are finally acting like it, not apolo-
gizing for it as we did in the last ad-
ministration. 

Within days of taking office, Presi-
dent Trump restored pressure on Iran. 
That is how we are protecting strength 
around the world and projecting it for 
the world to see. We are engaged in 
maximum pressure. It is a 180-degree 
turn from the weakness of the previous 
administration. It channels the 
strength and the resolve of President 
Ronald Reagan. 

President Trump has committed time 
and time again and shown the world 
that he stands firmly with Israel. 

Houthi terrorists attacked our serv-
icemembers and our ships. President 
Trump struck back. America defends 
our military and our interests. 

President Trump is also strength-
ening alliances around the world— 
Japan, South Korea, Australia, and 
India. They are partnering with us to 
counter China’s global ambitions, and 
China is ambitious and active and ag-
gressive. 

New trade deals are going to bring 
supply chains back home to America, 
and this is going to end our dependence 
on communist China. 

Under President Trump, America 
continues to stand tall. We are not 
going to be bullied. We are going to 
back our friends. We are going to con-
front our foes. This keeps America 
safe. Strength deters. Weakness in-
vites, provokes. 

Finally, Mr. President, we are re-
turning to common sense. No more 
woke, leftwing policies that the Amer-
ican people strongly oppose. No more 
DEI mandates in Federal Agencies. A 
refocused military, focused on merit 
and readiness, not distractions; a mili-
tary that is lethal, intimidating, and 
ready to fight. 

In Congress, we are seeing Repub-
licans cutting wasteful Washington 
spending—talk about common sense. 
Fiscal discipline is long overdue. This 
is bold, results-driven change. 

So how can we build on it? What is 
next? Well, in the next 100 days, Repub-
licans will continue to fulfill our prom-
ises. We are going to stop the Demo-
crats’ $4 trillion tax hike. This protects 
families and small businesses from the 
largest tax increase in American his-
tory. We are going to cut crippling reg-
ulations. Businesses will be allowed to 
grow and innovate and thrive. We are 
going to strengthen our border by pro-
viding law enforcement the resources 
they need. 

The Republican agenda puts America 
and Americans first. Our mission, our 
mandate is America first. Republicans 
have delivered in 100 days. We have 

achieved so much. We are going to de-
liver even more because together we 
are going to get America back on 
track. America’s future is bright. 

I yield the floor. 
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. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

The Democratic whip. 
HONORING STAFF SERGEANT JOSE DUENEZ, JR., 

STAFF SERGEANT EDVIN F. FRANCO, STAFF 
SERGEANT TROY S. KNUTSON-COLLINS, AND 
PRIVATE FIRST CLASS DANTE D. TAITANO 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I have 

come to the Senate floor before to talk 
about my connections with the country 
of Lithuania, where my mother was 
born. She came to the United States as 
an immigrant at the age of 2. It has 
been my good fortune to visit and re-
visit her homeland and to get to know 
the wonderful people who live in that 
nation. 

During my time in Congress, I have 
tried to make sure Lithuania’s heroic 
path to freedom, the EU, and NATO are 
strongly supported by their American 
allies in the U.S. Congress. 

Now more than ever, we need to sup-
port our Baltic allies. They are critical 
frontline NATO partners with clear 
memories of Russian tyranny and a 
key reason the United States has 
troops serving in former Soviet-occu-
pied countries like Lithuania, Poland, 
and Romania. 

Sadly, last month, four American 
soldiers stationed in Lithuania died 
tragically while on a mission to re-
cover a vehicle immobilized during a 
training exercise. I want to take a mo-
ment to tell you about these four brave 
men, one of whom was from my home 
State of Illinois, and the amazing ef-
forts that were made to recover them. 

SSG Jose Duenez, Jr., was from Jo-
liet, IL. He, along with SSG Edvin F. 
Franco, PFC Dante Taitano, and SSG 
Troy Knutson-Collins, was part of the 
1st Armored Brigade, 3rd Infantry Divi-
sion. 

Stationed in Lithuania at a military 
base that I personally visited, they 
were called on March 25 to retrieve a 
tactical vehicle mired in dangerously 
deep mud. Sadly, these soldiers never 
returned. Then search efforts were ini-
tiated to locate them, and they 
couldn’t find them. 

They were in a tracked vehicle, a 70- 
ton tracked vehicle, and they dis-
appeared. It took days before they fi-
nally found some tracks that led to an 
area, which was not very large, that 
looked like a puddle, but it was much 
more serious. The effort to find the sol-
diers eventually required hundreds of 
people from other nations. The effort 
was nothing short of miraculous. 

The soldiers’ vehicle was thought to 
have sunk into a muddy bog, but it was 
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nearly impossible for the dive team to 
locate. They struggled to see through 
their masks and get enough air 
through their regulators. It was ex-
tremely dangerous. 

It was soon clear that the mission 
would be one of recovery and not res-
cue. 

Engineers were brought in to thin 
the concrete-like mud in an effort to 
drain the bog that swallowed this vehi-
cle, but the water kept seeping in. 

The recovery team grew by the hour, 
eventually reaching hundreds, com-
prised of 250 U.S. servicemembers, 160 
Lithuanian soldiers and civilians, 50 
Polish troops, and working canine 
teams from Estonia and Lithuania. 

Soon, a team of U.S. Navy divers re-
ceived urgent orders to fly from Spain 
to Lithuania to help connect cables to 
the sunken vehicle and pull it from the 
bog. It took hours of struggling 
through the thick sludge, but they se-
cured the vehicle. 

It was a mission fraught with ex-
treme danger and challenges. It was 
met with ingenuity and a commitment 
to the underlying principle that every 
American servicemember must be 
brought home. 

I spoke to the Lithuanian Ambas-
sador to the United States and others 
in Lithuania who described these days 
as painful days when they first tried to 
discover what happened to the vehicle 
and then an even longer period of time 
when they tried to retrieve the vehicle 
and the bodies of our soldiers. 

They told me that in Lithuania, vir-
tually every newscast focused on this 
tragedy. People in Lithuania felt a per-
sonal attachment to our troops, as cer-
tainly we do today. The death of these 
four American soldiers is a tragedy, 
but the joint efforts to secure them 
show the gravity of our commitment to 
our allies. 

We have American troops stationed 
in nations like Lithuania because we 
have a commitment to join our NATO 
allies in stopping Russian aggression. 

These four American soldiers lost 
their lives safeguarding democracy, but 
we owe gratitude to our Lithuanian 
and other allies who dropped every-
thing and faced great odds to help us, a 
reminder of the common defense under-
lying our alliance. 

On April 3, the schools were closed, 
the schoolchildren and their families 
came out and stood in the streets in 
Vilnius, the capital of Lithuania—in-
cluded in their ranks was the Lithua-
nian President—to pay their respects 
to our fallen American soldiers in their 
procession back to the United States. 

It was a devastating episode, but it 
illustrated the power of international 
cooperation, friendship between allies, 
and solutions in the face of great chal-
lenges. 

The loss of American servicemembers 
is always a tragedy. I particularly 
want to highlight my late constituent 
Sergeant Duenez. He jumped at the 
chance to volunteer for assignments, 
including the fateful mission to this 

bog, which he went to support even 
though he was not on that crew. He 
was a model Illinoisan and American, 
and he leaves behind a wife and a little 
boy. We should all strive to be more 
like Sergeant Duenez, and we owe him 
and his family a great debt of grati-
tude. 

In honor of these four servicemem-
bers, who were living examples of 
American values, I will be introducing 
a resolution recognizing their service 
and sacrifice to our Nation and our 
NATO allies. And I urge my colleagues 
to join me in honoring the memories of 
these four great soldiers and the re-
markable effort that went into their 
recovery by passing this resolution 
without delay. 

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

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

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

The Senator from Massachusetts. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to talk about a regime of censor-
ship that is increasing by the day. It is 
the story of Donald Trump’s relentless 
attacks on CBS and its flagship news 
program, ‘‘60 Minutes.’’ 

It is the story of how the Federal 
Communications Commission, an 
Agency with a storied history of pro-
tecting free speech—how it has been 
weaponized to pressure journalists to 
soften their coverage of President 
Trump. 

It is a story of a campaign to turn 
our free press into a State-run media 
echo chamber, and make no mistake, it 
is a story that should alarm every sin-
gle American, Democrat, and Repub-
lican alike. 

Since leaving office and even before, 
Donald Trump has waged a nonstop 
war on the free press. He has called 
journalists the ‘‘enemy of the people.’’ 
He has used his platform, Truth Social, 
to attack reporters, to smear respected 
news organizations, and to incite har-
assment and threats against those who 
dare to report the truth. 

But recently, we have witnessed 
something even more dangerous, the 
merging of Trump’s personal vendettas 
with the official powers of the govern-
ment. 

So let’s start with the facts. Trump 
and his allies’ hatred for CBS and ‘‘60 
Minutes’’ is no secret. 

Trump has repeatedly attacked ‘‘60 
Minutes’’ on his Truth Social account. 
Just 2 weeks ago, for example, he said 
that CBS should lose its license over 
its reporting—even though CBS, as a 
network, doesn’t have a license. 

He then told FCC Chairman Brendan 
Carr to ‘‘impose the maximum fines 
and punishment on CBS.’’ Earlier in 
February, Trump called for ‘‘60 Min-
utes’’ to be ‘‘terminated.’’ 

Around the same time, Elon Musk 
got in on the action. Just a few days 
before Vice President VANCE traveled 
to Germany to accuse Europe of cen-
soring conservatives, Musk called ‘‘60 
Minutes’’ the ‘‘biggest liars in the 
world’’ and said its journalists ‘‘de-
serve a long prison sentence.’’ 

So let me repeat that. The richest 
man in the world, with limitless au-
thority over the Federal Government, 
said that ‘‘60 Minutes’’ journalists ‘‘de-
serve a long prison sentence’’ over 
their editorial decision making. That 
is a terrifying statement. These com-
ments aren’t idle threats. They create 
an environment of intimidation and 
fear. They send a signal: Criticize us, 
and you will face not just public 
smears but potential legal jeopardy. 

The goal is clear. Trump and his al-
lies want to turn the hard-hitting, fact- 
intensive journalism at ‘‘60 Minutes’’ 
into ‘‘FOX and Friends,’’ and at the 
same time, as Trump and his allies 
have unleashed a torrent of attacks 
against ‘‘60 Minutes,’’ CBS’s parent 
company, Paramount, has been seeking 
regulatory approval from the FCC for 
an $8 billion merger. 

Although this deal has serious impli-
cations for the entertainment industry, 
Trump and his right-wing allies instead 
viewed it as a point of leverage against 
the news media. 

For months, the Trump FCC has 
made clear that favorable merger 
treatment will come at a cost: favor-
able coverage or, more precisely, less 
critical coverage of Donald Trump. 

Most notably, Chairman Carr has 
made clear that a frivolous, politically 
motivated complaint against CBS over 
its editorial decision-making would be 
a consideration in the Paramount 
merger review. 

In fact, just yesterday, Chairman 
Carr said, cryptically, that ‘‘all options 
are on the table’’ in its investigation 
into that frivolous complaint. 

It is not hard to read between the 
lines. CBS’s news reporting—and its re-
porting on Donald Trump—would im-
pact the FCC review of the Paramount 
merger. 

It is a message intended to rever-
berate far beyond CBS and far beyond 
‘‘60 Minutes.’’ The FCC has become the 
‘‘Federal Censorship Commission,’’ and 
‘‘Federal Censorship Commission’’ 
Chairman Carr is ready, eager, and 
willing to carry out Trump’s crusade 
against the news media. 

This is not regulatory oversight. This 
is regulatory blackmail, and it places 
Paramount and CBS in a difficult spot: 
Succumb to Trump’s wishes and com-
promise CBS’s journalism or stand 
strong and face the wrath of the ‘‘Fed-
eral Censorship Commission.’’ 

This position is already leading to 
upheaval within the companies. Last 
week, executive producer Bill Owens, 
who had worked at ‘‘60 Minutes’’ for 
over two decades, resigned, citing con-
cerns about his ability to make inde-
pendent decisions. 

On Sunday night, just 2 nights ago, 
in a closing 1-minute statement, ‘‘60 
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Minutes’’ journalist Scott Pelley re-
ported on Owens’ resignation and 
called out Paramount directly. The full 
story inside Paramount, CBS, and ‘‘60 
Minutes’’ remains unclear, and Pelley 
made clear that Paramount has not 
killed any ‘‘60 Minutes’’ stories. 

But it is difficult to ignore the tim-
ing. This is how modern censorship 
creeps into newsrooms. It doesn’t re-
quire book burning or secret raids. It 
requires weaponizing existing govern-
ment authority to pressure the multi-
national corporations with diverse fi-
nancial interests that run storied pro-
grams like ‘‘60 Minutes.’’ 

This is a five-alarm fire for democ-
racy. The free press is not just another 
stakeholder in our public discourse; it 
is the check on power. And when gov-
ernment officials use their power to in-
timidate the press, to manipulate 
newsrooms, and silence dissent, they 
are not just committing an ethical 
breach; they are committing an assault 
upon the First Amendment. 

So let me be absolutely clear: The 
FCC should never condition a merger 
on favorable news coverage. History 
teaches us that censorship rarely be-
gins with overt tyranny. It begins with 
small concessions, subtle pressures, 
and self-censorship born of fear. But it 
always ends the same way: with a citi-
zenry less informed, a democracy less 
vibrant, and a government less ac-
countable. 

We cannot allow that to happen in 
the United States of America. We must 
remember that freedom of the press is 
not a partisan issue; it is an American 
issue. And we must have—and always 
have to have—the courage to stand up, 
to speak out, and to say: In this coun-
try, no President will dictate the 
truth. 

That is the promise of the First 
Amendment. That is the promise of our 
democracy. And that is the promise 
that we must keep. 

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. 
Mr. COTTON. Mr. 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 WARREN STEPHENS 
Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, today, I 

urge my colleagues to confirm Warren 
Stephens to be our next U.S. Ambas-
sador to the United Kingdom. Presi-
dent Trump could not have chosen a 
more qualified or well-suited person to 
lead the special relationship between 
our two nations. 

Warren Stephens is a family man, a 
businessman, a philanthropist, and a 
patriot who is a pillar of his commu-
nity and his family-owned financial 
firm, Stephens Inc. 

Founded on a handshake by his fa-
ther Jack and his uncle Witt, Warren 
become president and CEO of Stephens 

when he was only 29 years old. In the 
four decades since, Warren has built a 
global presence for Stephens, including 
in London, where he has spent a con-
siderable amount of time. 

Warren’s signature style of cordial, 
interpersonal, and dedicated leadership 
won him friends across America and 
the Atlantic, and, of course, in our 
home State of Arkansas. 

For many years, Warren and his wife 
Harriet have also served our Arkansas 
community with their time, talents, 
and generosity. They led a major, 
multiyear fundraising campaign that 
transformed the Arkansas Arts Center 
into the Arkansas Museum of Fine 
Arts. Because of their tireless efforts 
and dynamic vision, the museum is 
now a place for neighbors, friends, and 
families to gather, learn, and enjoy 
amazing works of art. 

Warren is also an active advocate for 
young generations of American stu-
dents and athletes. Warren generously 
supports numerous universities and 
schools, including his alma mater, 
Washington and Lee, and the Episcopal 
Collegiate School in Little Rock. 

Additionally, he is the chairman and 
founder of the Jackson T. Stephens 
Cup, which showcases collegiate golfers 
from NCAA Division I schools, histori-
cally Black colleges and universities, 
and the U.S. service academies on the 
Nation’s preeminent golf courses. 

I have had the privilege to know War-
ren and his family for a long time, and 
I can tell you that Warren has always 
wanted to serve his country. After dec-
ades of serving others in our Arkansas 
community, Warren now has answered 
the call to serve our country as the 
next U.S. Ambassador to the United 
Kingdom. 

He is the right person to lead our 
strong, special relationship with the 
United Kingdom. I am pleased to sup-
port his nomination, and I urge all of 
my colleagues to confirm Warren so he 
can get to work on this critical job. 

WAIVING QUORUM CALLS 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Arkansas. 
Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the manda-
tory quorum calls with respect to the 
Stephens and Barrack nominations be 
waived. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho. 

NOMINATION OF DAVID PERDUE 
Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I come to 

the floor today in support of our friend 
David Perdue’s nomination to be Am-
bassador to China. This is certainly 
one of the most important nominations 
and appointments that will come 
across this floor, and the President is 
to be commended for picking David 
Perdue for this position. 

China, as we all know, is the largest, 
the most significant, probably the 
longest lasting foreign policy challenge 
that the United States of America has, 
and it is going to continue to be for 
some time. 

Today, we have seen, over the last re-
cent decades, China move from a third- 
world country to a near peer to the 
United States. Their economy is grow-
ing rapidly, and they have done it the 
old fashion way: They have stolen 
every good idea that we have and used 
it to their own devices, which has 
brought them to the challenging posi-
tion they are in for the United States. 
And they are a very different country 
than the United States is. 

The world, I think, is very quickly 
developing into a bipolar position, 
where, on the one hand, you have de-
mocracies and semi-democracies like 
the United States, made of up of free 
people, of capitalism, of free markets, 
of entrepreneurs, and of people who 
very much value human rights and 
value the individual way, ahead of the 
state. On the other hand, you have 
countries like China that are com-
munist. They are socialists. They are 
not free market or capitalist moti-
vated. And they have no regards for 
human rights. The best example of that 
is the genocide that they commit 
against the Uighur Muslims in China, 
and the world pretty much looks the 
other way while they do human rights 
abuses that are way over the top. 

So, Senator Perdue—David—you 
have your work cut out for you. This is 
going to be a challenge as we go for-
ward, particularly over the next 4 
years. 

In addition to that, China has done 
everything it can to infiltrate the 
United States. Most people in America 
have no understanding about the tre-
mendous amount and the millions of 
dollars that the Chinese Government 
pumps into our colleges and univer-
sities here in the United States. I my-
self and others have long been trying 
to put a stop to this. No foreign gov-
ernment can come into our political 
system and use money to influence our 
political system, and yet a foreign gov-
ernment like China can go into our col-
leges and universities and pump in mil-
lions of dollars and use the influence of 
that money to influence the colleges 
and universities. We don’t allow this in 
our political system because we don’t 
want foreign influence in our political 
system, nor should we allow this kind 
of influence in the institutions that 
make up the education system for fu-
ture Americans. 

We need to put a stop to this, and all 
of us, I hope, will be glad to partner 
with our friend David Perdue as he con-
fronts these issues from Beijing. 

In this administration and in his first 
term, President Trump demonstrated 
that he will be tough on China. He has 
to be. 

We need a strong leader like David 
Perdue at the front of our fight with 
the Chinese Government to execute on 
President Trump’s vision, and I hope 
my colleagues will join me today in 
supporting Mr. Perdue to be Ambas-
sador to China. 

Mr. President, I would ask unani-
mous consent that we commence the 
vote on the nomination. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
VOTE ON PERDUE NOMINATION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the Perdue nomination? 

Ms. BALDWIN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Kentucky (Mr. MCCONNELL) 
and the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
PAUL). 

Further, if present and voting: the 
Senator from Kentucky (Mr. MCCON-
NELL) would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) and the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) are 
necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 67, 
nays 29, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 215 Ex.] 
YEAS—67 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Booker 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Duckworth 
Ernst 
Fetterman 
Fischer 
Gallego 

Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 

Mullin 
Murkowski 
Peters 
Reed 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Sheehy 
Slotkin 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Warner 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—29 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blunt Rochester 
Cantwell 
Cortez Masto 
Durbin 
Gillibrand 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 

Hirono 
Kelly 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Sanders 

Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—4 

Blumenthal 
McConnell 

Paul 
Whitehouse 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CUR-

TIS). Under the previous order, the mo-
tion to reconsider is considered made 
and laid upon the table, and the Presi-
dent will be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action. 

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 executive 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. 77, Warren 
Stephens, of Arkansas, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ire-
land. 

John Thune, Jim Justice, Ted Cruz, Ber-
nie Moreno, Jon A. Husted, Steve 
Daines, John R. Curtis, Tommy 
Tuberville, Tim Sheehy, Pete Ricketts, 
Joni Ernst, James E. Risch, Mike 
Rounds, Tim Scott of South Carolina, 
Eric Schmitt, Katie Boyd Britt, John 
Barrasso. 

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 Warren Stephens, of Arkansas, to be 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of 
America to the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, 
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. SANDERS) 
and the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 59, 
nays 39, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 216 Ex.] 

YEAS—59 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fetterman 
Fischer 
Gallego 

Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 

Moreno 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Warner 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—39 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Gillibrand 
Heinrich 

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Slotkin 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—2 

Sanders Whitehouse 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 59, the nays are 39. 

The motion is agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Warren Ste-
phens, of Arkansas, to be Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland. 

f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:57 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mrs. BRITT). 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 

VOTE ON STEPHENS NOMINATION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the Stephens nomination? 

Mr. CRUZ. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

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

Senator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) 
and the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

The result was announced—yeas 59, 
nays 39, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 217 Ex.] 

YEAS—59 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fetterman 
Fischer 
Gallego 

Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 

Moreno 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Warner 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—39 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Gillibrand 
Heinrich 

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Slotkin 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—2 

Sanders Whitehouse 

The nomination was confirmed. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table, and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

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. 78, Thomas 
Barrack, of Colorado, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic of 
Turkey. 

John Thune, Jim Justice, Ted Cruz, Ber-
nie Moreno, Jon A. Husted, Steve 
Daines, John R. Curtis, Tommy 
Tuberville, Tim Sheehy, Pete Ricketts, 
Joni Ernst, James E. Risch, Mike 
Rounds, Tim Scott of South Carolina, 
Eric Schmitt, Katie Boyd Britt, John 
Barrasso 

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 Thomas Barrack, of Colorado, to be 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of 
America to the Republic of Turkey, 
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. SANDERS) 
and the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 62, 
nays 36, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 218 Ex.] 

YEAS—62 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Graham 

Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Hickenlooper 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 

Moreno 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Warner 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—36 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 

Booker 
Cantwell 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 

Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gallego 
Gillibrand 

Heinrich 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 

Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 
Schatz 
Schiff 

Schumer 
Slotkin 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—2 

Sanders Whitehouse 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BANKS). On this vote, the yeas are 62, 
the nays are 36. 

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 Thomas Barrack, of Colorado, 
to be Ambassador Extraordinary and 
Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America to the Republic of Turkey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas. 

TRUMP ADMINISTRATION FIRST 100 DAYS 
Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, this 

week, we honor and celebrate the 100th 
day of our 47th President, Donald J. 
Trump. I don’t know about you, but it 
has been a blur to many of us, but I be-
lieve it has been a bold blur. 

As I searched over the last week to 
think about the words to describe these 
first 100 days, I think of the word ‘‘con-
sequential,’’ that these first 100 days 
have been some of the most consequen-
tial we have ever seen in America’s his-
tory. And I think about a vision. I 
think my vision is this big ship we call 
America, and she is slowly changing 
course back into the wind, and it is a 
good direction. At times, we have to 
tack into the wind, but the direction is 
positive. And it is exciting for me to 
see an 11-point surge in optimism in 
this country in January of this year 
alone. 

But to sum it up, what I have seen in 
these first 100 days is a return to Amer-
ican greatness—a return to American 
greatness. And I think I see a theme of 
‘‘promises made, promises kept’’ by 
this President. 

You know, first and foremost, Presi-
dent Trump campaigned to secure our 
border. That was his top priority, to se-
cure our border. Think about what has 
happened since he was sworn in. Under 
Joe Biden, we saw on days 10,000 people 
crossing our border illegally. Some 
days, it was 11,000. But under President 
Trump, we are now averaging less than 
300 of those border crossings a day. We 
went from 10,000 a day to 300 a day. 
That is a promise made and a promise 
kept. 

President Trump also campaigned 
that he would make your families safer 
and more secure. To that end, he has 
deported 130,000 violent criminal aliens. 
As I travel the State and talk to law 
enforcement officers, to a person, they 
tell me that the number of violent 
crimes is down, that fentanyl poisoning 
is down. Indeed, the President’s plan of 
securing our border has led to the 
health and safety of our families. 

President Trump promised that he 
would roll back regulations. To that 
end, of his 135 Executive orders, many 
have done just that—cutting redtape 
and saving American families some 
$2,000 each. Another promise made and 
another promise kept. 

President Trump said, ‘‘We are going 
to drill, baby, drill’’—one of my favor-
ite expressions from his campaign, 
‘‘drill, baby, drill.’’ Indeed, America 
once again is drilling. We have seen 
gasoline prices drop across America. It 
was common just a couple years ago 
under Joe Biden to see gasoline at over 
$4 a gallon. Today, all across the State 
of Kansas, it is averaging under $2.60 a 
gallon. So it has dropped from $4 to 
$2.60 a gallon. That is a promise made 
and a promise kept. 

Well, what about groceries? you ask. 
Last month, we saw the smallest in-
crease in the Consumer Price Index 
since the spring of 2020. Since COVID, 
since the start of COVID, this is the 
smallest increase in grocery prices we 
have seen. 

Now, it would take 30 minutes, 
maybe an hour, for me to talk about 
all of the things that President Trump 
has accomplished in these first 100 
days, but I want to just highlight a few 
more. He terminated the EV mandate. 
He has slowed the green energy transi-
tion. He has ended boys in girls sports. 
Under DOGE, he has cut over $100 bil-
lion, saving American taxpayers 
money. He got America out of the 
World Health Organization and out of 
the Paris climate agreement, estab-
lishing once again that he is an Amer-
ican-first President. 

But one thing I am really excited 
about is this economic boom we are 
starting to see that President Trump 
talked about, the $7 trillion of invest-
ment into America that has been prom-
ised, and so much of that is going to 
lead to good-paying manufacturing 
jobs, jobs with benefits, and we are see-
ing that already across the State of 
Kansas. 

These last 2 weeks, I was very pur-
poseful, visiting several of our manu-
facturing companies, probably a dozen 
of them. To a company, each one was 
describing the increase in sales they 
are having, a big increase in the num-
ber of products that are wanted in the 
future. Why? Because they are Amer-
ican-made, because they are using 
American steel and American alu-
minum. I think that is what we can do 
with this Trump economy, is that his 
tariffs are bringing those manufac-
turing jobs back to this country, and, 
indeed, they are great jobs. 

I want to take a second here and put 
up a poster, Mr. President. 

You know, much has been made 
about the stock market the last week 
or two, but I think this chart of the 
Dow Jones Industrial Average over the 
last 100 years is another sign of Amer-
ican greatness. You know, there have 
been days that aren’t as good, but the 
trend here is what? It is upward. And 
you look at just the last several days, 
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the last week here, there is a small lit-
tle blip, a very small blip, but in rela-
tionship to what? 

I would remind Americans that the 
Dow today is up 5 percent compared to 
a year ago. The NASDAQ is up almost 
10 percent compared to a year ago. The 
trend is the right way. And I don’t 
know about you, but I am betting on 
America. We have had 5 days in a row 
now of the Dow Jones increasing in 
value. That is the longest winning 
streak we have seen in almost a year. 
And who knows—maybe today will be 
the sixth day where we have seen the 
Dow go up as well. But, to me, this 
stock market is another example of 
American greatness, and I wouldn’t bet 
against us. 

Look, my belief is that President 
Trump has declared the apology tour is 
over with, that we are boldly putting 
America and Americans first. Gone is 
the despair of the Biden era. Today, 
families are safer, life is more afford-
able, and traditional family values are 
now thriving. 

Young Americans now have a re-
newed hope that they can chase their 
own American dream. That dream was 
gone the last 4 or 5 years, but today, 
the American dream is alive and well. 
What does that American dream look 
like? Raising a family, owning a home, 
and building a brighter future. 

I think a lot of this is due to Presi-
dent Trump’s leadership because he is 
delivering strength, prosperity, and op-
portunity to Americans. 

Again, 100 days—promises made, 
promises kept. 

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

ator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, if you look 

clearly at the facts as they are today, 
by any measure, Donald Trump’s first 
100 days have been disastrous—not a 
success—for regular Americans and our 
Constitution. 

His administration has been marked 
by mismanagement, poor leadership, 
prickly egos, and policies that punch 
down rather than offer a hand up. In 
fact, that is reflected in the polls—not 
in January but today—where his ap-
proval rating is the lowest of any 
President at the 100-day mark, I be-
lieve, in the history of this country. 
And as a result of these policies, Amer-
ica’s economy and our standing in the 
eyes of our allies have fallen signifi-
cantly. 

He has granted Elon Musk free reign 
to enter any Federal Agency and ferret 
through the data and files and personal 
information of every American citizen. 
And my impression of Mr. Musk: He 
doesn’t do anything unless there is a 
profit connected to it. 

Musk and DOGE are rifling through 
our IRS and Social Security records. 
Meanwhile, Americans can’t get their 
questions answered about their Social 
Security benefits because Mr. Musk 
and DOGE and President Trump have 
cut staff and administrative funding. 
They have even tried to cut the phone 

lines for basic services. And Trump of-
ficials just laugh it off. 

Secretary of Commerce Howard 
Lutnick, a billionaire—which is not un-
usual in the Trump circuit—said on a 
podcast: 

Let’s say Social Security didn’t send out 
their checks this month. My mother-in-law, 
who’s 94, she wouldn’t call and complain. She 
just wouldn’t. She’d think something got 
messed up, and she’ll get it next month. A 
fraudster always makes the loudest noise, 
screaming, yelling and complaining. 

Well, that is very easy for a billion-
aire and his family to say: I don’t 
think they would miss their Social Se-
curity check. But for working Ameri-
cans who depend on Social Security, 
their retirement benefits, their dis-
ability benefits—just to make ends 
meet, to have food on the table—they 
would certainly miss the delay of a So-
cial Security check. 

And it is not just the Social Security 
Administration. We also know Presi-
dent Trump has purged Federal em-
ployees by the thousands, without re-
gard for their job performance or the 
importance of their work—every agen-
cy, from the office that runs the 
LIHEAP program to the National 
Weather Service, to the National Nu-
clear Security Administration. 

LIHEAP is essential to my constitu-
ents in the wintertime. That is how 
they stay warm. That is how they are 
able to live. 

The National Weather Service is re-
nowned for its incredibly accurate and 
detailed and scientifically based fore-
casts. In fact, we all depend upon it 
and, I am told, particularly farmers in 
the Midwest, because if you are trying 
to figure out the day to plant your 
crops, you better know what the tem-
perature is going to be in the morning 
and at noontime and in the evening. 

And the National Nuclear Security 
Administration is critical to protecting 
our nuclear weapons and developing 
them. I was in the airport in Provi-
dence, RI, and a young woman came up 
to me and said: Excuse me, Senator, 
but, 5 days ago, I was fired from the 
NNSA because I was a provisional 
worker. I got a call last night to get 
back as soon as possible—because the 
ability to protect and to develop our 
nuclear weapons could not be sustained 
without the presence of that lady and 
many others. 

And yet, given all of these issues, he 
has populated his administration with 
leadership that, at best, is uninterested 
in the challenges facing average Amer-
icans and, too often, unqualified to do 
the jobs they were hired to perform. 

He has withheld funding that was le-
gally and constitutionally appropriated 
by Congress. He, in fact, has ignored 
the Constitution and Congress. One of 
his first acts was to fire the inspectors 
general throughout the government. 
Such a measure, by law, requires no-
tice to Congress and 30 days’ wait. He 
ignored that. And why? Well, if you are 
going to systematically break the law, 
you might as well get rid of those peo-

ple who are checking on whether the 
law is properly enforced. 

He is defunding libraries and Head 
Start centers and halting critical med-
ical research. 

He has closed the Agency for Inter-
national Development and even with-
held funding to feed starving children 
here in America and across the globe, 
and he has done incredible damage to 
our standing in the world. 

And as a result of his efforts to com-
pletely undermine the USAID, what is 
happening? Well, I will tell you what is 
happening: China is moving aggres-
sively to take our place. And so, to 
people across the globe, when they look 
around and ask: Who is our friend? 
China? 

That is not good for us, and that is 
not what we, as Americans, have done 
for many, many years. 

He has also essentially extorted law 
firms to represent him and his causes 
for free. 

He has attempted to dictate how our 
colleges and universities are run, whom 
they hire and what they teach, essen-
tially changing a prosperous knowl-
edge-based economy—that is what we 
were talking about. That is how we 
would compete in the world. We are the 
knowledge-based economy. We are the 
innovators. We are changing every-
thing. When you destroy our university 
systems and our health research sys-
tems, you turn a knowledge-based 
economy into a failing, ignorance- 
based economy. 

He has deported American citizens, 
threatened to annex Greenland, boost-
ed Russia, and somehow found a way to 
alienate Canada, our neighbor and ally. 

Each of these items on its own would 
be a cause for outrage, but Trump 
hopes that he will overwhelm Ameri-
cans by ‘‘flooding the zone’’ with one 
stunt after another. But the inescap-
able fact is, his policies are hurting the 
American people, and they see it—not 
last January at the inauguration but 
today when they are looking at prices 
that are still too high; when they are 
evaluating his promise of ending infla-
tion on the first day and solving the 
Ukrainian crisis on the first day. They 
see it in the prices they pay at the gro-
cery store, in the cost of a new car or 
a new home. 

Sadly, it looks like it is going to get 
worse for American families. Research-
ers at Yale University estimate that 
Donald Trump’s current tariff regime— 
not including the tariffs he announced 
then backed away from—the current 
tariffs in place today will raise costs by 
$4,900 for families this year while in-
creasing inflation as high as 5.5 percent 
and cutting economic growth. 

Other analysts project new car prices 
will rise by as much as $12,000 and new 
home prices by more than $9,000. I have 
spoken to multiple Rhode Island com-
panies whose suppliers are already 
sending them higher quotes for their 
goods. 

Goldman Sachs estimates that the 
President’s baseline 10-percent tariff on 
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all imports would lead to fewer—not 
more—American jobs. Goldman esti-
mates that this tariff will lead to 
roughly 400,000 fewer jobs nationwide. 

Markets continue to move wildly as 
he erratically threatens schemes like 
doing away with the independence of 
the Federal Reserve, firing the Chair-
man of the Federal Reserve, and trying 
to seize the power to lower interest 
rates themselves, manipulating inter-
est rates themselves and future tariffs. 
We are still in this uncertain period be-
cause he just suspended them for 90 
days. If these future tariffs come back, 
it would rock the market again. 

And by the way, when the market 
was collapsing after his grand an-
nouncement, where was he? He was in 
Florida at his golf course where the 
Saudis and others have sent millions of 
dollars to him so they could host a 
tournament, and he could play golf 
with them. That is not the definition of 
Presidential leadership. 

Before Trump undertook his cam-
paign of economic chaos, the economy 
was on a good trajectory. In fact, that 
chart illustrates the trajectory. These 
Trump tariffs have been a huge blun-
der. Instead of implementing a 
thoughtful policymaking process to 
boost key domestic manufacturing, the 
President has chosen a blunt, blanket- 
tariff approach. In doing so, he has 
treated allies like enemies and driven 
global partners into the arms of China. 

What we are seeing now and what we 
will experience in the coming months: 
higher prices for families, fewer jobs, 
smaller retirement accounts, and a 
weaker economy. And it is entirely on 
the shoulders of the President. It is a 
self-inflicted wound on the economy 
and the American people. 

But it appears that the President 
isn’t done. He wants a ‘‘big, beautiful 
bill.’’ And what is in that ‘‘big, beau-
tiful bill?’’ Big cuts for Medicaid and 
SNAP, which feeds children and dis-
abled Americans, and big giveaways to 
the donors who financed his campaign 
and populate his administration. The 
American people see it, and survey 
after survey proves they do. 

The question is whether my col-
leagues, Senate Republicans, will go 
along with that. Will they listen to the 
people of America or will they still be 
under the thrall of Donald Trump? 

Americans deserve better than cuts 
to Medicaid. They deserve an economy 
headed upward, not backward. And 
they deserve a President who respects 
the Constitution and the rule of law 
that made our society and our econ-
omy the ‘‘shining city on the hill,’’ as 
President Reagan once said. 

The first 100 days of chaos and self- 
inflicted damage must end. It is time 
for America’s business leaders and con-
gressional Republicans to stand up and 
join us all in saying enough is enough. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 

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

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

WATER TREATY 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I want 

to start my remarks today by thanking 
President Trump, Secretary Rollins, 
Secretary Rubio, and Deputy Secretary 
of State Landau for their efforts in se-
curing a new agreement with the coun-
try of Mexico to send much needed 
water to South Texas. 

This has been a longstanding prob-
lem. I remember years ago being in 
Mexico City when I was attorney gen-
eral of Texas talking about getting the 
Mexican Government to live up to 
their responsibilities under this treaty, 
which requires them to deliver water 
to the United States on a regular basis. 
But their habit has been to delay the 
delivery of that water until the end of 
the 5-year period of the treaty. Obvi-
ously, in the interim, Mexican farmers 
have the water they need to grow the 
crops they need to grow and leave 
Texas agriculture high and dry. 

But it is important that we get this 
water flowing again because Mexico 
has repeatedly refused to comply with 
the terms of the treaty in a timely 
manner. 

We worked with the Biden adminis-
tration. I remember talking to Sec-
retary Blinken and introducing legisla-
tion, talking to my colleagues across 
the aisle about coming up with some 
carrots and sticks that we might be 
able to use to get Mexico to live up to 
its responsibilities, but the Biden ad-
ministration really wasn’t particularly 
interested in solving the problem. 

I have been working here in the Con-
gress, as have my colleagues both in 
the Senate and the House, particularly 
our Texas delegation in the House of 
Representatives, to get them to live up 
to their responsibilities, and I think we 
have come to realize that the current 
treaty, which was signed back in 1944, 
has become obsolete; that we need 
some interim measures and metrics to 
ensure that there are regular annual 
water deliveries for Texas and our agri-
cultural industry. But yesterday’s an-
nouncement was an important step for-
ward doing just that. And, again, I 
thank the President, the Secretary of 
Agriculture, the Deputy Secretary of 
State, and the Secretary of State for 
their efforts to secure this important 
and long-overdue payment of water to 
south Texas. 

CRITICAL MINERALS SECURITY ACT 
Mr. President, we were all back home 

in our States during these last 2 weeks, 
and one visit I made during this trip 
back home was to visit the Fort Worth 
site of a company called MP Materials, 
a facility that has aptly been nick-
named ‘‘Independence.’’ 

This impressive plant is the Nation’s 
first fully integrated rare earth metal 
alloy and magnet manufacturing facil-
ity. Not only is this the first of its kind 
in America, it is the largest producer 

of rare earth minerals in the Western 
Hemisphere. Their mine is in Cali-
fornia, but they actually process them 
in Texas and turn them into magnets. 

You may wonder, What is the big 
deal? Why are magnets so important? 
Well, if you think about it, magnets 
are involved in almost every type of 
electric motor, whether it is for com-
mercial applications or national secu-
rity applications. 

In particular, MP Materials produces 
these magnets for General Motors as 
well as essential components for var-
ious vehicles, drones, robotics, elec-
tronics, aerospace, and defense sys-
tems. 

When we talk about critical min-
erals, there is a lot of confusion be-
cause it sounds pretty technical. But it 
has real-world impact on everyday 
Americans, on our economy, and on 
our national security. From our 
iPhones to the cars we drive, even our 
washing machines, without the 
magnets that these minerals produce, 
society would come to a screeching 
halt, as dependent as we are on elec-
tricity and everything driven by elec-
tricity. 

Naturally, the work of this company, 
MP Materials, has implications not 
only for the Texas economy but for our 
entire Nation’s national security. It re-
minds me a little bit of the epiphany 
we had post-COVID that we were al-
most completely dependent on Asia for 
advanced semiconductors and the fact 
that America once held a leading role 
in manufacturing these advanced semi-
conductors that basically ran every-
thing with an off and on switch. But we 
have become almost entirely dependent 
on Taiwan and South Korea to produce 
these advanced semiconductors. 

Again, COVID woke up a lot of us 
with regard to the vulnerability of our 
supply chains, and certainly advanced 
semiconductors was one of those. The 
rare earth mineral processing is an-
other. 

The ability to produce critical min-
erals and process them here at home is 
a critical step to safeguarding our sup-
ply chains from the Chinese Com-
munist Party. There are risks from re-
lying substantially on our greatest 
strategic adversary, China, for the pro-
duction and manufacturing of these re-
sources. 

America used to have dominance in 
this area, not unlike semiconductors 
and quantum computing. In fact, we 
were, at one point, the largest producer 
of rare earth elements in the world, 
from the 1960s until about 1985. That 
was when China entered the picture 
and began ramping up their rare earth 
mining and processing capabilities. 

As a result of a 40-year strategy that 
included both domestic investment and 
trade barriers, China has usurped our 
place as the global leader in producing 
rare earth elements. 

But they didn’t stop with domestic 
manufacturing. China has also been ag-
gressively buying up critical mineral 
facilities in countries around the world 
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in order to increase their dominance in 
the market. By 2010, they had become 
the source of 85 percent of the global 
rare earth element supply and the 
source of 95 percent of the processed 
rare earth elements. 

This is a storyline that has become 
all too familiar regarding a plethora of 
American industries that have been 
offshored to China and has done noth-
ing to make us safer and more pros-
perous. In fact, the opposite is true; it 
has made us less safe and threatened 
our economy as well as our national se-
curity. 

At this time, China is involved in 
what some might call old-fashioned 
mercantilism when it comes to these 
critical minerals. They will do any-
thing to preserve their near-monopoly 
on processing these rare earth minerals 
that are vital to everything in modern 
life. 

In my tour of the MP Materials fac-
tory, I learned that, basically, China 
will give away their product rather 
than have to compete on a level play-
ing field, mainly to undermine any ef-
fort for us to establish an alternative 
processing operation here in the United 
States. 

But the good news is that this rather 
grim picture does not have to be where 
the story ends. The Trump administra-
tion has made securing our supply 
chains for critical minerals a top pri-
ority, and I am one of their strongest 
partners in this effort. 

American companies, with Texas 
presences like MP Materials, have been 
a critical part of that strategy, and it 
is a step in establishing a stable and se-
cure alternative to China to supply 
these minerals to industries and manu-
facturers across our Nation. 

In fact, MP Materials has recently 
halted exports of rare earth con-
centrate to China and accelerated their 
production in the United States. 

But here is where I think most people 
miss the real story. Yes, there has been 
a lot written about critical minerals, 
including rare earth elements, but the 
focus is not so much on mining these 
essential elements or materials, it is 
actually processing them that is turn-
ing them into functional units. And 
China does about 90 percent of that in 
the world. 

I am grateful to the President for 
recognizing the importance of this 
issue. Last week, he signed an Execu-
tive order on unleashing America’s off-
shore critical minerals and resources, 
which directs the Secretary of Com-
merce to expedite the reviewing and 
permitting process to mine in deep sea-
beds. 

In addition, the order directs the In-
terior Secretary and the Energy Sec-
retary to work together to identify 
new partnership opportunities with the 
private sector and allied nations to 
continue developing these critical min-
eral capabilities. 

This Executive order will dovetail 
with legislative efforts that we are 
working on here in the Senate. I have 

introduced legislation that would ad-
dress this issue called, unsurprisingly, 
the Critical Minerals Security Act. 
This legislation would require the ad-
ministration and subsequent adminis-
trations to create a process to assist 
U.S. companies wishing to divest from 
critical mineral operations in a foreign 
company to identify a purchaser who is 
not an adversary. 

With China as eager as ever to buy up 
all the critical mineral operations in 
neighboring countries, if an American 
investor is looking to sell their inter-
ests in critical minerals, my legisla-
tion would help them avoid selling 
their assets to a foreign adversary, par-
ticularly to China. 

This legislation also directs the Sec-
retary of the Interior to create a strat-
egy to collaborate with our allies and 
partners to advance mining refining, 
separation, and processing technologies 
as well as sharing our intellectual 
property. 

We know there is one thing that 
China hates to do: It is to play by the 
rules. They refuse to do so. They are 
absolutely ruthless in stealing Amer-
ican ideas and technology whenever 
they can. This legislation will help di-
rect our allies and partners to get 
ahead of them by working together to 
share resources and intellectual prop-
erty to develop and process these crit-
ical minerals. 

It is no secret that China poses the 
greatest strategic threat to the United 
States and indeed to world peace. They 
are working in concert with other ad-
versaries of the United States today to 
try to undermine the West, including 
the United States. 

It is imperative for the United States 
to ensure that our supply chains for 
rare earth minerals are secure. 

From iPhones that allow us to send 
and receive emails and text messages 
to cars that we drive to work or take 
our children to school, even the drones 
that now increasingly deliver our 
‘‘snail mail,’’ rare earth minerals are 
critical to modern life—again, very 
analogous to what advanced semi-
conductors proved to be in recent 
years. 

President Trump has brought this 
issue to the forefront of our national 
conversation, and I am eager to take 
up that conversation and to work with 
my colleagues here on both sides of the 
Capitol, on both sides of the aisle, to 
deal with this critical vulnerability. 

I look forward to working with him 
and all of our colleagues to help make 
America great again by ensuring that 
America, once again, leads the world in 
not just the mining but the refining 
and processing of these critical min-
erals. 

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

ator from Maine. 
TRUMP ADMINISTRATION FIRST 100 DAYS 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, almost 75 
years ago, the junior Senator from 
Maine rose in this Chamber to deliver a 
speech from her heart about a crisis 

then facing our country, a crisis not 
arising from a foreign adversary but 
from within, a crisis that threatened 
the values and ideals at the base of the 
American experiment. 

Senator Margaret Chase Smith’s 
‘‘Declaration of Conscience’’ turned 
out to be one of the most important 
speeches of the 20th century and de-
fined her for the ages as a person of ex-
traordinary courage and principle. And 
here she is with her famous red rose 
that she always wore on her lapel. 

Now, I should admit upfront that I 
worked for Candidate Bill Hathaway, 
who defeated her in the election of 1972. 
But she and I made it up years later 
when I was producing a documentary 
on her life for Maine PBS. In fact, as 
we began the project, I was so worried 
that she might resent my having 
worked for her opponent, so I sent her 
a letter confessing my role in her last 
campaign. 

Her response was pure Margaret 
Smith: 

Dear Angus King, it is perfectly alright 
with me that you once worked for Mr. 
Hathaway. Yours sincerely, Margaret Chase 
Smith. 

Simple as that. 
In working together on the documen-

tary, she shared some fascinating back-
ground on this famous speech, includ-
ing that she drafted it by hand at her 
kitchen table in her hometown of 
Skowhegan, ME, on Memorial Day 
weekend of 1950. 

After returning to Washington a cou-
ple of days later, she steeled her re-
solve and headed to the Senate floor. 
As luck would have it, when she got to 
the trolley from the Russell Building, 
there next to her sat Senator Joe 
McCarthy, who was the subject of the 
speech. 

‘‘Why are you looking so serious, 
Margaret,’’ he asked her. 

‘‘Because I’m on the way to make a 
speech, Joe, and you’re not going to 
like it.’’ 

She told me that she was so nervous 
about the speech and the breach that it 
would make in her relationship to the 
then-powerful Senator McCarthy—this 
was the height of the Red Scare in the 
1950s, remember—she told her chief 
aide, Bill Lewis, who was up in the 
Press Gallery, not to hand out the cop-
ies of the speech until she started 
speaking on the floor because she was 
afraid she might lose her nerve. But 
she went through with it, and the rest 
is quite literally history. 

Here is how Margaret Chase Smith 
began that speech: 

Mr. President, I would like to speak briefly 
and simply about a serious national condi-
tion. It is a national feeling of fear and frus-
tration that could result in national suicide 
and the end of everything that we Americans 
hold dear. It is a condition that comes from 
the lack of effective leadership either in the 
legislative branch or the executive branch of 
our government. 

Remember, this is Margaret Chase 
Smith. These are her words, 75 years 
ago. 

She continued: 
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I think that it is high time for the United 

States Senate and its members to do some 
real soul searching and to weigh our con-
sciences as to the manner in which we are 
performing our duty to the people of Amer-
ica and the manner in which we are using or 
abusing our individual powers and privileges. 

Later in the speech, here is one of her 
conclusions: 

It is high time that we stopped thinking 
politically as Republicans and Democrats 
about elections and started thinking patri-
otically as Americans about national secu-
rity based on individual freedom. 

I think that is very important, Mr. 
President. 

She said: 
It is high time that we stopped thinking 

politically as Republicans and Democrats 
and started thinking patriotically as Ameri-
cans about national security based on indi-
vidual freedom. It is high time that we all 
stopped being tools and victims of totali-
tarian techniques—techniques that, if con-
tinued here unchecked, will surely end what 
we have come to cherish as the American 
way of life. 

Senator SMITH’s speech had plenty of 
criticism for the Democratic adminis-
tration at the time, but the real focus 
of her urgent plea to her colleagues 
was the actions of Senator Joseph 
McCarthy, whom she never mentioned 
by name in the speech, by the way. But 
Joseph McCarthy had embarked upon 
an anticommunist crusade in a manner 
that threatened the principles of free 
speech and the rule of law embedded in 
our values as a nation and in our Con-
stitution. In other words, it wasn’t 
McCarthy’s anticommunism she ob-
jected to; it was the manner in which 
he carried it out. 

I fear that we are at a similar mo-
ment in history. While today’s serious 
national condition is not involving the 
actions of one of our colleagues, it does 
involve those of the President of the 
United States. 

Echoing Senator SMITH, today’s cri-
sis should not be viewed as a partisan 
issue. This is not about Democrats or 
Republicans or immigration or tax pol-
icy or even the next set of elections. 
Today’s crisis threatens the idea of 
America and the system of government 
that has sustained us for more than 
two centuries. 

Again, this is not about the Presi-
dent’s agenda, although, yes, I do dis-
agree with most of it; it is about the 
manner in which he is pursuing it, 
which includes ignoring the Constitu-
tion and the rule of law. And it is this 
roughshod nonprocess that endangers 
all of us—all of us—his detractors and 
his supporters alike. 

What is at stake is simple and, in 
fact, was the driving force behind the 
basic design of our Constitution: the 
grave danger to any society of a con-
centration of power in one set of 
hands—the concentration of power in 
one set of hands. 

The paradox at the heart of the 
structure of any democratic govern-
ment is that power is given to the gov-
ernment to protect and serve the peo-
ple, but at the same time, the people 

must be protected from that same 
power being used against them. 

Madison put it clearly in the 51st 
Federalist: 

But what is government itself— 

Madison said— 
but the greatest of all reflections on human 
nature? If men were angels, no government 
would be necessary. If angels were to govern 
men, neither external nor internal controls 
on government would be necessary. In fram-
ing a government which is to be adminis-
tered by men over men— 

And, of course, it would now be men 
and women over men and women— 
the great difficulty lies in this: you must 
first enable the government to control the 
governed; and in the next place oblige it to 
control itself. 

A dependence on the people— 

He was talking about elections— 
is, no doubt, the primary control on the gov-
ernment; but experience has taught mankind 
the necessity of auxiliary precautions. 

Precautions that go beyond regular 
elections. The most important of these 
‘‘auxiliary precautions’’ is the explicit 
separation of powers between the Exec-
utive and the legislature, which is at 
the heart—at the heart, at the very 
heart—of our Constitution, better 
known as checks and balances. 

My fear is this phrase ‘‘checks and 
balances’’ has become such a cliche 
that we don’t recognize it as the funda-
mental premise of our constitutional 
system. 

There is nothing new, by the way, 
about the recognition of the danger of 
concentrated power. The ancient Ro-
mans summed it up with a simple ques-
tion: ‘‘Quis custodiet, ipsos custodes?’’ 
or ‘‘Who will guard the guardians?’’ 
How do we control the government 
that we have created to keep it from 
abusing the people? 

Another way to define this danger is 
a universal principle of human nature: 
All power corrupts, and absolute power 
corrupts absolutely. 

It is important to emphasize that the 
danger I am describing here isn’t based 
upon institutional jealousy of Senators 
worrying about the President taking 
some of their power or a loss of the pre-
rogatives of the Senate or the politics 
of Democrats and Republicans. It is 
about the violation of the very delib-
erate division of power between the 
legislature and the Executive, which is, 
as I said, at the heart of our Constitu-
tion. It is there for a reason: to see 
that the power is not concentrated in 
one set of hands. And this is the most 
important bulwark between our citi-
zens and—let’s call it what it is—tyr-
anny. 

Again, Madison warned us in no un-
certain terms, this time in the 47th 
Federalist: 

The accumulation of all powers, legisla-
tive, executive, and judiciary, in the same 
hands . . . may justly be pronounced the 
very definition of tyranny. 

Madison’s word, ‘‘tyranny.’’ 
Later in the same essay: 
There can be no liberty where the legisla-

tive and executive powers are united in the 
same person. 

‘‘There can be no liberty where the 
legislative and executive powers are 
united in the same person,’’ and yet 
this ‘‘accumulation of all powers’’—the 
term that Madison used—is exactly 
what is happening today before our 
very eyes. Although many in this body, 
unfortunately, seem determined to ig-
nore it, deliberately ignore it, the evi-
dence is everywhere: from the elimi-
nation of congressionally established 
Agencies to the withholding of appro-
priated funds—an appropriations bill, 
Mr. President, by the way, is a law; it 
is not a suggestion to the Executive 
about where he or she should spend 
money, it is a law to be observed—to 
issuing Executive orders purporting to 
be law in place of legislation, to 
sidestepping, if not ignoring, court or-
ders. 

This President is engaged in the most 
direct assault on the Constitution in 
our history, and we in this body, at 
least thus far, are inert and therefore 
complicit. 

It is worth pausing for a moment to 
look at the terms of article II, which 
outlines the powers and responsibilities 
of the President—article II of the Con-
stitution. At the outset, we have to re-
member that the Declaration of Inde-
pendence was directed specifically at 
the depredations of the British King, 
and later, the Framers had recently 
come through a brutal 8-year war 
against that same King. It is clear that 
a monarchy was exactly what the 
Framers were trying to avoid in the 
structure of the new government, and 
it explains the limited powers granted 
to the President in article II. 

So let’s look at article II. In light of 
this antimonarchical intent, article II 
only gives the President 11⁄2 unilateral 
powers. The unilateral power is the 
power to issue pardons. That is some-
thing the President can do without any 
check or balance. The half unilateral 
power is the role as Commander in 
Chief of the Armed Forces in wartime, 
but even that is constrained by the res-
ervation to the Congress of the power 
to declare war. 

With these two exceptions, all the 
other powers in article II granted to 
the President—appointment of judges, 
Federal officials; making treaties with 
other countries; vetoing legislation— 
are all bounded in some respect by the 
requirement of congressional assent. 

I want to repeat, article II is not a 
broad grant of authority to the Presi-
dent. It is anything but. It is a restric-
tion on the powers of the President. 

And here, I think, is the most impor-
tant phrase in article II. The principal 
responsibility of the President is 
spelled out in the last paragraph of ar-
ticle II: The Chief Executive ‘‘shall 
take Care that the Laws be faithfully 
executed’’—‘‘shall take Care that the 
Laws be faithfully executed.’’ It 
doesn’t say only the laws he agrees 
with or that he has any power whatso-
ever to make laws. His job is to execute 
the laws passed by Congress without 
exception—a responsibility this Presi-
dent is spectacularly failing to meet, 
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to ‘‘take Care that the Laws be faith-
fully executed.’’ 

While this is the most serious breach 
of our constitutional order, the admin-
istration has also taken a series of ap-
parently unconnected actions which, 
taken together, spell out our rapid 
path toward one-man rule—or tyranny, 
as Madison would say. 

In the style of the Declaration of 
Independence, here is a partial list— 
only, where the Declaration says ‘‘he,’’ 
it is referring to the King of England. 
‘‘He’’ as used in my list refers to the 
President. 

Here is the list: 
He has enabled the random firing of 

personnel throughout the government 
without regard to the importance of 
the job or the qualifications of the in-
dividual, which has severely com-
promised the ability of the affected 
Agencies to carry out the purposes 
Congress intended—the very antithesis 
of faithfully executing the laws. 

He has enabled the dismemberment 
of Agencies providing essential services 
to the American people, most particu-
larly in the Social Security and Vet-
erans’ Administrations, by people who 
literally don’t know what they are 
doing—again, in violation of his re-
sponsibility to faithfully execute the 
laws creating those Agencies and pro-
grams. 

He has systematically—early in the 
administration—fired independent in-
spectors general throughout the gov-
ernment whose job it is to find fraud, 
corruption, and malfeasance in Agency 
programs, in clear violation of Federal 
law and apparent intent to govern 
without constraints. 

He has used the power of the govern-
ment to threaten, intimidate, and ex-
tort private law firms for the supposed 
offense of representing clients he 
doesn’t like—an exercise of govern-
mental power nowhere found in the 
Constitution and a clear violation of 
the very structure of our legal system. 

He has used the power of the govern-
ment to threaten and intimidate 
former government officials based upon 
actions and statements with which he 
disagrees, thereby sending the message 
throughout the government that pleas-
ing the President is more important 
than telling the truth. 

Again, he has no such power over the 
Constitution, and the result of this 
abuse of his office is the opposite—the 
opposite—of faithfully executing the 
laws. 

He has openly threatened media plat-
forms, particularly television net-
works, with license revocation or other 
punishment for airing content he 
doesn’t like, in clear violation of the 
First Amendment, which is one of the 
fundamental bulwarks of our freedoms. 
For a President of the United States to 
threaten a media firm with revocation 
of their license or other kinds of pun-
ishment because they publish content 
he doesn’t like—that is the antithesis 
of the First Amendment. 

By the way, the compromise of the 
free press has been a sign of incipient 

despotism throughout history and 
right up to today. 

He has used the power of the govern-
ment, including the impoundment of 
congressionally appropriated funds and 
threatening tax-exempt status, to 
threaten and intimidate private uni-
versities in order to force them to 
adopt policies to his liking—again, a 
power found nowhere in the Constitu-
tion, nowhere in article II. 

He has enabled a national program of 
arrest and deportation of individuals in 
this country with no due process what-
soever. And even when it is admitted 
that at least one such individual was 
sent to a foreign prison by mistake, he 
has refused to make any effort to re-
turn that person to his home, despite 
court orders—including a unanimous 
order of the United States Supreme 
Court—of him to do so. 

This entire process is a violation of 
the 5th, 6th, 8th, and 14th Amend-
ments. It certainly is not consistent 
with his obligation to faithfully exe-
cute the laws. 

He has openly suggested the possi-
bility of sending U.S. citizens to a for-
eign prison for undefined crimes, there-
by placing them outside the reach of 
our criminal justice system, including 
the constitutionally guaranteed right 
to counsel. 

He has abused the limited powers del-
egated to him by Congress in connec-
tion with tariffs and trade by declaring 
emergencies where none exist and sin-
glehandedly plunging our economy into 
chaos and risk of inflation, unemploy-
ment, and possible recession—a perfect 
example of the dangers of one-man 
rule. 

The Constitution specifically dele-
gates to the Congress, in article I, sec-
tion 8 clause 3, the power over trade 
and commerce among nations. Con-
gress delegated that power to the 
President under certain limited cir-
cumstances, that of an emergency, not 
that the President can define an emer-
gency however he wants. 

I live in Maine. We are on the border 
of Canada. There is no emergency that 
justifies the imposition of tariffs with 
Canada. If he wants to propose a tariff 
against Canada or Britain or any other 
country, he should come here, because 
that is our responsibility. We should 
debate it; and chances are, we can 
come up with a more rational solution 
than the one that was presented to the 
country several weeks ago. 

He has also attempted to cut off 
funds to a single State, my own, be-
cause he took personal umbrage at our 
Governor’s refusal to bend to his policy 
preference, which was inconsistent 
with the law of our State. 

Our Governor’s position was not on 
the issue of trans athletes. It was on 
the issue of State and local control, 
which is the basic bedrock of our rep-
resentative form of government. 

Tellingly, during that exchange, he 
said something really amazing and re-
vealing. The President of the United 
States said: 

We are the law. 

That is more fitting to a king than to 
a President. ‘‘We are the law.’’ 

By the way, an Executive order is not 
law, despite what this President seems 
to think. An Executive order is not 
law. The Constitution does not give the 
power to the President to unilaterally 
decide what the law is. Again, his job is 
to faithfully execute the laws that are 
made here in this building. 

This ‘‘we are the law’’ comment is a 
clear statement of an intent to govern 
as a sovereign without regard to the 
Constitution or the rule of law. 

In a field that I have some specific 
knowledge of, he has compromised na-
tional security by dismantling those 
Agencies charged with defending our 
Nation against the clear and present 
danger of cyber attacks and firing 
many of the individuals—with no stat-
ed cause—who are best suited to mount 
that defense. 

He has further compromised national 
security by alienating our allies with 
his unlawful and indiscriminate impo-
sition of tariffs, which has severely un-
dermined confidence in our country, 
again, acting far in excess of the lim-
ited power over trade delegated by Con-
gress. 

I have served for the past 12 years on 
the Intelligence and Armed Services 
Committees, and I have come to realize 
that our asymmetric advantage in the 
world is allies. China has customers. 
We have allies. To alienate our allies 
without good reason, with no emer-
gency, with no consultation with Con-
gress, with no consultation with the 
Foreign Affairs Committee, with no 
consultation with much of anybody, 
that I can tell, is a serious compromise 
of our national security, both in terms 
of our intelligence capability but also 
who will come to our aid in a time of 
trouble. 

This is not a complete list. It does, 
though, present a disturbing and dan-
gerous pattern. This President is at-
tempting to govern as a monarch, un-
bound by constitutional restraint or by 
law, not as a President subject to the 
constraints of the Constitution or the 
rule of law. 

Again, this isn’t about his policies, 
whether they be mass deportation or 
trans athletes, trade and tariffs, or the 
appropriate levels of staffing of the 
Federal Government. Reasonable peo-
ple can discuss those, work out poli-
cies, and find what the law should be. 
It is not unilaterally in the hands of 
the President to make those decisions. 

No. The issue before us we can no 
longer avoid is the manner in which he 
is pursuing those policies, which vio-
lates both the spirit and expressed 
terms of our founding document. 

Again, this isn’t about observing the 
boundaries prescribed by the Constitu-
tion just to check the appropriate 
boxes. This is about preserving bound-
aries to protect ourselves and our peo-
ple from the abuse that inevitably—in-
evitably—flows from the unbridled con-
centration of power. 
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To those who like the policies of the 

President and are, therefore, willing to 
ignore the constitutional means of ef-
fectuating them, I and history can only 
say: Watch out. Today, the target may 
be the undocumented or Federal work-
ers, but tomorrow, perhaps, under a 
different king President, could be you. 

Once this power is concentrated into 
one set of hands, it is going to be very 
difficult to get it back, and it could 
turn that power against anybody who 
displeases the monarch. 

So what can we do? What are the 
guardrails? How can we buttress? It is 
important. The first guardrail is the 
Congress itself, the part of our govern-
ment actually empowered to define 
policy, appropriate funds, oversee the 
actions of the Executive. But, unfortu-
nately, the majority in Congress has 
thus far wholly abdicated these funda-
mental responsibilities and thus far 
shown little inclination to even recog-
nize the danger, let alone take action 
to confront it. 

We could reclaim our power, how-
ever, by pulling back the trade author-
ity—there is a bill to do that—insti-
tuting vigorous oversight of the activi-
ties of DOGE to determine to what ex-
tent their actions compromise the con-
gressional intent, or holding the Presi-
dent’s nominees and his prized tax bill 
until he seizes his attempts to make 
policy unilaterally, including 
compounding Congressionally author-
ized and appropriated funds. 

You know, do our job. That is the 
simple solution. Do our job. 

The second guardrail is the courts, 
which are generally holding up their 
end of the constitutional bargain. But 
they read the press just as we do, and 
they need to know we are ready to re-
assume our powers and responsibilities. 
As easy as it may be for us to rely en-
tirely on the courts to save us, that is 
a copout. Reclaiming power must be a 
joint project. 

The final guardrail is the people, who 
more and more are speaking up in ral-
lies, in correspondence with us, in town 
meetings, and in conversations at the 
grocery store. But their only real 
power, the midterm elections, don’t 
happen for 19 months. And in the 
meantime, the burden falls back on us. 

I don’t think we have 19 months, 
given what has happened in the first 
100 days. We need to act now before the 
awesome power of the United States 
Government is consolidated into one 
set of hands. When that happens, there 
may be no going back. 

No. We here in this body can’t escape 
the responsibility of our oath. Each of 
us swore, mind you, to ‘‘support and 
defend the Constitution of the United 
States against all enemies, foreign and 
domestic’’ and that we would ‘‘bear 
true faith and allegiance to the same.’’ 
The ‘‘same’’ being the Constitution. 

Clearly, the Framers knew that 
someday, there might be domestic en-
emies of the Constitution and made it 
our literally sacred obligation to de-
fend the Constitution from those do-
mestic enemies. 

I should mention that Joe McCarthy 
primaried Senator Margaret Chase 
Smith a few years after her speech as 
punishment to standing up to him, but 
to no avail. She crushed her opposition 
and won going away. 

With thanks to Margaret Chase 
Smith for her example and inspiration, 
this is my ‘‘Declaration of Con-
science.’’ 

I don’t relish this moment, but I feel 
I have no choice but to call out the 
clear implications and dangers of what 
is happening—what is happening day 
by day—before our eyes. 

To do otherwise, to keep silent, 
would be to compromise what I be-
lieved about our country since my first 
civics class in high school and at about 
the same time when I watched my dad 
risk his career to fight for justice and 
the rule of law. 

So here I stand. 
Abraham Lincoln came to the Con-

gress in the midst of the Civil War at a 
time when our forebearers—like us— 
were reluctant to face the responsibil-
ities that had been thrust upon them. 
At that critical moment, this is what 
Abraham Lincoln said: 

Fellow-citizens, we cannot escape history. 
We of this Congress and this Administration, 
will be remembered in spite of ourselves. No 
personal significance, or insignificance, can 
spare one or another of us. The fiery trial 
through which we pass, will light us down, in 
honor or dishonor, to the latest generation. 

‘‘The fiery trial through which we 
pass, will light us down, in honor or 
dishonor, to the latest generation.’’ 

Mr. President, I deeply hope that in 
the midst of our fiery trial, we will 
choose honor and the Constitution. 

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

ator from Connecticut. 
Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, my col-

leagues, you are going to hear a lot of 
stories about the first 100 days of Presi-
dent Trump’s second Presidency, and, 
indeed, there are a lot of stories. 

There is a story of incompetence. We 
are dealing with multiple measles out-
breaks all across the country. 

There is a story about abdicating our 
responsibility to lead around the world. 
Vladimir Putin is laughing at us as 
Trump goes about the business of hand-
ing Ukraine to a brutal Kremlin dic-
tator. 

There is a story of transferring 
wealth from the poor and the middle 
class, through massive cuts to Med-
icaid, to the very, very wealthy, who 
are asking for another massive tax cut. 

But I would argue that the most im-
portant story to tell is a story of cor-
ruption—a story of mind-blowing, mas-
sive, scalable corruption. That story is 
important because we are watching the 
theft of taxpayer money by the deci-
sion of the Republican Party to look 
the other way as Donald Trump essen-
tially monetizes, at scale, the White 
House and the powers given to him by 
the Constitution and the American 
people in order to enrich himself and 
his friends. 

And if we don’t tell this story and if 
we don’t mount a national, bipartisan, 
apolitical resistance to this thievery, 
to this corruption, and it becomes nor-
malized as just a part of doing business 
in America, a normal facet of residence 
in the White House, then shame on us 
because our democracy will not survive 
this level of corruption, grift, and 
graft. 

So I am going to try to tell the story 
really quickly. I have got two charts, 
and this is hard to read. These words 
are really small because, you know, 
over the course of 100 days, there are 
40, 50, 60 different individual acts of 
precedent-breaking corruption. 

And that is intentional, because what 
President Trump is trying to do is en-
gage in so much public corruption that 
you just become normalized to it, that 
you stop paying attention to the cor-
ruption because is it—can it be—cor-
ruption if it is just playing out in pub-
lic? He is trying to make you think 
that this stuff happens all the time be-
hind the scenes, and, now, all that is 
different is that you are seeing it pub-
licly. 

But that is not true. This is not, ac-
tually, how government works, and I 
refuse to accept that, just because the 
corruption is happening in public, in 
front of the cameras for everybody to 
see, we should accept it. 

OK, I am going to try to do this: I am 
going to try to do this as quickly as 
possible. I am just going to highlight 
for you maybe the 40 most egregious 
examples of corruption in the first 100 
days, but this is just the tip of the ice-
berg. 

So, on January 6—this is before 
Trump is even sworn in—Amazon, 
which has a ton of business before the 
incoming Trump White House, pays $40 
million to the Trump family to license 
a documentary, a series, about Melania 
Trump—just a cash payment from a 
company that has huge interests before 
the incoming White House to the 
Trump family. 

On January 17, a few days before 
Trump is sworn in, maybe the most 
corrupt act in the history of the White 
House: This is the creation of the 
Trump meme coin. This is just a back-
door way for anybody with business be-
fore the Trump administration to send 
him millions of dollars in total secret. 

Trump doesn’t disclose who buys the 
coin. He launders his income from the 
coin through an unregulated Chinese 
exchange. He promotes the coin on his 
social media feeds. 

In the first minute of trading, one 
buyer—and what we know is, this was 
likely a Chinese individual—purchases 
6 million coins, sending the price 
through the roof and immediately 
making a ton of money for Trump, who 
makes money off of every transaction. 
Trump knows who this person is, no 
doubt, but American citizens do not. 

All right, on January 20, he is now 
sworn in, and he fulfills a campaign 
promise to the oil and gas industry. 
There is a report from the campaign 
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that said they came down to Mar-a- 
Lago, I think, and said: We will give 
you a billion dollars in campaign con-
tributions. 

This is not me alleging this. This is 
an open report. 

The oil and gas industry says: We 
will give you a billion dollars in cam-
paign contributions if you do what we 
want when you are sworn in. 

And the day he is sworn in, Trump 
issues an Executive order gutting envi-
ronmental rules so that the oil and gas 
industry can start making bigger 
amounts of money. 

On January 25, Trump eliminates the 
inspectors general, the ethics officials 
in government, and whistleblower of-
fices. It is a late-night purge; so you 
know it is fishy. On January 25, 17 in-
spectors general get fired, clearing the 
way for the President to engage in even 
more corruption—because that is what 
the inspectors general do: They sit in 
these Agencies, and they look for cor-
ruption. 

Now, the inspectors general are gone. 
They are just gone. But that is not 
good enough because, on the same day, 
Trump fires the head of the Office of 
Special Counsel. Why would you do 
that? Well, that Office is an investiga-
tive and prosecutorial Office that 
works to end government and political 
corruption and protects government 
employees who become whistleblowers. 
That office is gone now, along with all 
of the whistleblowers. 

Two days later, Trump illegally fires 
NLRB member Gwynne Wilcox. This ef-
fectively shuts down—illegally—the 
NLRB for a period of time. Why is that 
important? Because the guys who are 
standing behind Donald Trump on In-
auguration Day, people like Elon Musk 
and Jeff Bezos, are being investigated 
at the moment by the NLRB for mas-
sive workplace violations. Now the 
NLRB is shut down—a big gift to the 
people who financed Donald Trump’s 
inauguration and stood behind him to 
give him political endorsement and 
cover on his Inauguration Day. 

On January 31, a trend begins. En-
forcement actions are paused against 
Trump loyalists. 

This is Representative ANDY OGLES 
from Tennessee. He was being inves-
tigated for illegal or potentially illegal 
loans made to his 2022 campaign. But 
right after Representative OGLES intro-
duces a bill to amend the Constitution 
to allow Trump to serve for a third 
term, what happens? Trump makes the 
investigation go away. As you will see, 
Trump’s justice system will often look 
the other way if you cheat or steal but 
you are a friend of Donald Trump’s. 

At the same time, another of 
Trump’s friends, his IRS nominee, 
Billy Long, gets his donors—almost all 
of them have direct interest before the 
IRS—to pay off his six-figure campaign 
debt. It is a fabulously corrupt thing to 
do, but it is just all normal now. So 
when Trump is showing you the way, 
then the folks who work for him follow 
suit. 

All right. We will jump to February 
now, February 4. We are into, what, 
week 2 of the Trump White House. 
Trump hauls the PGA and the Saudi 
Government into the White House to 
broker an agreement between the two 
rival golf leagues so that Trump can 
make more money hosting golf tour-
naments. He is in business with one of 
these entities, the Saudi-owned LIV 
league. 

In a normal world, the President of 
the United States wouldn’t be in busi-
ness with any foreign government, but 
the President is. And not only is that 
OK, but it is also apparently OK for 
him to bring the golf league that he is 
in business with into the White House 
and pressure the other golf league, the 
rival golf league, to cut a deal. And 
guess what happens? The PGA, which 
had long said they were not going to 
host events at Trump’s courses, after 
being hauled into the White House, 
looking the President of the United 
States in the eye—somebody they 
clearly have to do business with—they 
announce that they are going to start 
allowing their tournaments to be held 
at Trump courses—big benefit to Don-
ald Trump’s personal bottom line. 

On February 6, 2 days later, Trump 
ends the criminal enforcement of the 
Foreign Agents Registration Act. Do 
you know what this is? You should. It 
requires people who are being paid by 
foreign governments to register. It is 
no longer going to be enforced. So now 
members of the Trump administration 
can get backdoor payments from for-
eign governments, and nobody is going 
to enforce the law. 

This isn’t theoretical. There were 
people who got arrested for doing this 
exact same thing—getting paid by for-
eign governments while working for 
the Trump administration in term one. 
He wants to make sure it is not a prob-
lem in term two, so he pauses enforce-
ment of the actual act. 

Four days later, Trump eliminates 
the Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau. This is just a magnificent present 
to all of his billionaire enablers be-
cause this is the Agency that stops big 
businesses—banks, other financial 
firms—from ripping off consumers, and 
now it is just shut down. 

The same day, DOJ drops charges 
against Eric Adams in a mind- 
blowingly public and brazen quid pro 
quo. Adams says he will pledge loyalty 
to Trump. He is going to support 
Trump’s political priorities in New 
York City. Trump drops the corruption 
charges against Adams. 

Just like the Ogles case, the door is 
now wide open to engage in corruption 
or criminality as long as you support 
Donald Trump. 

The thing that makes this one so 
egregious is that Adams and the White 
House go on TV to announce the cor-
rupt deal, and they don’t hide it. They 
just say that Adams is now supporting 
Donald Trump, and we are now going 
to drop the charges against him. And 
everybody gets the message: There is a 

lot of stuff I can get away with as a 
corrupt official as long as I am in bed 
politically with Donald Trump. 

On the same day, February 10, DOJ 
pauses enforcement of the Foreign Cor-
rupt Practices Act. This is the law that 
stops American companies from 
bribing foreign governments in order to 
get business. On February 10, Trump 
suspends enforcement of an antibribery 
statute, paving the way for his friends 
in corporate America to start bribing 
foreign governments again. 

Two days later, the State Depart-
ment forecasts that they are going to 
dramatically upscale the amount of 
money that they are going to send to 
Tesla. This is the first time that Elon 
Musk shows up in this story. By Feb-
ruary 12, Elon Musk is pretty well em-
bedded in the White House, and, guess 
what, the State Department is now 
going to spend $400 million for armored 
Teslas—its largest expected contract in 
the upcoming year. 

On February 12, the same day, Musk 
infiltrates the Department of Labor 
and OSHA, giving him exclusive, secret 
access to labor law violation data 
against him and his competitors. It is 
unethical and corrupt, but this stuff is 
happening every single day. 

A few days later, on February 15 and 
16, Musk now starts really testing the 
limits of what his boss will let him get 
away with. He fires a specific set of 
regulators at the FDA that are review-
ing one of his medical products, 
Neuralink. The message is clear: You 
got to do right by my applications or 
you risk getting the ax too. 

Three days later, on February 19, 
Trump’s new U.S. attorney for Wash-
ington, DC, Ed Martin, starts to use his 
government power to harass Trump’s 
critics. He launches something called 
Operation Whirlwind, and he is pretty 
unapologetic about the fact that this is 
going to be an enforcement operation 
against anybody who just seeks to get 
in the way of DOGE. He doesn’t say it 
is going after people who are acting il-
legally; he says anybody who tries to 
stop or protest or harass DOGE’s work 
is now going to be the subject of Oper-
ation Whirlwind. He starts trolling 
critics of DOGE online. The U.S. attor-
ney for DC is now just trolling DOGE 
critics online, obviously threatening 
criminal enforcement. 

See what is happening here? We are 
30 days into the administration, and 
everybody in Trump’s world, including 
the supposedly independent U.S. attor-
neys, are getting the message that it is 
now part of your job if you work for 
Trump to use your government powers 
to either enrich yourself or Trump or 
to help Trump politically. 

On February 21, 2 days later, the FCC 
drops a major investigation into a com-
pany called Robinhood. Why does this 
matter? You guessed it—this firm do-
nated $2 million to Trump’s inaugura-
tion fund. Thirty days later, the SEC 
drops an investigation into that firm. 
Put a pin in that because you are going 
to hear stories like it over and over 
again. 
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Throughout February, we watched 

the rich guys that are surrounding 
Trump come up with new ways to mon-
etize their positions. 

Kash Patel is a perfect example. He is 
the nominee to head the FBI—maybe 
the most important independent Bu-
reau of the Federal Government—and 
while he is going through that process, 
he is selling merchandise online, rang-
ing from T-shirts to playing cards, 
with the proceeds supposedly going to 
whistleblowers’ education and defama-
tion cases. 

On February 26, news breaks that the 
FAA is considering giving a $2.4 billion 
contract to Elon Musk’s Starlink. But 
it is not like a regular contract that is 
up for bid; it is a contract that was al-
ready awarded to one of Musk’s com-
petitors, Verizon, and word leaks that 
the White House is thinking of just rip-
ping the contract away from Verizon 
because Verizon is not a political sup-
porter of Donald Trump in the way 
that Elon Musk is, and just giving it to 
Elon Musk. 

Now, that doesn’t happen as reported. 
The contract has not been canceled 
yet. But there are regular reports of 
the administration still relentlessly at-
tacking Verizon in a clear attempt to 
try to undermine their contract. 

On February 27, the next day, Trump 
drops a lawsuit against Capital One. 
Why does this matter? Capitol One do-
nated $1 million to Trump’s inaugura-
tion fund. 

It is now just kind of automatic—you 
donate a big amount of money to 
Trump’s inauguration, and you can ask 
him for something. 

We are not done. That same day, the 
FCC drops a lawsuit against Coinbase. 
You have the story now. Coinbase do-
nated $1 million to Trump’s inaugura-
tion fund. They are now told that it is 
OK to keep cheating consumers. 

We are not done. On February 28, a 
day later, the DOJ announces that it 
would drop a complaint against 
SpaceX, Elon Musk’s SpaceX, for labor 
discrimination. 

Elon is like: Wait a second. All of 
these other big donors to your inau-
guration are getting out of jail free. I 
want my get-out-of-jail-free card as 
well. 

He gets it from DOJ. 
We are now into March. On March 1, 

a report breaks—this is maybe second 
to Coinbase, the most stunning act of 
corruption—on March 1, word breaks 
that Trump is selling meetings at Mar- 
a-Lago. On at least one occasion, 
Trump has charged guests $1 million to 
dine with him at Mar-a-Lago. 

According to the same report, busi-
ness leaders can secure a one-on-one 
meeting with the President of the 
United States for a $5 million payment 
to Donald Trump. If you were mayor of 
a medium-sized town and it was re-
ported that you were selling meetings 
for like $200, you would be arrested. 
You would be run out of town. But not 
Donald Trump. He is selling meetings 
for $5 million, according to this report, 

and because the corruption in this 
White House is daily and normal, he 
gets away with it. 

On March 2, Trump launches the 
crypto reserve fund. This is going to in-
volve government-taxpayer dollars 
purchasing and holding a variety of 
digital assets in a strategic reserve 
fund—a move that definitely inflates 
and protects Trump’s investment port-
folio, by now, you understand, very 
heavily dependent on crypto assets. 

Now, this normally wouldn’t be a 
problem because normally when some-
body takes a high position like Presi-
dent or Governor or mayor, they divest 
from their own personal assets or they 
put it all in a blind fund. Trump does 
none of that. He is controlling his own 
assets and his family is controlling 
their own assets while he makes policy 
that benefits himself and his family fi-
nancially. 

On March 3, a really curious thing: 
DOJ intervenes in an obscure but open- 
and-shut 2020 Colorado elections case. 
This is the case of Tina Peters, who 
tampered with voting machines on 
Trump’s behalf in Mesa County, CO. 
She was convicted by a jury of her 
peers, open and shut, but because 
Peters is a MAGA loyalist, now DOJ, 
on March 3, says it is going to step in 
and review the case because there are 
concerns about how it was prosecuted. 
This is just President Trump again 
clearly shielding those that violated 
the law to help him from consequences. 

Same thing, different day—no, not 
even a different day. This is actually 
still March 3. Yuga Labs, a blockchain 
company, donated $100,000 to Trump’s 
inauguration fund. They now get in 
line. They get what everybody else is 
getting. The SEC closes an ongoing in-
vestigation into the company. 

On March 4, DOGE lays off thousands 
of IRS employees. This is bad for a lot 
of reasons, but it certainly helps 
Trump’s Mar-a-Lago friends because 
the IRS now cannot enforce the law 
against the big giant tax cheats in the 
ways that it could have when it had 
those personnel on the books. Mar-a- 
Lago is celebrating. 

On March 4, the same day, word 
breaks that the Commerce Department 
is considering changes to a very spe-
cific rural broadband program and who 
is eligible. Why? Because Elon Musk 
wants to dominate that program. 
Under the program’s original rules, 
Starlink was kind of capped at $4.1 bil-
lion. This curious change now will 
allow Elon Musk’s company Starlink 
to receive between $10 billion and $20 
billion from the rural broadband pro-
gram. 

This is like a broken record, but 6 
days later, the CFPB, which is basi-
cally shut down but exists in name 
only, drops a lawsuit against Bank of 
America and J.P. Morgan. Bank of 
America donated $500,000 to the inau-
guration, and J.P. Morgan donated $1 
million to the inauguration. 

On March 11, a day later, Trump and 
Musk hold this now very well-known 

advertisement for Tesla on the White 
House lawn. This is just taxpayer dol-
lars used to support the personnel at 
the White House and the White House 
being used to sell cars for Elon Musk. 
And the message, again, is pretty sim-
ple here: If you are loyal to me and you 
pay any kind of price for your loyalty 
to me, I will use government resources 
to help get you out of trouble, even in-
cluding free advertising. 

On March 19—we are 8 days later— 
the GEO Group donated $500,000 to 
Trump’s inauguration fund. This is a 
private prison company. The NLRB 
drops its investigation into this com-
pany. 

I mean, it is really getting disgusting 
at this point. I mean, I don’t know that 
there is anybody left that made a 
major donation to the inauguration 
fund that has not gotten their favor 
from Donald Trump. 

On March 24, the Treasury Depart-
ment guts something called the Cor-
porate Transparency Act. This is the 
regulation that requires businesses to 
reveal their true owners to the govern-
ment. These new rules now make it 
easier for billionaires to hide money, 
to avoid taxes, to engage in corrup-
tion—less accountability for corpora-
tions. 

On March 25, a day later, the SEC re-
duces from $125 million to $50 million 
an existing fine. So this has already 
been litigated. This company, Ripple, a 
blockchain-based digital payment com-
pany, has been fined. Trump comes in 
and reduces the fine from $125 million 
to $50 million. 

You know the story by now. These 
guys made a big investment in the in-
auguration. Most of these companies 
that got a ‘‘get out of jail free’’ or had 
their investigations terminated were 
giving $500,000 or $1 million. Ripple 
made sure they got it right. They made 
a $5 million donation to Trump’s inau-
gural fund, and they got their fine re-
duced by $75 million. 

On March 28, Trump pardons the 
founder of Nikola autos, one of his 
campaign megadonors. Again, this is a 
pardon for one of his major campaign 
contributors. When asked about the 
pardon, Trump said: They say the 
thing they did was wrong, but he was 
one of the first people who supported 
me for President. 

He just tells you what he did. He 
said: Yes, they said what he did was 
wrong. He did something that was 
probably pretty wrong, but he sup-
ported me for President. So I am giving 
him a pardon. 

I am not saying there hasn’t been a 
lot of really bad stuff that has hap-
pened in the pardon program under 
Democratic and Republican Presidents, 
but let’s just name it what Donald 
Trump named it. 

April 8—we are into April. Trump 
issues an Executive order to expand 
coal mining, part of his downpayment 
on the promise he made to those oil ex-
ecutives. Shares of the company owned 
by Joseph Craft, the billionaire coal 
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magnate who helped lead those Trump 
fundraising efforts during the Presi-
dential campaign, immediately shoot 
up. 

On April 9, this really curious 
timeline of events plays out, which 
Trump posts on his social media: 

THIS IS A GREAT TIME TO BUY!!! 

A lot of his followers comply. They 
make investments in the market. 
There are reports and speculation that 
many of his inner circle might have 
done the same thing. A couple of hours 
later, he announces he is pausing most 
of his tariffs. The market shoots up. 
People who followed his directions on-
line make a lot of money, and, poten-
tially, other people who had access to 
that insider information might have 
made a lot of money as well. 

On April 17, Musk steers billions of 
taxpayer dollars to something called 
the Golden Dome. Reuters, on April 17, 
reports that Elon Musk’s rocket and 
satellite company, SpaceX, has 
emerged as the frontrunner to develop 
Trump’s proposed Golden Dome. This is 
an ill-defined, technologically 
unproven defense system. It supposedly 
has a pricetag of hundreds of billions of 
dollars—money that now looks as if it 
will be funneled directly to Elon Musk. 
At this point, it is head-shaking. 

On April 23—now he can do anything 
he wants. It is like he has just blown 
the lid off of any expectations about 
what a President can and cannot do to 
enrich himself. On April 23, a message 
appears on the homepage of the website 
for Trump’s meme coin, declaring the 
top 220 meme coin holders would be in-
vited for an exclusive dinner with 
Trump, and the top 25 coin holders— 
these are private investors in Donald 
Trump’s financial empire—would get a 
‘‘Special VIP Tour’’ of the White 
House. 

After the message went up, the price 
of Trump’s coin jumped by more than 
50 percent. In the 2 days following the 
announcement of the ‘‘Special VIP 
Tour’’ in the ‘‘People’s House’’—the 
White House—Trump and his allies 
made nearly $1 million in trading fees 
alone. They are just selling access to 
the White House out in the open. 

On April 26, Trump’s family—this is 
just last weekend—announces the 
launch of a private club called the Ex-
ecutive Branch, a new private club in 
Washington. The initiation fee is 
around a half-million dollars. It is ad-
vertised as a place where you can hold 
secret audiences with the Trump ad-
ministration, as long as you pay Don-
ald Trump’s family and their financial 
backers over $500,000 in membership 
fees. It has apparently already sold 
out. 

This is not normal. None of this is 
normal. This is outlandish. This is ille-
gal. This is unconstitutional, brazen 
corruption, and this is only the first 100 
days. 

I just detailed 40 instances of mind- 
blowing corruption in just 40 days, 
capped off by an attempt to just sell 
access to the White House to people 

who put money in the pockets of Don-
ald Trump’s personal businesses. 

Donald Trump wants to numb this 
country into believing that this is just 
how government works, that he is owed 
this, that every President is owed 
this—that the government has always 
been corrupt, and he is just doing it 
out in the open. 

This is not how government works. 
This has been the story of his first 100 
days, but it is our choice as a nation to 
allow it to be the story of the rest of 
his term. We need to expose what he is 
doing. We need to rally everybody, 
from the left to the right. Nobody in 
this country—whether you are a hard-
ened conservative or a hardened pro-
gressive—should root for the President 
of the United States to be enriching 
himself off of this position. We need to 
rally this Nation against this corrup-
tion and bring it to an end because if 
Donald Trump gets what he wants and 
we just start allowing our govern-
ment’s leaders to openly steal from us 
during the first 100 days or for the rest 
of his term, then, I am telling you, 
American democracy is not going to 
survive. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CUR-

TIS). The Senator from Idaho. 
NOMINATIONS OF THOMAS BARRACK AND TILMAN 

FERTITTA 
Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, on a more 

credible note, I hope, I am here to 
speak on two noms that we have com-
ing up. There is going to be a vote on 
confirmation of Thomas Barrack to be 
Ambassador for Türkiye and a vote on 
Tilman Fertitta for the nomination to 
be Ambassador for Italy. 

I want to speak first to the nomina-
tion of Thomas Barrack for Ambas-
sador to Türkiye. As you know—as ev-
eryone knows—Türkiye is a critical 
U.S. and NATO ally. I use that word 
ally judiciously. They have been the re-
calcitrant ally, from time to time, 
lately and have been difficult. None-
theless, we have gotten through those 
things, but it has been far from lock-
step with America in supporting our 
mutual interests. 

While Türkiye hosts NATO and 
American forces and has supported ef-
forts toward peace in Ukraine, it has 
troubling—troubling—ties to Russia 
and Hamas. Türkiye also has a difficult 
track record on human rights and has 
repressed dissent both in and outside of 
its borders. 

Mr. Barrack is the right man to tack-
le this challenging post. He will help 
President Trump and Secretary Rubio 
protect national security interests 
from the many threats we face. I hope 
my colleagues will join me in sup-
porting the confirmation of Thomas 
Barrack. 

Next, I want to move to the nomina-
tion of Tillman Fertitta for Ambas-
sador to Italy. 

Italy remains a close ally, an impor-
tant partner in Europe, and is a special 
place for a lot of Americans. While 
there are deep cultural ties, there re-

main a number of areas where signifi-
cant improvement is needed. 

On trade, U.S. producers have a hard 
time getting access to the Italian mar-
ket, in part because of EU regula-
tions—certainly, not the fault of Italy. 
But, nonetheless, the difficulty is 
there. There are also domestic indus-
tries that find creative barriers to keep 
U.S. products out. 

In the security space, Italy remains 
below NATO’s 2 percent spending re-
quirement. This is really hard to un-
derstand, based on both the challenges 
Putin has created for European secu-
rity but also due to the substantial se-
curity threats Italy faces from the 
Mediterranean and from North Africa. 

I am confident that Mr. Fertitta will 
help address these issues and ensure 
the U.S.-Italian relationship only con-
tinues to grow stronger. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
his nomination. I know this nomina-
tion vote is going to be a bipartisan 
vote, and there are certainly Demo-
crats that feel very strongly about Mr. 
Fertitta for good reason. He is a good 
man. He deserves the vote. I hope ev-
eryone will join us in voting for this 
confirmation. 

I yield the floor. 
WAIVING QUORUM CALL 

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to waive the man-
datory quorum call with respect to the 
Fertitta nomination. 

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

VOTE ON BARRACK NOMINATION 

Mr. RISCH. I ask unanimous consent 
that we move immediately to the vote 
on the two nominations. 

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

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Barrack nomi-
nation? 

Mr. RISCH. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

Senator from Colorado (Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER), the Senator from 
Maine (Mr. KING), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), and the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE) are necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—60 yeas, 
36 nays, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 219 Ex.] 

YEAS—60 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 

Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hassan 

Hawley 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kennedy 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
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McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 

Ricketts 
Risch 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 

Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Warner 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—36 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gallego 
Gillibrand 

Heinrich 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Slotkin 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—4 

Hickenlooper 
King 

Sanders 
Whitehouse 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table, and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
actions. 

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. 79, Tilman 
Fertitta, of Texas, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Italian Re-
public, and to serve concurrently and with-
out additional compensation as Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic of 
San Marino. 

John Thune, Jim Justice, Ted Cruz, Ber-
nie Moreno, Jon A. Husted, Steve 
Daines, John R. Curtis, Tommy 
Tuberville, Tim Sheehy, Pete Ricketts, 
Joni Ernst, James E. Risch, Mike 
Rounds, Tim Scott of South Carolina, 
Eric Schmitt, Katie Boyd Britt, John 
Barrasso. 

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 Tilman Fertitta, of Texas, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of 
America to the Italian Republic, and to 
serve concurrently and without addi-
tional compensation as Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to the 
Republic of San Marino, 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. SANDERS), 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. WELCH) 

and the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 84, 
nays 13, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 220 Ex.] 
YEAS—84 

Baldwin 
Banks 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blackburn 
Booker 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Ernst 
Fetterman 
Fischer 
Gallego 

Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Lee 
Luján 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 

Moreno 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Paul 
Peters 
Reed 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Schiff 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Sheehy 
Slotkin 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Warner 
Warnock 
Wicker 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—13 

Alsobrooks 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Hirono 
Markey 

Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Schatz 
Schumer 

Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warren 

NOT VOTING—3 

Sanders Welch Whitehouse 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 84, the nays are 13. 

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 Tilman 
Fertitta, of Texas, to be Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to the 
Italian Republic, and to serve concur-
rently and without additional com-
pensation as Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Repub-
lic of San Marino. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wyoming. 

TRUMP ADMINISTRATION FIRST 100 DAYS 
Ms. LUMMIS. Mr. President, today, 

President Trump completes the first 
100 days of his return to the White 
House, and it has been nothing short of 
transformational. 

Under President Trump and Vice 
President VANCE’s leadership, we are 
witnessing the rapid implementation of 
campaign promises that are already re-
shaping America’s policy landscape. 
When I go home to Wyoming each 
weekend, people approach me every-
where, from restaurants to the feed 
store, eager to discuss the positive 
changes happening in Washington. The 
overwhelming sentiment is enthusiasm 
for what President Trump is accom-
plishing for everyday Americans. 

For example, on day one, President 
Trump restored the dignity of men and 
women as biologically distinct sexes. It 
is hard to believe he had to do that, 
but, indeed, he did. One of the adminis-
tration’s first major actions was sign-
ing an Executive order directing Fed-
eral Agencies to recognize biological 
sex in athletic competition. 

The left spent the past 4 years 
gaslighting Americans and making the 
failed argument that biological males 
should now be competing in women’s 
sports in the name of fairness. Within a 
few weeks of taking office, President 
Trump tackled this issue and made it 
clear that this administration won’t 
support the left’s attack on female ath-
letes. I believe this is the women’s 
rights issue of our time, and I am 
grateful for President Trump’s leader-
ship. 

For some people my age, we spent so 
many years trying to exercise our 
rights under title IX and other rights 
to recognize women’s rights, only to 
have them swept under the rug and dis-
regarded by the left, requiring that 
women not only compete against men 
but have them in their locker rooms in 
what were uncomfortable and, in some 
times, unsafe circumstances. President 
Trump recognized this and, thankfully, 
has put that issue to rest for a while. 

President Trump is also delivering on 
his promise to unleash American en-
ergy dominance. A few weeks ago, I 
joined President Trump and some of 
my colleagues at the White House for 
his signing of an Executive order that 
starts to reverse the Biden and Obama 
administrations’ anti-coal agenda. For 
energy States like Wyoming, the offi-
cial lifting of the unconstitutional coal 
moratorium represents a significant 
economic opportunity for western 
States. 

By removing unnecessary restric-
tions on energy extraction, the admin-
istration has signaled its commitment 
to blue collar jobs, cheaper energy for 
American families, and a new era of en-
ergy dominance. 

Joe Biden and his administration 
didn’t care about the impact their reg-
ulations have on working-class people. 
The Trump administration does care, 
and they are continuing to take action 
that will help Americans and our amaz-
ing energy communities. 

Wyoming exports 12 times more en-
ergy than it consumes; and much of 
that is in the form of hydrocarbons. 
And each and every year, for years 
after the Clean Air Act passed, we were 
producing more energy and producing 
cleaner air. These things can happen si-
multaneously. And it is because of 
Yankee ingenuity and it is because we 
know how to do things better all the 
time, we don’t have to accept the sta-
tus quo when it comes to energy domi-
nance. 

But there were certain people in the 
Biden administration that forced some-
thing called environmental justice, an 
absolutely trumped-up, dreamed-up 
idea that we can’t have clean energy 
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and abundant energy at the same time. 
That is a totally wrong-headed ap-
proach to what has always been a great 
American tradition of ingenuity and 
entrepreneurs who can take a problem 
and solve it. 

There is such a thing as clean air 
that can be produced from coal and 
natural gas, in particular, and I am 
proud that my State is part of that. I 
am proud that President Trump recog-
nizes it and that he has taken steps to 
restore our statutory ability to 
produce both clean air and abundant 
hydrocarbon energy simultaneously. 

Perhaps the most dramatic turn-
around has been at the southern bor-
der. Where the Biden administration 
created chaos, President Trump has re-
stored order—through multiple Execu-
tive actions, signing the Laken Riley 
Act, ending catch-and-release, re-im-
plementing ‘‘Remain in Mexico,’’ and 
more. We have seen border encounters 
plummet from nearly 380,000 in Feb-
ruary and March last year to just 
22,000, plus a few, during the same pe-
riod this year. 

The people of Wyoming are grateful 
to have a President who cares about se-
curing our border and deporting those 
who are not here legally, especially 
those from gangs that are causing un-
safe communities, horrible crimes per-
petuated on the American people—all 
unnecessarily, if we only followed the 
laws that were in existence and the 
statutes that were in existence all 
along, those laws that President Biden 
ignored and that President Trump is 
following and implementing. 

For decades, America’s leaders have 
failed our country when it comes to fis-
cal responsibility, and we in this very 
Chamber are partly responsible for 
that. Our $36 trillion national debt rep-
resents a real and present threat to 
America’s future. 

We all know it is unsustainable. And 
yet, after COVID, we never went back 
to pre-COVID spending levels. We have 
kept spending at post-COVID highs, 
even though the moneys spent during 
the COVID years is no longer necessary 
in our now more growing and robust 
post-COVID economy. 

Most taxpayers don’t realize their 
hard-earned dollars primarily service 
this massive debt through interest pay-
ments rather than funding national de-
fense and essential services. That is 
why I strongly support President 
Trump’s creation of the Department of 
Government Efficiency—DOGE. It was 
done through a provision in ObamaCare 
and its subsequent ability to gain effi-
ciencies through efforts that com-
puters can assist us with. 

And nobody knows better how to do 
it than the people who have volun-
tarily participated through their exper-
tise and ability to identify waste, 
fraud, and abuse, using the Department 
of Government Efficiency and their re-
markable skills with computers to fer-
ret out waste, fraud, and abuse. 

Elon Musk and the DOGE team have 
already identified a huge number of 

wasteful programs and abusive expend-
itures that don’t benefit American 
families. All of us should be proud, in 
both parties, that the rhetoric that we 
have used over the years that we are 
going to pay for things by ferreting out 
waste, fraud, and abuse and then after 
elected, don’t even try to find waste, 
fraud, and abuse, has finally come to 
an end. 

Elon Musk and his team have found 
true waste, fraud, and abuse in govern-
ment and is identifying it so Cabinet 
Secretaries can deal with it in their re-
spective Agencies. That is exactly the 
kind of fiscal discipline that we value 
in Wyoming—that we all should value 
as Americans. 

After years of the Biden administra-
tion’s unbridled hostility toward dig-
ital assets and cryptocurrency, Presi-
dent Trump is fulfilling his promise to 
lead the most pro-digital asset admin-
istration in history. I could not be 
more proud. We know that we are mov-
ing into a digital future, a digital econ-
omy. It is something we should em-
brace. It is something we can include 
in a new, modern 21st century econ-
omy. 

It is not something to fear. But it is 
something that cries for consumer pro-
tections, and our incredible ability 
that we have as Agencies to disclose 
matters that should be disclosed to in-
vestors and to allow innovation where 
it makes our ability to do business 
internationally, faster, cheaper, and 
more responsible. Through the ledgers, 
the blockchain’s incredible ability to 
send money all over the world fast and 
inexpensively helps regular, everyday 
Americans avoid the tremendous fric-
tion that is in the banking system that 
costs taxpayers money and costs tax-
payers time and allows us to do busi-
ness all over the world in a much less 
expensive and a robust way. 

What a blessing to have an adminis-
tration that sees the future in this 
way, that understands the innovation 
that is at our fingertips and that we 
can use to go forward in a true 21st- 
century digital economy. 

I am particularly pleased with Presi-
dent Trump’s support of my strategic 
Bitcoin reserve initiative, which will 
address our national debt while secur-
ing America’s position as the global 
leader in financial innovation. 

As Bitcoin comes into more usage, 
its use makes the whole system more 
secure, more robust, and more capable 
of serving our needs all over the world. 
We should be the global leader with 
this fantastic, new, ledger-based asset 
that is in a digital format that is going 
to be transformative of the everyday 
economy and puts the everyday Amer-
ican—in fact, the everyday worker all 
over the world—in control of their own 
money. What a wonderful blessing for 
hard-working people all over the world 
to have this great, new technology and 
to have America lead the way in imple-
menting this wonderful, wonderful in-
novation. 

Here in the Senate, we have con-
firmed 54 of President Trump’s Cabinet 

and sub-Cabinet nominees. It has re-
quired some long hours—many in the 
middle of the night, much to our con-
sternation. But our work is far from 
complete. 

The Democrats’ agenda threatens to 
impose crushing tax increases on hard- 
working Wyoming families and our 
local small businesses. If the tax cuts 
that were implemented under Presi-
dent Trump’s first administration are 
allowed to expire, it will create the 
largest tax increase in history at a 
time when businesses need the innova-
tion that allows our economy to grow. 
That can come through a robust, fair 
tax system. This is something that I 
look forward to assisting my col-
leagues in this body to implement in a 
permanent form and using our current 
standard practices. 

Following years of punishing infla-
tion under the Biden administration, 
our communities and working families 
cannot shoulder any additional finan-
cial strain, and keeping our Tax Code 
as is and making it permanent is yet 
another way of implementing advan-
tages for local working economies. 

It also just delights me that Presi-
dent Trump identified just real work-
ing Americans who are struggling to 
make ends meet, who are living pay-
check to paycheck, and tried to iden-
tify ways to tax-advantage their lives— 
for example, no tax on tips, no tax on 
Social Security, no tax on overtime 
hours. These are things for regular, ev-
eryday, working people. 

Some people allege that President 
Trump is trying to help his billionaire 
buddies. I am not seeing that at all. I 
am seeing a President who really gets 
the everyday working American and 
wants to make sure that as they live 
paycheck to paycheck and try to plan 
for their families, there is some relief 
in store for them with regard to his 
proposals for taxes. 

These first 100 days of President 
Trump’s return to office represent just 
the opening chapter of America’s gold-
en era. Already, his administration has 
made remarkable progress in securing 
our southern border, revitalizing Amer-
ican energy independence, cutting 
wasteful government spending, sup-
porting innovative digital asset poli-
cies, and restoring America’s rightful 
leadership position globally. 

We know even today that as coun-
tries are renegotiating their trade poli-
cies and tariff policies with us, there is 
a newfound desire to find a level play-
ing field, parity, and reciprocal trade 
agreements that allow for some of our 
products to go into their economies in 
ways that acknowledge that the United 
States has been globally at a trade dis-
advantage and to try to repair some of 
those long practices where the United 
States was participating in free trade 
and other countries were not. It is time 
to make it all fair trade. I applaud 
President Trump’s desires to do that 
hopefully soon so we can get some of 
the turmoil associated with these im-
portant changes to our economy behind 
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us and restore stability in our economy 
and our everyday lives. 

I anticipate the next 100 days will 
bring equally significant achievements, 
and I feel deeply privileged to work 
alongside this administration and this 
President. 

I served 14 years in the Wyoming 
Legislature, all with Democrat Gov-
ernors. I have served 12 years in the 
Congress, all with Democrat Presi-
dents. This is the first time in my en-
tire life that I have legislatively served 
with a President of my own party. It is 
refreshing, it is delightful, and it is 
even, on occasion, fun. 

I feel so privileged to be here with a 
Republican President who is delivering 
meaningful results to the people of Wy-
oming and our great Nation. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Democratic whip. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, the jury 

is in. At the end of 100 days, the major 
polling firms across the United States 
went out and asked the American peo-
ple: So what do you think? What is 
your impression of this new President? 
What is your impression of the MAGA 
agenda? 

The results that came back don’t sur-
prise me, but they might surprise 
some. Overwhelmingly, on every major 
issue that this administration has 
taken a position, the American people 
have said: We don’t like it. We are not 
happy with what is happening in this 
country today. 

After all the promises in the last po-
litical campaign about dealing with 
the cost of living for ordinary Ameri-
cans, there is little or no progress to be 
shown for the 100 days of President 
Trump. 

For 100 days, President Trump and 
his administration—mainly billionaire 
buddies like Elon Musk—have brought 
us chaos, wreaked havoc, and sowed di-
vision. President Trump has under-
mined the Constitution and our system 
of checks and balances and the rule of 
law. Through it all, I am sad to report 
that my Republican colleagues have re-
mained silent. 

I got a call several weeks ago, before 
the Easter break, from CEOs of major 
corporations, some in my State and 
some not. I had not heard from them 
before. Why they called me puzzled me 
a little bit. What it boiled down to was 
they were desperate for information 
about the policy decisions here in 
Washington. What did it mean that 
this President, Donald Trump, started 
a trade war and then announced he was 
going to put it on pause for 90 days? 
What were they supposed to do in 
terms of the future of their businesses? 
Were they to assume that the tariff tax 
war had begun, that in order to import 
key elements and parts to their pro-
duction, they would have to pay tariffs 
of 10, 20, 30 percent? 100 percent? What 
did I know about it? 

I couldn’t answer because I didn’t 
know the answer. I am not sure anyone 
knew the answer. 

Somewhere in President Trump’s 
mind is a theory of tariffs that he be-
lieves is going to make America 
stronger. These business leaders said 
just the opposite. Because of the uncer-
tainty of these tariffs and the uncer-
tainty of our trade relationships, they 
were going to hold back. They couldn’t 
risk it. And that is the reality of what 
we face today. 

When it comes to specific cases in 
this administration, it is hard to ex-
plain how we have reached this point. 

When Kilmar Abrego Garcia, a father 
who was living legally in the State of 
Maryland with his family, was sent to 
a terrorist prison in El Salvador be-
cause of what was said in court to be 
an ‘‘administrative error,’’ where was 
the outrage that this man was treated 
so unfairly, with no evidence except, 
perhaps, a tattoo that might be con-
nected with a gang? There was no evi-
dence that took this man out of the 
United States and put him in a prison 
in El Salvador. 

Our colleague Senator CHRIS VAN 
HOLLEN went down to see him and the 
conditions he is being held in and never 
came back with a satisfactory answer 
of why this man was being charged 
with a crime. 

Now, you remember how many times 
Donald Trump gave speeches at rallies, 
and he said that we are being overrun 
by murderers and rapists and terrorists 
and mentally ill people who came to 
this country and shouldn’t be here, and 
as a consequence, they were going to 
change things when he was elected 
President. 

What they changed was to take this 
Mr. Garcia, living legally in Maryland 
with his family, and, through an ad-
ministrative error, threw him into a 
hopeless prison in El Salvador. Is that 
what America is all about now? Be-
cause he had a surname like ‘‘Garcia,’’ 
we can ignore any reference to due 
process? 

The President went so far as to sug-
gest he would do the same thing to an 
American citizen. Now, of course, he 
says things which he later disavows, 
but it is outrageous to think a Presi-
dent of the United States would sug-
gest that an American citizen, without 
due process, would be relegated to a 
terrorist prison in a foreign country. 
The American people don’t care for 
that much, and neither do I, because it 
happens to offend this document: the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Can you imagine an immigrant living 
here under a protected status torn 
from his home and family for no le-
gally justifiable reason, and then the 
administration says it was an ‘‘admin-
istrative error’’? 

While the Trump administration con-
tinues to avoid facilitating the return 
of Mr. Abrego Garcia as the Supreme 
Court has ordered him to do, Repub-
licans have remained silent. 

It was about 6 weeks ago. There were 
several key appointees by the Trump 
administration to positions in the De-
partment of Justice. They included a 

Solicitor General and two other Dep-
uty Attorneys General. 

During the course of questioning, I 
asked these individuals a basic ques-
tion: Do you believe that an executive 
official can defy a legally held court 
order? I thought the answer was clear: 
It is no, and it should be, whatever the 
President’s party may be. Yet they 
struggled to come up with an answer 
that suggested maybe, in some cases, it 
was all right to defy a court order. 

We have been through this in Amer-
ica. The case of Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation in 1954 was an effort to integrate 
schools across America for the first 
time—an extremely controversial deci-
sion, and several other decisions fol-
lowed from it. But there was a legal 
court order for that to happen. In order 
to move forward, you have to start by 
obedience to the court order. You can 
criticize it within the realm of ethics, 
and you can even appeal it, but you 
can’t ignore it. Yet these officials 
headed for the Trump Department of 
Justice wanted to equivocate on the 
answer. 

Who came to my rescue on my argu-
ment? A Republican Senator from Lou-
isiana, JOHN KENNEDY, who came in 
and addressed the three nominees and 
said: Let me make it clear to you—I 
paraphrase him I think accurately— 
your options with a legal court order 
are to be critical within the bounds of 
ethics and to appeal the decision if you 
disagree with it, but you have to obey 
that order or resign your official posi-
tion. 

That was as clear an explanation as I 
have ever heard. But under the Trump 
administration, they believe they are 
above the law. Some do. 

Or take Donald Trump’s ill-con-
ceived, mindless tariff tax war, which I 
mentioned earlier. Global markets 
plunged when he came out with his 
proposals in the beginning of April. It 
wiped out trillions of dollars of wealth 
from the stock market and will cause 
Americans to suffer from higher prices 
and smaller export markets. 

The advice which many people are 
giving to those who are worried about 
their IRAs and 401(k)s is: Don’t look at 
it. Don’t look at the balance. You are 
going to be too depressed when you see 
it. 

And it is because of the chaos in the 
Trump White House when it comes to 
our trade policy and economics. While 
their constituents saw their retirement 
funds drain and grocery bills sky-
rocket, sadly, my Republican col-
leagues remained silent. 

Rinse and repeat the cycle. Donald 
Trump threatens to withhold Federal 
funds from higher education institu-
tions to coerce them to give up their 
constitutional rights. It is hard to 
imagine—we are talking about modern 
America—that a President of the 
United States who is unhappy with 
what is being taught at a college or a 
university threatens to remove all of 
their Federal funding. 

For God’s sake, this is a democracy. 
Freedom of speech is part of what we 
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admire in this country so much and 
what is part of our future and our past. 
Yet, when it comes to President 
Trump, he has decided that if they 
want to teach something that he 
doesn’t care for, whatever it may be, 
they are going to lose Federal funding. 
That is being tested in court. 

The Secretary of Defense violates na-
tional security protocol and shares 
classified war plans in a Signal chat 
that mistakenly includes a journalist 
listening to the conversation. You 
would think that at least one hard-line 
Republican conservative, some hawk in 
their ranks, would stand up and say: 
That is wrong, regardless of who the 
President may be. But they didn’t. The 
Republicans remain silent. 

Unelected billionaire Elon Musk and 
his DOGE brothers gut the Federal 
Government, leading to cuts to life-
saving medical research, Americans 
unable to get their Social Security 
benefits, and threats to Medicaid. What 
was the response from the Republican 
side to these outrageous developments 
under the Trump administration? Si-
lence. 

When our Nation’s Founders began 
the lofty task of building our democ-
racy, they created a system of checks 
and balances to ensure a stable govern-
ment and prevent the abuse of power. 

In 1788, James Madison wrote in Fed-
eralist Paper 51: 

Ambition must be made to counteract am-
bition. In framing a government which is to 
be administered by men over men, the great 
difficulty lies in this: you must first enable 
the government to control the governed; and 
in the next place oblige it to control itself. 

But it seems the ambition of the Re-
publican-controlled legislative branch 
is all but absent as Donald Trump’s 
government goes out of control. Never 
in our Nation’s history has a coequal 
branch of government so willfully 
rolled over and ceded their power. It is, 
in fact, the silence of the lambs. 

The President is testing—and vio-
lating—the bounds of our Constitution, 
amassing power for himself as the 
economy tanks, violating the rights of 
Americans, and destroying our image 
abroad. My congressional Republican 
colleagues have the power to join us in 
a bipartisan effort to stop it. 

Has it ever happened in history? It 
did, very graphically, in history. 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt was upset 
with the Supreme Court and its rulings 
on New Deal programs. He went 
through a reelection cycle and was re-
elected by a large margin. He then 
came here to Washington and said: My 
first order of business is to increase the 
number of men—all men then—serving 
on the Supreme Court so that I can fi-
nally get the rulings that I am looking 
for on my key elements of the New 
Deal. 

What was the reaction of the Demo-
cratic Congress to the Democratic 
President, Franklin Roosevelt, who 
wanted to pack the Court? The reac-
tion was fierce and it was bipartisan in 
opposition to FDR and he had to drop 

the plan. Both Democrats and Repub-
licans in Congress realized that if a 
President can control the composition 
of the Supreme Court and its rulings, 
that we have lost a valuable part of the 
protection of our Constitution. 

My congressional Republicans have 
the power to join us in a historic stand 
on so many areas that this President 
has violated. They have majorities in 
both Chambers of Congress, and in pri-
vate moments many of them express 
outrage and horror at Trump’s dan-
gerous abandonment of law, norms, and 
the will of the American people. But as 
their constituents suffer, out of fear of 
retaliation, Republicans remain silent. 

When we are elected Members of Con-
gress, we swear an oath to the Con-
stitution, not to any politician or any 
President. It is time both parties re-
membered that and lived accordingly. 
So I am coming to the floor regularly 
to highlight the President’s latest out-
rage and the GOP’s inevitable silence 
in the face of it. Until they start using 
the voices they were elected to raise, 
we are going to continue to have a 
pending constitutional crisis in this 
country. 

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

ator from Vermont. 
Mr. WELCH. Mr. President, I totally 

support the comments of the minority 
whip. 

It is 100 days, and it is time to assess. 
Whatever you may say about President 
Trump and the stated goals, there is an 
obligation to act functionally to 
achieve those goals. Stating you want 
an outcome is a long way from imple-
menting a plan and executing a plan to 
achieve it. And there is no plan. There 
is absolutely no plan. 

Let’s talk first about DOGE. DOGE is 
about, supposedly, getting rid of waste, 
fraud, and abuse. Now, there is not a 
single Member of this Congress who is 
in favor of waste, fraud, and abuse, but 
if you are going to do that, you look at 
a Department: What is its goal? How is 
it achieving it? Where is it coming up 
short? You do an assessment, and you 
do a plan. 

What DOGE did was essentially get 
the personnel list and then send out 
emails to every fifth or sixth person 
saying: You are fired because you did a 
lousy job. 

So it is not at all on the level. It is 
not at all on the level. And as a result, 
the real goal becomes revealed. It is 
not to eliminate waste, fraud, and 
abuse. It is, say, to eliminate USAID. 
It is to eliminate the Department of 
Education. It is to eliminate the Social 
Security response team. That is what 
is going on. 

And the challenge for us—and this is 
bipartisan—is whether we, as an inde-
pendent branch of government, want to 
look at what is before our very eyes 
and address it or simply ignore it. 

Let’s take the other so-called plan 
that is going to make us rich, more 
revenue than we can ever deal with. 
And that, of course, is the tariffs. The 

tariffs are going to be seen by histo-
rians as the absolute worst economic 
blunder in the last 100 years. 

Whether you are a farmer in 
Vermont or in Utah or in the Dakotas, 
these tariffs are hammering you. Most 
of our farmers in the northern part of 
the country, we import our fertilizer 
and we import, in many cases, grain to 
feed our animals from Canada. This 
tariff is going to hammer farmers who 
are already contending with what 
farmers every year have to contend 
with: very tight margins, the will of 
the weather. This is having a real im-
pact on them. 

In Vermont, we had roundtables with 
people from various industries and 
asked: How are these tariffs going to 
affect you? 

No. 1, what tariffs? What are they 
today? Supposedly they were 25 percent 
yesterday. Then they are suspended. 
Then they are back on. They apply to 
this part but not that part. No possi-
bility of anybody making a plan in 
order to run their business. 

But across the board—and, by the 
way, these are folks who came in and 
are affected by the tariffs. They are not 
Republicans or Democrats or Independ-
ents; they are really folks just trying 
to make a living. And they may have 
their political preferences, but what 
they are talking about is the real- 
world impact of these crackpot tariffs 
that are on again and off again with 
the President. 

But some of the folks who spoke: 
Small business owner Jason Levinthal, 
founder of J Skis, said: 

This is essentially a tax on the consumer. 

Something the administration won’t 
acknowledge itself. 

Mimi Buttenheim, President of Mad 
River Distillers: 

Tariffs radically affect our manufacturing 
arm by raising the price of raw materials. 

Jen Kimmich, cofounder of The Al-
chemist Brewery: 

We don’t know how they’re going to affect 
us, we just know they’re going to affect us. 

John Lacy, CEO of Burton 
Snowboards, one of the global enter-
prises founded in Vermont by Jake 
Burton and Donna Carpenter: 

How can you navigate the playbook if you 
don’t know what the rules of the [road] are? 

It is a fair question, and it is a ques-
tion that the administration, President 
Trump, feels he has no obligation to 
answer. 

So this goes on and on. You have got 
the economic issues, the tariffs. You 
have the attack on the institutions. 
USAID is a good example, and it is a 
vulnerable target because there is a lot 
of misinformation about USAID. A lot 
of folks think it is about 25 percent of 
our budget. And I see we have the 
ranking member of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee here who knows this better 
than anyone else. It is like 1 percent of 
our budget. 

It creates, first of all, the alleviation 
of enormous suffering among many 
people who are absolutely starving, 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:41 Apr 30, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00022 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G29AP6.041 S29APPT1rf
re

de
ric

k 
on

 L
A

P
8L

Y
D

4G
3P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2635 April 29, 2025 
among many people who need medi-
cine, among many people who need 
water to help with agriculture, to be 
able to feed themselves. It is some-
thing that had bipartisan support in 
this Senate Chamber, with many of my 
Republican colleagues—your col-
leagues—leading the way for America 
to make a contribution as the greatest 
and most wealthy Nation in the world. 

That was just shut down, literally. 
Notices went out: You are fired. No-
tices went out: Your program is termi-
nated. Notices went out: Turn the ship 
around and bring the food back. 

And the impact of this on these 
USAID workers who have dedicated 
their lives to being a representative of 
our country, doing something bene-
ficial in other countries? They just got 
the termination notice that they 
haven’t been doing a good job. Obvi-
ously, not on the level. 

But when I think about the cruelty of 
the way in which this was done; that in 
those warehouses where food is stored, 
the local population who is hired and 
paid to take the food from the ware-
house and deliver it to where those 
starving children needed the food were 
fired. And we literally have food rot-
ting in warehouses rather than nour-
ishing families’ children. 

The same is true with medicine. We 
won’t deliver it. It is over there. It is 
where it is needed. It can be delivered. 
But the way in which the Trump ad-
ministration, with Mr. Musk, is pro-
ceeding is to literally take that food 
away and take that medicine away 
rather than deliver it. So that is not at 
all on the level. 

There is not, here, an effort to deal 
with waste, fraud, and abuse. There is 
an effort here, essentially, to destroy 
these institutions that have served this 
country. And I just want to state very 
clearly that those of us who are ap-
palled by this conduct are all in favor 
of looking at every program, from 
SNAP to the Pentagon: How can we do 
it better? How can we get more for 
less? How can we get the most out of 
the folks who are serving in those orga-
nizations? But that is not what is going 
on. 

Then there is the next step: the over-
reach of power; a lawless, in my view— 
absolutely lawless—abuse of Executive 
authority. You know, what business is 
it of Donald Trump what the hiring 
practices are of an individual private 
corporation or firm? It is the business 
to enforce the law, but it is not his 
business to be able to tell a law firm: 
We will take contracts away. It is not 
his business to be able to tell a law 
firm: Since you had somebody who rep-
resented the government in a case 
against Trump or some Trump person 
or ally, we are going to punish you and 
not allow you, in fact, into a court 
building or to get access to the secure 
information that is necessary to defend 
somebody who is in court. 

This is a complete overreach and ex-
tension by the President, essentially to 
impose his own will—not enforce the 

law—but to enforce his will as he arbi-
trarily wishes. 

What sense does it make that be-
cause of his vendetta about higher edu-
cation, that instead of addressing those 
concerns and having discussions, he lit-
erally takes away billions of dollars of 
research that has gone not just to Har-
vard, our oldest institution, but the 
University of Alabama, the University 
of North Carolina where you have peo-
ple who, to our benefit, have dedicated 
their lives to scientific research; that 
because the United States Government 
has provided support for research and 
development—we have had cures for 
terrible diseases—but if they don’t do 
what Donald Trump says, he will take 
away grants that actually have legally 
been transferred to these academic in-
stitutions—destroying research—de-
stroying research and development. 

It is this arbitrary use of power be-
yond enforcing the law but having the 
Trump vision of what he wants be the 
law. And this brings me to the point 
that the Minority Whip was making: 
You know, this is not just a question 
for each of us as a Member of the U.S. 
Senate to decide, When has the Execu-
tive overreached? It is about the obli-
gation we have in both parties to up-
hold the constitutional system of 
checks and balances. 

As many people have said, James 
Madison made the clear point that ab-
solute power is the biggest threat. And 
if it is in any single branch, it has the 
capacity to bring down the entire 
structure of democracy. 

Now why is that important? It is im-
portant not just because democracy is 
a form of government we are taught as 
young people to revere and to be proud 
of, that we have this oldest democracy 
in the world; it is because democracy is 
the tool by which the citizens in Utah 
and the citizens in Vermont who may 
have very different points of view on a 
whole number of important issues have 
that right to have a seat at the table to 
have a discussion about, How do you 
resolve these differences? 

And if we don’t stand up for that, it 
means there is going to be a small cir-
cle of well-connected people around 
President Trump who make all those 
decisions and make it from the frame-
work of what is best for them as op-
posed to what is best for all of us. That 
is the real threat here. That is hap-
pening. 

You know, the fact that the Presi-
dent won’t acknowledge so many fail-
ures of just—for beginning the tariff 
policy, and what we are seeing in this 
economy that is now revolving around 
this question of tariffs and on whom 
will they be imposed—what you are 
seeing is that if you are Apple com-
puter and you are at the inauguration, 
you can call up the Treasury Sec-
retary, you can call up the President, 
and you can point out that these tariffs 
are going to have an enormously nega-
tive impact on Apple. 

But if you are a farmer in Vermont, 
if you are a snowboard manufacturer in 

Vermont and you don’t have Secretary 
Bessent’s telephone number on speed 
dial or the President’s, you don’t get to 
make that call, and you will have to 
live with that enormous impact on 
your cost structure and on what you 
have to charge customers and see your 
market evaporate. 

It is as though the President is trans-
forming the economy we have had that 
has been based on competition—you 
succeed if you have the best product 
and the best service—into an economy 
that is based on access. 

Do you have the Treasury Sec-
retary’s telephone number so you can 
make your case? Do you have the 
President’s number so you can make 
your case? And who knows what condi-
tions the President imposes on whoever 
it is he is going to give the benefit of 
his capacity to make an exception for 
you or for your business. 

That is called corruption. And the 
worst thing that we can do is to inject, 
as a material factor in the way the 
economy works, a corruption that is 
based on your ability to get special 
treatment because you have made cam-
paign contributions, because you have 
made certain other concessions, be-
cause you looked the other way. That 
is what is happening right now. 

You have got an administration that, 
in the name of waste, fraud, and abuse, 
is destroying institutions. You have 
got an administration that, based on 
an assertion that tariffs will make us 
rich, is causing inflation, causing enor-
mous business uncertainty, and is, ulti-
mately, going to lead us into a reces-
sion. 

You have got an administration that 
has now weaponized the Justice De-
partment, the FCC, governmental enti-
ties where, yes, they have a very im-
portant responsibility to enforce the 
rules and regulations but where their 
targets are cherry-picked for political 
reasons. And that is very damaging to 
the long-term well-being of our coun-
try and our democracy. 

It is time for this Congress to make 
an assessment of our obligation to the 
citizens we represent. When is enough 
enough? When has the Executive gone 
too far? When is it that all of us should 
heed the pleas of the businesses, the 
enterprises in each of our States about 
this chaotic, very destructive tariff 
policy? 

When is it we will say ‘‘no more’’ to 
an Executive pushing his weight 
around with private law firms, private 
employers, with our universities, and 
telling them unless they do it his way, 
they will pay an enormous price in lost 
governmental funding or access to 
things that they need? 

Mr. President, in my view, 100 days of 
giving a lot of rope and a lot of license 
to the Executive is 100 days too many, 
but it is not too late for us, as Con-
gress, to stand up for the separation of 
powers, the balance of powers, and the 
prerogatives of the United States Sen-
ate and the United States Congress. 

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

ator from New Hampshire. 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, 100 

days ago, our Nation was safe and our 
economy was considered the envy of 
the world. We had disease surveillance 
programs that were in place to stop the 
spread of deadly viruses like Ebola, no 
matter where they broke out in the 
world, and the security contracts at de-
tention camps that have been filled 
with ISIS fighters were still being paid. 

And if our Nation was attacked by a 
foreign enemy or if we were thrown 
into a global pandemic or even a global 
economic crisis, our allies had our 
backs. They had our backs because 
they knew that in their darkest hour, 
the United States would stand with 
them. 

Then, unfortunately, the Trump ad-
ministration took over, and in 100 
days, this administration has undone 
six decades of investments that have 
made the United States more respected 
and influential than any other nation. 

The administration and the Presi-
dent have raised and lowered and 
raised and lowered tariffs against some 
of our closest allies and neighbors, 
spiking costs for Americans and hurt-
ing our manufacturers and the defense 
industry. 

Instead of the promised golden age of 
America or golden age of prosperity 
and lower prices, of safety and secu-
rity, of our enemies bowing to our de-
mands, the resulting chaos has left us 
weaker and more vulnerable. From 
global financial markets to New Hamp-
shire supermarkets, consumers and 
businesses aren’t sure what to expect. 

They are looking at higher prices, at 
layoffs, at longer wait times, and at 
uncertainty, which many 
businessowners I have talked to tell me 
it is just as bad as higher tariffs be-
cause they don’t know what to expect, 
and they can’t plan. 

I recently met with a New Hampshire 
company called New Hampshire Ball 
Bearings. It is a company that makes 
bearings for the aerospace industry, 
and they do a lot of business with our 
Department of Defense. 

They are concerned because once the 
tariffs were announced, their only do-
mestic steel manufacturer has in-
creased its cost to be equivalent to 
what out-of-state companies—out-of- 
country companies are charging. 

But worse than that, they said that 
their lead time for steel that they use 
for the aerospace industry and for our 
Department of Defense has gone from 
20 weeks to 21⁄2 years. I mean, think 
about that. The lead time to get the 
steel they need to make the ball bear-
ings has gone from 20 weeks—which is 
a long time in and of itself—but now it 
is 21⁄2 years because of the tariffs. 

And the administration’s attacks 
against U.S. research and academic in-
stitutions, against our international 
students, have also caused serious dam-
age to our reputation as a global hub 
for STEM talent, not to mention those 
students who are graduating from our 

colleges and universities who we want 
to attract to stay in the United States 
because they are the next generation of 
talent. 

The policies of this administration 
have left us more vulnerable to the 
spread of deadly diseases like Marburg 
and Ebola. They have crippled our re-
sponse to disasters like hurricanes in 
the Caribbean, as we enter what is ex-
pected to be an active hurricane sea-
son. 

And just today, the Secretary of De-
fense said he would end the Women, 
Peace, and Security program at the De-
partment of Defense. Now, he mistak-
enly said this was a program that was 
put in place by the Biden administra-
tion. That is not true. He didn’t even— 
he wasn’t even concerned enough to go 
back and look at the history. 

This is legislation, and it is a law—it 
is not a rule—it is a law that we passed 
in 2017 during the first Trump adminis-
tration. I know because I sponsored it. 
The House sponsor was our current 
Secretary of Homeland Security Kristi 
Noem. It had support from our current 
National Security Adviser, former Con-
gressman WALTZ, and it was bipartisan 
legislation. 

It is not some DEI program—some 
program that is designed to provide 
women an advantage in the Depart-
ment of Defense. What it is is a pro-
gram that gives us a security advan-
tage. 

Every combatant commander who 
has come through my office has high-
lighted the strategic advantage that 
this program gives to our U.S. forward 
deployed forces, and it gives us that ad-
vantage because our adversaries don’t 
have this kind of program. 

One of the reasons we passed it in the 
first place is because what we know 
from the data is that when women are 
at the table in a negotiation to end 
conflict, that the negotiations that are 
agreed to have a better than 30-percent 
chance of lasting 15 years or longer be-
cause women are at the table. 

It is an advantage that it gives us be-
cause China and Iran and North Korea 
and Russia don’t have that role for 
women in their military. What Sec-
retary Hegseth’s action has done is not 
only showed his ignorance, but is now 
putting our military at a disadvantage 
because of that ignorance. 

Now what these kind of actions do is 
to create opportunities for our adver-
saries to gain influence. It is not just 
giving Vladimir Putin the chance to 
keep stringing along American nego-
tiators, to continue to play President 
Trump as he is trying to secure a 
Ukraine peace deal, but across the 
globe, China is stepping in everywhere 
the United States is retreating. 

After the earthquake in Myanmar, 
the Chinese Embassy flooded social 
media with images of Chinese rescue 
workers responding to crises, instead of 
the United States because we weren’t 
there at all because the three people we 
sent to assess the damage to see what 
we needed to do to help were fired 

while they were in Myanmar trying to 
figure out what we can do to help that 
situation. 

So China’s image is being bolstered 
at our expense. 

Across Africa and Latin America, 
Chinese Ambassadors are giving inter-
views focused on the unreliability of 
the United States as a partner. They 
are inviting local officials to all-ex-
pense-paid trips to Beijing to discuss 
further cooperation. 

China is now replacing a canceled 
American program for child nutrition 
in Cambodia, and Beijing just an-
nounced an early childhood project in 
Rwanda, where the United States re-
cently cut our program. 

They are even moving in, picking up 
the PEPFAR Program that we have 
walked away from in Africa, after sav-
ing millions of lives. These cuts rep-
resent a serious strategic error on be-
half of the United States because for 
less than 1 percent, about 1 percent of 
our annual budget, America has been 
able to build partnerships around the 
globe that have reduced the threat of 
illness and the spread of disease, in-
cluding here at home, because thanks 
to these programs around the world, we 
have nearly eradicated polio, we have 
cut malaria deaths by half, and we 
have saved 25 million lives from HIV/ 
AIDS. And these successes strengthen 
America’s reputation on the global 
stage, they help counter our adver-
sary’s influence, and they help us here 
at home, because it means that dis-
eases like bird flu don’t reach Amer-
ica’s shores, where they are now. It 
means that we can track those dis-
eases. 

So whether it is through its mis-
managed trade war or deliberate weak-
ening of U.S. standing overseas, the ad-
ministration is facilitating China’s 
global rise. That is why, as the ranking 
member of the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee, I am committed to 
working with my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to preserve the vital 
programs that we need to keep our 
country safe. 

I am committed to speaking up for 
American families and small busi-
nesses that have been shouldering the 
burden of higher costs because of Presi-
dent Trump’s trade wars. 

So I know he is not listening, but I 
call on President Trump to reverse 
course, to spend the next 100 days ful-
filling the promises that he made dur-
ing his campaign—promises to make 
our Nation safer, to make it more se-
cure, to make it more prosperous. 

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

ator from Connecticut. 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 

am honored to follow the ranking 
member on the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee and to be followed by another 
distinguished member of that same 
committee and to focus on these first 
100 days. 

The focus on the first 100 days of an 
administration, I think, comes from 
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the time of Franklin Roosevelt and his 
100 days in the midst of deep depres-
sion, despondency, and despair on the 
part of the American people, and the 
whirlwind of activity that he brought 
to addressing our Nation’s depression. 

And there are dramatic differences 
between those 100 days and the 100 days 
we have seen from President Trump. 
First and foremost, our economy was 
at near full employment, at a time of 
solid prosperity, 100 days ago, and we 
are now sliding toward exactly the 
kind of economic downturn that F.D.R. 
helped to address. 

Second, in those first 100 days of the 
Roosevelt administration, there was a 
whirlwind of congressional activity, in-
spired by the President, with his pro-
posals for new Agencies and programs 
and investments. Congress was a part-
ner. In this administration, President 
Trump has acted unilaterally by Exec-
utive order—illegally, unconstitution-
ally, and unchecked, except by courts 
that have been a bulwark. 

In those first 100 days of the Roo-
sevelt administration, F.D.R. appealed 
to our ‘‘better angels,’’ our willingness 
to give back, to be generous to our fel-
low Americans. He later inspired us 
with the call to ‘‘a rendezvous with 
destiny.’’ In this administration, which 
is plagued with corruption, crypto 
theft, and Musk exploitation of Agen-
cies, it is a downward spiral, a race to 
the bottom in an appeal to self-indul-
gence and self-enrichment. 

There are many, many other dif-
ferences, but the whirlwind of activity 
here has produced chaos. That is the 
operative word: chaos. The turmoil and 
turbulence have produced confusion 
and, yes, anxiety, deep fear, and appre-
hension about the future of this coun-
try. And the poll numbers only reflect 
not only the downward spiral of our 
economy but of our confidence in the 
future. 

This administration has been cruel, 
and it has been dumb. It is unmatched 
for its meanness and stupidity—the 
harm and hurt done to everyday Amer-
icans in real life and realtime; the 
harm in tariffs already having effect on 
the uncertainty of businesses about the 
future, their inability to plan, to invest 
in new manufacturing, and the fear of 
people that they will be jobless and 
lose the dignity of work and be hit 
with higher prices for everything from 
groceries to gasoline, to housing; the 
harm done in healthcare already, our 
federally qualified health centers de-
prived of funding, NIH research grants 
for curing cancer, for diabetes or hy-
pertension canceled or frozen; in edu-
cation, the uncertainty and loss of 
funding for special education and other 
programs that benefit children and the 
neediest and most vulnerable of our 
districts, in rural areas as well as 
urban; and, of course, the damage to 
our fundamental freedoms, women’s re-
productive freedoms, the suspension of 
title X grants, and the assault on wom-
en’s healthcare—other freedoms: the 
basic due process of people who should 

have a right to receive notice and the 
opportunity to be heard before they are 
deported, before they are detained, be-
fore they are imprisoned or put on a 
plane to be imprisoned out of the coun-
try. 

Basic fairness and due process rights 
that involve also the President intimi-
dating law firms with threats that they 
will be denied access to security clear-
ances or even to go on to governmental 
property, and intimidation and threat-
ening our universities, supposedly in 
the name of anti-Semitism—nobody 
hates anti-Semitism more than I do, 
but I despise using anti-Semitism as a 
pretext or a guise simply to attack 
people or institutions because they dis-
agree with a public official. 

We live in a time when the rule of 
law is under threat, perhaps as never 
before in my lifetime, and the cause of 
freedom, all around the world, is in 
jeopardy. Ukraine has been betrayed. 
This Nation has switched sides to the 
enduring and deep detriment of our 
standing in the world, our reliability as 
a partner and ally. The harm may be 
irreparable. 

We must stand with Ukraine. We now 
have more than 60 cosponsors of a Rus-
sia sanctions bill that I have been 
proud to lead with Senator GRAHAM—it 
is bipartisan, evenly divided in cospon-
sorship—to send a message to Vladimir 
Putin: We are going to hit you, and we 
are going to hit you hard economically 
if you continue to stall and string 
along America, if you continue to play 
the President. 

But Donald Trump has been a seem-
ingly willing partner in being played 
by Vladimir Putin, his bro, his role 
model, perhaps. 

Nobody has a stronger right to claim 
credit for preserving our freedoms in 
the past and now than our veterans, 
and they have been betrayed by this 
administration. For our veterans, it 
has been 100 days of chaos, of cruelty, 
stupidity, anxiety on their part, and 
apprehension, and 100 days of decisions 
made about their healthcare and their 
benefits. They were promised 
healthcare, and they were promised 
benefits. And now this administration 
is breaking those promises, not by 
coming to Congress and asking for a re-
scission or changing the PACT Act, 
which we passed in a bipartisan way, 
but simply by firing the people who 
were supposed to approve those claims 
for PACT Act benefits for veterans who 
have been exposed to toxic chemicals 
or burn pits. 

And this is an administration that 
has fired already 2,500 of those dedi-
cated VA employees, close to one-third 
of them veterans themselves, thou-
sands from the Federal workforce, gen-
erally, close to 30 percent of them are 
veterans as well. And make no mis-
take, every one of these days has been 
a time of crisis for those veterans. 
Since day one, the administration has 
systematically shortchanged and be-
trayed veterans with its policies. 

They have not only fired that 2,500 in 
reckless mass terminations of proba-

tionary employees—our young work-
force, starting out on jobs, our VA fu-
ture, and some of them dedicated 
multiyear employees who have just 
been promoted and, therefore, are in 
those new positions on a probationary 
basis. They have been promoted be-
cause they were good at their jobs and 
dedicated and hard-working, and they 
have been fired. 

That is why I have proposed the Put-
ting Veterans First Act, which would 
put those veterans back on the job—all 
of them from the VA—and put those 
veterans back on the job from the Fed-
eral workforce, and make sure that 
anybody who is terminated in the fu-
ture gets a right to a personal, indi-
vidual evaluation, and not just fired 
because Elon Musk wants to meet cer-
tain numbers or apply an algorithm or 
have his tech bros pick out randomly, 
arbitrarily names from the list. 

There are 83,000 of those VA jobs on 
the chopping block. The approach of 
this Secretary of the VA, of Elon 
Musk, and Donald Trump is ‘‘Fire first, 
plan later’’; ‘‘Fire first, evaluate 
later.’’ 

I am disappointed that so many of 
my Republican colleagues are seeking 
to minimize or diminish the human im-
pacts of these cuts, because I am hear-
ing from veterans, just as I am from 
people in Connecticut and all around 
the country. 

I went to Michigan just last week to 
talk to folks there. Those human im-
pacts are heartbreaking because these 
actions are heartless, and they are 
impactful not only on the incomes of 
these people but on their self-worth, 
their sense of dignity. They have de-
voted their lives to caring for veterans, 
and now, with the sweep of a hand, 
they get the back of a hand from Elon 
Musk, who has never ever even thought 
about wearing the uniform of the U.S. 
military. 

These human impacts include world- 
class researchers who are looking into 
how to predict stroke risk among vet-
erans; enrollment of veterans into clin-
ical trials for advanced cancer delayed 
because of the VA’s hiring freeze; open-
ings for new clinics that have been de-
layed because the VA can’t hire the 
necessary staff to open their doors; the 
VA mental health staff forced to con-
duct counseling sessions in open cubi-
cles without privacy, basic privacy, for 
the veterans who are talking about 
their innermost doubts and fears; serv-
ice lines at VA hospitals and clinics 
that have been halted; beds in oper-
ating rooms at VA facilities that have 
been suspended. We are hearing about 
VA supply teams now understaffed and 
behind on placing critical supply re-
quests for medication and equipment; 
support lines for caregivers that have 
been reduced; Veterans Crisis Line em-
ployees fired and, after a public back-
lash, maybe some rehired, as we heard 
today in a hearing of the Veterans Af-
fairs’ Committee. But the impact is en-
during because suicide prevention has 
to be done in the moment, and suicide 
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prevention training sessions have been 
postponed or canceled. 

Earlier this month, the Secretary an-
nounced he will be abruptly canceling 
the VA Servicing Purchase Program, 
known as VASP, on May 1. Now, I 
know very few of my colleagues have 
heard about VASP, but it is a program 
that enables veterans to get some very 
temporary, short-term help so they can 
avoid eviction from their homes and 
the homelessness that we are all 
ashamed to acknowledge continues to 
exist in the greatest country in the his-
tory of the world. 

Our veterans are on the streets with-
out shelter because they lack homes, 
and here is a program designed to keep 
them in their homes, and the Secretary 
is canceling it. 

With housing more unaffordable than 
ever and veterans losing their jobs, I 
am at a loss—total, absolute loss—to 
understand how he can cancel a critical 
program that helps veterans under-
going financial hardship to stay in 
their homes. 

I challenge the Secretary of the VA; 
I challenge the President of the United 
States; I challenge my colleagues 
across the aisle: Instead of saying yes 
blindly to Elon Musk, when he says 
‘‘Slash and trash the VA, fire those 
thousands of people, and end those pro-
grams,’’ look at them not as waste but 
as an investment. 

Yes, if there is waste, let’s eliminate 
it. But as the national commander of 
the VFW—Veterans of Foreign Wars— 
said to us in one of our hearings, when 
he was wounded in combat, the surgeon 
who took the shrapnel out of his arm 
did it with a scalpel; he did not cut the 
arm off with a chain saw. Let’s give up 
Elon Musk’s chain saw, and if there is 
waste, do it with a scalpel. 

These first 100 days have been dis-
graceful and shameful, cruel and dumb, 
deeply un-American. These VA employ-
ees are the ones delivering healthcare 
to the people we love and revere. 

To my colleagues across the aisle, I 
just want to remind you in closing that 
this is a moment that will define you, 
your career, your reputation. It is a 
moment of profound historic chal-
lenges that has been recognized with 
massive marches here in the Nation’s 
Capital, in Connecticut, around our 
State—New London, New Haven, West-
port, New Britain. I have been to many 
of them. 

Veterans are one of most powerful 
voices in our country, and I urge them 
to use those voices and their faces to 
say: We need the PACT Act. We need 
veterans’ healthcare. We need to fulfill 
our promises. 

As VFW commander Al Lipphardt 
said at that hearing, apply pressure 
and stop the bleeding. 

These heartless and heartbreaking 
cuts, firings, freezes are un-American. 
My Republican colleagues, who have 
been almost entirely silent, please do 
the right thing. Our country has made 
a sacred promise. Our duties as Mem-
bers of Congress is to keep our prom-
ises. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. LUM-

MIS). The Senator from Delaware. 
Mr. COONS. Madam President, in 100 

days, in 100 days, what can a President 
accomplish? In the last 100 days, Presi-
dent Trump has made Americans less 
safe, less prosperous, and less free. He 
has chosen to move us in a direction at 
home and abroad that is the opposite of 
what those who voted for him expected 
and that is aligned with what those of 
us who worked against him feared. 

What I have heard my whole life, 
whether in business or in foreign pol-
icy, as a lawyer or in my community as 
a local elected official: Folks need 
trust, and they need predictability. 
Businesses say they need predictability 
in order to decide what to invest in, 
who to hire, where to grow. Other 
countries around the world say that 
they need to know they can trust us, 
that they can rely on us. And in the 
last 100 days, President Trump has 
shattered both of them. 

I am going to speak for a few minutes 
about foreign policy because so many 
of my colleagues in my caucus have 
stood to talk about the disastrous cuts 
led by Elon Musk and DOGE and the 
ways they have impacted Americans 
all over the country. But if you think 
about our reputation globally, state-
ment after statement and tweet after 
tweet by President Trump has puzzled, 
concerned, even alarmed our allies. He 
is going to invade Greenland, a NATO 
ally. He is going to take back the Pan-
ama Canal. He is going to take over the 
Gaza Strip and make it ‘‘Mara-Gaza.’’ 
He is going to turn Canada into the 
51st State. 

One of my Republican colleagues has 
said: Don’t pay so much attention to 
what he says; look at what he does. 

Well, lots of our partners and allies 
have looked at what he has done by im-
posing tariffs on trusted allies and 
partners and recoiled. 

An election in Canada last night 
where Trump was the issue elected a 
new Prime Minister, Mark Carney, who 
ran on a platform of standing up to 
America, of standing up to Donald 
Trump. 

Look, folks, the actions he has taken 
in slashing foreign aid, in abandoning 
decades-old, bipartisan programs 
around the world that save lives and 
that help other countries to trust us 
and rely on us, have weakened us 
abroad and created openings for our 
pacing threat, the People’s Republic of 
China. 

I was recently in the Philippines, a 
nation that faces more natural disas-
ters every year than any other country 
on Earth—more typhoons, more earth-
quakes, more volcanos. For decades, 
they have relied on the United States 
and the help of USAID, volunteers, 
nonprofits coordinated through our 
government to respond to these disas-
ters. It has built a long and close part-
nership of trust. Gone. 

I was recently in Taiwan, a country 
looking to decide whether they can 

rely on us should China make real 
their threats to reunite Taiwan with 
the mainland by force. Can they trust 
us? 

Well, what I am going to say is that 
in 100 days, President Trump has shown 
weakness in Europe and created open-
ings for China. 

We have long relied on a global net-
work of allies and partners to keep us 
safe and strong, to make us prosperous, 
and to build our role in the world. 
China doesn’t have that. They have 
nervous neighbors, client states, coun-
tries that can’t count on them and 
view them as predatory. Yet now, 
through the actions of President 
Trump, Elon Musk, and DOGE, and the 
silence and the collaboration of Repub-
licans in this Chamber, even our clos-
est, most trusted allies, like Canada, 
question whether they can count on us. 

Back to the Reagan days, Repub-
licans have talked about ‘‘peace 
through strength.’’ What we have seen 
from Donald Trump in 100 days is 
weakness through chaos. 

One hundred days in, he is not stop-
ping Putin; he is preparing to sell out 
Ukraine and Europe to Putin. One hun-
dred days in, he is not deterring Xi 
Jinping; he is backing down every time 
he says he is going to stand up to him. 
At the end the day, these first 100 days 
have shown that we are weaker, the 
world is less stable, and Americans are 
less safe. 

I have to say that 100 days is more 
than enough time for my Republican 
colleagues to have seen enough, to 
stand up to this President, and to re-
store the role of this Senate and return 
our position of strength to the world. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, 
first, I thank my colleagues, the ones I 
have heard so far—Senator 
BLUMENTHAL, Senator COONS. I know 
Senator KLOBUCHAR will be great as al-
ways, as will Senator BALDWIN. But I 
thank them all for coming. 

Democrats are holding the floor late 
tonight to expose the disaster of Don-
ald Trump’s first 100 days in office. We 
will be speaking for several more 
hours. 

This week marks the 100th day of 
Donald Trump’s second term as Presi-
dent of the United States. It has been 
100 days from hell, and people are fed 
up. 

One hundred days in, the legacy of 
Donald Trump’s second term is already 
set: chaos, corruption, costs. It is 
chaos, one fiasco after another. One 
minute, Donald Trump and his people 
say one thing, and then they say it is 
the opposite, and then they say some-
thing else entirely. Nobody ever seems 
to know which way is up, and many of 
them just lie outright to the American 
people. 

It is corruption. Donald Trump, Elon 
Musk, and Republicans are highjacking 
the government, raiding the public’s 
piggy bank, and picking the pockets of 
the American people to enrich them-
selves. These billionaires are using the 
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government to even make more money. 
It is despicable. We have never seen 
anything like it, the level of corruption 
and self-dealing, in America before. 

MAGA grifters are getting rich off 
meme coins, and the White House lawn 
has been turned into a Tesla dealer-
ship. It makes Americans cringe. This 
is not the American way. This has not 
been a hallmark of our history. 

Maybe most of all, it has been 100 
days of costs—costs going up and up 
and up because of tariffs; costs to 
working people because programs vital 
to them—Medicaid, Social Security, 
Medicare, veterans’ benefits, housing, 
SNAP—are being threatened or even 
already taken away to some extent, 
and it will be a greater extent once we 
see their reconciliation bill. 

So Donald Trump promised a golden 
age on the day he took the oath of of-
fice. What Americans are learning in-
stead is it is fool’s gold. Americans got 
corrosion, erosion, and rot—corrosion 
across this administration, erosion 
across this economy, and rot within 
the foundations of our democracy. 

So tonight, Senate Democrats come 
to the floor to expose this administra-
tion for what it is: a full-frontal attack 
against the fabric of America, a full- 
frontal attack on our economy and on 
people’s pocketbooks, and a full-frontal 
attack, finally, on working people in 
the middle class to take away people’s 
Medicaid, their Social Security, vet-
erans’ care, healthcare, and more—all 
to give tax cuts to the very wealthy. 

Another way to describe this admin-
istration: Billionaires win, American 
families lose. 

There is a cabal of very greedy people 
who run the White House. They are 
rich. They have no understanding of 
what average Americans go through. 
And they plunder the government, then 
slash programs we so desperately need 
for average families—all for tax cuts 
for the rich. 

And there is a second thing they are 
doing. They are destroying the guard-
rails of government. They are destroy-
ing every part of anything that opposes 
them, all so they can take more money 
away from working people and give it 
to themselves. 

Let’s talk about it. First and most 
urgently, maybe—they are all very ur-
gent; that is the only reason I say 
‘‘maybe.’’ But the first 100 days of Don-
ald Trump have meant 100 days of ris-
ing costs. For months before he became 
President, Trump promised that if 
elected, costs would go down, that 
America would be affordable again. 
Well, prices haven’t gone down. Quite 
the opposite. Groceries up; gas and en-
ergy prices up; clothing, cars, homes 
up. 

What about retirement savings? 
Down. 

What about consumer confidence? 
Down. In fact, consumer expectations 
are at their lowest level in over a dec-
ade. The stock market is on pace for 
its worst 100 days of any Presidential 
term since Nixon. 

What happened to Donald Trump 
bragging about the stock market like 
he always liked to do? There is not 
much to brag about these days. 

No President in history has promised 
more on day one and delivered less by 
day 100 than Donald Trump. In record 
time, the President has turned his 
golden promise into an economic tick-
ing time bomb. It gets worse every day. 
He is trying to call it progress. He says 
to people: Americans won’t mind pay-
ing more. That is the arrogance of a 
billionaire—the arrogance of a billion-
aire. 

Thanks to Donald Trump’s stupid 
trade wars—which have failed to rein 
in countries like China—CEOs and 
small business owners are warning 
about rising prices, empty shelves, dis-
rupted supply chains. We urge national 
retailers to be honest with their con-
stituents, with their customers. I urge 
national retailers, when you post 
prices online for your products, show 
the consumer exactly how much tariffs 
are added to the total price. Cars would 
have been X dollars, but now they are 
X plus Y dollars. 

Show it to the American people be-
cause it is hurting you, retailers. Don’t 
let them blame you. They should be 
blaming Trump. Be honest with your 
customers. Show them exactly how 
Donald Trump’s tariffs are making 
prices go up. Americans deserve to 
know who is picking their pockets. 

And smaller businesses shouldn’t 
take a downfall of Donald Trump ei-
ther. His policies are forcing them to 
an impossible choice: hike your prices 
or risk shutting down your doors. 

On Long Island, a small business 
owner told me she is losing sleep over 
tariffs. She proudly voted for Donald 
Trump but told me she is seeing her 
costs rise 30 percent. She is frus-
trated—frustrated that the President 
she supported put her whole business, 
which she put everything into, at risk. 

Donald Trump’s tariffs are a MAGA 
double whammy. Not only are they 
eating the people’s bottom lines, his 
chaotic approach makes it harder for 
people in businesses to plan ahead at 
all. If you are a business, you don’t 
know what he is going to do 2 weeks 
from now or 5 weeks from now, so you 
don’t spend. You don’t build a new 
plant. You don’t hire the new worker. 
Small businesses have to cut back be-
cause they don’t have a cushion. Every 
business is getting clobbered by Donald 
Trump’s chaotic tariff policies. 

And even if Donald Trump ended 
Trump’s tariffs tomorrow, the damage 
is already done because leaders don’t 
know what he is going to do next. 

It is not just the tariffs, the prices, 
and recession. Americans are worried 
about the costs of cutting to their 
healthcare, cutting their Social Secu-
rity, cutting Medicaid. They are going 
to slash Medicaid. 

I was in six of the Republican dis-
tricts in New York State last week. All 
six had Democrats, Republicans, Inde-
pendents frightened to death about 

what will happen if Medicaid is cut. 
They could lose their jobs. Elderly peo-
ple could be kicked out of nursing 
homes. Healthcare would diminish for 
everybody. 

And when they are cutting the 
healthcare of veterans, these people 
who served us are told: ‘‘Go away.’’ 

And the cruelty with which they are 
firing people in the VA and other Agen-
cies—I know one woman who was a 
former veteran. She served our coun-
try, risked her life, got injured. She 
was helped by the VA, then decided to 
work there. She saw the good work 
they were doing. She loved her job. She 
didn’t get paid that much, but she 
loved helping her fellow veterans. 

One night, Friday night, she comes 
home and on her computer is: You are 
fired. Don’t show up to the office until 
further notice. 

This woman was distraught. Why was 
she fired? What did she do wrong? What 
of her services serving the veterans at 
the Buffalo VA home—what services 
were not needed, were superfluous, 
were waste? There were none. She was 
just cruelly fired. 

Only an administration that exhibits 
a meanness—almost a viciousness— 
would do it. But that is what Trump, 
DOGE, and Musk and all their hench-
men who work there are doing. 

This is just a terrible, terrible 100 
days for anyone who depends on Med-
icaid. And that is a huge number—tens 
of millions of people in America. 

And there is also chaos in so many 
other places. Every single day, Donald 
Trump’s administration lurches from 
one crisis to the next. For all their 
talk of bringing back meritocracy, 
their administration seems addicted to 
chaos and incompetence—hardly 
meritocratic. Every day, there is a new 
decision, new reversal, new course cor-
rection, only to give way the next day 
to whatever impulsive decision comes 
next. 

Tariffs are a great example. One day 
he says yes to tariffs. The next day he 
says: No, I am negotiating with coun-
tries. Oh, no, maybe I am not. This tar-
iff is going to stay in place. This one 
will be reduced. Then he flips it. 

Again, no sound businessperson is 
going to plan ahead. That is why, not 
Democrats, but places like the big 
banks and big analysts say chances of 
a recession could be as high as 60 per-
cent. 

What does a recession mean to the 
average family? You could get laid off. 
If you need to find a job, it is harder. 
Costs go up. Stagflation is likely to 
occur. It is nasty, brutal to people. 

So chaos is there; and chaos, of 
course, is in foreign policy. I was 
amazed last week on one day when 
Donald Trump was over at the Vatican, 
he says he had a great talk with Putin 
and acted like there was going to be a 
deal. Next day, he says: I had a terrible 
talk with Putin, and he didn’t even 
talk to Putin in between. He makes it 
up. Whatever he thinks will appeal to 
people that moment, he says. And he 
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doesn’t even know what appeals to peo-
ple. It is really what appeals to his own 
ego, which seems to be governing this 
country more than any rational poli-
cies or caring. 

The chaos makes Americans’ heads 
spin—firing people who manage our nu-
clear arsenal, then saying: Never mind, 
oops. But, you know, when you fire 
people, they don’t all come back. Of 
course, their morale is shaken. These 
are good people who worked so hard for 
so long. 

The long and short of it is this: Don-
ald Trump’s 100 days is 100 days of cor-
ruption, cronyism, of higher costs— 
much higher costs to the American 
people. It really is awful. The poll num-
bers show it. But we don’t need the poll 
numbers to tell us. We have all been 
back in our districts. We are hearing it. 
We are not just hearing it from Demo-
crats. We are not just hearing it from 
people who are out on the streets pro-
testing. We are hearing it from average 
folks who don’t really care about poli-
tics but are getting hurt, and it is 
making them look at Donald Trump 
and say: Whoa, this is not what I bar-
gained for. 

And, of course, last but not least is 
the threat to our democratic republic. 
He is acting like a King, a mob boss, a 
wannabe dictator. He said he wanted to 
be a dictator on day one; it looks like 
he is extending it. Any quarter of oppo-
sition that might say something in our 
tradition of free speech and debate, he 
tries to crush—crush the law firms, 
crush the universities, go after the 
judges which have been a foundation of 
our Republic. The judges are inde-
pendent and are able to stop an execu-
tive that is going too far. 

When the Founders drafted our Con-
stitution, they feared a man like Don-
ald Trump who sees the rule of law as 
a nuisance, considers the truth an in-
convenience, regards his fellow citizens 
as little more than subjects: Kiss the 
ring, bow before the throne, or watch 
your back. That is the ethos of Donald 
Trump. 

He has moved with lightning speed to 
weaponize the Federal Government 
against anyone he thinks might oppose 
him. He doesn’t believe in democracy, 
debate, or honest disagreement. He 
simply wants to crush his opponents. 
That is what dictators do. 

What is so interesting, Madam Presi-
dent, Americans are as angry about 
that as they are about their higher 
costs because the roots, Donald Trump, 
of democracy go deep in the American 
people. And the American people will 
not tolerate—will not tolerate—your 
disruption, your threat, your trying to 
end, in a sense, our democracy. 

Good news is this: Donald Trump’s 
destructive agenda has one great weak-
ness—the American people themselves. 
Most Americans vehemently reject the 
path which he is trying to take our 
country on costs, on chaos, on corrup-
tion, on democracy. The American peo-
ple are not giving up. They are stand-
ing up. They are organizing. They are 

resisting, and Democrats are standing 
with them shoulder to shoulder and 
with our country. 

As America marks the first 100 days 
of the worst President of our lifetimes, 
I ask Americans to look at this admin-
istration for what it is—a full frontal 
attack on the core elements of what 
makes America truly great: The rule of 
people over kings and oligarchs; the 
rule of law, not the dictates of an au-
thoritarian; respect for the rights of all 
people, respect for all people; and a 
commitment to promoting the general 
welfare for the whole, not cruel and 
cheapskate voting. 

Let us commit ourselves, all of us— 
Democrats here in the Senate—against 
this administration and to uphold the 
core values and principles of this beau-
tiful Nation which we must fight to 
preserve and protect. 

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

ator from Minnesota. 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President, 

it is 100 days since Donald Trump took 
office. I think back to the promises 
that were made, not just during the 
campaign but the first day. I think of 
my constituents who voted for me and 
voted for him—who actually believed 
he was going to bring costs down and 
put them first and do something about 
housing and do something about 
healthcare and do something about 
childcare. 

Those were some of the main things 
they brought up to me. They were hop-
ing that would happen. But, instead, we 
have seen the most divisive, chaotic 
Presidency. 

Yes, chaos is up, corruption is up, 
costs are up, and, sadly, people’s retire-
ments are down. Americans are paying 
the price. 

Trump’s tariff taxes, which is espe-
cially concerning to those in the rural 
areas of my State who sometimes just 
get by on a margin—those tariff taxes, 
$4,000 a family, $200 in grocery costs— 
that is what is going to happen. That is 
what is happening now, and they know 
it. That is why you see these numbers. 
It is not like the American people 
haven’t noticed. 

In his 100 days, President Trump, 
sadly, has the worst approval rating of 
any President since polling began. 
Two-thirds of them don’t like how he is 
handling the economy. Two-thirds of 
them, by multiple polls, don’t like 
these tariff taxes. 

I was just on a 19-county rural tour 
in my State. I visited farms and small 
businesses. Everywhere I went, I heard 
people—some of them quieter than oth-
ers—and I think that is important to 
know. On TV and on social media, you 
see these big people yelling into a 
microphone. I don’t blame them. They 
are mad; they are sad. That is all. They 
are showing how they feel. 

But there is another group of people 
maybe are a little quieter. Maybe they 
just tell us—maybe they tell people be-
hind closed doors, maybe they show up. 
They don’t know why the person next 

to them has a sign that says ‘‘This is 
not normal.’’ 

I heard a farmer ask this woman: 
Why do you have that sign? She said: 
Because it is not normal. He said: I am 
normal. And she said: This is not nor-
mal. 

They are showing up because they 
cannot believe what is happening. 

Here is the problem. Some of the big-
gest entities, the big companies—Tim 
Cook, it is good for phones, good for 
Apple—he is able to call the President, 
go over there. My soybean farmer who 
relies on a market that is quickly 
dwindling—that already dwindled 
under the last Trump administration— 
he doesn’t have that phone number. He 
can’t get over there in the Oval Office. 
He can’t get an exception. Or I doubt 
that the Treasury Secretary has heard 
about Beth Benike, who runs our ‘‘Min-
nesota Small Business Person of the 
Year’’ company, called Busy Baby, an 
online company that gets stuff that she 
makes into things for high chairs for 
babies—a successful small business. 
She is not going to make it. She wasn’t 
invited by the Treasury Secretary to 
that secret JPMorgan investor meet-
ing. She didn’t get in the door. She 
doesn’t know what the scoop is. She is 
just trying to get by. 

Among other things that all my col-
leagues are hearing right now from in-
dividuals and people living on fixed in-
comes and seniors who are depending 
on Social Security and can’t get 
through—one of my constituents, when 
their wife died, he couldn’t even get 
through. He tries on email for days, 
tries to get through, just trying to fig-
ure out what he does when his wife has 
died, and he can’t find one person to 
talk to in the government and has to 
call our office. Besides all of that hor-
ror show, what really people have to 
understand—people ask me: What is 
the worst thing no one is talking 
about? It is the small businesses, the 
small ranchers, the small farmers that 
are the roadkill here. They are the 
ones who do not have the margins. 

In the case of farmers and ranchers, 
it may be because input costs are al-
ready difficult, or maybe because of 
the weather. Or in the case of our poul-
try producers, it may be because of the 
avian flu and the like. But this is just 
like the last straw that they can’t han-
dle. That is what is going on right now. 

So if you wonder why these opinion 
polls are saying what our colleagues on 
the Democratic side here have been 
saying forever and asking our Repub-
lican colleagues to stop 
rubberstamping everything he does and 
to stand up, which did happen on the 
tariff vote that Senator KAINE and I 
and Senator WARNER pushed forward 
when it comes to Canada—we are going 
to have another vote like that, which 
covers more countries when it comes to 
tariffs—they want people to stand up. 
They don’t want any more 
rubberstamps. 

And the thing that is really galling 
to them is, when you look at what 
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these tax breaks will do for the billion-
aires, and the thought that that is 
being paid for by—as the Congressional 
Budget Office has said when looking at 
the House numbers, it would be hun-
dreds of billions of dollars of cuts to 
Medicaid or paid for from food assist-
ance, with grocery prices up. And peo-
ple need—and I tell you, they need 
them in the rural areas just as much as 
they need them in the urban areas. 
That is just the last straw. And from 
what I have heard, we are going to 
really see the worse of it when you 
start to not see those goods come in. 

So I know that my businesses, big 
and small, are seeing this coming. 
They are stopping investing. You know 
what that means. When America was 
on this cusp of greatness and we had 
come from the pandemic—we were 
dealing with inflation; that is true. To 
me, we were going to the next level of 
problems, which is making sure we had 
a workforce for the jobs we had and 
that they had housing and that they 
had childcare. Instead, we are going 
backward. 

We were on the cusp at NIH, with the 
research and with the combination of 
mapping the human genome and AI and 
all of these incredible innovations that 
are going on. And as long as we put 
some rules of the road in place, we 
were in the place to lead in the world 
on some incredible new things. But 
now we are going backward if we don’t 
even have FDA people who can improve 
the new gadgets and the new medical 
devices. Or if we don’t have any rules 
in place when it comes to AI, we are 
going to go backward, not forward. 

So when I look at these 100 days, I 
wish for my constituents it wasn’t so. 

My State is fourth in the country for 
ag exports. We have 15 Fortune 500 
companies. I know the differences in 
this economy and how hard it is any-
way. But when I look at those people 
showing up at the rural smalltown 
townhalls or showing up at farmers’ 
events and telling me what is going on, 
that is where I realize: This 100 days 
isn’t just some campaign brochure. 
This 100 days isn’t just sound bites on 
social media or a post. This is their 
lives, and we need to stand up for 
them. 

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

ator from Nevada. 
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Madam Presi-

dent, listening to my colleagues, I am 
reflecting on last year, when President 
Trump was campaigning in—I want to 
say it was Bozeman, MT—and I remem-
ber he said: ‘‘Starting on day one,’’ in 
his administration, he said, ‘‘we will 
end inflation and make America afford-
able again, to bring down the prices of 
all goods.’’ That is what he said. 

Well, it has been 100 days since he en-
tered the White House, and here is 
what he has given us so far. His tariffs 
are increasing costs for the average 
family by more than $4,000 a year. He 
has slashed billions from programs 
that everyday Americans rely on, in-

cluding $1 billion for mental health 
care services. He has directed Elon 
Musk and his unqualified, loyalist 
DOGE team to fire more than 121,000 
Federal employees who deliver essen-
tial services, including everyone from 
firefighters who should be fighting the 
fires that happened in the West to sci-
entists researching cures to deadly dis-
eases. 

Donald Trump is pushing House and 
Senate Republicans to rubberstamp a 
plan to cut nearly $1 trillion from Med-
icaid in order to give tax cuts to bil-
lionaires, and, on top of all of that, he 
has created endless chaos and uncer-
tainty. 

I can go on and on. That is just how 
much damage President Trump has 
caused to our country in his first 100 
days in office. But I want to take some 
time to focus on the impact that his 
economic agenda is having on our 
small businesses. 

I am from Nevada, where there are 
almost 300,000 small businesses. These 
are our mom-and-pop shops. They are 
entrepreneurs. They are the lifeblood 
of our economy and are part of the fab-
ric of every community across this 
country. And it is these small busi-
nesses that are bearing the brunt of 
President Trump’s destructive tariffs. 

Now, don’t get me wrong. I believe 
that targeted tariffs on our adversaries 
can be a useful tool to protect Amer-
ican jobs and our national security. 
But these blanket tariffs are just the 
opposite. 

These last 2 weeks, while back home 
in Nevada, I got a firsthand account of 
what small businesses are dealing with 
because of these tariffs. I have heard 
concerns and visited with three small 
business owners in Las Vegas: Juanny, 
Santy, and Kristen—separate business 
owners. All three of these are women- 
owned shops that serve specialty 
drinks and incredible foods to Nevad-
ans, from coffee and boba to tacos. 

In Vegas, as you may know, travel 
and tourism are the backbone of our 
economy. When people come to Las 
Vegas, they don’t just visit the Strip. 
They go to Chinatown. They go to the 
Arts District and all over the valley to 
patronize our small businesses. For 
many businessowners like Juanny, like 
Santy, and like Kristen, their margins 
are already razor-thin, and tourism is 
key to meeting their bottom line. But 
because of President Trump’s blanket 
tariffs, we are already seeing a decline 
in visitors coming to Las Vegas. 

Whether people are staying home be-
cause they don’t have the room in their 
budgets for a vacation or international 
tourists are choosing other destina-
tions, Trump’s economic agenda is 
threatening to crater our $2 trillion 
tourism economy. That hurts small 
businesses. 

And when they can’t keep up because 
costs are rising because they have 
fewer patrons or because of the higher 
cost of importing their supplies, these 
small businesses are forced to raise 
their prices. They don’t want to have 

to, but they are forced to raise prices 
and pass the burden on to customers, 
everyday Americans. It is just 
unsustainable. 

The same sentiment is echoed in the 
northern part of our State. In Reno, I 
spoke to Mark. He is a small coffee 
shop owner who is already asking him-
self how he can continue to navigate 
everyday operations amid this uncer-
tainty. He doesn’t want to have to pass 
higher costs onto his customers. But if 
Trump’s erratic tariff agenda con-
tinues, he may have no choice. 

Trump says Americans must accept 
short-term pain for long-term gain. 
But what is there to be gained if hard- 
working Nevadans have to close the 
doors of their businesses? 

I think to myself: If it has only been 
100 days, how much damage is he going 
to potentially cause in the next 100 
days, in the 1,361 days left in his term? 

It has been 100 days, and small busi-
nesses across the country may soon be 
faced with having to close up shop. I 
think about what is going to happen to 
my small business owners, the ones I 
just talked about: Juanny, Mark, 
Santy, Kristen, and the others. Will 
they make it through the rest of 
Trump’s term? I don’t have the answer. 

But I hope, and I ask my Republican 
colleagues to join me in protecting 
these small businesses and families 
from these harmful tariffs. 

If I am hearing it in my State, I 
know, my colleagues, you are all hear-
ing it in your States as well. So if 
there is an opportunity to work to-
gether, please don’t rubberstamp Don-
ald Trump’s harmful agenda. Let’s 
work together so we are actually work-
ing on behalf of American families and 
ensuring that these small businesses 
can keep their doors open. 

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

ator from Wisconsin. 
Ms. BALDWIN. Madam President, I 

rise today to reflect on the last 100 
days and the unimaginable amount of 
havoc and harm President Donald 
Trump has caused for Wisconsinites. 

Now, while on the campaign trail and 
even once in office, the President made 
a staggering number of promises: 
promises to end wars on day one, prom-
ises to lower costs at the grocery store 
on day one, promises to make 
healthcare more affordable. And the 
list goes on and on and on. 

Look, I was on the campaign trail 
and listening to Wisconsinites at the 
same time as Donald Trump was. And, 
truly, I get why he was making some of 
these promises. Wisconsin families 
were facing high prices. Workers felt 
like they were being ripped off by their 
big-corporation employers. Democracy 
felt broken, as voters’ voices were 
drowned out by special-interest money, 
and people were sick and tired of end-
less wars. Mr. Trump claimed he had 
the solution. 

Well, so far, he has broken these 
promises and literally betrayed the 
American people. 
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Here is the kicker: Donald Trump not 

only broke these promises, but many of 
the things he promised to fix he has ac-
tually made worse. Grocery bills are 
up, and I have yet to see even a concept 
of a healthcare plan, while Medicaid 
coverage for 1 million-plus Wisconsin-
ites is on the chopping block to pay for 
tax breaks for billionaires. Wars are 
raging in Ukraine and Gaza. Billion-
aires and big corporations have a friend 
in the White House who has their 
backs. It is one of the greatest bait and 
switches of our time. And, at the end of 
the day, it is Wisconsin families who 
are paying the price. 

For the last 100 days, I have heard 
from constituents in all 72 Wisconsin 
counties who fear what this adminis-
tration’s actions will mean for them 
and their families. 

I have heard from farmers like Linda 
in Vernon County, who barely survived 
Donald Trump’s first trade war. Fam-
ily farmers like her are scared that 
they will be put out of business en-
tirely as punishing tariffs and new 
trade wars jack up costs of fertilizer 
and farming equipment, while cutting 
off access to markets. 

I have heard from folks like Renee in 
Milwaukee. Renee has stage IV breast 
cancer. Renee is scared that cuts to 
Medicaid will force her and her hus-
band to choose between protecting 
their life savings—their retirement 
savings—or getting the lifesaving can-
cer care that she needs to stay alive. 

I have heard from veterans like 
James in southeastern Wisconsin who 
are out of a job because Donald Trump 
fired them from the only place that 
they have ever felt like they belonged 
in civilian life: helping their fellow vet-
erans at the VA. 

I have heard from so many small 
businesses, like Lakefront Brewery. 
There was a local roofing contractor in 
Milwaukee, small retailers, and an 
auto parts seller in Milwaukee who are 
all considering: Do we have to raise our 
prices? Will our customers be able to 
afford our prices? Or do we have to lay 
off workers because President Trump’s 
trade war is tightening their margins 
and making it harder to plan for the 
future? 

I have heard from families from 
Ozaukee County on Wisconsin’s east 
coast to the St. Croix Valley on our 
western side who have had their 
childcare or food assistance threatened 
because this President is choosing to 
prioritize tax breaks for his wealthy 
friends over working families. 

Dairy farmers saw millions in fund-
ing that they were promised to grow 
their businesses frozen, and Alz-
heimer’s researchers at Wisconsin’s 
universities are making do with less 
because of arbitrary cuts that threaten 
the next breakthrough that would 
serve our loved ones. Seniors accessing 
their hard-earned Social Security bene-
fits have fewer places to turn as field 
offices shutter and staff is let go. 

Public schools in Milwaukee with 
children in them who have been ex-

posed to lead paint in the schools have 
fewer resources because President 
Trump fired the very lead hazard ex-
perts they relied on at the CDC. Imag-
ine that. 

I hear it from constituents every day 
calling my office. Now, in ordinary 
times, my office would maybe get 
around 50 to 100 calls a day, but regu-
larly, since January, we have passed 
1,000 calls a day from Wisconsinites. 
There isn’t a corner of our State that 
hasn’t been impacted by this Presi-
dent’s often illegal, sometimes uncon-
stitutional overreach of his Presi-
dential powers. 

These Wisconsinites are not alone. 
Poll after poll is showing the same 
thing: This President is reaching his-
torically low approval ratings. More 
Americans are giving him an F grade 
than any other grade. 

It is hard to state all the ways that 
President Trump’s second term is al-
ready impacting folks in Wisconsin. 
His actions have made things more ex-
pensive and the future far less certain, 
whether you are a Wisconsin farmer or 
small business owner, veteran, senior, 
or just a family looking to make ends 
meet. 

In January, I said I would work with 
anyone to deliver for Wisconsin. I also 
promised that I would stand up to any-
one who hurts Wisconsinites. Those 
things remain true, and right now our 
country is not on the right course. And 
Americans agree. 

Wisconsinites want lower costs. Our 
veterans and farmers want to be re-
spected and working families to have a 
fair shot. Donald Trump’s chaos isn’t 
delivering any of that, and it is about 
time Congress steps up and acts as a 
true check and balance on this Presi-
dent before it is too late for our econ-
omy, working families, and the future 
of our Nation. 

I yield the floor. 

VOTE ON FERTITTA NOMINATION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has expired. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Fertitta nomi-
nation? 

Ms. DUCKWORTH. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

called the roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Missouri (Mr. HAWLEY) and 
the Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. 
MULLIN). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE) is necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 83, 
nays 14, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 221 Ex.] 

YEAS—83 

Baldwin 
Banks 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blackburn 
Booker 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Ernst 
Fetterman 
Fischer 
Gallego 

Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kennedy 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Lee 
Luján 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 

Murkowski 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Paul 
Peters 
Reed 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rosen 
Rounds 
Schiff 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shaheen 
Sheehy 
Slotkin 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Warner 
Warnock 
Welch 
Wicker 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—14 

Alsobrooks 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Hirono 
Markey 

Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Sanders 
Schatz 

Schumer 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warren 

NOT VOTING—3 

Hawley Mullin Whitehouse 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table, and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 60. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

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

nation of Frank Bisignano, of New Jer-
sey, to be Commissioner of Social Se-
curity Administration for the term ex-
piring January 19, 2031. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I send 
a cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
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Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 60, Frank 
Bisignano, of New Jersey, to be Commis-
sioner of Social Security Administration for 
the term expiring January 19, 2031. 

John Thune, Katie Boyd Britt, Dan Sul-
livan, Roger F. Wicker, Mike Crapo, 
Tommy Tuberville, James C. Justice, 
John Boozman, Roger Marshall, John 
Kennedy, Cindy Hyde-Smith, Rick 
Scott, Ted Budd, James Lankford, 
Mike Rounds, John Barrasso, Bernie 
Moreno. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

PRISON STAFF SAFETY 
ENHANCEMENT ACT 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be discharged 
from further consideration of S. 307 and 
the Senate proceed to its immediate 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 307) to address sexual harassment 

and sexual assault of Bureau of Prisons staff 
in prisons, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. THUNE. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill be considered read a 
third time and passed and the motion 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table. 

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

The bill (S. 307) was ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed as follows: 

S. 307 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Prison Staff 
Safety Enhancement Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) In 2023, the Office of the Inspector Gen-

eral of the Department of Justice released a 
report titled ‘‘Evaluation of the Federal Bu-
reau of Prisons’ Efforts to Address Sexual 
Harassment and Sexual Assault Committed 
by Inmates Toward Staff’’ (in this section re-
ferred to as the ‘‘Inspector General report’’). 

(2) The Inspector General report examined 
all sanctioned inmate sexual incidents in the 
Bureau of Prisons (in this section referred to 
as the ‘‘Bureau’’) between fiscal years 2015 
and 2021, and found that inmate-on-staff sex-
ual harassment and sexual assault is wide-
spread. 

(3) The Inspector General report further 
found that the Bureau does not collect ade-
quate data on inmate-on-staff sexual harass-
ment and sexual assault and that, because of 
the Bureau’s inadequate data, the Bureau 
has not been able to identify the full scope of 
inmate-on-staff sexual harassment and sex-
ual assault. 

(4) The Inspector General report further 
found that the Bureau does not have systems 
to evaluate the effectiveness of the Bureau’s 
strategies to mitigate inmate-on-staff sexual 
harassment and sexual assault. 

(5) The Inspector General report made rec-
ommendations to the Bureau to address the 
failures in the Bureau’s data collection and 
mitigation efforts, but the Bureau has not 
implemented these recommendations. 
SEC. 3. ADDRESSING SEXUAL HARASSMENT AND 

SEXUAL ASSAULT OF BUREAU OF 
PRISONS STAFF. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) BUREAU.—The term ‘‘Bureau’’ means 

the Bureau of Prisons. 
(2) CORRECTIONAL OFFICER.—The term ‘‘cor-

rectional officer’’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 4051 of title 18, United States 
Code. 

(3) INSPECTOR GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Inspec-
tor General’’ means the Inspector General of 
the Department of Justice. 

(4) INCARCERATED INDIVIDUAL.—The term 
‘‘incarcerated individual’’ has the meaning 
given the term ‘‘prisoner’’ in section 4051 of 
title 18, United States Code. 

(5) SEXUAL ASSAULT.—The term ‘‘sexual as-
sault’’ means an act described in subsection 
(b), (c), or (d) of section 920 of title 10, United 
States Code. 

(6) SEXUAL HARASSMENT.—The term ‘‘sex-
ual harassment’’ means unwelcome sexual 
advances, requests for sexual favors, or other 
verbal or physical conduct of a sexual nature 
that explicitly or implicitly affect an indi-
vidual’s employment, unreasonably interfere 
with an individual’s work performance, or 
create an intimidating, hostile, or offensive 
work environment. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS 
BY BUREAU.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Bureau shall fully implement each rec-
ommendation in the report released by the 
Inspector General in 2023 titled ‘‘Evaluation 
of the Federal Bureau of Prisons’ Efforts to 
Address Sexual Harassment and Sexual As-
sault Committed by Inmates Toward Staff’’. 

(2) REPORT.—If the Bureau has not fully 
implemented each recommendation ref-
erenced in paragraph (1) by the deadline 
under that paragraph, the Bureau shall sub-
mit a report to Congress by that deadline 
that includes an explanation of the failure to 
fully implement each recommendation and a 
detailed timeline for full implementation. 

(c) DATA ANALYSIS BY INSPECTOR GEN-
ERAL.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date as of which the Bureau has fully im-
plemented each recommendation referenced 
in subsection (b)(1)— 

(A) the Inspector General shall request 
from the Bureau, and the Bureau shall pro-
vide, updated data on the number and preva-
lence of sexual harassment and sexual as-
sault incidents perpetrated by incarcerated 
individuals against a correctional officer or 
other employee of the Bureau during fiscal 
years 2022 through 2025; 

(B) the Inspector General shall conduct an 
analysis of the data described in subpara-
graph (A); and 

(C) the Inspector General shall provide 
Congress and the Attorney General with the 
analysis conducted under subparagraph (B) 
and any additional recommendations, in-
cluding analysis of whether the Bureau has 
taken sufficient steps to identify the preva-
lence and scope of sexual harassment and 
sexual assault incidents perpetrated by in-
carcerated individuals against a correctional 
officer or other employee of the Bureau and 
to mitigate such incidents. 

(2) ANALYSIS OF PUNISHMENTS.—The anal-
ysis required under paragraph (1)(C) shall in-

clude an analysis of punishments for sexual 
harassment and sexual assault as of the date 
of enactment of this Act in facilities con-
trolled by the Bureau of Prisons, including 
data on the use of such punishments during 
the 5-year period preceding the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 

(d) RULEMAKING BY ATTORNEY GENERAL.— 
Not later than 1 year after receiving the 
analysis under subsection (c), the Attorney 
General shall promulgate a rule adopting na-
tional standards for prevention, reduction, 
and punishment of sexual harassment and 
sexual assault perpetrated by an incarcer-
ated individual against a correctional officer 
or other employee of the Bureau. 

f 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed to the en bloc consider-
ation of the following resolutions, 
which are at the desk: S. Res. 184, S. 
Res. 185, S. Res. 186, and S. Res. 187. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolutions 
en bloc. 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolu-
tions be agreed to, the preambles be 
agreed to, and the motions to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table, all en bloc. 

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

The resolutions were agreed to. 
The preambles were agreed to. 
(The resolutions, with their pre-

ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD 
under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, APRIL 
30, 2025 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned until 10 a.m. on 
Wednesday, April 30; that following the 
prayer and pledge, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the 
morning hour be deemed expired, the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day, morning 
business be closed, and the Senate re-
sume consideration of H.J. Res. 42 if 
the motion to proceed has been agreed 
to; further, that at 11:30 a.m., all de-
bate time on H.J. Res. 42 be expired, 
the joint resolution be read a third 
time, and the Senate vote on passage of 
the joint resolution. 

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

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask that it stand ad-
journed under the previous order fol-
lowing the vote on the motion to pro-
ceed to H.J. Res. 42 and the remarks of 
my colleagues. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
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PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 

DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER 
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES 
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED 
BY THE DEPARTMENT OF EN-
ERGY RELATING TO ‘‘ENERGY 
CONSERVATION PROGRAM FOR 
APPLIANCE STANDARDS: CER-
TIFICATION REQUIREMENTS, LA-
BELING REQUIREMENTS, AND 
ENFORCEMENT PROVISIONS FOR 
CERTAIN CONSUMER PRODUCTS 
AND COMMERCIAL EQUIP-
MENT’’—Motion to Proceed 

Mr. THUNE. Madam President, I un-
derstand the Senate has received H.J. 
Res. 42 from the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct. 

Mr. THUNE. I move to proceed to 
H.J. Res. 42. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Motion to proceed to H.J. Res. 42, a joint 

resolution providing for congressional dis-
approval under chapter 8 of title 5, United 
States Code, of the rule submitted by the De-
partment of Energy relating to ‘‘Energy Con-
servation Program for Appliance Standards: 
Certification Requirements, Labeling Re-
quirements, and Enforcement Provisions for 
Certain Consumer Products and Commercial 
Equipment’’. 

VOTE ON MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion 
to proceed. 

Mr. THUNE. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. HAWLEY). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE) is necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 52, 
nays 46, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 222 Leg.] 

YEAS—52 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 

Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—46 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 

Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gallego 
Gillibrand 

Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 

King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 

Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Slotkin 

Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—2 

Hawley Whitehouse 

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

The motion is agreed to. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER 
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES 
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED 
BY THE DEPARTMENT OF EN-
ERGY RELATING TO ‘‘ENERGY 
CONSERVATION PROGRAM FOR 
APPLIANCE STANDARDS: CER-
TIFICATION REQUIREMENTS, LA-
BELING REQUIREMENTS, AND 
ENFORCEMENT PROVISIONS FOR 
CERTAIN CONSUMER PRODUCTS 
AND COMMERCIAL EQUIPMENT’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 42) providing 

for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Department of Energy re-
lating to ‘‘Energy Conservation Program for 
Appliance Standards: Certification Require-
ments, Labeling Requirements, and Enforce-
ment Provisions for Certain Consumer Prod-
ucts and Commercial Equipment’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Hawaii. 

TRUMP ADMINISTRATION FIRST 100 DAYS 

Mr. SCHATZ. Mr. President, we are 
100 days into Donald Trump’s term, and 
it is time that we ask the most impor-
tant question, the most obvious ques-
tion, but it is a question, actually, that 
has not been asked enough—not ‘‘How 
is he doing?’’ not even ‘‘What is he 
doing?’’ That is important too. The 
most important question is ‘‘How are 
we doing under Donald Trump?’’ The 
answer is ‘‘Terrible.’’ It is going very 
badly. In 3 months, we have become 
less safe, less secure, and less pros-
perous, and it comes down to Donald 
Trump. 

People voted for him for all kinds of 
reasons, but as my friend Senator 
CHRIS MURPHY said, people took him 
seriously when he said he would lower 
costs and didn’t take him seriously 
when he said he would act like a dic-
tator. It turns out that the opposite is 
true. We are paying more for every-
thing. We are paying more for every-
thing. People’s life savings and college 
plans for their kids are being gutted. 
Tens of thousands of jobs are getting 
cut. 

Investors are looking for more stable 
places to invest their money. The hall-
mark of the U.S. financial system and 
economy is that we are the most stable 
place, the most predictable place, the 
best place for rule of law, to park your 

money, for infrastructure, for higher 
education, and all of that has been lit 
on fire in 100 days. 

Unfortunately, the worst is yet to 
come. Trump’s approach to tariffs—one 
day they are on, and the next day they 
are gone—is starting to make every-
thing from groceries, to clothes, to 
cars and homes more expensive. And 
people are understandably worried 
about a recession. Consumer con-
fidence is at its lowest point in 5 years. 

You will recall that there was a glob-
al pandemic that caused people to have 
a low level of consumer confidence. But 
this is not a global pandemic; this is a 
self-imposed recession by one person 
who has a very weird idea about eco-
nomic policy and nobody willing to 
stand up to the mad King. 

This is not what people voted for. 
And if you voted for Donald Trump— 
look, a lot of people voted for Donald 
Trump. Most people voted for Donald 
Trump. I am not here to scold anybody. 
But people thought that whatever his 
other faults, Trump was going to be 
good for the money side of things—he 
was going to be good for your money; 
he was going to be good for entrepre-
neurship; he was going to be good for 
your 401(k); he was going to be good for 
the stock market; he was going to be 
good for investments. Here we are, and 
the American economy is in a free fall, 
threatening to drag the entire world 
down with it. 

But it is not just the economy that is 
hurting. Trump, aided by his band of 
rogue advisers, including Elon Musk 
and Russ Vought, has broken basically 
everything, forcing seniors and dis-
abled people to wait for hours just to 
get help with the benefits they have al-
ready earned. Veterans are being laid 
off by the thousands and facing even 
longer delays in getting the care they 
need. Trash is piling up at national 
parks with fewer park rangers to look 
after them. Drastic cuts to medical re-
search and staff mean fewer discoveries 
and potentially lifesaving treatments 
for conditions like cancer and Alz-
heimer’s. The national parks, the VA, 
the NIH, the CDC—these are the kinds 
of American institutions that have 
made us strong for generations, and 
they are being trashed on purpose. A 
proposed downsizing at the Postal 
Service will keep people waiting longer 
to get their packages and their mail 
and their prescriptions and their bills, 
especially in rural and remote areas. 
And none of this is saving any money. 
It is absolutely making people’s every-
day lives harder. 

OK, so the economy is not doing 
great, support services are being cut 
left and right, but are we at least safer 
and stronger and more respected glob-
ally? The answer is no. Since his first 
hours in office when he froze all foreign 
assistance, Trump has undermined our 
safety and national security at every 
single turn. He has picked fights with 
neighbors and allies, weakening long-
standing partnerships and forcing the 
rest of the world to work against us 
rather than with us. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:49 Apr 30, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00032 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G29AP6.066 S29APPT1rf
re

de
ric

k 
on

 L
A

P
8L

Y
D

4G
3P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2645 April 29, 2025 
I was in Europe a couple of months 

ago, and it was kind of jarring when 
our allies—and I mean our allies, our 
closest allies, who have always been 
there with us, who have defense trea-
ties with us, who have economic part-
nerships with us, who have people-to- 
people ties—came to us and said that 
the biggest destabilizing force on the 
planet is the President of the United 
States. 

We used to be the good guys that 
would respond to disasters and treat 
diseases around the world, but Trump 
has decimated one of the most success-
ful global health programs in history— 
PEPFAR—leaving an estimated 1 mil-
lion newborns to contract HIV from 
their mothers—1 million newborns con-
tracting HIV from their mothers. What 
possible purpose could there be behind 
that? 

One note to my former colleague Sec-
retary Rubio: There is not a waiver 
program in place that allows lifesaving 
aid to flow. These organizations that 
provide aid are absolutely shutting 
down. 

I was just talking to a colleague who 
was in Africa over the recess period, 
and he said kids are on half rations. 
Kids are half the size they are supposed 
to be because of what America is 
doing—because of what America is 
doing. 

An earthquake hit Myanmar, and the 
United States sent three aid workers to 
assist with the disaster response, who 
were then fired while they were on the 
ground. We have three people there to 
help people in Myanmar, where there 
was a catastrophic earthquake. The 
‘‘United States’’ logo is on their arm-
bands, and they are fired and told to 
come home. 

Guess what happened next. China 
sent 600 workers and has committed to 
delivering close to $14 million in sup-
plies. I think that is catastrophic for 
humanitarian reasons. I think that is 
catastrophic for moral reasons. I think 
it is bad that the United States is caus-
ing death on purpose. But even if you 
don’t care about that, we can at least 
see the geopolitical downside to 
vacating the scene when another coun-
try is in trouble and letting China go 
into the breach. 

I have a friend of a friend who just 
texted me. They were doing good work 
in Fiji, and they were sent home. China 
came in within 2 weeks and is per-
forming the same work. I cannot imag-
ine anybody making the argument that 
that is good for the United States. 

You do not counter China’s growing 
regional influence or outcompete its 
economy by walking away from the 
world and insulting all of your friends. 
You don’t bring peace to Gaza and 
Ukraine by making false promises and 
empty threats, nor do you win the fu-
ture on issues like AI and clean energy 
by pretending that America, as strong 
and powerful as we are—and we are 
strong and powerful—that we can solve 
any of these global challenges alone. 

A lot of Trump’s failures, whether in 
domestic or foreign policy, boil down 

to the simple fact that he and his peo-
ple honestly don’t know what they are 
doing. There is no grand strategy that 
we are all somehow missing. There is 
no brilliant, new way of looking at 
things. They are just kind of messing 
around in the most powerful positions 
on the planet—the Signal group chat, 
the forged DOGE savings receipts, the 
frantic firing and rehiring of nuclear 
weapons workers and disease detec-
tives. 

The people currently in charge of the 
most powerful Nation in human his-
tory, moving trillions of dollars 
around, are just winging it, and their 
response to the frequent mistakes, no 
matter how serious or costly, is ‘‘oops’’ 
or sometimes they pretend it was their 
plan all along. 

Trump’s ineptitude is matched only 
by his corruption. Just days before his 
inauguration, he launched his own 
meme coin, which he encouraged sup-
porters to buy. For those of you who 
are not super up on all the crypto stuff, 
this is the equivalent of basically say-
ing: I have a Swiss bank account in 
case anybody wants to deposit money 
into the President of the United 
States’ pocket. That is what this meme 
coin does. 

After he made close to $100 million 
from it, the coin quickly lost most of 
its value. And then just last week, 
after Trump announced a dinner with 
the coin’s top holders, complete with a 
‘‘VIP White House tour’’—let’s be very 
clear. There are some things you abso-
lutely can’t do. One of them is to mon-
etize the Presidency. The other thing is 
to use a government building, to use 
the White House as an inducement to 
pay the U.S. President is out-of-this- 
world corrupt. It is the kind of thing 
that if you are on the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee or the Defense Com-
mittee or whatever it is and you are 
traveling abroad, you will have in your 
talking points to scold some counter-
part of yours about corruption. This is 
the kind of thing that, up until about 
100 days ago, we went around the world 
trying to prevent, but now our leader is 
doing it. 

While regular people are losing 
money every day because of Trump, he 
and his family continue to get richer— 
and worse, if Trump has his way with 
the tax bill, billionaires will get the 
biggest tax break in history while chil-
dren, seniors, and families find it even 
harder to make ends meet because they 
can no longer get healthy meals or be-
cause they have been kicked off of 
Medicaid. 

One final point: Whether it is with-
holding funds that were enacted by 
Congress and made into law or deport-
ing people without due process, includ-
ing a 2-year-old—a 2-year-old—Amer-
ican citizen with cancer last week, 
Trump is breaking the law on a daily 
basis. Everyone is afforded due process 
in our system, and with good reason— 
because the moment some people are 
not provided due process, there is no 
telling who is entitled to it and who is 

not and, crucially, who decides who 
gets due process. It sure shouldn’t be 
any individual elected official to deter-
mine whether you get due process. 

This has been the worst start to a 
Presidency in the history of the United 
States. People had their own reasons 
for voting for Trump last fall. I have 
got friends who voted for Trump. I un-
derstand, for some, it was COVID. For 
some, it was Gaza. For some, it was the 
price of everything. For some, it was 
Biden’s being too old. A lot of people 
had a lot of reasons, and I am not here 
to judge. 

A good buddy of mine, a former Gov-
ernor of Hawaii, used to say: You 
know, people vote for you for their rea-
sons, not yours. 

So I am not here to try to be vindi-
cated. I am saying, for even those peo-
ple who voted for him, all of the rea-
sons that you voted for him, unless you 
were enthused about corruption, unless 
you were enthused about lawbreaking, 
unless you really hated Medicaid, un-
less you really wanted veterans to be 
laid off, unless you really wanted our 
standing in the world to be diminished 
by massive proportions in a super short 
period of time—unless you love that 
stuff, it is OK to say: This guy is not 
working out. He doesn’t own your vote. 
He doesn’t own your support. You cast 
a ballot, and he becomes the President 
of the United States. It went very 
badly. This is the worst 100 days of a 
Presidency in American history. 

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

ator from Maryland. 
Ms. ALSOBROOKS. Mr. President, I 

would like to use my time tonight to 
talk, as well, about the first 100 days 
under this administration’s leadership. 

You have heard my colleague already 
speak, and I concur with his remarks. 
Simply put, it has been chaotic; it has 
been disorganized; it has been an un-
mitigated disaster. Quite frankly—and 
I know that I am not alone in this—we 
are absolutely sick of it. 

This President and this administra-
tion rode in with promises of reducing 
costs for American families—families 
like the family I grew up in, with a fa-
ther who worked through the night and 
into the morning as a newspaper deliv-
ery person and with a mother who 
worked as a receptionist. This Presi-
dent promised. He said, on day one, 
that he was going to reduce the cost to 
American families and improve their 
quality of life. Only, 100 days later, 
Americans have only seen reductions 
in the stock market, in their 401(k)s, 
and a lowered respect for the Constitu-
tion. What we have seen continue to 
rise, instead, are grocery prices. We are 
seeing the cost of living grow out of 
control as families experience freezes 
in critical funding that supports their 
households. We are seeing housing 
costs continue to skyrocket as well. 

Again, we were promised the exact 
opposite, which is that this President 
knew and understood what it was for 
the average American family to strug-
gle to afford the cost of housing. He 
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promised that he had the solution and 
that he was going to cause those costs 
to go down. Yet everyone from our 
children to our veterans has suffered 
under this administration and under 
this leadership. Not one promise that 
this administration made to everyday, 
hard-working, working-class families, 
made at the outset of this administra-
tion, has been met. In fact, they have 
not even come close. 

And do you know what? What is 
worse is they don’t seem to care. But 
do you know who does care? The Amer-
ican people care. 

If you are a working-class American 
who had hopes that this administration 
would lower costs as they promised, I 
will bet you are feeling betrayed by 
now by the impact of the Trump tar-
iffs. 

If you spent your working life paying 
into Social Security, like so many of 
our seniors, in the hopes of having a re-
liable safety net in your later years, 
you are feeling helpless in listening to 
this administration’s plans to raid So-
cial Security. 

If you get your healthcare through 
Medicaid and Medicare, you are feeling 
alarmed at this administration’s intent 
to gut these essential programs. 

If initiatives like SNAP and Head 
Start help keep your family’s head 
above water during tough times, you 
are feeling frustrated that this admin-
istration is so out of touch that they 
would even consider eliminating this 
critical funding. 

These emotions run deep nationally, 
and I have seen them felt locally. Som-
erset County, for example, is one of the 
poorest counties in my State, the State 
of Maryland. If that is not enough, its 
geography has contributed to awful 
flooding problems for decades. The city 
of Crisfield was depending on a Federal 
grant to finally help fix the problem. It 
was a funding plan that people had 
worked on for years and for such a long 
time, but this administration’s rash de-
cisions have now eliminated that plan. 

These are the kinds of decisions that 
can leave you feeling hopeless, and 
when you see that your emotions and 
your struggles are being ignored by 
this President so that he can hand tax 
cuts to the billionaires around him who 
choose to grab for more money instead 
of holding on to some sense of moral-
ity, you feel angry. Resources may be 
in short supply for American families 
right now, but there is more than 
enough hurt and anger to go around. 
This administration is hurting Ameri-
cans—the ones who voted for this 
President and Americans who didn’t. 
They are hurting Americans who didn’t 
vote and Americans who were too 
young to vote. They are hurting the 
business community, and they are 
hurting farmers. They are hurting cit-
ies, and they are hurting our rural 
areas. They are hurting law enforce-
ment officers and factory workers. 
They are hurting teachers and stu-
dents. They are hurting factory work-
ers and union members. They are hurt-

ing doctors and medical professionals 
and researchers. 

Across the political spectrum and 
across all demographics, the only thing 
we have to show for the first 100 days is 
losing, the kind of losing that will be 
felt in this Nation for years to come. 

One hundred days in, look at how 
they have treated the very best of us— 
this Nation’s civil servants, the Fed-
eral workers who serve with absolutely 
no political motivation. I have met 
them. I know them. Close to 160,000 of 
them live in the State of Maryland, 
and many of them have served for 
years under both Democratic adminis-
trations and Republican administra-
tions, and they have one dedication, 
and that is to their fellow Americans. 
Our Federal workers keep our food 
safe. They explore the bounds of 
science to find cures to our most chal-
lenging diseases. They make sure that 
our veterans receive the benefits that 
they so richly deserve and that our 
seniors have access to resources that 
they set aside for the future. 

Our civil servants do so much to 
boost our quality of life, and do you 
know what? This administration 
doesn’t care. For the first 100 days, 
they have been subjected to spiteful, 
petty attacks. They have been caught 
in the crossfire of a political witch 
hunt. They have had their lives dis-
rupted by these abrupt and improper 
firings. 

My State has felt a significant im-
pact from these firings. It is home to so 
many Federal workers—as I have men-
tioned, 160,000 of them—people who I 
am incredibly proud to represent. I 
have heard the calls from panicked 
workers who don’t know what the fu-
ture holds. I have met with distraught 
workers who fear that they won’t be 
able to provide for their families. 

All of this is the result of an adminis-
tration claiming to prioritize effi-
ciency. The majority of Americans is 
OK with finding efficiency. What they 
are not OK with is the cruelty that we 
are seeing. How you treat people mat-
ters, and this administration is more 
interested in celebrating cruelty than 
being cost-effective. 

There is no better example of this ad-
ministration’s chaos and cruelty than 
HHS Secretary Kennedy. His Depart-
ment and its Agencies are indispen-
sable in the fight of keeping Americans 
safe and healthy. From keeping our 
food safe today to finding cures for dis-
ease, the mission of these Agencies and 
their workers is critical to our well- 
being. Yet Secretary Kennedy doesn’t 
care. He has pledged to make America 
healthy again, but in reality, he has 
fired safety inspectors, eliminated food 
safety labels and labs, and revealed 
plans to take the Federal Government 
out of the role of keeping our food safe. 

Our Nation has enjoyed progress due 
in no small part to our commitment to 
sustained research. The 
groundbreaking discoveries that our 
Nation’s researchers have made have 
done so much for our society. At 

Health and Human Services, that has 
meant eliminating diseases that used 
to ravage our communities and cur-
rently means working on solving 
health challenges that continue to puz-
zle us today. 

The NIH is headquartered in my 
State, and I know firsthand the good 
work that they do. We know all too 
well the significant role that the NIH 
and other health and research Agencies 
play in developing and deploying vac-
cine treatments. Only recently emerg-
ing from a devastating public health 
crisis, we know firsthand how impor-
tant their work is. 

Secretary Kennedy either doesn’t 
know or doesn’t care what his Depart-
ment’s mission is. He is doing the ad-
ministration’s bidding to eliminate 
funding that goes toward finding cures 
for cancer, Alzheimer’s, and rare dis-
eases; and in the midst of outbreaks of 
measles—a disease that researchers 
had virtually eliminated—he has 
pressed forward with firing thousands 
of vital workers in our health Agen-
cies. This is not efficient, and it is not 
a profile in competent leadership. What 
it is, instead, is absolutely dangerous, 
and it is putting sensitive information 
and decisions between life and death in 
the hands of grossly unqualified people. 

Secretary Kennedy’s pledge to make 
America healthy again is another 
promise that this administration is ei-
ther unwilling or incapable of keeping. 
His idea to create a national registry 
for people with autism is an example of 
what happens when incompetent and 
incapable leadership is in place. 

This administration is full of exam-
ples like this. The callous, heartless 
disregard for others comes right from 
the top, and it is mirrored in the people 
who have been nominated to run the 
government. So we can’t join them in 
celebrating this milestone, because 
there is nothing that they can hold up 
as an accomplishment that they have 
achieved on behalf of everyday Ameri-
cans. 

One hundred days in, we have seen 
what this administration is. They are 
disinterested in the lives of working- 
class and middle-class Americans, 
uncaring about the futures of our vet-
erans and our seniors, unmoved by the 
plight of the underprivileged, obsessed 
with attacking our civil servants and 
settling scores, unable to make good on 
the promises that they laid out when 
they took control, and they don’t seem 
to care. 

But Marylanders care; the American 
people care, and we are tired of seeing 
this administration tank our economy. 
We are tired of seeing out-of-touch 
leaders dismiss the sacrifices that fam-
ilies across the Nation make every sin-
gle day, and we are already sick and 
tired of seeing billionaires win while 
the rest of us lose. We are sick of it, 
and we are fighting back. 

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

ator from Massachusetts. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:49 Apr 30, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00034 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G29AP6.069 S29APPT1rf
re

de
ric

k 
on

 L
A

P
8L

Y
D

4G
3P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2647 April 29, 2025 
Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I want 

to say how much I appreciate the re-
marks of Senator ALSOBROOKS. 

It is an honor to fight alongside you. 
So here we are—100 days, 100 acts of 

corruption. 
Today, I am reading into the CON-

GRESSIONAL RECORD 100 reports of cor-
ruption from Donald Trump’s first 100 
days in office. 

Now, when he ran for office, Trump 
promised repeatedly—repeatedly—that 
he would lower costs ‘‘on day one.’’ But 
instead of following through on his 
promise, Trump and his Trump admin-
istration have paved the way for the 
President, his top officials, and his bil-
lionaire buddies to personally feed at 
the trough of government corruption. 

So count with me. In just 100 days, 
Donald Trump, his family, and his ad-
ministration have: 

No. 1, turned the White House into a 
Tesla dealership. 

No. 2, fired independent Commis-
sioners at the Federal Trade Commis-
sion. 

No. 3, punished former officials who 
opposed his 2020 election lies. 

No. 4, paid for the White House 
Easter Egg Roll by soliciting corporate 
sponsors who have business pending be-
fore the government. 

No. 5, helped Trump’s son set up a 
club—pay $500,000 for access to Trump’s 
Cabinet. 

No. 6, declared that there would be 
no tariff exceptions, then permitted 
Apple’s CEO behind-the-scenes access, 
and, poof, iPhone tariffs were cut. 

No. 7, created an opening for insider 
trading by reportedly giving Wall 
Street exclusive information about 
how trade talks were going. 

No. 8, hosted million-dollar dinners 
between Big Pharma CEOs and their 
regulator, R.F.K., Jr. 

No. 9, launched crypto meme coin 
right before the inauguration to make 
millions of dollars, then increased the 
value of those coins by signing Execu-
tive orders, making crypto a priority. 

No. 10, launched a meme coin for 
Melania too. 

No. 11, promised his ‘‘rich-as-hell’’ 
donors a giant tax handout and is 
working hard to deliver. 

No. 12, weakened rules insulating 
government workers from politics. 

No. 13, limited corporate foreign brib-
ery investigations. 

No. 14, halted enforcement of the 
Corporate Transparency Act—wouldn’t 
want people to know what is going on. 

No. 15, offered a private dinner with 
Trump himself and a special tour of the 
White House for the top 220 holders of 
his meme coin, permitting Trump and 
his family to profit both from the 
runup in the value of the coin and the 
increase in trading on the Trump plat-
form. 

No. 16, accepted $40 million for First 
Lady Melania’s documentary from Jeff 
Bezos—way above the market rate. 

No. 17, pointed to Bezos’s multi-
million-dollar documentary payment 
as a model when Warner Bros. asked 

Trump’s team how to improve its own 
relationship with the White House. 

No. 18, struck a deal with Amazon to 
stream Trump’s old show, ‘‘The Ap-
prentice,’’ which will mean more 
money for Trump, as Amazon is seek-
ing tax breaks and other Federal bene-
fits. 

No. 19, coercing law firms to offer al-
most $1 billion in free legal work in an 
arrangement that experts say could 
run afoul of anti-bribery laws. 

No. 20, started undermining Medi-
care’s ability to negotiate drug prices 
after Big Pharma gave millions to 
Trump’s inauguration. 

No. 21, filed a meritless lawsuit 
against ‘‘60 Minutes’’ and launched a 
baseless FCC investigation. 

No. 22, tried to get the AP to bend 
the knee and kicked them out of the 
White House briefing room when they 
refused to bend the knee. 

No. 23, hired Defense Secretary 
Hegseth’s younger brother to serve in a 
key role. 

No. 24, hired a longtime former part-
ner of Don, Jr., to serve as Ambassador 
to Greece. 

No. 25, nominated Jared Kushner’s 
father to serve as Ambassador to 
France. 

No. 26, selected Tiffany Trump’s fa-
ther-in-law to serve as an adviser. 

No. 27, appointed an oil and gas exec-
utive to lead the Department of En-
ergy. 

No. 28, selected a Chief of Staff who 
was a big-time lobbyist for clients like 
tobacco and mining companies. 

No. 29, named officials who had re-
cently lobbied for oil and chemical gi-
ants to help write EPA rules. What 
could possibly go wrong? 

No. 30, appointed Mehmet Oz, who 
had close ties to Medicare Advantage 
insurers—in fact, sold it on TV—to lead 
CMS to set payment rates and other-
wise help out whom? Medicare Advan-
tage insurers. 

No. 31, appointed John Phelan, a 
major donor with no military or gov-
ernment experience, to lead the Navy 
and hand out Navy construction con-
tracts. 

No. 32, appointed Pam Bondi, a 
former lobbyist for a Federal detention 
contractor, to lead the DOJ. 

No. 33, announced that the DOJ 
would stop prioritizing enforcement of 
restrictions on foreign lobbyists under 
the leadership of Bondi, who herself is 
a former foreign lobbyist for Qatar. 

No. 34, appointed Howard Lutnick, 
who has billions invested in companies 
accused of illegally facilitating crypto 
money laundering, as the guy to lead 
the Commerce Department. 

No. 35, appointed Marty Makary, the 
former executive of a company selling 
weight-loss drugs, to lead the FDA, 
which would be the Agency that would 
regulate his company. 

No. 36, appointed Sean Duffy, who 
lobbied for the airline industry, to be 
the Transportation Secretary to regu-
late the airline industry. 

No. 37, tapped Pete Hegseth, whose 
wife owns stock in large defense con-

tractors, to lead the Defense Depart-
ment and help hand out those defense 
contracts. 

No. 38, tapped Doug Burgum, who 
made money from leasing land to Big 
Oil, to lead the Interior Department 
and manage the leasing to oil compa-
nies. 

No. 39, nominated a Big Oil lobbyist 
to run the Bureau of Ocean Energy 
Management. 

No. 40, nominated as IRS head Billy 
Long, an aggressive salesman for a 
fraud-riddled tax credit who received 
donations after being nominated so he 
could clear out old campaign debts. 

No. 41, tapped Paul Atkins, a former 
crypto lobbyist, to lead the SEC that 
will regulate crypto. 

No. 42, appointed a former tax lob-
byist to lead tax policy. 

No. 43, appointed Robert F. Kennedy, 
Jr., who planned to get paid for anti- 
vax lawsuits while he was heading up 
HHS and could affect the outcome of 
exactly those same lawsuits. 

No. 44, appointed a top Pentagon offi-
cial who led a firm investing in defense 
contractors and has directed DOD to 
outsource as much as possible to de-
fense contractors. 

No. 45, appointed someone who lob-
bied to privatize Medicare to lead 
OMB’s healthcare budget. 

No. 46, installed Steve Davis to effec-
tively lead DOGE, while also leading 
another Musk company. 

No. 47, installed another DOGE lead-
er to control Treasury’s payment sys-
tem, while still holding down his day 
job, oh, as a software CEO. 

No. 48, handed the power over crypto 
policy to a White House crypto czar, 
who leads a venture capital firm that 
heavily invests in crypto. 

No. 49, selected a border czar, who led 
a firm that got tens of millions of dol-
lars of Federal contracts for Homeland 
Security companies. 

No. 50, appointed Treasury Secretary 
Bessent, who is gutting the IRS so that 
it can’t audit rich tax cheats because 
he himself is a tax-dodging 
megamillionaire. 

No. 51, pardoned Rod Blagojevich, the 
former Illinois Governor convicted for 
corruption after his vocal support for 
Trump. 

No. 52, pardoned January 6 insurrec-
tionists who tried to overturn an elec-
tion that Trump lost. 

No. 53, pardoned a Trump loyalist 
found guilty of wire fraud. 

No. 54, pardoned the son of a long-
time Republican donor. 

No. 55, pardoned a corporation that 
had been fined $100 million for money 
laundering. 

No. 56, watched his own stablecoin 
while preparing to sign legislation that 
will help stablecoin and let Donald 
Trump oversee it. 

No. 57, sold merch with Presidential 
branding. 

No. 58, disbanded DOJ’s crypto unit 
after business talks between Binance 
and a Trump-backed crypto company 
ramped up. 
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No. 59, halted SEC enforcement ac-

tions against crypto companies that 
enriched Trump personally. 

No. 60, met with crypto executives 
who are asking Treasury to back off of 
oversight of their companies, all while 
simultaneously exploring a deal to list 
a Trump-linked crypto company’s new 
stablecoin. 

No. 61, maintain financial ties be-
tween Trump officials and Trump’s 
media company that includes FBI Di-
rector Kash Patel, who was given a 
huge award of Trump media company 
stock. 

No. 62, nominated Attorney General 
Bondi, who owned $2 million in DJT 
shares. 

No. 63, paid the Education Secretary 
almost $1 million in Trump media com-
pany shares. 

No. 64, nominated Intelligence Board 
nominees who have millions in Trump 
media company shares. 

No. 65, selected a special envoy to the 
Middle East who wants to develop real 
estate in Gaza while running his own 
real estate firm while he is Special 
Envoy to the Middle East. 

No. 66, appointed an FBI Director 
who consulted for the Qatari Govern-
ment. 

No. 67, picked that FBI Director, 
even though he also received millions 
of dollars from a Cayman Island hold-
ing company with ties to China. 

No. 68, decided to cancel the Direct 
File Program. The cancellation of this 
program that lets taxpayers file their 
taxes online for free will help the bot-
tom line of Intuit, which charges peo-
ple for filing their taxes and that gave 
$1 million to Trump’s inauguration. 

No. 69, took its largest inauguration 
donation from a poultry company that 
was under DOJ’s scrutiny. After the do-
nation, the SEC approved its parent 
company for the New York Stock Ex-
change. 

No. 70, dropped a probe into sexual 
misconduct allegations against 
Trump’s Education Secretary’s hus-
band. 

No. 71, hosted dozens of foreign Fed-
eral and State officials at Mar-a-Lago, 
helping enrich Trump. 

No. 72, hosted a GOP retreat at an-
other one of Trump’s resorts, for which 
Trump’s resorts get paid. 

No. 73, circumvented the normal con-
tracting process to pick a company 
with close ties to Trump’s former cam-
paign manager. 

No. 74, awarded a $30 million ICE con-
tract to Trump insider Peter Thiel. 

No. 75, continued developing new 
Trump properties overseas, including 
in Saudi Arabia and the UAE. 

No. 76, hatched a plan for the State 
Department to pay Tesla $400 million. 

No. 77, accepted a $4 million inau-
guration donation from a GOP 
megadonor and then nominated him as 
UK Ambassador on the same day. 

Did anyone miss the message here? 
And Donald Trump took actions so 

that he could advance the personal in-
terests of his ‘‘co-President,’’ Elon 

Musk. How? Well, he fired EEOC lead-
ers that were investigating and suing 
Tesla. He illegally fired the NLRB 
Chair, which had filed a complaint 
against SpaceX, one of Musk’s compa-
nies. He gutted the CFPB staff and 
fired the Director after they inves-
tigated complaints against Musk’s 
companies. He gutted the Department 
of Labor office investigating Tesla and 
SpaceX and fired the USAID inspector 
general who launched a probe into sat-
ellite terminals made by Musk’s 
Starlink. 

No. 83, targeted the National High-
way Traffic Safety Administration 
staff who were reportedly ‘‘a thorn in 
Tesla’s side.’’ That is enough to fire 
them. 

No. 84, said Musk would self-police 
his conflicts of interest—yeah, right. 

No. 85, pressured the Administrator 
of the FAA, which fined Musk’s 
SpaceX, to resign. 

And No. 86, permitted Musk to keep 
his financial disclosure hidden. And, by 
the way, I have a new bill to fix that 
one in particular. 

No. 87, allowed Musk’s Starlink to 
start working with the FAA after Musk 
criticized the FAA’s air traffic telecom 
system. 

No. 88, made Musk’s SpaceX the 
frontrunner for a new, lucrative Golden 
Dome contract. 

No. 89, stood by Musk when his X ex-
ecutives told an advertising firm to in-
crease ad revenue, threatening that 
Musk could interfere with their pend-
ing merger if they didn’t play along. 

No. 90, permitted Musk to join 
Trump’s interview with the Air Force 
Secretary nominee while SpaceX held 
billions of dollars in contracts with the 
Air Force. 

No. 91, permitted the National Trans-
portation Safety Board to share news 
related to the airplane crashes in 
Washington and Philadelphia only on 
Musk-owned X. 

No. 92, permitted the Social Security 
Administration to share important 
public communication only on X. 

No. 93, dropped the Department of 
Justice’s anti-discrimination com-
plaint against Musk’s SpaceX. 

No. 94, fired FDA staffers reviewing 
Elon Musk’s Neuralink clinical trial 
applications—a lot of benefits for Elon 
Musk there. 

And for our closing six moves that 
make every bit of this corruption even 
harder to root out, Trump got rid of 
the cops on the beat. 

No. 95, fired 18 inspectors general 
who make sure that Federal Agencies 
follow the law. 

No. 96, fired the head of the Office of 
Special Counsel, who protects whistle-
blowers and makes sure that civil serv-
ice laws are followed. 

No. 97, fired the head of the Office of 
Government Ethics, who watches to 
see that the President and his adminis-
tration follow the laws on conflicts of 
interest, bribery, and other ethical 
issues. The guy is gone. 

No. 98, fired DOJ prosecutors who 
worked on the January 6 investiga-
tions. 

No. 99, sidelined DOJ’s office that re-
views the legality of Executive orders. 

And No. 100, gutted DOJ’s office that 
prosecutes misconduct by public offi-
cials. 

That is 100 corrupt acts in 100 days. 
Americans deserve accountability. We 
need to fight back—all of us. 

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

ator from Oregon. 
Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I have 

a question for my colleague from Mas-
sachusetts, if she would yield for a 
question. 

Ms. WARREN. Of course. 
Mr. MERKLEY. In your knowledge of 

American history, has there ever been 
a Presidential first 100 days that 
showed this level of corruption that we 
are witnessing with this administra-
tion? 

Ms. WARREN. I appreciate the ques-
tion. I want to say here that I have 
never seen, anytime in American his-
tory, this level of corruption over 8 
years in the White House, much less in 
just 100 days. 

This level of corruption is every-
where, all the time, and it truly under-
mines the ability of our country to 
function. It undermines our economy. 
It undermines our position in the 
world. It undermines the economic sta-
bility of our families. And it under-
mines our entire democracy. 

I thank the Senator for the question. 
Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ap-

preciate the Senator’s speech in laying 
this out. 

I am going to address another aspect 
of the first 100 days, which is about the 
phenomenal strategy of President 
Trump to undermine our Constitution; 
to undermine the separation of powers, 
the checks and balances, for the pur-
pose of creating a strong-man state, 
which is also just an extraordinary, ex-
traordinary experience to be living 
through. 

The first 100 days of the Trump ad-
ministration have plunged our Nation 
into a constitutional crisis unparal-
leled since the Civil War. How bad is it, 
and how will we respond? How will this 
Chamber respond? How will the House 
respond? 

Our democratic Republic, with its 
separation of powers and checks and 
balances, is sliding into an unaccount-
able strong-man state. 

To the first question—how bad is the 
constitutional crisis?—I summarize: 
worse than we could possibly have 
imagined. It is an authoritarian take-
over, emboldened by a subservient ma-
jority in Congress, a deferential Su-
preme Court, and an aggressive, au-
thoritarian President. 

We all know that strong republics 
can slide into corrupt strong-man 
states. Witness Venezuela. Witness 
Türkiye. Witness Hungary. It can hap-
pen gradually. It can happen suddenly 
that Congress becomes a rubberstamp, 
that the courts defer to an aggressive 
Executive, the press softens its criti-
cisms, and other institutions tread 
ever so carefully. 
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However often we have witnessed this 

happening elsewhere, however, we al-
ways thought that it could never hap-
pen here, not in the United States of 
America. It could never happen here 
because our commitment to the separa-
tion of powers is too secure, our 250 
years of dedication to a democratic re-
public too established for it to ever 
happen here. 

But the last 100 days have shown us 
that we were robbed. So tonight, I am 
ringing the alarm bells. The danger is 
clear. The danger is present. This crisis 
calls upon every patriot, every indi-
vidual who cherishes a deliberative re-
public, every institution—whether it is 
Congress or the court or the people or 
the press or the university or the law 
firm—to use their heart and mind and 
sinew, their clout and their connec-
tions, to resist this authoritarian take-
over and save our Republic. 

In only 100 days, Trump has aggres-
sively pursued five strategies to ad-
vance his authoritarian powers. The 
first strategy has been to willfully vio-
late a host of Federal laws. 

One hundred days ago, on January 20, 
I sat in the Rotunda of the Capitol, 
just down this hallway, halfway be-
tween here and the House of Represent-
atives, for Donald Trump’s inaugural 
address. It was not a traditional ad-
dress. A traditional address is when the 
President lays out a vision and says: 
Here in our democracy, I will be work-
ing with Congress to pass laws to pro-
vide a foundation to implement that 
vision. 

That is the way it works when power 
is divided between a court and an Exec-
utive and Congress. But instead, the 
speech that President Trump gave just 
down this hallway in the Rotunda 
didn’t talk about working with Con-
gress. It didn’t talk about passing laws. 
He spoke only of governing by Execu-
tive order, as if he was already a King. 

Well, governing by Executive order is 
exactly what he has done, with 26 Exec-
utive orders on that first day and over 
130 Executive orders and counting as of 
now. And many of those Executive or-
ders directly violate laws on the books. 

He fired 17 inspectors general, vio-
lating a law that allows a President to 
fire an inspector general only for cause 
and with 30 days’ notice to Congress. 

He fired members of the Boards that 
lead independent Agencies, violating 
the law that provides these members 
with established terms and says that 
they can only be fired for cause. 

Trump’s targets have included 
Gwynne Wilcox of the National Labor 
Relations Board, Rebecca Slaughter of 
the Federal Trade Commission, and 
quite a few others. 

Trump violated the Antideficiency 
Act when Elon Musk and DOGE sent 
the ‘‘fork in the road’’ email to 2 mil-
lion Federal employees, offering a 
buyout with pay through September 30, 
committing funds beyond the March 15 
deadline that the law allowed. 

Trump violated the Privacy Act of 
1974 when Trump, Musk, and DOGE 

accessed sensitive personal informa-
tion from the computers of the Social 
Security Administration. 

Trump violated a 2018 law banning 
reductions in indirect costs covered by 
the National Institutes of Health re-
search grants when he capped those 
rates at 15 percent. 

The mastermind behind this strategy 
of deliberately, willfully breaking the 
law, time and time and time again, is 
one man. His name is Russ Vought. 

Who is this man? He directed the Of-
fice of Management and Budget in the 
last year of Trump’s first term. He is 
an architect of Project 2025, and he is 
leading the Office of Management and 
Budget for Trump’s second term. 

As the ranking Democrat on the Sen-
ate Budget Committee, I interviewed 
him in my office before his nomination 
hearing, and he was very clear, very di-
rect about his viewpoint. He is a pro-
ponent of the fringe unitary executive 
theory that says the President has 
complete authority over every element 
of the executive branch. The President, 
he believes, can ignore any detail in 
law passed by Congress and perhaps ig-
nore any order by the courts that con-
strains how the President manages the 
executive branch. 

Vought anticipates that when 
Trump’s lawbreaking reaches the Su-
preme Court, a deferential Court will 
legitimize his unitary executive theory 
and hand vast power to President 
Trump. 

Mr. Vought’s deliberate desire to 
break the law and violate the separa-
tion of powers caused me to label him 
the most dangerous man in America. 
He is a direct threat to the entire vi-
sion of our Constitution. 

I led a 30-hour debate here in this 
Chamber on his nomination to put a 
spotlight on him and on his ideas, but 
it was a party-line vote. Every one of 
my colleagues across the aisle looked 
to their loyalty to President Trump 
over their loyalty to the U.S. Constitu-
tion. 

The second Trump strategy to ex-
pand the power of the President—the 
authoritarian power of the President— 
is to usurp Congress’s article I power of 
the purse by impounding the funds that 
Congress has dedicated in law and long 
passed in the Senate and passed the 
House and signed by the President, im-
pounding funds in those laws for spe-
cific programs. This is illegal. It vio-
lates the law, and it is unconstitu-
tional, and it violates the separation of 
powers. 

You know, Nixon tried this. He im-
pounded funds for the EPA for fiscal 
year 1973. The Supreme Court ruled, 
when this case finally reached it in 
Train v. City of New York, that im-
poundments violate article I of the 
Constitution, which so clearly—this 
Constitution so clearly gives the power 
of the purse to Congress. 

And when Congress passed the law in 
1996 that gave the President a line-item 
veto on program funding, the Supreme 
Court ruled again, in Clinton v. City of 

New York, that Congress could not 
give to the President the power the 
Constitution reserves to this Chamber, 
to Congress. 

It is worth noting that Trump had a 
choice. Instead of illegally impounding 
funds, he could have sent a legal rescis-
sion request to Congress. And there is a 
good possibility, perhaps a probability, 
that the Republican-led House and Sen-
ate would have passed that rescission. 
A rescission formally undoes a law by 
Congress reconsidering it. But he delib-
erately—he, being Trump—deliberately 
chose the illegal path of impound-
ments, the unconstitutional path of 
impoundments in order to put a case 
before the Supreme Court so the Su-
preme Court could rule—Trump and 
Russ Vought hope—for the unitary ex-
ecutive theory of power, the vision of a 
strong-man rule in our Nation rather 
than government by the people. 

Note the parallel. Trump fired thou-
sands and thousands of employees 
across this country. He could have 
done it legally through reductions in 
force, RIFs, but he chose to do it ille-
gally. Why? To put a case before the 
Supreme Court so the Court could en-
hance the power of the President of the 
United States of America. It is that 
hope that they have for that deferen-
tial Court. 

Trump and his team have impounded 
funds for so much now. There are so 
many cases in the courts. Court ruling 
after court ruling are saying: This is il-
legal. You cannot do this. This is un-
constitutional. 

But he just keeps doing it. 
Electric vehicle charging stations, 

impounded. Security systems to 
Ukraine, impounded. Program funds 
for sanctuary cities, impounded. Immi-
gration lawyers for 26,000 unaccom-
panied children, impounded. 

But the most tragic example of im-
poundment is Trump’s attack on the 
U.S. Agency for International Develop-
ment. 

On February 3, Elon Musk posted 
that he and DOGE had ‘‘spent the 
weekend feeding USAID into the wood 
chipper.’’ Musk was bragging that he 
and Trump had destroyed an Agency in 
a single weekend, in violation of the 
law. They fired almost all of USAID’s 
employees and canceled more than 
5,000 contracts, crippling America’s de-
livery of lifesaving aid around the 
world and, I might add, crippling rela-
tionships that create soft power for the 
United States of America to accom-
pany the hard power of our military. 

In February, a senior USAID official 
Nicholas Enrich estimated that a year-
long pause in AID’s programs could 
cause between 71,000 to 166,000 addi-
tional deaths just from malaria, with 
huge increases in deaths from tuber-
culosis and infectious diseases like 
Ebola. Shortly after making these esti-
mates, Enrich was fired. 

Speaking the truth in this adminis-
tration is a cause to be fired because 
the truth scares Donald Trump. He 
doesn’t want the truth. He just wants 
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his power and everyone to be in line be-
hind it. 

Another study estimates that shut-
ting down USAID over 15 years could 
result in 25 million additional deaths 
worldwide. That is a hard number to 
digest—2 million more deaths from tu-
berculosis, 8 million more deaths from 
malaria, from malnutrition and other 
causes, and 15 million more deaths 
from AIDS, with PEPFAR shut down. 
And those 15 million deaths from AIDS 
generate 14 million additional orphans. 

Just let that sink in. One illegal deci-
sion in one weekend by Musk and 
Trump putting AID in the wood chip-
per could result in millions of deaths. 
Illegal defunding and dismantlement, 
done in one weekend, to an Agency 
that constituted only one-third of 1 
percent of our national spending in 2024 
could result in more deaths than World 
War I. 

Now you may say: Is this some crazy 
theory on the internet? 

It was a study put together by pres-
tigious medical organizations, groups 
like the London School of Hygiene & 
Tropical Medicine, the Johns Hopkins 
Bloomberg School of Public Health, 
the New York University Grossman 
School of Medicine—serious people, se-
rious modeling, serious understanding 
of what USAID does around the world. 

And do you know what else his deci-
sion did? It created an enormous oppor-
tunity for China to move in and say, 
‘‘You can’t count on the United States 
of America, but you can count on 
China,’’ hugely undermining our stand-
ing and influence in the world. 

That is what was done illegally in 
one weekend. 

A third Trump strategy for amassing 
Executive power is to attack the con-
stitutional power of the courts. The 
Founders gave the courts the power to 
address ‘‘all Cases, in Law and Equity, 
arising under this Constitution,’’ and 
that power includes the ability to 
strike down laws that violate the Con-
stitution. It includes the ability to in-
validate Executive actions that violate 
the laws or violate the Constitution. 
But for the court’s check—this crucial 
check on Executive misuse of power— 
to be effective, the President must fol-
low the decisions of the court, and that 
is why the oath of office is so impor-
tant. You are taking an oath to the 
Constitution that lays out this struc-
ture of accountability. 

But President Trump is stiff-arming 
the court. He is not honoring the Con-
stitution. He is not honoring his oath 
to the Constitution. 

He ignored Federal Judge James 
Boasberg’s order not to deport Ven-
ezuelan immigrants to El Salvador, re-
fusing to keep the planes on the ground 
or turn them around. He ignored the 
judge’s order to provide details regard-
ing the flights to El Salvador. And in a 
stunning stiff-arm to the Supreme 
Court, he refused to facilitate, after a 
9-to-0 Supreme Court decision saying 
he must do so, the return of Kilmar 
Abrego Garcia from El Salvador de-
spite the Court’s order. 

In yet another confrontation with 
the Supreme Court, Vice President 
Vance claimed in February that 
‘‘judges aren’t allowed’’ to check Exec-
utive power. 

Then, in March, Trump called for the 
impeachment of Judge Boasberg, call-
ing him a ‘‘crooked’’ judge, a ‘‘trouble-
maker and agitator.’’ 

What in Trump’s mind is a ‘‘crooked’’ 
judge? One who is actually ruling on 
the law because the last thing Trump 
wants is a judge who honestly rules on 
the law. He wants subservience. 

This call for impeachment of a judge 
provoked a rebuke—a rare rebuke— 
from Chief Justice John Roberts, who 
said: 

Impeachment is not an appropriate re-
sponse to disagreement concerning a judicial 
decision. The normal appellate review proc-
ess exists for that purpose. 

Calm language to address a massive 
constitutional violation. 

Over the last 100 days, Trump has 
brazenly signaled to the courts that 
they should not interfere with his man-
agement of the executive branch. 

A fourth authoritarian strategy by 
Trump is to attack the free press and 
free speech. Benjamin Franklin wrote 
that ‘‘whoever would overthrow the 
liberty of a nation must begin by sub-
duing the freeness of speech.’’ Appar-
ently, President Trump was paying at-
tention because he is seeking to over-
throw the liberty of our Nation, and he 
is trying to subdue the freeness of 
speech. 

One of his tactics is to intimidate the 
free press by suing them. He sued the 
Des Moines Register for an inaccurate 
poll predicting he would lose Iowa. He 
sued CBS News for $10 million because 
he disliked its editing of an interview 
with then-Vice President Kamala Har-
ris on ‘‘60 Minutes.’’ And he sued ABC 
News because George Stephanopoulos 
said on the air that Trump had been 
found liable for ‘‘rape’’ when, in fact, 
he had been found liable not for ‘‘rape’’ 
but for ‘‘sexual assault,’’ under the de-
tail of the law, in the E. Jean Carroll 
lawsuit. 

Trump hasn’t just launched suits; he 
is succeeding in compromising our free 
press. ABC bent the knee, agreeing 
after Trump won and fearing for how 
Trump might misuse Presidential 
power, to pay Trump that $16 million 
to settle the case involving Stephan-
opoulos, even though Trump had, in 
the view of experts, little chance of 
prevailing in court. 

And last week, Bill Owens, the execu-
tive director of ‘‘60 Minutes,’’ resigned, 
citing encroachment of his journalistic 
independence in the face of mounting 
pressure from Paramount, CBS’s par-
ent company, again potentially for fear 
of the misuse of Executive power that 
would compromise the success of Para-
mount. 

A reported possible source of that 
pressure is from Shari Redstone, 
Paramount’s controlling shareholder, 
who is reportedly eager to settle this 
issue to secure the Trump administra-

tion’s approval for the multibillion- 
dollar sale of Paramount to Skydance. 

Trump further pressured the press by 
playing favorites with access to White 
House events, barring the Associated 
Press from the White House press pool 
for continuing to use the name Gulf of 
Mexico instead of Gulf of America. It is 
a style manual question, and Trump 
doesn’t like that a free press can 
choose its own style. 

A judge ruled on April 8 that, under 
the First Amendment, if the govern-
ment opens its doors to some jour-
nalist, it cannot shut those doors to 
other journalists because of their view-
points. The Constitution, the court 
said, requires no less. But a week later, 
the White House was still excluding AP 
from the press pool. 

In yet another action against the 
press, Trump has silenced the Voice of 
America. The Voice of America was 
created to counter propaganda from 
authoritarian governments in the Sec-
ond World War. The Voice of America 
has grown to be a powerful check on 
disinformation from authoritarian gov-
ernments. It broadcasted in 40 lan-
guages, bringing facts to bear against 
that propaganda from those strong- 
man states. 

But now Trump has canceled that 
powerful counter to authoritarian gov-
ernments around the world. 

He is attacking free speech as well as 
the free press. Like many of us here, I 
was in the House Chamber last month 
for Trump’s State of the Union Address 
when he claimed to have ‘‘brought free 
speech back to America.’’ That is com-
pletely wrong. The opposite is true. He 
has sought to end free speech in Amer-
ica, taking control of content at the 
Kennedy Center, the Smithsonian mu-
seums, canceling programs, firing em-
ployees, even scrubbing Federal 
websites simply because of words he 
doesn’t like. 

But most egregiously, Secretary of 
State Marco Rubio is using a 1952 Red 
Scare law—a McCarthyist law—to strip 
students and others of their visas and 
deport them, students like Mahmoud 
Khalil at Columbia University or 
Rumeysa Ozturk of Tufts University. 
Neither was accused of a crime. Both 
had simply exercised free speech. I 
think every Member here would have 
assumed that a student has the right to 
express their opinion on an issue be-
cause we are here in the United States 
of America. 

You know, many of us grew up hear-
ing the phrase: I disagree with what 
you say, but I will defend to the death 
your right to say it. That is the convic-
tion behind free speech. I don’t like 
what you say. What you say even 
makes me angry. But I defend your 
right to say it. I defend your right to 
have that opinion because we live here 
in the United States of America, where 
we honor free speech. 

It is the freedom of the individual, 
and it is an important check on power 
that people can express it, can express 
it without having their documents can-
celed, without being arrested as they 
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leave a classroom, not being swept off 
to some prison halfway across the 
country because you say something the 
government doesn’t like. But all that 
has changed here in the United States 
of America because students who are 
saying things the government doesn’t 
like are being swept off the street and 
transported halfway across the country 
and held in prisons in preparation to 
deport them. 

This particular 1952 Red Scare 
McCarthyist law being used by the Sec-
retary of State says an alien can be ex-
cluded if ‘‘the Secretary of State per-
sonally determines that the alien’s ad-
mission would compromise a compel-
ling [U.S.] foreign policy interest.’’ 

‘‘[A] compelling [U.S.] foreign policy 
interest.’’ 

How does a student expressing an 
opinion on a campus somewhere com-
promise a compelling U.S. foreign pol-
icy interest? Does it compromise our 
foreign policy interests when I say I 
disagree with some foreign policy ven-
ture? I have said it about Democratic 
Presidents, that I disagree with them. I 
have said it about Republican Presi-
dents, that I disagree with them. So 
has virtually every single Member of 
this Chamber. That is freedom of 
speech. And we don’t expect or believe 
that compromises the United States; 
we think it makes it stronger to have 
an actual debate of ideas, opinions ex-
pressed and hopefully considered. 

It is an extraordinary law that came 
from another era where free speech was 
under attack. It is an extraordinary 
power to have vested in one person— 
the Secretary of State—that power to 
punish free speech. It is a chilling at-
tempt to silence free speech that pre-
sents viewpoints out of favor with this 
administration, and it is wrong. It is 
wrong under our Constitution. 

I would hope that every single Mem-
ber of this Chamber would share the 
view that when they hear someone 
speaking with whom they disagree, 
they would still stand and defend that 
person’s right to say it. 

Note that there was no due process 
for students Rubio disfavored, just as 
there was no due process for the Ven-
ezuelan immigrants Trump sent to El 
Salvador. 

‘‘Due process’’—those two words. 
What does it mean? And maybe it 
sounds like legal mumbo-jumbo. Due 
process is the guardian of our freedom. 
It means you cannot be grabbed by the 
government at their will, tossed into a 
van, and thrown into a prison because 
they cannot do so, they cannot take 
away our liberty or our rights without 
a fair, public process. That defends our 
freedom. 

It is about freedom, but this adminis-
tration isn’t about freedom. They are 
about power, authoritarian power, 
about creating a strongman state. If we 
want to preserve freedom, we damn 
well better defend due process vigor-
ously. 

The fifth authoritarian strategy by 
Trump is to target other power centers 

in our communities, including law 
firms and universities. 

Trump has attacked a host of major 
law firms, in some cases hamstringing 
the firms by suspending their national 
security clearances and therefore mak-
ing them unable to represent their cli-
ents in key cases. He has done this to 
punish their past association with indi-
viduals or cases that threatened his 
power or to sway them from using 
their skills, their legal skills, in new 
efforts that might threaten that power. 

The attacks that Trump has 
launched on law firms have generated 
some results. Skadden, Arps and Paul, 
Weiss have capitulated, agreeing, 
among other concessions, to end diver-
sity policies and contribute millions of 
dollars of pro bono work to conserv-
ative clients. It is extortion. That is 
what this administration is involved 
in. They are using the power of the 
Presidency to take away the ability of 
law firms to operate in order to extort 
them to contribute free services to 
causes the President favors. 

Well, these law firms—Skadden, Arps 
and Paul, Weiss—are not alone. As of a 
month ago, nine firms had surrendered, 
nine firms had bent the knee, agreeing 
to provide $1 billion in pro bono legal 
work for causes preferred by this ad-
ministration. Again, it is extortion, 
and it is misuse of the President’s 
power. 

But some of the law firms actually 
believe in an America where a Presi-
dent cannot exercise this sort of extor-
tion. Perkins Coie, Jenner & Block, 
and WilmerHale have fought back. 
They are challenging Trump’s author-
ity to do this. Impressively, more than 
500 other firms have stood with them, 
signing briefs denouncing Trump’s ex-
tortion. 

Trump and his team have also 
pressed to reshape policies at univer-
sities by launching investigations of 
their practices and freezing millions or 
billions in their Federal grants—$510 
million in Federal grants frozen at 
Brown University; $175 million in 
grants frozen at the University of 
Pennsylvania; $210 million frozen at 
Princeton; $2.2 billion in Federal 
grants frozen at Harvard University. 

Some universities, like Columbia 
University, have capitulated. Others, 
like Harvard and Princeton, are fight-
ing back. 

A sincere compliment to Princeton 
President Christopher Eisgruber, who 
published an op-ed in The Atlantic 
when the first attack occurred on Co-
lumbia University. He called on presi-
dents to ‘‘speak up and litigate force-
fully to protect their rights.’’ He said: 
This won’t be the last university that 
is attacked. Not soon after, his own 
university was attacked. He noted that 
this attack on universities is ‘‘the 
greatest threat to American univer-
sities since the Red Scare of the 1950s.’’ 

Looking back on these 100 days and 
these five strategies to convert a ro-
bust Republic, our robust Republic, 
with its checks and balances, into a 

strongman state, it raises a number of 
questions—questions that I hope folks 
will ponder. 

First, Trump nominated a man, Pete 
Hegseth, to be Secretary of Defense 
who is fabulously unqualified for the 
position. He fired several highly capa-
ble, top-tier military leaders, including 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, CQ 
Brown, and the Chief of Naval Oper-
ations, ADM Lisa Franchetti. These 
firings make plain that Trump doesn’t 
value these professionals’ manage-
ment—nonpartisan management of our 
Armed Forces. 

Is Trump seeking to fill these top 
tiers of our military with loyalists? If 
that is what he is up to—replacing 
these highly professional, impartial 
managers of our military enterprise 
with loyalists—what additional author-
itarian risks does this pose for our Re-
public? 

Second, what has the Supreme Court 
unleashed through its Trump v. United 
States decision? Last summer, less 
than a year ago, at the beginning of 
July 2024, the Supreme Court found 
some invisible ink in the Constitution. 
Grab your Constitution. Take a read of 
it. Where does it say in here that the 
President is above the law? 

Our Founders were terrified that a 
President would try to become a King. 
They had just escaped one King; they 
didn’t want another. Instead, they had 
a theory of the world: Equal justice 
under law—equal. For the powerful and 
the nonpowerful, for the rich and the 
nonrich, equal justice under law. 

It is carved into the stone above the 
pillars of the Supreme Court, which, if 
you go out the doors I am pointing out 
to my right and you continue down the 
hallway, there is another set of doors, 
another set of stairs, and you can see 
the Supreme Court straight across 
from here, and you can read ‘‘equal jus-
tice under law.’’ That is the principle. 
But I will tell you what—that Supreme 
Court last year decided no equal justice 
under the law. In fact, the President 
has complete immunity from commit-
ting a crime as long as he calls it a 
government act. 

It is invisible ink in here somewhere, 
but I will tell you, the Founders are 
rolling over in their graves at this be-
trayal of the Constitution by this ma-
jority in the Supreme Court. Think 
about what they have done. You take 
this immunity from being accountable 
under the law and you pair it with par-
don power, and you now have an entire 
executive branch that considers itself 
immune from the law, which helps ex-
plain some of the items I went over be-
fore—how there are deliberate and will-
ful violations of law by this adminis-
tration. 

Quite a challenge for the future of 
our democracy has been created by the 
Supreme Court, but the Supreme Court 
will have a chance to redeem itself. It 
never really considered how the com-
bination of the new power they found 
in invisible ink that a President is 
above the law combined with pardon 
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power has completely destroyed the 
foundation of law in our Nation—an ex-
ecutive that considers itself not ac-
countable. 

A third issue is the stretching of laws 
that really don’t even begin to convey 
the power that Trump has claimed. 

We are all aware of the tariffs that he 
is setting and tearing down day after 
day. Tariffs are up. Tariffs are down. 
Tariffs over here. Exceptions over 
there. Oh, iPhones? Too important. 
Let’s create an exception. Oh, cars are 
too expensive. Let’s create an excep-
tion. Who knows? It is certainly not a 
foundation for companies to invest in 
America because it is chaos. 

He is using the 1977 International 
Emergency Economic Powers Act as a 
legal basis to set tariffs. But read the 
act. It says nothing about powers of 
tariffs, nothing that gives the Presi-
dent the ability to raise and lower tar-
iffs on one fiat after another. It pro-
vides power for sanctions and seizures, 
not tariffs. It has never been used by 
any other President to set tariffs. 

There is no precedent for it, and 
there is no language in the law that 
serves it. 

Or let’s see him reaching further 
back into history, using the 1798 Alien 
Enemies Act. That act was passed 
when our early Members of Congress 
were afraid that France would invade 
the United States, and they wanted to 
be able to deport French citizens who 
might help the French invasion, should 
it occur. 

But Trump is using that as the legal 
basis for deporting Venezuelans, say-
ing: There is an invasion of Ven-
ezuelans. 

Well, clearly there is no invasion by 
the Venezuelan Government. This act 
was used, shamefully, in World War II, 
in particular, to lock up Japanese- 
Americans in concentration camps, and 
it is being used shamefully and inap-
propriately now. 

It raises the question: What other an-
cient law is the President and Russell 
Vought going to dust off and use in a 
way that was never intended? 

Whatever emergency power law—and 
there are 25, several dozen laws that 
provide emergency power—is the Presi-
dent going to dust off and say this 
gives me some additional ability? How 
might those laws be used in ways to re-
inforce the strongman state and erode 
our Nation? 

And might the President invoke the 
power in article II, section 3, a power 
that is in the Constitution that says 
that the President can adjourn Con-
gress? Of course, it was never intended 
to undermine the ability of laws to be 
crafted here or Congress to serve as a 
check on Executive power. It has never 
been used, in fact, by a President ever, 
but what is this President going to do 
with that power? Might he—given how 
he is stretching other laws, 
misapplying them in situations for 
which they were never intended—delib-
erately adjourn Congress to advance 
his goal of the strongman state? 

And let’s ponder a few questions that 
are specific to our Congress. Will 
Trump’s impoundments and rescissions 
destroy the congressional process for 
drafting bipartisan spending bills? For 
fiscal year 2025, the year that started 
last October 1, the Senate Appropria-
tions Committee passed 11 of the 12 
spending bills out of committee in an 
overwhelmingly bipartisan fashion. In 
fact, most of them were passed unani-
mously out of committee. 

That was possible because com-
promises were struck. Compromises 
were the priorities of both parties, 
compromises for priorities of different 
regions of the Nation with different 
concerns. 

Just think about the difference in 
types of natural disasters that strike 
different parts of our country. Some 
States endure hurricanes, others grap-
ple with earthquakes. The Pacific 
Northwest, where I come from, battles 
wildfires. Different parts of the coun-
try have different needs. Different 
parts of the country have desires to 
have those needs met, resulting in 
compromises in these spending bills. 

But if Trump is allowed to impound 
the funds for programs for the prior-
ities of his political opponents of either 
party, then that destroys the founda-
tion for these compromises since no 
Senator can be assured that the deal 
they are striking—you get what you 
need, but you agree to help me get 
what I need for my part of the coun-
try—no one can be assured that that 
compromise will be honored. 

Second, what is the most effective 
way for Congress to confront Trump’s 
authoritarian exercise of power? In the 
second week of March, just a month 
ago, with the authority for government 
spending set to run out on March 15, 
the Senate Democrats had the ability 
to reject the spending bill written by 
the House Republicans that created a 
massive slush fund for Trump to use as 
he pleases to reward or punish specific 
States or specific congressional dis-
tricts. 

Some on the Democratic side of the 
aisle here in the Senate argued Demo-
crats should not block this bill because 
it posed a potential shutdown, and that 
shutdown had political and policy 
risks, given that Trump might love the 
opportunity to operate a shoestring 
government with the President decid-
ing what constitutes essential services. 

Others on the Democratic side of the 
aisle here in the Senate argued dif-
ferently, believing that the risk to our 
Nation was much greater if we let 
Trump’s authoritarian ambitions go 
unopposed and that history teaches us 
that the best time to confront an au-
thoritarian is right away, before he 
amasses even more power. 

Both of these arguments had some 
merit. We will face this decision again 
soon when the existing continuing res-
olution runs out on September 30. That 
will be a critical moment for Congress 
to confront the President and not hand 
him more power. We should be pre-
paring for that moment now. 

A third question specific to the oper-
ation of Congress: Over the next sev-
eral months, the national policy de-
bates are likely to be dominated by Re-
publican pursuit of a reconciliation 
bill, a fancy term for a bill that has a 
special fast-track, simple majority, no 
filibuster path through the Senate. 
This bill is designed to cut $2 trillion 
from programs families use to thrive— 
healthcare, housing, education, good- 
paying jobs—gifts $2 trillion in tax 
breaks to the richest Americans. So 
families lose and billionaires, they win. 
That is the philosophy of this bill. 

It also abandons the use of non-
partisan calculations of how much a 
specific policy will cost and instead de-
cides to engage in smoke and mirrors 
so the American public won’t realize 
what is being done. And it will explode 
the national debt, adding 7 trillion of 
additional debt over 10 years and 52 
trillion of additional debt over 30 
years. Families lose; millionaires win. 
And America’s future is deeply dam-
aged, perhaps drowned in an ocean of 
red ink created by this bill. 

You know, it was stunning at the in-
auguration, the one that happened just 
down this hallway in the Rotunda, to 
see President Trump with a lineup of 
billionaires standing behind him. Some 
countries would call this oligarchs— 
oligarchs standing behind him. 

Will Congress really pass a bill that 
takes away 2 trillion from families to 
give 2 trillion in tax breaks to the very 
richest Americans to buy the support 
of oligarchs? Is that what we are head-
ed to—a strongman state in which Con-
gress acquiesces in buying the support 
of the oligarchs? 

We saw this happen just yesterday 
and today. Amazon was going to put up 
honest impacts on its website saying 
how much Trump’s tariffs would add to 
the cost of products so people could see 
why they were being charged so much 
for things that were much cheaper a 
little while ago, but Trump in this re-
lationship with the oligarchs called up 
Jeff Bezos, the owner of Amazon, and 
said: That is bad for me. Don’t do it. 

Here is what is going on. Trump is 
doing what is good for the oligarchs, 2 
trillion in tax breaks for the richest 
Americans, and then he is asking them 
to do his bidding, and that includes not 
being honest with the American people 
about the impact of his tariffs. 

The first hundred days of Trump’s 
administration has made clear that his 
quest for authoritarian power is a 
threat to the framework of our Con-
stitution, to the separation of powers, 
to the checks and balances that must 
be fiercely resisted, fiercely resisted by 
Congress. 

And I call my colleagues across the 
aisle: Remember your oath is to the 
Constitution. You did not take an oath 
to the President of the United States, 
not to one individual. That is what 
people do when they kneel to a King, 
and we are not a kingdom. We are a Re-
public, fiercely resisted by the courts, 
fiercely resisted by the people through 
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mass action. The press needs to chan-
nel AP, not CBS. The universities need 
to channel Harvard, which is resisting, 
not Columbia that bent the knee. The 
law firms need to channel Perkins 
Coie, not Paul, Weiss, which 
capitulated. 

And to the American people across 
the country who are angry and dis-
turbed by what is happening, who want 
to stop this authoritarian takeover, I 
have three suggestions: 

Get off the couch. You can’t help 
change the world curled up in a fetal 
position on your couch. 

Second, fiercely hold your elected 
representatives accountable with your 
phone calls, with your mail, with your 
demonstrations outside their office. 
Hold your representatives accountable. 
That is what you get to do in a free na-
tion. 

And, third, join affinity groups. 
Being angry and frustrated alone is de-
pressing. Being angry and organized 
with others is energizing and effective. 

Next year, the United States of 
America will celebrate its 250th anni-
versary. Let it be a celebration of our 
determination and our effectiveness in 
confronting and turning back Trump’s 
authoritarian assault, a celebration of 
the reenergization of our constitu-
tional framework and the vision of gov-
ernment by the people, not by the pow-
erful. 

We are participants in a 250-year 
relay of democracy, where the respon-
sibility to govern ourselves has been 
handed from one generation to the 
next. We inherited it from our parents 
and our grandparents. Let’s pass it on 
to your children and our grandchildren. 

When Ben Franklin was leaving the 
Constitutional Convention, he was 
asked: What type of government do we 
have? 

He responded: 
A republic, if you can keep it. 

Let’s keep it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Minnesota. 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, we 

are closing things out here till mid-
night, but I do want to thank my col-
league from Oregon for his passion for 
this country. 

We all do dream of that world where, 
in fact, the people in this country can 
once more have a say in what is hap-
pening; that we do not have this chaos 
that is actually not what they bought 
into. 

I just came back from a 19-county 
trip across my State, and people came 
up to me all the time and said: You 
know, I voted for you, and I voted for 
Donald Trump. But I voted for him be-
cause I thought he was going to bring 
costs down. That is not what is hap-
pening right now. Or I thought he was 
going to do something about housing 
because we don’t have enough housing 
in rural Minnesota. Or I thought he 
was going to do something about 
childcare. 

They actually, understandably, 
thought it because it was the stuff that 

he talked about in the campaign. But 
that is not what has happened in these 
first 100 days. In fact, what do we have? 
We have got costs are up; ask anyone 
in the grocery aisles. Corruption is up; 
look at the budget being proposed, $50 
million in tax cuts for millionaires. 
And, yes, chaos is up. 

Sadly, retirement savings are down. 
When you look at what has been hap-
pening with the market, we haven’t 
seen this kind of decline in the first 100 
days—I don’t think it has been since 
Richard Nixon that we have seen this 
kind of a drop. 

So in his campaign, the President 
promised ‘‘to lower prices on day one.’’ 
Instead, Americans are paying more 
today than we did on January 20. And 
then you look at the tariff taxes: $4,000, 
$4,000 per family, $200 of that an in-
crease in groceries. That is what it is; 
it is a tariff tax. 

At the pharmacy, prescription drugs 
will cost Americans an extra $70 a 
year, and clothing prices will soar 
more than $900 a year. 

Look, Elon Musk is going to be able 
to afford that. Millionaires, billion-
aires, OK, they can afford this doubling 
of certain prescriptions. They can af-
ford things going up at the grocery 
store. Agriculture prices going up like 
they were—they can afford that. But 
regular people, people who aren’t in the 
Trump Cabinet, can’t afford that. 

When you talk to people out there— 
I am not talking about activists, as 
much as I am excited that they are 
showing up at things. I am just talking 
about people that maybe have never 
even gone to a townhall meeting be-
fore. 

I had one case where a farmer was 
sitting next to a woman who had one of 
the signs that said ‘‘This is not nor-
mal.’’ She is right, it is not normal, 
but he didn’t know what that meant. 

He said to her: I am normal. What do 
you mean? 

She said: No, it is not normal. 
Well, he wasn’t an activist. He was 

just someone that is worried that his 
whole life’s work is going to go to 
waste because he is a soybean farmer, 
and that market is going to dry up 
where he sells his soybeans in China 
because, guess what, they are going to 
look to buy from Brazil. 

People are worried about costs and 
their own families. They are worried 
about healthcare access and the impact 
of Trump’s tariff taxes on the econ-
omy; people who live on fixed incomes, 
and suddenly those costs are bal-
looning or they saved in a 401(k) or 
some other retirement savings, and 
that has gone down to where they 
didn’t expect it. Then they try to call 
Social Security to figure out what they 
are going to get or they are getting or 
they have a spouse who died. 

One man who I met with—I could not 
believe his story. He has worked with 
Social Security before. His wife died in 
January after a long illness, and he 
emailed, and they asked for his finger-
print. He couldn’t do that online, but 

he kept emailing. Then he called. Then 
he finally had to drive into Brainerd, 
MN, to get to the office. Then he fi-
nally ended up having to call our of-
fice, and we figured it out for him. 
That is happening now. 

I think about the businesswoman 
Beth Benike from southern Minnesota. 
She is an Army veteran and the owner 
of a little company called Busy Baby 
and this year’s Minnesota Small Busi-
ness Person of the Year. She is feeling 
really good about that. She has a busi-
ness where she gets mats for highchairs 
so these little babies can’t throw 
things over. Many of us who are moms 
remember that. All of a sudden, in 
come those tariffs. 

So some big businesses and their 
CEOs have a red carpet to the White 
House. You know, Tim Cook—I am glad 
he saved his phones. But he is able to 
make a call to the President at any 
time, and he can go in there. Beth 
Benike at Busy Baby doesn’t know the 
President’s number. She can’t just 
waltz in there. She can’t just go and 
make a call and make sure that they 
are going to take care and make an ex-
emption for her Busy Baby gear. 

Maybe the other ones got to go to 
that special, secret investment meet-
ing at J.P. Morgan with the Treasury 
Secretary. That soybean farmer at the 
townhall meeting was not invited to 
that meeting. The owner of Busy Baby 
was not invited to that meeting. So 
they don’t actually know. Maybe they 
revealed what countries are close to 
trade agreements. 

Today, the Commerce Secretary 
claimed he has an agreement with a se-
cret country—his words—secret agree-
ment. But my constituents who are liv-
ing on the margin, who, maybe because 
of input costs for their business or 
their farms or their ranches or because 
of a weather event for farmers or be-
cause of avian flu for some of our poul-
try producers—they are just on the 
edge. They are on the edge, and they 
just barely make it every year or 
maybe one year, they have a really 
good year. 

But these tariffs for them came out 
of nowhere. They actually never would 
have believed that this would have 
been going on as long as it has. 

You know, one of the problems is 
that even if it gets fixed, a lot of those 
markets may not come back because 
we have become undependable to other 
countries. 

If we continue along this path, as we 
have already seen—the farmers told 
me: Sometimes, because we need con-
sistency, we figure out what crop we 
are going to plant, what seeds we are 
going to plant. But we are really not 
sure. It is a guess for us now because 
we don’t know about soybeans with 
China or ethanol—40 percent goes to 
Canada. But we don’t know which ones 
we are going to get the trade agree-
ment with. 

They need consistency. 
So what happens when they don’t 

have that consistency? Well, they 
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freeze their investments. They don’t 
buy new stock. They kind of keep what 
they have. Who loses out? Customers 
will lose out, yes, but the people that 
work there lose out. They start laying 
people off. That is what you are seeing. 
There are more announcements today 
about laying people off. 

The supply chains get messed up. 
They don’t know—one of my major 
manufacturers, about 20 percent of 
their parts come from China, but they 
employ nearly 10,000 people in America, 
and they put stuff together. They don’t 
know which parts are going to be avail-
able or not because they probably don’t 
get them directly from one company. 
They don’t get them directly from 
China; they get them from someone in 
the middle who doesn’t know if they 
are going to get them. There is an in-
credibly complex supply chain in this 
country. 

We learned during the pandemic the 
hard way, the sad way, what happens 
when that supply chain gets messed up. 
If just one thing is missing, a piece of 
a part that goes on some furniture 
manufactured in North Carolina, but 
they need some parts from somewhere 
else, then you can’t have it at the room 
and board in Minneapolis. That is what 
got messed up during that time with 
the supply chains. 

Those were the simplest examples. 
When you have this intricate supply 

chain, as leaders of this country, when 
we take out things like tariffs, we do it 
in a targeted fashion, but we also do it 
in a smart way, and the best way to do 
it is with trade agreements. 

One of the things that always con-
fused me about the President going 
after Canada the way he has—we con-
gratulate Prime Minister Carney, who 
just won his election. One of the things 
that really confused me about these at-
tacks on one of our biggest allies, the 
incredible country of Canada—the at-
tack of calling it our 51st State—it was 
this country, Canada, that fought 
alongside our soldiers in two world 
wars; it was this country, Canada, that 
was there as the first ones on the 
ground outside of America after 9/11; it 
was this country, Canada, that, on 
their Embassy, had draped for years, 
when others sometimes didn’t even 
want to admit they were America’s 
friend, ‘‘friend, ally, partner.’’ That is 
the country you are going to mess 
around with? 

In my State, it is the top trading 
partner, and it actually eclipses the 
next three added together. This is the 
State—my State—that is the fourth 
biggest ag-exporting State in the coun-
try, that has multiple Fortune 500 com-
panies but also has very successful 
small- and medium-size businesses. 

So that is the messing around and 
the chaos we are talking about. That 
creates a situation where some of our 
best friends who love coming to Amer-
ica for vacations—they will go to Min-
nesota to go fishing even though they 
have a lot of lakes in Canada. They will 
go to Vegas. They will go to our na-

tional parks. They will go to New York 
City. They will go to see one of their 
Canadian hockey teams play an Amer-
ican hockey team. But do you know 
what is happening now? They are not 
just booing at those hockey games. 
What is happening now is they are can-
celing their trips, so they are not com-
ing at all. It is viewed as a sign of pa-
triotism because of what President 
Trump has been saying about the peo-
ple in their country. They are pre-
dicting a 70-percent reduction in Cana-
dians coming to America. 

I was just up in a small town on the 
North Shore of Lake Superior in Min-
nesota. They have already seen like 15 
percent down in just 1 month in border 
crossings. Average tourists, when they 
visit from another country, spend 
$4,000 in our country. That is going to 
restaurants—waitresses, waiters, jobs, 
chefs. That is money spent on going to 
small community theaters or going to 
the Mall of America in Bloomington, 
MN. That has a huge number, in nor-
mal—normal—conditions, of Canadian 
visitors. 

That is the mess just with one coun-
try. I could use similar examples with 
Mexico—40 percent of corn to Mexico. I 
could use examples from some of our 
best allies—Japan, South Korea, Eu-
rope—countries that have stood with 
us through thick and thin. But just 
slap a tariff on it, and say it is paused 
but keep it in place. What is this going 
to do to, yes, our national security but 
also to our relations with the rest of 
the world? 

That is why, when you see these pub-
lic opinion polls, two-thirds of Ameri-
cans say they don’t like these tariffs or 
tariff taxes across the board—so many 
polls in the last week assessing these 
100 days. Americans say they don’t like 
the way Donald Trump has handled 
this economy—nearly two-thirds of 
them say that. His approval rating is 
down to lower than any President in 
the last 80 years since they started to 
do polling. People have noticed. It is 
their livelihoods. 

Unfortunately—I would love to tell 
them: Hey, that is going to turn around 
tomorrow. They have these secret 
deals. They are going to negotiate. 

I don’t actually believe that any-
more. I never really did. 

But then to compound everything, 
you have this billionaire budget going 
on. To pay for these tax cuts—I think 
it is $37 trillion total in 30 years, but 
when you take out the tax cuts for peo-
ple making under $400,000—some of the 
ones that I strongly support—when you 
take those out, you are left with about 
$25 trillion. You have $25 trillion added 
debt in those 30 years. 

What is it all about? How are we 
going to find ways they think will pay 
for these tax cuts for these millionaires 
and billionaires? Well, why not do it on 
the backs of working Americans? Be-
cause that is the proposal from over in 
the House, where they have suggested 
hundreds of millions of dollars—some-
thing like $800 billion—$800 billion. And 

the way they have done it, the Con-
gressional Budget Office has looked at 
it, and they say the only way this will 
work is if you make reductions to Med-
icaid. Eighty million Americans are on 
Medicaid. In my State, one out of two 
people in nursing homes is on Med-
icaid. One out of five people overall in 
our State is on Medicaid for their 
healthcare. 

One constituent from Mora, MN, told 
me that Medicaid helps her afford a di-
rect-support professional for one of her 
daughters who has a complex develop-
mental disability. You have people who 
are in nursing homes. 

This is what is interesting about this. 
It is not just our seniors who are on 
Medicaid; it is our family members. 
When my dad got sick late in his life— 
he lived into his nineties—he was in a 
nursing home. I knew exactly the day 
his savings were going to run out. We 
calculated it because we knew that the 
place he was staying didn’t take Med-
icaid. I knew the exact day, the exact 
week, the exact month we were going 
to move him. We were going to move 
him to Catholic Charities. They said 
they would take him. It was about a 
year after he died that that date hit, 
but I knew that date. So many families 
know exactly what I am talking about. 
That is real—if we start messing 
around with Medicaid—the effect that 
is going to have on families. 

Then there is food assistance, which 
is big-time on the chopping block. I 
think the farm bill estimates for the 
Senate bill would be about $1 billion 
down, but in the House, it is $230 bil-
lion. Food assistance for 42 million 
Americans, including 16 million chil-
dren, 8 million seniors, and 1 million 
veterans is on the chopping block. 

If you cut that in this reconciliation 
bill, if that gets cut under the Trump 
budget and it gets transferred to the 
States—Texas alone—let’s say you 
have 20 percent. That is a number that 
was thrown out in the House. Texas 
would have to take out of the State 
budget over $1 billion. This is in part 
because of the escalating costs of gro-
ceries—$18 billion overall for the Na-
tion. 

When we talk about costs being up, 
we talk about real people, not just 
what is happening with Wall Street and 
the shock it meant to the market and 
the stocks going down. It is real people 
and their livelihoods. 

What else is up? Chaos is up. Yes, the 
billionaires’ budget is cruel, but so is 
the chaos that people are experiencing 
every day. 

Social Security—I used that one ex-
ample already. They proposed stopping 
phone service on a number of Social 
Security claims. There was so much 
pushback from AARP and seniors, I 
heard that they rolled it back some, 
but it still does not allow the phone an-
swerers for certain things. 

I mentioned the widower, the 79-year- 
old from Crosslake who couldn’t get 
the Social Security benefits after his 
wife died. That is unacceptable. 
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They have also attacked food safety 

inspections, cutting medical research 
out there, of course, when all those 
probationary employees were fired and 
then, of course, brought back because 
of court orders because this wasn’t 
legal, because we in Congress, Demo-
crats and Republicans—a Republican- 
run House and a Democratic-run Sen-
ate—had actually authorized that 
money and put a budget together that 
passed the Congress and was signed 
into law. 

Servicemembers, classified battle 
plans on unclassified Signal chats, re-
leasing the address of a secret CIA fa-
cility, sharing the names of 200 CIA of-
ficers in an unclassified email, plan-
ning to lay off 80,000 employees from 
the Department of Veterans Affairs— 
that will, of course, increase wait 
times. You can’t decimate this. You 
could—as a CEO would do, you could go 
in there and say: OK. How can I do 
more with less? Where do I want to 
move employees? What are my impor-
tant priorities? 

That is not what happened. DOGE 
came in there and did this before most 
of those Cabinet members were even in. 

When our soldiers sign up to serve, 
when people in this country want to 
serve our country, there is not a wait-
ing line; and when they come home to 
the United States of America and they 
need their benefits, they need a job, 
they need healthcare, they need a place 
to live, there should never be a waiting 
line in the United States of America. 

But no amount of chaos has blinded 
Americans to this issue of corruption. 
There have been attacks on the rule of 
law, attacks on our Constitution, at-
tacks on our system of checks and bal-
ances. Of course, as I have discussed be-
fore, one of the President’s first acts 
was to pardon those who attacked law 
enforcement heroes, who defended our 
democracy and the Capitol on January 
6. He has used our justice system to re-
ward friends and punish who he con-
siders his enemies. I have multiple ex-
amples of this. 

I think of one guy Chris Krebs, who 
was running the Agency that made 
sure that our cyber was safe, that our 
elections were safe. He did this during 
the last Trump administration, and he 
did a good job. He worked with the 
military, and he came out of this and 
said after that election that, in fact, it 
was a safe election. It was exactly what 
Bill Barr, President Trump’s Attorney 
General at the time, said—that it was 
safe. This made the President mad. He 
fired Chris Krebs. All of a sudden, just 
in the last month, he mentions Chris 
Krebs again—the guy who had the au-
dacity to make sure that our elections 
were not broken into by a foreign coun-
try, that we didn’t have data stolen— 
and he says he should be investigated. 

Or how about the taking away of se-
curity clearances on people whom he 
doesn’t like? Or how about just decid-
ing ‘‘this university I am going to go 
after, not this one. I will go after that 
one. I will go after that one.’’ One of 

the things I have seen that I believe we 
didn’t see at the beginning of all of this 
that is worth noting is more and more 
other universities that aren’t being 
targeted have come together, all sign-
ing a letter saying: No. This isn’t right. 
Or law firms, the ones who aren’t being 
targeted, saying: Wait a minute. This 
isn’t the rule of law. You should be 
able to represent clients even if they 
are people you don’t agree with. 

I have been at law firms. I know what 
this is like. I may not agree with every 
client that our law firm represented. 
And I have also been in politics. I 
might not like a story that was written 
about me. I might not like what has 
happened in a certain race, but I don’t 
go after the media and say that they 
are enemies of the state, which is what 
the President’s FBI Director did. 

The President has also—as you know, 
while the administration has agreed 
with some court orders—OK. Great. It 
is important for probably most of 
them—they just pick out ones they are 
not going to agree with here and there. 
That is not how the law works. 

Access to personal financial data 
that was given to Elon Musk and ille-
gally firing independent watchdogs 
from the Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau and the Consumer Product 
Safety Commission to inspectors gen-
eral, to the FTC. Why would you fire 
the very people who are rooting out the 
waste and fraud that you claim you 
want to root out? In 2023 alone—I will 
use the example of the FTC—the FTC 
returned more than $330 million to con-
sumers who lost money from scams and 
deceptive business practices. 

We always had a Commission and 
Commissioners from both parties. They 
didn’t always agree on everything, but 
it was actually a functioning Agency. 
They are actually the ones who are 
bringing that case against Meta right 
now, which was supported by both Re-
publican and Democratic Commis-
sioners. Unfortunately, the President 
fired the two Democratic Commis-
sioners illegally. They are contesting 
it, but that happened. 

Another example: Since it was estab-
lished just 14 years ago, the Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau has re-
turned more than $21 billion to Ameri-
cans. Why would you want to get rid of 
that? President Trump is attacking 
these consumer watchdogs while giving 
Musk deals and while giving tax breaks 
and tariff exemptions to those who just 
happen to have a connection to be able 
to get them. 

This is not what the American people 
voted for. The American people might 
disagree greatly on issues, but they did 
not vote for costs going up. That is for 
certain. They wanted costs to go down. 
They did not vote for someone who is 
engaging in: Hey, I am going to get rid 
of this person because I don’t like him. 
I am going to cut off this grant because 
I don’t like it. I don’t like this pro-
gram, even though Congress authorized 
it. Even though it is illegal to stop it, 
I am going to try. 

They didn’t vote for that, and they 
certainly didn’t vote for this chaos. 
Life is hard enough right now without 
having this chaos. 

So what is happening? The courts 
and the Congress are constituents. 
That is what is happening. So when 
you look at these court cases across 
the country, there have been over 200 
so far. There have been over 100 in-
stances where judges—and this is real-
ly important to know that there are 
major cases handled by judges ap-
pointed by President Trump himself 
where those judges said: No. This is 
wrong. Under our laws, this is wrong 
and under our Constitution. 

There have been cases by Bush judges 
and, yes, Reagan judges, including a 
very recent one by Judge Wilkinson, 
who is a revered conservative judge on 
the circuit court, who upheld the dis-
trict court’s decision and said the dis-
trict court judge had done the right 
thing under the law when it came to 
the wrongful deportation of a man who 
they have now admitted was a mistake. 
They have made very clear that he 
shouldn’t have been deported, that it 
was a mistake. Then when they tell 
him that they should, in fact, remedy 
their mistake by bringing him back 
and U.S. Senator CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
actually went to the country to get his 
constituent and was able to meet with 
him, it became very clear they could 
get that guy who was mistakenly de-
ported back. That is called when you 
follow the law and you do the right 
thing, because, in America, the Presi-
dent is not King. The law is King. 

How else do we hold them account-
able? Congress. We are holding people 
accountable when we do oversight 
hearings, but now we just avoid it. We 
hold them accountable when we have 
votes, just like had happened on the 
Canada tariff bill that Senators KAINE 
and WARNER and I put forward. It basi-
cally said the President didn’t have the 
authority to say there was an emer-
gency at the Canadian border, because 
there wasn’t. Four of our Republican 
colleagues stood up—Senators COLLINS 
and MURKOWSKI, whose States border 
with Canada, and then Senator RAND 
PAUL and Senator MITCH MCCONNELL, 
in Kentucky, which does a lot of ag. I 
know they have a lot of soybeans; they 
have a lot of exports; they also have 
bourbon that was being taken off the 
shelves, Kentucky bourbon, in the 
country of Canada. They understand 
that that is really hitting their con-
stituents in a big way, and they stood 
up when it came to tariffs. It passed. 
Now it is sitting over there in the 
House of Representatives in the Speak-
er’s freezer somewhere next to the fro-
zen peas. I don’t know, but nothing is 
happening right now on that, and it 
should, because we should actually 
have votes on this. Then if the Presi-
dent wants to veto it, go ahead. Then 
we could override his veto if people 
stood up, and this madness would stop 
about the Canadian tariffs. We could go 
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back. We are not saying we don’t nego-
tiate things. Negotiate them in the re-
authorization of the USMCA, which 
was one of the President’s crown jewels 
when he negotiated that. I supported 
it. But why not do it that way instead 
of rubberstamping everything that he 
does? 

We are also doing this with our con-
stituents by our side, and this means, 
to me, yes, some of the loudest voices 
in the room with the big townhalls and 
people at the microphone. Someone I 
ran into the other day who was not 
used to politics called them open mic 
events. Yeah, those are happening, but 
what is more important to me is some 
of the smaller ones in small towns of 
1,000 people, in rural towns, with people 
showing up from local businesses, with 
people showing up from the Farmers 
Union, from the Farm Bureau, with 
people explaining what is going on in 
their lives in a real way, people telling 
the stories of trying to call Social Se-
curity. Or the two women I met who 
are in the middle of cancer trials that 
have been incredibly successful, and no 
one gave them a chance to live at the 
University of Minnesota, and they 
went through this cancer trial, and 
now they don’t know what is going to 
happen because, while some of those 
cuts were put off, when you start 
threatening the universities, when you 
start threatening the funding that 
makes those cancer trials possible, 
when you have so much chaos and you 
want people to leave and you gave 
them all these buyouts and you say: 
Please go away, they are going to find 
other jobs, especially people in the 
medical profession where we know it is 
hard to keep people because they have 
other opportunities. 

That word ‘‘opportunity’’ is really 
what people ask me about. What do 
you think we are not talking about 
enough when it comes to this chaos? 
You know, maybe we are not talking 
enough about what is going on in the 
world. I think people are starting to do 
that. But I think what people are not 
talking enough about is this oppor-
tunity that we are squandering away 
because of the mapping of the human 
genome. 

Because of the investments Demo-
crats and Republicans made together 
the last 11 years, every year we have 
increased funding to NIH—this incred-
ible development of personalized medi-
cine. So when you find out you have 
cancer, they can better figure out what 
your treatment should be and try to 
use the least invasive procedure pos-
sible, as happened to me, so that you 
can get through this with the breast 
cancer, with a lumpectomy, and you 
can get through it with just 5 days of 
radiation. You can be back at work 
that night. You may be a little tired, 
but you can. 

That never would have happened 20 
years ago. I don’t know if I would even 
have been standing here. But because 
we invested as a country in the tech-
nology and in the work that had to be 

done, we are where we are, and now we 
are on the cusp, thanks to that map-
ping of the human genome, the person-
alized medicine, all the information we 
are gathering, and, yes, AI, if done and 
used professionally and ethically. We 
are on the cusp of leading the world 
again when it comes to curing rare dis-
eases and when it comes to the next 
great big thing. 

But that is not going to happen if we 
suddenly pull back, and people start 
quitting all of our research facilities 
and go do their clinical trials in other 
countries because it is more depend-
able, which is what is happening right 
now. That is not going to happen if 
FDA inspectors—which it is very hard 
to get these doctors and medical pro-
fessionals who can look at medical de-
vices and make a decision. That is not 
all going to happen if they start leav-
ing because of the negativity coming 
from the White House about their 
work, because of the forced departures, 
because the incentives put in place 
cannot keep them there, which is what 
we should be doing rather than 
incentivizing them to leave. 

On the day of the inauguration, I had 
the opportunity to speak for, like, 4 
minutes, and I picked every word real-
ly carefully. I knew it was an impor-
tant event. I knew what my role was— 
I would have done it no matter who 
won—but on that day, I made three 
points, and I think they are still more 
relevant than ever. I wanted to pick 
three things that I thought would 
stand the test of time. 

The first was that, before this and 
certainly now, our democracy has been 
a hot mess. There is a mess of division, 
and I think it has gotten much worse. 
But it is our job as citizens, especially 
as elected Representatives, to be the 
‘‘shelter from the storm,’’ to quote Bob 
Dylan, a great Minnesotan. A shelter 
from the storm—that is what our de-
mocracy should be: a place where peo-
ple civilly debate things and come up 
with a compromise and get through all 
this, and it is still on all of us, espe-
cially in the U.S. Senate—what has 
been called the world’s great delibera-
tive body—to do that. 

The second thing: In America, the in-
auguration is not held in a gilded pal-
ace. It is not held in an executive office 
building. It is held in the ‘‘People’s 
House.’’ It is held in the Congress for a 
reason because we have three equal 
branches of government. That means 
we have a court that decides the law. 
That means we have a Congress that 
should be able to show its weight. And 
all of these Representatives, duly 
elected in each State and each congres-
sional district over in the House—and 
show its authority on behalf of the peo-
ple whom we represent. That means 
taking on these tariffs and votes. That 
means making sure this is a fair budget 
for the people of this country. 

And the third and final thing that I 
believe will stand the test of time is, 
remember that day in the Rotunda and 
there were all those powerful billion-

aires in that room and there were also 
the people’s representatives in that 
room, but the thing that we had in 
common, from a freshman Member of 
the House of Representatives to the 
President of the United States that 
day, is the power did not come from 
within that room; the power came from 
outside of that room, from the people. 

So what you are seeing right now in 
the form of, yes, townhalls, also in the 
form of rallies, yes, but also in the 
form of regular people writing our of-
fices, burning up the phone lines, show-
ing up at events, talking to you at a 
grocery store, talking to you on Main 
Street, and they are saying: This is not 
OK, Senator; this is not OK, Represent-
ative; I need you to do something 
about it. That is the power of the peo-
ple from outside this building. That is 
the power of the people who gave us 
the honor of serving in this building. 

So as we look at these first 100 days 
of this chaos, of these costs going up, 
of the retirement funds going down, we 
still have to remember why we are 
here. So instead of throwing our hands 
up in the air, either side, and saying: 
Oh, what can I do? This is our moment 
in the U.S. Senate to stand up, our mo-
ment to stand up on tariffs, our mo-
ment to stand up on this budget. All we 
need is, like, four Republicans in the 
House of Representatives to stand up 
and say ‘‘enough is enough’’ and listen 
to their constituents instead of 
rubberstamping what this President 
wants. This is truly our moment to do 
that. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

REMEMBERING JAY BYERS 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, on 

Maundy Thursday, the Lord called 
home one of Iowa’s best and brightest 
civic leaders and a beloved husband and 
father. A native son of northwest Iowa, 
Jay Byers passed away at age 54. 

Maundy is derived from the Latin 
term mandatum, which means com-
mandment. On the night before His be-
trayal and arrest, Jesus gave his disci-
ples a ‘‘new commandment’’ to love 
one another as he had loved them, 
John 13:34. By all accounts, Jay’s life 
was deeply rooted in servant leader-
ship. He lived his life in service to his 
family and to others, sharing his out-
sized leadership gifts to make his com-
munity, his alma mater, and his State 
a better place. 

I was honored to know Jay for sev-
eral decades—first, as a congressional 
staffer to Congressman Leonard Bos-
well and later as he joined and eventu-
ally took the helm of the Greater Des 
Moines Partnership. In this leadership 
capacity, our paths would cross many 
times over the course of a decade to 
collaborate on issues important to the 
11 counties and affiliated chambers for 
whom he spearheaded priorities, in-
cluding the partnership’s annual visit 
to Washington, DC. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:49 Apr 30, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00044 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G29AP6.084 S29APPT1rf
re

de
ric

k 
on

 L
A

P
8L

Y
D

4G
3P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2657 April 29, 2025 
Through these meetings, I was im-

pressed by Jay’s professionalism, en-
ergy, and ability to motivate others 
around him to find common ground for 
the common good. You might say he 
was a force of nature who lifted up oth-
ers through sheer grit and determina-
tion. I could always spot him in a 
crowd wearing his signature bow tie. 
When he served as president and CEO 
of the Greater Des Moines Partnership, 
the organization experienced unprece-
dented growth, expanding to more than 
6,500 members. That growth enabled 
Jay to flex political muscle and put in 
the work to achieve game-changing in-
vestment in the metropolitan area, in-
cluding recreational amenities, job 
growth, and big-ticket infrastructure 
wins, including the new Des Moines 
International Airport terminal. 

A couple of years ago, Jay took on a 
new challenge to become president of 
his alma mater Simpson College in 
Indianola. Once again, Jay brought the 
Midas touch and made an immediate 
impact with faculty, staff, students, 
and alumni. During his first year on 
the job, Simpson saw its largest first- 
year student enrollment in more than 
a decade and increased first-year stu-
dent retention. I have no doubt that 
Jay’s energy was contagious on cam-
pus. He leaned into the Wesleyan val-
ues of faith, learning, and service in his 
professional and personal life. 

His character, work ethic, and loy-
alty were shaped from an early age. 
From his days as a musician and an 
athlete in high school to playing intra-
mural games as a law student at the 
University of Iowa, to what probably 
seemed like herding cats in the capital 
city of Des Moines, Jay embodied the 
Lord’s commandment: to see the good-
ness in others and to love one another. 

His distinguished accomplishments 
and professional accolades were hard- 
earned and well-deserved. As the dean 
of the Iowa congressional delegation, I 
am proud to say Jay made Iowa a bet-
ter place. 

Barbara and I extend our sympathies 
to the Byers family and loved ones, in-
cluding his wife Katie and daughters 
Sophie and Charlotte. May the ones he 
loved the most, and who are hurting 
the most with their loss, find peace in 
knowing this servant of the Lord is 
resting in Eternal peace. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, had I 
been present and voting on rollcall 
vote No. 210, motion to invoke cloture 
on Executive Calendar No. 75, Lt. Gen. 
John D. Caine (Retired) to be Major 
General in the Air Force, I would have 
voted yea. 

Had I been present and voting on 
rollcall vote No. 211, confirmation of 
Executive Calendar No. 75, Lt. Gen. 
John D. Caine (Retired) to be Major 
General in the Air Force, I would have 
voted yea. 

Had I been present and voting on 
rollcall vote No. 212, motion to invoke 

cloture on Executive Calendar No. 74, 
Lt. Gen. John D. Caine (Retired) to be 
General for appointment as Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, I would 
have voted yea. 

Had I been present and voting on 
rollcall vote No. 213, confirmation of 
Executive Calendar No. 74, Lt. Gen. 
John D. Caine (Retired) to be General 
for appointment as Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, I would have 
voted yea. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, 
earlier today, I was unable to vote on 
Executive Calendar No. 80, David 
Perdue to be Ambassador to the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China, due to my at-
tendance as ranking member at a Sen-
ate Veterans’ Affairs Committee hear-
ing on mental health care for veterans. 
I would have opposed Mr. Perdue’s con-
firmation had I been present for the 
vote, rollcall vote No. 215. 

f 

RECOGNIZING APRIL 29 AS 
#ENDJEWHATRED DAY 

Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Mr. President, 
I rise today to recognize 
#EndJewHatred Day and to affirm my 
unwavering support for the Jewish 
community in Florida, across the 
United States, and around the world. 
For millennia, the Jewish people have 
preserved their religious, cultural, and 
ethnic identity in the face of persecu-
tion, enslavement, genocide, discrimi-
nation, and unimaginable adversity. 
Since the arrival of the first Jewish 
immigrants to America in 1654, Jewish 
Americans have made extraordinary 
contributions to every facet of Amer-
ican life—strengthening our culture, 
economy, and society. 

This alarming trend has inspired a 
growing grassroots civil rights move-
ment, End Jew Hatred, dedicated to 
making antisemitism and Jew-hatred 
unacceptable in contemporary Amer-
ican society. This movement empowers 
Jews to live openly and proudly, cele-
brating their heritage without fear of 
discrimination or attack. On April 29, 
2022, the first official #EndJewHatred 
Day was recognized, marking a na-
tional commitment to ending anti- 
Semitism and building a future free 
from hatred and bigotry. 

Today, I join in that commitment. 
We must stand firmly against anti- 
Semitism in all its forms, affirm the 
inherent dignity of every individual, 
and ensure that the lessons of history 
are never forgotten. Therefore, I am 
proud to recognize April 29 as 
#EndJewHatred Day, and I call upon 
all Americans to condemn Jew-hatred, 
to speak out against anti-Semitism, 
and to work toward a future of respect, 
security, and freedom for the Jewish 
people. 

TRIBUTE TO SENIOR MASTER 
SERGEANT MARTHA ADELAJA 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. President, 
I rise today to honor a great American 
and an exceptional member of the U.S. 
Air Force, SMSgt Martha Adelaja. 

A true champion for our Nation and 
expert communicator, this New York 
native and Spelman College graduate 
brings 21 years of distinguished uni-
formed service. She has consistently 
demonstrated exemplary leadership 
and an unparalleled ability to navigate 
complex legislative landscapes in serv-
ice to our country and the 116th, 117th, 
118th, and 119th U.S. Congresses. She 
left an indelible mark as the first bi-
cameral Department of the Air Force 
legislative liaison, providing that vital 
link between Congress and the Depart-
ment as she effectively advocated for 
critical defense priorities. Throughout 
her military career, she has dem-
onstrated exceptional and unrivaled 
airmanship and is the epitome of what 
a noncommissioned officer should be. 
As an Army combat veteran prior to 
her transition to the Air Force in 2007, 
her career spans two services in numer-
ous of positions critical to U.S. defense 
and its national security interests 
worldwide. 

As a legislative liaison and action of-
ficer in the Department of the Air 
Force’s Senate liaison division, she ad-
vised Department senior leadership and 
helped develop strategic engagement 
opportunities to advance U.S. Air 
Force and U.S. Space Force priorities. 
Her leadership facilitated seamless col-
laboration on behalf of the Department 
of the Air Force across 62 congressional 
offices, serving as the principal Air 
Force liaison to 17 Senators and their 
respective staffs. She supported numer-
ous engagements and delegations span-
ning 150 Senators, Congressmen, and 
staffers to showcase Department equi-
ties in the United States and abroad. 
Most notably, her strategic acumen 
was instrumental in navigating con-
gressional concerns regarding the Air 
Force’s divestment of 261 legacy air-
craft and securing $2.6 billion in cost 
savings, significantly strengthening 
the Air Force and Senate relations 
prior to congressional hearings. Her ef-
forts synchronized nine Department of 
the Air Force directorates with 98 con-
gressional staffers for modernization 
efforts and ensured the Department of 
the Air Force’s support of the National 
Defense Strategy in our return to 
Great Power Competition. 

Senior Master Sergeant Adelaja 
spearheaded international delegations 
of congressional members, showcasing 
critical Air Force capabilities and 
strengthening partnerships at key 
events like the bicameral Reagan Na-
tional Defense Forum. Through her 
tireless efforts, Senior Master Sergeant 
Adelaja secured direct engagement be-
tween Members of Congress and key de-
cision-makers, including the Secretary 
of the Air Force, resulting in successful 
advancements of critical Air Force ini-
tiatives. Drawing on her deep under-
standing of Space Force requirements, 
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Senior Master Sergeant Adelaja suc-
cessfully championed the Department 
of the Air Force’s position on future 
space-based missile warning capabili-
ties, ensuring congressional alignment 
on this critical national security pri-
ority. 

Finally, as the sole enlisted rep-
resentative in the Department of the 
Air Force Senate liaison office, she ef-
fectively advocated for Department 
priorities. Collaborating with U.S. 
Space Command she arranged seven 
visits to Colorado Space Force bases in 
2024 for key decision-makers, high-
lighting the quality-of-life concerns of 
guardians. Her efforts secured a signifi-
cant $42.9 billion investment in qual-
ity-of-life programs, including a 4.5- 
percent pay raise. Due to her direct in-
volvement and stewardship, Members 
of Congress were able to make in-
formed decisions and ensured the De-
partment of the Air Force was properly 
resourced and funded. 

After serving in this crucial role and 
becoming a fixture on Capitol Hill, 
SMSgt Martha Adelaja will move on to 
serve as the congressional liaison for 
the newly established Integrated Capa-
bilities Command, Headquarters Air 
Force, Pentagon, Arlington, VA. She 
has sacrificed much in service to our 
Nation. I am thankful for Martha’s 
service and her work with my office 
and the Senate over the past year on 
issues of vital importance to the de-
fense of the United States. I salute this 
American patriot whose selfless service 
has kept our country safe and strong. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO CAPTAIN SCOTT 
KRUEGER 

∑ Mr. BANKS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to recognize and congratulate 
Captain Scott Krueger on the comple-
tion of his tenure as president of the 
Indiana State Police Alliance. As presi-
dent, Captain Krueger represented over 
1,200 active Indiana State Troopers. 

Captain Krueger has proudly served 
the State of Indiana for 25 years, fol-
lowing in the footsteps of his father as 
a dedicated member of the Indiana 
State Police. 

The Indiana State Police Alliance 
champions the values of integrity, su-
perior quality, outstanding service, 
teamwork, mutual respect, and ac-
countability. It is clear why Captain 
Krueger was chosen to lead this es-
teemed organization; he not only un-
derstands these values, he embodies 
them. 

On behalf of a grateful State, I thank 
Captain Krueger for his service and 
leadership. Indiana is better and safer 
because of his dedication. I wish you 
the very best in your continued ca-
reer.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO LOUISE ‘‘SAMMIE’’ 
MCCLELLAND 

∑ Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I cele-
brate Louise ‘‘Sammie’’ McClelland, 

who turned 105 years old this month on 
April 14. She still lives on her own and 
spends her days reading, swimming, 
and attending mass. You would hardly 
guess she is Jefferson Davis Parish’s 
oldest resident. 

Her joy and adventurous spirit have 
not dimmed despite living through 
some of the most difficult periods in 
American history. During the Great 
Depression, Mrs. McClelland helped her 
family by sewing clothes, gardening, 
fishing, cooking, and caring for her 
younger siblings. 

Mrs. McClelland later left home to 
pursue a degree at LSU and, subse-
quently, an impressive teaching career. 
She served her community for 35 years 
as a teacher, educating the next gen-
eration of Louisiana’s leaders. 

Now living in Elton, LA, Mrs. 
McClelland remains steadfast in her 
faith and thankful that the Lord con-
tinues to bless her with the things and 
people she needs to live well. Mrs. 
McClelland’s fearlessness and hard 
work, combined with her deep faith in 
God, make her a true embodiment of 
what makes Louisiana so wonderful, 
and we could all learn from her exam-
ple. 

When asked the secret to her long 
life, she replied, ‘‘Eat right, follow 
God’s rule, and exercise.’’ What great 
advice.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING BLOOMSBURY FARM 

∑ Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, as chair 
of the Senate Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship, each 
week I recognize an outstanding Iowa 
small business that exemplifies the 
American entrepreneurial spirit. This 
week, it is my privilege to recognize 
Bloomsbury Farm of Atkins, IA, as the 
Senate Small Business of the Week. 

In 1995, Karen and Dave Petersen 
opened Bloomsbury Farm on their 2,000 
acres, which has been in Dave’s family 
since 1856. In addition to farming corn 
and soybeans, Karen expanded into flo-
ral and landscaping designs, and the 
couple repurposed a cattle shed on the 
farm to grow the business further. 
Early on, Bloomsbury Farms primarily 
sold floral arrangements for weddings, 
proms, and funerals. Then, in 1997, 
when their daughter Sammy’s first- 
grade class visited the farm on a field 
trip, the family was inspired to trans-
form their farm into an agritourism 
destination. When a devastating tor-
nado tore through the town in 2004 
leaving the greenhouse destroyed, the 
couple pivoted, offering the community 
a family-centered destination dedi-
cated to agriculture, fun, and edu-
cation. 

Today, Bloomsbury Farm has become 
a leading agritourism venue, wel-
coming visitors from across Iowa and 
around the globe. Their calendar is 
packed with seasonal events, including 
Autumn Days, the Iowa Fall Festival, 
the Bunny Bash, the award-winning 
Scream Acres Haunted Attraction, and 
more. This year, Bloomsbury Farm 

added another event, the Iowa Tulip 
Festival, to celebrate the bloom of over 
200,000 tulips that the family planted 
the previous fall. To ensure top-tier ex-
periences, the family regularly attends 
conferences nationwide to stay ahead 
in event technology. Through its com-
mitment to innovation and customer 
experience, the farm now welcomes 
more than 75,000 visitors annually. 

The family business is led by Dave 
and Karen alongside their daughters 
Sammy and Jessica, who became part-
ners in January 2024 and manage every-
thing from event coordination and 
bookkeeping to marketing and staff-
ing. To meet the seasonal demands, 
Bloomsbury Farm employs around 140 
part-time team members spanning all 
ages. In addition to community events, 
Bloomsbury Farm also offers private 
events, which can vary from intimate 
family gatherings to professional and 
corporate events of up to 2,500 people. 

Bloomsbury Farm is very involved in 
its community. The company hosts a 
major event each year, supporting a 
designated nonprofit. Bloomsbury 
Farm works with organizations such as 
Big Brothers Big Sisters, HACAP Food 
Reservoir, and Four Oaks Family and 
Children’s Services. They also collabo-
rate with local schools by hosting field 
trips throughout the academic year. 
Bloomsbury Farm is a member of the 
Cedar Rapids Metro Economic Alli-
ance, NAFDMA, an international 
agritourism association, as well as the 
Iowa Maize Group. Sammy is a member 
of the Benton County Farm Bureau 
Board and is set to assume the role of 
president in July 2025. This fall, 
Bloomsbury Farm looks forward to 
celebrating its 30th anniversary. 

The entrepreneurial spirit and com-
mitment to excellence demonstrated 
by Bloomsbury Farm are clear. I want 
to congratulate the Petersens and the 
entire team at Bloomsbury Farm for 
their hard work and dedication to en-
riching their community and providing 
exceptional products and experiences 
to families across Iowa and beyond. I 
look forward to seeing their continued 
growth and success.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 160TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE JOYCE RANCH 

∑ Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to honor the 160th anniversary of 
the Joyce Ranch in Owyhee County, 
ID—an extraordinary milestone in the 
history of Gem State agriculture and a 
testament to the enduring strength of 
family. 

Officially known as Joyce Livestock 
Company, Joyce Ranch proudly holds 
the title of Idaho’s oldest family-owned 
ranch. Established by Matthew Joyce 
in 1865, the Joyce Ranch has flourished 
over five generations. For the Joyces, 
hard work, resilience, and family are 
not just a shared priority, but the key 
to success. Today, it comprises ap-
proximately 11,000 acres of deeded land 
and an additional 120,000 acres for graz-
ing. 
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Joyce Ranch has been passed down 

by the same family since inception, a 
rarity in our rapidly changing world 
and a truly remarkable achievement. 
The legacy of Matthew Joyce and Ida-
ho’s rich agricultural history was car-
ried on by his daughter Maggie Joyce 
Nettleton and her son Hubert, who 
played a pivotal role in maintaining 
the ranch through both challenges and 
triumphs. 

As we celebrate this significant 
achievement, it is essential to recog-
nize the commitment and sacrifices 
ranchers and their families make to 
keep operations like Joyce Ranch 
thriving. Hubert followed family tradi-
tion by passing the family ranch to his 
son Paul Nettleton. The current man-
agement of Joyce Ranch, Paul and his 
son Chad, represent the next genera-
tion—bringing with them fresh per-
spectives and modern approaches, 
while honoring the traditions that 
have defined their ranch for more than 
a century. 

The Joyce family’s stewardship of 
the land demonstrates their profound 
commitment to properly managing the 
resources for the future while meeting 
the demands of our agricultural land-
scape. The evolution of ranching re-
flects the broader changes in our soci-
ety, as today’s ranchers must embrace 
technology and data-driven methods to 
succeed. This adaptability is crucial 
for the longevity of family-owned 
ranching operations like Joyce Ranch. 

I am honored to recognize the hard 
work and dedication that has sustained 
Joyce Ranch for 160 years and made it 
a cherished feature of the Owyhee 
County community. Their legacy, 
which symbolizes the spirit of Western 
ranching and our deep agricultural her-
itage, is truly remarkable.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING SCHUMACKER’S 
JEWELRY 

∑ Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, as a mem-
ber and former chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Small Business and En-
trepreneurship, each month I recognize 
and celebrate the American entrepre-
neurial spirit by highlighting the suc-
cess of a small business in my home 
State of Idaho. Today, I am pleased to 
honor Schumacker’s Jewelry as the 
Idaho Small Business of the Month for 
April 2025. 

Founded in 1947 by Herman and Eva 
Schumacker, Schumacker’s Jewelry 
has been a cherished part of St. Maries 
for decades. Herman grew up in Mos-
cow and farmed near Genesee before at-
tending Bradley University. There, he 
received a degree in horology—the 
study of time and the art of measuring 
it—which proved useful in repairing 
and restoring timepieces and jewelry 
for the residents of North Idaho. 

Herman created a neighborhood shop 
committed to making every customer 
feel at home with personalized services 
that ensure each jewelry buying experi-
ence is special. After 31 years, Herman 
sold Schumacker’s Jewelry to his son 

Richard but continued to work part- 
time until his passing in 2004. Richard 
and his wife Lana ran the store for the 
next 20 years. Today, the Schumacker 
Jewelry legacy is carried on by Richard 
and his daughter Carrie Schumacker 
Scott. 

For 78 years, this third-generation 
family business has been a staple in 
north Idaho. The Schumackers are an 
integral part of the St. Maries commu-
nity, consistently supporting local 
charities and volunteering for various 
causes. 

Congratulations to the Schumackers 
and all the employees at Schumacker’s 
Jewelry on their selection as the Idaho 
Small Business of the Month for April 
2025. Thank you for serving Idaho as 
small business owners and entre-
preneurs. You make our great State 
proud, and I look forward to your con-
tinued growth and success.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Hanley, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

In executive session the Presiding Of-
ficer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

At 11:10 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Alli, one of it reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bill, without amendment: 

S. 146. An act to require covered platforms 
to remove nonconsensual intimate visual de-
pictions, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that 
the House has passed the following 
bills, in which it requests the concur-
rence of the Senate: 

H.R. 452. An act to award 3 Congressional 
Gold Medals to the members of the 1980 U.S. 
Olympic Men’s Ice Hockey Team, in recogni-
tion of their extraordinary achievement at 
the 1980 Winter Olympics where, being com-
prised of amateur collegiate players, they 
defeated the dominant Soviet hockey team 
in the historic ‘‘Miracle on Ice’’, revitalizing 
American morale at the height of the Cold 
War, inspiring generations and transforming 
the sport of hockey in the United States. 

H.R. 617. An act to amend the Visit Amer-
ica Act to promote music tourism, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 866. An act to direct the Secretary of 
Commerce, acting through the Assistant 
Secretary of Commerce for Communications 
and Information, to conduct a study of the 
national security risks posed by consumer 
routers, modems, and devices that combine a 
modem and router, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 906. An act to direct the Federal Com-
munications Commission to publish a list of 

entities that hold authorizations, licenses, or 
other grants of authority issued by the Com-
mission and that have certain foreign owner-
ship, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 973. An act to establish consumer 
standards for lithium-ion batteries. 

H.R. 1479. An act to prohibit unfair and de-
ceptive advertising of prices for hotel rooms 
and other places of short-term lodging, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 1721. An act to direct the Secretary of 
Commerce to conduct a study on the feasi-
bility of manufacturing in the United States 
products for critical infrastructure sectors, 
and for other purposes. 

H.R. 2399. An act to require the Federal 
Communications Commission to establish a 
vetting process for prospective applicants for 
high-cost universal service program funding. 

H.R. 2444. An act to establish a critical 
supply chain resiliency and crisis response 
program in the Department of Commerce, 
and to secure American leadership in deploy-
ing emerging technologies, and for other pur-
poses. 

H.R. 2449. An act to direct the Federal 
Communications Commission to establish a 
task force to be known as the ‘‘6G Task 
Force’’, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 2458. An act to amend the Secure and 
Trusted Communications Networks Act of 
2019 to prohibit the Federal Communications 
Commission from granting a license or 
United States market access for a geo-
stationary orbit satellite system or a non-
geostationary orbit satellite system, or an 
authorization to use an individually licensed 
earth station or a blanket-licensed earth sta-
tion, if the license, grant of market access, 
or authorization would be held or controlled 
by an entity that produces or provides any 
covered communications equipment or serv-
ice or an affiliate of such an entity, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 2480. An act to require SelectUSA to 
coordinate with State-level economic devel-
opment organizations to increase foreign di-
rect investment in semiconductor-related 
manufacturing and production. 

H.R. 2482. An act to reauthorize the Na-
tional Telecommunications and Information 
Administration, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED 
At 12:38 p.m., a message from the 

House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Alli, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled joint resolu-
tions: 

S.J. Res. 18. Joint resolution disapproving 
the rule submitted by the Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection relating to 
‘‘Overdraft Lending: Very Large Financial 
Institutions’’. 

S.J. Res. 28. Joint resolution disapproving 
the rule submitted by the Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection relating to ‘‘De-
fining Larger Participants of a Market for 
General-Use Digital Consumer Payment Ap-
plications’’. 

H.J. Res. 20. Joint resolution providing for 
congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of 
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Department of Energy relating 
to ‘‘Energy Conservation Program: Energy 
Conservation Standards for Consumer Gas- 
fired Instantaneous Water Heaters’’. 

The enrolled joint resolutions were 
subsequently signed by the President 
pro tempore (Mr. GRASSLEY). 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:49 Apr 30, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00047 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G29AP6.054 S29APPT1rf
re

de
ric

k 
on

 L
A

P
8L

Y
D

4G
3P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES2660 April 29, 2025 
H.R. 452. An act to award 3 Congressional 

Gold Medals to the members of the 1980 U.S. 
Olympic Men’s Ice Hockey Team, in recogni-
tion of their extraordinary achievement at 
the 1980 Winter Olympics where, being com-
prised of amateur collegiate players, they 
defeated the dominant Soviet hockey team 
in the historic ‘‘Miracle on Ice’’, revitalizing 
American morale at the height of the Cold 
War, inspiring generations and transforming 
the sport of hockey in the United States; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

H.R. 906. An act to direct the Federal Com-
munications Commission to publish a list of 
entities that hold authorizations, licenses, or 
other grants of authority issued by the Com-
mission and that have certain foreign owner-
ship, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

H.R. 1721. An act to direct the Secretary of 
Commerce to conduct a study on the feasi-
bility of manufacturing in the United States 
products for critical infrastructure sectors, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

H.R. 2449. An act to direct the Federal 
Communications Commission to establish a 
task force to be known as the ‘‘6G Task 
Force’’, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

H.R. 2458. An act to amend the Secure and 
Trusted Communications Networks Act of 
2019 to prohibit the Federal Communications 
Commission from granting a license or 
United States market access for a geo-
stationary orbit satellite system or a non-
geostationary orbit satellite system, or an 
authorization to use an individually licensed 
earth station or a blanket-licensed earth sta-
tion, if the license, grant of market access, 
or authorization would be held or controlled 
by an entity that produces or provides any 
covered communications equipment or serv-
ice or an affiliate of such an entity, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

H.R. 2482. An act to reauthorize the Na-
tional Telecommunications and Information 
Administration, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bills were read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and placed on the calendar: 

H.R. 617. An act to amend the Visit Amer-
ica Act to promote music tourism, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 1479. An act to prohibit unfair and de-
ceptive advertising of prices for hotel rooms 
and other places of short-term lodging, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 2399. An act to require the Federal 
Communications Commission to establish a 
vetting process for prospective applicants for 
high-cost universal service program funding. 

H.R. 2444. An act to establish a critical 
supply chain resiliency and crisis response 
program in the Department of Commerce, 
and to secure American leadership in deploy-
ing emerging technologies, and for other pur-
poses. 

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–789. 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 13611 with respect to Yemen; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–790. 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 13303 with respect to the 
stabilization of Iraq; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–791. 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 12978 with respect to signifi-
cant foreign narcotics traffickers centered in 
Colombia; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–792. 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 13413 with respect to the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC–793. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulations Development Staff, 
Food Safety and Inspection Service, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Re-
moval of Voluntary Ante-Mortem Inspection 
Regulations for Horses Vacated by Court’’ 
(RIN0583–AE00) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 28, 2025; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC–794. communication from the Associate 
Administrator, Agricultural Marketing 
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Reauthorization of Dairy Forward 
Pricing Program’’ ((RIN0581–AE37) (Docket 
No. AMS–DA–25–0001)) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on April 28, 
2025; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

EC–795. A communication from the Attor-
ney Advisor, Office of the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Administrator, Fed-
eral Motor Carrier Safety Administration, 
Department of Transportation, received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on April 15, 
2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–796. A communication from the Attor-
ney Advisor, Office of the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Administrator, Na-
tional Highway Traffic Safety Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on April 
15, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–797. A communication from the Attor-
ney Advisor, Office of the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Inspector General, 
Department of Transportation, received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on April 15, 
2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–798. A communication from the Attor-
ney Advisor, Office of the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Administrator, Pipe-

line and Hazardous Materials Safety Admin-
istration, Department of Transportation, re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
April 15, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–799. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report of the continuation of 
the national emergency that was originally 
declared in Proclamation 10371 of April 21, 
2022, with respect to the Russian Federation 
and the emergency authority relating to the 
regulation of the anchorage and movement 
of Russian-affiliated vessels to United States 
ports; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–800. A communication from the Chief of 
Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Television 
Broadcasting Services Silver City and Truth 
or Consequences, New Mexico’’ (MB Docket 
No. 25–84) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on April 23, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–801. A communication from the Deputy 
Managing Director, Federal Communications 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment of 
the Schedule of Application Fees Set Forth 
in Sections 1.1102 through 1.1109 of the Com-
mission’s Rules’’ (FCC 24–137) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on April 23, 
2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–802. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Conservation of Sea 
Turtles Certification’’ received in the Office 
of the President pro tempore; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–803. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Federal Trade Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Children’s Online Privacy 
Protection Rule’’ (RIN3084–AB20) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
April 28, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–804. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of Class E Airspace; Marysville, OH’’ 
((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. FAA–2024–2114)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on April 23, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–805. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Modifica-
tion and Establishment of Class E Airspace; 
Cortez Municipal Airport, Cortez, CO’’ 
((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. FAA–2024–2455)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on April 23, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–806. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Modifica-
tion of Class D and E Airspace; Bozeman Yel-
lowstone International Airport, Bozeman, 
MT’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. FAA–2023– 
2423)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
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Senate on April 23, 2025; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–807. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Helicopters; Amend-
ment 39–23017’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2025–0623)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 23, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–808. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Helicopters; Amend-
ment 39–23016’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2025–0622)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 23, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–809. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Helicopters; Amend-
ment 39–23015’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2025–0620)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 23, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–810. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; General Electric Company 
Engines; Amendment 39–23012’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2024–2417)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on April 
23, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–811. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Extension 
of the Prohibition Against Certain Flights in 
the Territory and Airspace of Libya’’ 
((RIN2120–AM03) (Docket No. FAA–2011–0246)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on April 15, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–812. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, and Take-
off Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce-
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments; Amend-
ment No. 4160’’ ((RIN2120–AA65) (Docket No. 
31599)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–813. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, and Take-
off Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce-
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments; Amend-
ment No. 4159’’ ((RIN2120–AA65) (Docket No. 
31598)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–814. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, and Take-
off Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce-
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments; Amend-
ment No. 4158’’ ((RIN2120–AA65) (Docket No. 
31596)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–815. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, and Take-
off Minimums and Obstacle Departure Proce-
dures; Miscellaneous Amendments; Amend-
ment No. 4157’’ ((RIN2120–AA65) (Docket No. 
31595)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–816. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of Class E Airspace; New Bern, NC’’ 
((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. FAA–2024–1965)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on April 15, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–817. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Modifica-
tion of Class D and Class E Airspace; Chey-
enne Regional/Jerry Olson Field, Cheyenne, 
WY’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. FAA–2024– 
2456)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–818. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish-
ment of Class E Airspace; Challis Airport, 
Challis, ID’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. 
FAA–2024–2491)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–819. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish-
ment of Class E Airspace; Blanding Munic-
ipal Airport, Blanding, UT’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) 
(Docket No. FAA–2024–2499)) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on April 15, 2025; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–820. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of Class E Airspace; Edenton, NC COR-
RECTION’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. 
FAA–2024–1983)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–821. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 

Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Helicopters; Amend-
ment 39–22995’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2025–0468)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–822. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Helicopters (Type 
Certificate Previously Held by Eurocopter 
France); Amendment 39–22984’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2024–2542)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on April 
15, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–823. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; BRP–Rotax GmbH & Co KG 
(Formerly BRP–POWERTRAIN GMBH & CO 
KG and Bombardier-Rotax GmbH) Engines; 
Amendment 39–23003’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2025–0346)) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on April 15, 2025; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–824. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Helicopters; Amend-
ment 39–22992’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2024–2419)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–825. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Helicopters; Amend-
ment 39–22981’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2024–2411)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–826. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Helicopters; Amend-
ment 39–22980’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2025–0337)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–827. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Helicopters; Amend-
ment 39–22977’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2024–2541)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–828. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
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law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air-
planes; Amendment 39–22982’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2024–1287)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on April 
15, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–829. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air-
planes; Amendment 39–23004’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2024–0028)) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on April 
15, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–830. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Thommen Aircraft Equip-
ment AG Digital Air Data Computers; 
Amendment 39–23002’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2025–2322)) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on April 15, 2025; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–831. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Bell Textron Canada Lim-
ited Helicopters; Amendment 39–23007’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2025–0486)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on April 15, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–832. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Helicopters; Amend-
ment 39–23008’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2025–0613)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–833. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Helicopters; Amend-
ment 39–23010’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2025–0614)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–834. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–23006’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2024–2320)) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on April 15, 2025; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–835. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–22986’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 

(Docket No. FAA–2024–1701)) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on April 15, 2025; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–836. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Deutsche Aircraft GmbH 
(Type Certificate Previously Held by 328 
Support Services GmbH; Avcraft Aerospace 
GmbH; Fairchild Dornier GmbH; Dornier 
Luftfahrt GmbH) Airplanes; Amendment 39– 
22996’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. FAA– 
2024–2714)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on April 15, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–837. A communication from the Chair-
man, Federal Maritime Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the 63rd Annual 
Report of the activities of the Federal Mari-
time Commission for fiscal year 2024; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–838. A communication from the Deputy 
Chief, National Forest System, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to the final maps and 
perimeter boundary descriptions for the en-
closed Wild and Scenic Rivers; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

EC–839. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, Office of General Counsel, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy for the position of Administrator, Fed-
eral Highway Administration, Department of 
Transportation, received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on April 15, 2025; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–840. 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; 
Kansas; Annual Emission Inventory and 
Fees’’ (FRL No. 11395–02–R7) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on April 
28, 2025; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–841. 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; 
Pennsylvania; Redesignation of the Alle-
gheny County Nonattainment Area to At-
tainment and Approval of the Area’s Mainte-
nance Plan for the 2010 1-Hour Primary Sul-
fur Dioxide National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard’’ (FRL No. 11777–02–R3) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
April 28, 2025; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–842. A communication from the Admin-
istrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Agency’s fiscal year 2023 Permitting Best 
Practices Annual Report to Congress under 
Title 41 of the Fixing America’s Surface 
Transportation Act; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–843. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of Congressional Affairs, Of-
fice of Nuclear Regulatory Research, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Withdrawal of Regulatory Guide (RG) 3.65, 
‘Standard Format and Content of Decommis-
sioning Plans for Materials Licensees’ ’’ re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 

April 15, 2025; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–844. A communication from the Super-
visor of Executive Services Branch, Execu-
tive and Employee Services Division, Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, nineteen (19) reports rel-
ative to vacancies in the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on April 15, 2025; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–845. A communication from the Senior 
Attorney Advisor/Regulations Officer, Fed-
eral Highway Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘National 
Performance Management Measures; Assess-
ing Performance of the National Highway 
System, Greenhouse Gas Emissions Meas-
ure’’ (RIN2125–AG16) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 23, 2025; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–846. 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; 
Ohio; Volatile Organic Compounds’’ (FRL 
No. 12089–02–R5) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on April 23, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–847. 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; 
Washington; Spokane Regional Clean Air 
Agency, General Air Quality Regulations’’ 
(FRL No. 12248–02–R10) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 23, 2025; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–848. 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; State Implementation Plan Re-
visions Required by the 2015 Ozone NAAQS’’ 
(FRL No. 12285–02–R1) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on April 23, 2025; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–849. 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; 
Wisconsin; Revised Format for Materials In-
corporated by Reference’’ (FRL No. 12610–01– 
R5) received during adjournment of the Sen-
ate in the Office of the President of the Sen-
ate on April 23, 2025; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–850. A communication from the Section 
Chief, Internal Revenue Service, Department 
of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Notice 
2025–24: Limited Waiver of Penalties for Cer-
tain Disclosure Statements for Micro-cap-
tive Reportable Transactions’’ (Notice 2025– 
24) received during adjournment in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on April 23, 
2025; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–851. A communication from the Regula-
tions Coordinator, Centers for Medicare and 
Medicaid Services, Department of Health 
and Human Services, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Medi-
care and Medicaid Programs; Contract Year 
2026 Policy and Technical Changes to the 
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Medicare Advantage Program, Medicare Pre-
scription Drug Benefit Program, Medicare 
Cost Plan Program, and Programs of All-In-
clusive Care for the Elderly’’ (RIN0938–AV40) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on April 23, 2025; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–852. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Report Concerning 
the Operation of the Tropical Forest Facility 
for the Previous Calendar Year, 2024’’ re-
ceived in the Office of the President pro tem-
pore; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

EC–853. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Cuban Compliance 
with the Migration Accords’’ received in the 
Office of the President pro tempore; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–854. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Implementation of 
Executive Order 12938 Concerning the Pro-
liferation of Weapons of Mass Destruction’’ 
received in the Office of the President pro 
tempore; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

EC–855. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to the Secretary of 
State’s intent to designate Viv Ansanm and 
Gran Grif as Foreign Terrorist Organizations 
received in the Office of the President pro 
tempore; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

EC–856. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 36(d) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed license 
amendment for the export of defense arti-
cles, including technical data, and defense 
services for the manufacture of significant 
military equipment abroad to Japan (Trans-
mittal No. DDTC 24–093) received in the Of-
fice of the President pro tempore; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–857. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed license for the 
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to Japan in 
the amount of $100,000,000 or more (Trans-
mittal No. DDTC 25–003) received in the Of-
fice of the President pro tempore; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–858. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed license for the 
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to Brazil, 
Turkey, and the UK in the amount of 
$50,000,000 or more (Transmittal No. DDTC 
23–080) received in the Office of the President 
pro tempore; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

EC–859. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed license for the 
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to Ukraine 
in the amount of $50,000,000 or more (Trans-
mittal No. DDTC 25–027) received in the Of-
fice of the President pro tempore; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–860. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed license for the 
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to Singapore 
in the amount of $50,000,000 or more (Trans-
mittal No. DDTC 24–094) received in the Of-
fice of the President pro tempore; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–861. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed license for the 
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to Italy, the 
Netherlands, and the United Kingdom in the 
amount of $100,000,000 or more (Transmittal 
No. DDTC 25–002) received in the Office of the 
President pro tempore; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

EC–862. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed license for the 
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to Denmark 
and the United Kingdom in the amount of 
$100,000,000 or more (Transmittal No. DDTC 
25–004) received in the Office of the President 
pro tempore; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. CRUZ, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
with amendments: 

S. 281. A bill to require sellers of event 
tickets to disclose comprehensive informa-
tion to consumers about ticket prices and re-
lated fees, to prohibit speculative ticketing, 
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 119–17). 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEES 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. CRAPO for the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

*Kenneth Kies, of Virginia, to be an Assist-
ant Secretary of the Treasury. 

*William Kimmitt, of Virginia, to be Under 
Secretary of Commerce for International 
Trade. 

By Mr. COTTON for the Select Committee 
on Intelligence. 

*Joseph Kent, of Washington, to be Direc-
tor of the National Counterterrorism Center, 
Office of the Director of National Intel-
ligence. 

*Aaron Lukas, of Arkansas, to be Principal 
Deputy Director of National Intelligence. 

*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 Ms. ERNST (for herself, Mr. BUDD, 
Mrs. BRITT, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. LANKFORD, 
Mr. SCOTT of Florida, Mrs. HYDE- 
SMITH, and Mr. HAGERTY): 

S. 1502. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to punish the distribution of 
fentanyl resulting in death as felony murder; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. BOOKER, Ms. 
ALSOBROOKS, Mr. BENNET, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, 
Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. COONS, Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. FETTERMAN, Mr. 
GALLEGO, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Ms. HAS-
SAN, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. 
KAINE, Mr. KELLY, Mr. KIM, Mr. KING, 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. LUJÁN, Mr. MAR-
KEY, Mr. MURPHY, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. 
OSSOFF, Mr. PADILLA, Mr. PETERS, 
Mr. REED, Ms. ROSEN, Mr. SANDERS, 
Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SCHU-
MER, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms. SLOTKIN, Ms. 
SMITH, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. WARNER, 
Mr. WARNOCK, Ms. WARREN, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. 
WYDEN): 

S. 1503. A bill to prohibit discrimination on 
the basis of sex, gender identity, and sexual 
orientation, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mr. 
COONS, Ms. COLLINS, and Mr. KAINE): 

S. 1504. A bill to require the Social Secu-
rity Administration to make changes to the 
social security terminology used in the 
rules, regulation, guidance, or other mate-
rials of the Administration; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mr. 
COONS, Ms. COLLINS, and Mr. KAINE): 

S. 1505. A bill to ensure that Social Secu-
rity beneficiaries receive regular statements 
from the Social Security Administration, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. SANDERS (for himself, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. HEIN-
RICH, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. LUJÁN, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. PADILLA, 
Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. WARREN, 
Mr. WELCH, and Mr. WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 1506. A bill to establish a Medicare-for- 
all national health insurance program; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. HEINRICH (for himself, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. SANDERS, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. WELCH, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Ms. SMITH, 
Mr. FETTERMAN, Mr. BOOKER, and Mr. 
MARKEY): 

S. 1507. A bill to address the impact of cli-
mate change on agriculture, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 
S. 1508. A bill to confer jurisdiction on the 

State of Utah with respect to civil causes of 
action arising on or within the Indian lands 
of the Shivwits Band of Paiutes, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself and Ms. 
SMITH): 

S. 1509. A bill to amend the Poultry Prod-
ucts Inspection Act and the Federal Meat In-
spection Act to support small and very small 
meat and poultry processing establishments, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. CRUZ (for himself and Mr. 
OSSOFF): 

S. 1510. A bill to amend the Civil Rights 
Cold Case Records Collection Act of 2018 to 
strengthen the powers of the Civil Rights 
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Cold Case Records Review Board, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Ms. CORTEZ MASTO (for herself 
and Mr. CASSIDY): 

S. 1511. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand housing invest-
ment with mortgage revenue bonds, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself and Ms. 
WARREN): 

S. 1512. A bill to prohibit data brokers from 
selling, reselling, trading, licensing, or oth-
erwise providing for consideration lists of 
military servicemembers to any covered na-
tion or person controlled by a covered; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

By Ms. CANTWELL (for herself and 
Mrs. MURRAY): 

S. 1513. A bill to take certain Federal land 
in the State of Washington into trust for the 
Lower Elwha Klallam Tribe, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs. 

By Ms. CANTWELL (for herself and 
Mrs. MURRAY): 

S. 1514. A bill to take certain land in the 
State of Washington into trust for the ben-
efit of the Quinault Indian Nation, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG (for himself, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. WYDEN, 
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. BENNET, Mr. TILLIS, 
Mr. WARNER, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. BOOZMAN, Ms. HAS-
SAN, Mrs. CAPITO, Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, 
Mr. CRAMER, Ms. SMITH, Ms. COLLINS, 
Mr. LUJÁN, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, Mr. 
WARNOCK, Mr. JUSTICE, Mr. WELCH, 
Mr. MORAN, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
RICKETTS, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. ROUNDS, 
and Ms. KLOBUCHAR): 

S. 1515. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to reform the low-income 
housing credit, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and Ms. 
DUCKWORTH): 

S. 1516. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to conduct a special resource 
study of the Cahokia Mounds, Emerald 
Mounds, and Pulcher Mounds in the State of 
Illinois, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. ERNST (for herself, Mr. CRAPO, 
Mr. CRAMER, Mr. JUSTICE, Mr. GRASS-
LEY, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
RISCH, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. LEE, Mr. 
RICKETTS, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. 
HAWLEY, Mr. SCOTT of South Caro-
lina, and Mrs. HYDE-SMITH): 

S. 1517. A bill to include sexual assault and 
aggravated sexual violence in the definition 
of aggravated felony under the Immigration 
and Nationality Act in order to expedite the 
removal of aliens convicted of any such 
crime; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND: 
S. 1518. A bill to redesignate the Saratoga 

National Historical Park as the ‘‘Saratoga 
National Battlefield Park’’; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Ms. 
CANTWELL, Mr. BENNET, Mr. WYDEN, 
Mr. MERKLEY, Ms. BALDWIN, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mr. PADILLA, Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN, Mr. SCHIFF, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Ms. 
SMITH, Mr. LUJÁN, Mr. PETERS, Ms. 
WARREN, and Mr. BOOKER): 

S. 1519. A bill to designate a portion of the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge as wilder-
ness; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself, Mr. 
BUDD, and Mr. RICKETTS): 

S. 1520. A bill to establish the United 
States Investment Accelerator, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Ms. 
BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
Ms. HASSAN, and Mr. HICKENLOOPER): 

S. Res. 184. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of April 2025 as ‘‘National 
Child Abuse Prevention Month’’, and the 
goals and ideals of National Child Abuse Pre-
vention Month; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself and 
Mr. WARNER): 

S. Res. 185. A resolution designating the 
week of April 21 through April 25, 2025, as 
‘‘National Home Visiting Week’’; considered 
and agreed to. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mrs. 
SHAHEEN, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. 
FETTERMAN, Mr. MCCORMICK, Ms. 
CORTEZ MASTO, Mr. DAINES, Mr. 
WARNOCK, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. GALLEGO, 
Mr. JUSTICE, Mr. LUJÁN, Mr. RISCH, 
Mr. KELLY, Mrs. CAPITO, Ms. ROSEN, 
Mr. CRAPO, Mr. YOUNG, Mrs. FISCHER, 
Mr. MORAN, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. 
HAGERTY, Ms. ERNST, Mr. CASSIDY, 
Ms. COLLINS, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. SCOTT of Florida, Mr. 
BUDD, and Mr. RICKETTS): 

S. Res. 186. A resolution supporting the 
mission and goals of National Fentanyl 
Awareness Day in 2025, including increasing 
individual and public awareness of the im-
pact of fake or counterfeit fentanyl pills on 
families and young people; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. RISCH (for himself, Mr. KING, 
Mr. CRAPO, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms. SMITH, 
Mr. RICKETTS, and Ms. BALDWIN): 

S. Res. 187. A resolution celebrating the 
153rd anniversary of Arbor Day; considered 
and agreed to. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 51 

At the request of Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 
the name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 51, a bill to provide for 
the admission of the State of Wash-
ington, D.C. into the Union. 

S. 107 

At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 107, a bill to amend the 
Lumbee Act of 1956. 

S. 163 

At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 
names of the Senator from Nevada (Ms. 
ROSEN) and the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 163, a bill to require in-
stitutions of higher education partici-
pating in Federal student aid programs 
to share information about title VI of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964, including a 
link to the webpage of the Office for 
Civil Rights where an individual can 
submit a complaint regarding discrimi-

nation in violation of such title, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 213 

At the request of Mr. DAINES, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
213, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent 
the deduction for qualified business in-
come. 

S. 405 

At the request of Mr. TUBERVILLE, 
the name of the Senator from Utah 
(Mr. LEE) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 405, a bill to modify eligibility re-
quirements for amateur sports gov-
erning organizations. 

S. 410 

At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
410, a bill to amend titles 10 and 38, 
United States Code, to improve bene-
fits and services for surviving spouses, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 439 

At the request of Mr. BUDD, the name 
of the Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. TILLIS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 439, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to exclude from 
gross income gain from the sale of 
qualified real property interests ac-
quired under the authority of the Read-
iness and Environmental Protection 
Integration (REPI) program adminis-
tered by the Department of Defense 
pursuant to section 2684a of title 10, 
United States Code, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 479 

At the request of Mr. DAINES, the 
names of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SCOTT) and the Senator from 
Michigan (Mr. PETERS) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 479, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to per-
manently extend the new markets tax 
credit, and for other purposes. 

S. 537 

At the request of Mr. DAINES, the 
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 537, a bill to prohibit the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Sec-
retary of Agriculture from prohibiting 
the use of lead ammunition or tackle 
on certain Federal land or water under 
the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Secretary of Agri-
culture, and for other purposes. 

S. 725 

At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 725, a bill to direct the Federal 
Communications Commission to issue 
reports after activation of the Disaster 
Information Reporting System and to 
make improvements to network outage 
reporting, to categorize public safety 
telecommunicators as a protective 
service occupation under the Standard 
Occupational Classification system, 
and for other purposes. 
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S. 731 

At the request of Mr. HAWLEY, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. HASSAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 731, a bill to prohibit con-
flicts of interest among consulting 
firms that simultaneously contract 
with China or other covered foreign en-
tities and the United States Govern-
ment, and for other purposes. 

S. 832 

At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the 
names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MARSHALL) and the Senator from Indi-
ana (Mr. BANKS) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 832, a bill to amend title XI 
of the Social Security Act to equalize 
the negotiation period between small- 
molecule and biologic candidates under 
the Drug Price Negotiation Program. 

S. 901 

At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. FETTERMAN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 901, a bill to amend the 
Small Business Act and the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958 to in-
crease the maximum loan amount for 
certain loans, and for other purposes. 

S. 950 

At the request of Mr. KELLY, the 
name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 950, a bill to ensure that the 
Forest Service is fully staffed, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 951 

At the request of Ms. SMITH, the 
name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 951, a bill to revise sections 552, 
1461, and 1462 of title 18, United States 
Code, and section 305 of the Tariff Act 
of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1305), and for other 
purposes. 

S. 978 

At the request of Mrs. MOODY, the 
names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. SLOTKIN) and the Senator from 
Alaska (Mr. SULLIVAN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 978, a bill to amend the 
National Housing Act to establish a 
mortgage insurance program for first 
responders, and for other purposes. 

S. 1101 

At the request of Mr. WELCH, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1101, a bill to authorize 
the use of Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion criminal history record informa-
tion for administration of certain li-
censes. 

S. 1183 

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. RICKETTS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1183, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to support up-
grades at existing hydroelectric dams 
in order to increase clean energy pro-
duction, improve the resiliency and re-
liability of the United States electric 
grid, enhance the health of the Na-
tion’s rivers and associated wildlife 
habitats, and for other purposes. 

S. 1240 

At the request of Mr. PADILLA, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1240, a bill to repeal an executive order 
relating to Federal elections, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1241 

At the request of Mr. GRAHAM, the 
names of the Senator from California 
(Mr. PADILLA), the Senator from Maine 
(Ms. COLLINS), the Senator from Mis-
sissippi (Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) and the 
Senator from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1241, a 
bill to impose sanctions and other 
measures with respect to the Russian 
Federation if the Government of the 
Russian Federation refuses to nego-
tiate a peace agreement with Ukraine, 
violates any such agreement, or initi-
ates another military invasion of 
Ukraine, and for other purposes. 

S. 1295 

At the request of Mr. JUSTICE, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. MCCORMICK) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1295, a bill to require 
the Director of the Bureau of Prisons 
to develop and implement a strategy to 
interdict fentanyl and other synthetic 
drugs in the mail at Federal correc-
tional facilities. 

S. 1310 

At the request of Mr. LUJÁN, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1310, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to end 
the tax subsidy for employer efforts to 
influence their workers’ exercise of 
their rights around labor organizations 
and engaging in collective actions. 

S. 1318 

At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. TILLIS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1318, a bill to direct the 
American Battle Monuments Commis-
sion to establish a program to identify 
American-Jewish servicemembers bur-
ied in United States military ceme-
teries overseas under markers that in-
correctly represent their religion and 
heritage, and for other purposes. 

S. 1329 

At the request of Mr. KAINE, the 
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. TILLIS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1329, a bill to address the 
behavioral health workforce shortages 
through support for peer support spe-
cialists, and for other purposes. 

S. 1384 

At the request of Mr. BANKS, the 
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1384, a bill to require States to report 
information on Medicaid payments to 
abortion providers. 

S. 1404 

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
MORENO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1404, a bill to combat organized crime 
involving the illegal acquisition of re-

tail goods and cargo for the purpose of 
selling those illegally obtained goods 
through physical and online retail mar-
ketplaces. 

S. 1423 

At the request of Mrs. FISCHER, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1423, a bill to provide au-
thorization for nonpecuniary damages 
in an action resulting from a cruise 
ship voyage occurring on the high seas. 

S. 1441 

At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1441, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to award 
grants to nonprofit entities to assist 
such entities in carrying out programs 
to provide service dogs to eligible vet-
erans, and for other purposes. 

S. 1445 

At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. WELCH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1445, a bill to prohibit drilling in 
the Arctic Ocean. 

S. 1467 

At the request of Mr. REED, the name 
of the Senator from New Mexico (Mr. 
HEINRICH) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1467, a bill to amend the Fair Credit 
Reporting Act to prevent consumer re-
porting agencies from furnishing con-
sumer reports under certain cir-
cumstances, and for other purposes. 

S.J. RES. 13 

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
MORENO) was added as a cosponsor of 
S.J. Res. 13, a joint resolution pro-
viding for congressional disapproval 
under chapter 8 of title 5, United 
States Code, of the rule submitted by 
the Office of the Comptroller of the 
Currency of the Department of the 
Treasury relating to the review of ap-
plications under the Bank Merger Act. 

S.J. RES. 45 

At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
HUSTED) was added as a cosponsor of 
S.J. Res. 45, a joint resolution pro-
viding for congressional disapproval 
under chapter 8 of title 5, United 
States Code, of the rule submitted by 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
relating to ‘‘California State Motor Ve-
hicle and Engine Pollution Control 
Standards; Advanced Clean Cars II; 
Waiver of Preemption; Notice of Deci-
sion’’. 

S.J. RES. 47 

At the request of Mr. MULLIN, the 
names of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN), the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. CRAMER), the Senator from 
Nebraska (Mr. RICKETTS), the Senator 
from Louisiana (Mr. KENNEDY), the 
Senator from Alabama (Mr. 
TUBERVILLE) and the Senator from 
Utah (Mr. LEE) were added as cospon-
sors of S.J. Res. 47, a joint resolution 
providing for congressional disapproval 
under chapter 8 of title 5, United 
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States Code, of the rule submitted by 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
relating to ‘‘California State Motor Ve-
hicle and Engine and Nonroad Engine 
Pollution Control Standards; The ‘Om-
nibus’ Low NOx Regulation; Waiver of 
Preemption; Notice of Decision’’. 

S. CON. RES. 8 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. MCCORMICK) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. Con. Res. 8, a concur-
rent resolution supporting the Local 
Radio Freedom Act. 

S. RES. 98 
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the 

names of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mrs. BLACKBURN), the Senator from 
Indiana (Mr. YOUNG) and the Senator 
from Oregon (Mr. MERKLEY) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Res. 98, a resolution 
condemning Beijing’s destruction of 
Hong Kong’s democracy and rule of 
law. 

S. RES. 150 
At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the 

names of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. TUBERVILLE) and the Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) were 
added as cosponsors of S. Res. 150, a 
resolution supporting the goals and 
ideals of ‘‘Countering International Pa-
rental Child Abduction Month’’ and ex-
pressing the sense of the Senate that 
Congress should raise awareness of the 
harm caused by international parental 
child abduction. 

S. RES. 168 
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 168, a resolution supporting 
the goals and ideals of the Rise Up for 
LGBTQI+ Youth in Schools Initiative, 
a call to action to communities across 
the United States to demand equal edu-
cational opportunity, basic civil rights 
protections, and freedom from erasure 
for all students, particularly LGBTQI+ 
young people, in K–12 schools. 

S. RES. 169 
At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the 

name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. Res. 169, a resolution 
expressing support for the staff of pub-
lic, school, academic, and special li-
braries in the United States and the es-
sential services those libraries provide 
to communities, recognizing the need 
for funding commensurate with the 
broad scope of social service and com-
munity supports provided by libraries, 
preserving the right of all citizens of 
the United States to freely access in-
formation and resources in their com-
munities, supporting a strong union 
voice for library workers, and defend-
ing the civil rights of library staff. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. THUNE (for himself and 
Ms. SMITH): 

S. 1509. A bill to amend the Poultry 
Products Inspection Act and the Fed-

eral Meat Inspection Act to support 
small and very small meat and poultry 
processing establishments, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1509 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Strength-
ening Local Processing Act of 2025’’. 
SEC. 2. HACCP GUIDANCE AND RESOURCES FOR 

SMALLER AND VERY SMALL POUL-
TRY AND MEAT ESTABLISHMENTS. 

(a) POULTRY ESTABLISHMENTS.—The Poul-
try Products Inspection Act is amended by 
inserting after section 14 (21 U.S.C. 463) the 
following: 
‘‘SEC. 14A. SMALLER AND VERY SMALL ESTAB-

LISHMENT GUIDANCE AND RE-
SOURCES. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS OF SMALLER ESTABLISH-
MENT AND VERY SMALL ESTABLISHMENT.—In 
this section, the terms ‘smaller establish-
ment’ and ‘very small establishment’ have 
the meanings given those terms in the final 
rule entitled ‘Pathogen Reduction; Hazard 
Analysis and Critical Control Point (HACCP) 
Systems’ (61 Fed. Reg. 38806 (July 25, 1996)). 

‘‘(b) DATABASE OF STUDIES; MODEL 
PLANS.—Not later than 18 months after the 
date of enactment of this section, the Sec-
retary shall— 

‘‘(1) establish a free, searchable database of 
approved peer-reviewed validation studies 
accessible to smaller establishments and 
very small establishments subject to inspec-
tion under this Act for use in developing a 
Hazard Analysis and Critical Control Points 
plan; and 

‘‘(2) publish online scale-appropriate model 
Hazard Analysis and Critical Control Points 
plans for smaller establishments and very 
small establishments, including model plans 
for— 

‘‘(A) slaughter-only establishments; 
‘‘(B) processing-only establishments; and 
‘‘(C) slaughter and processing establish-

ments. 
‘‘(c) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 2 years 

after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Secretary shall publish a guidance docu-
ment, after notice and an opportunity for 
public comment, providing information on 
the requirements that need to be met for 
smaller establishments and very small estab-
lishments to receive approval for a Hazard 
Analysis and Critical Control Points plan 
pursuant to this Act. 

‘‘(d) DATA CONFIDENTIALITY.—In carrying 
out subsections (b) and (c), the Secretary 
shall not publish confidential business infor-
mation, including a Hazard Analysis and 
Critical Control Points plan of an establish-
ment.’’. 

(b) MEAT ESTABLISHMENTS.—The Federal 
Meat Inspection Act is amended by inserting 
after section 25 (21 U.S.C. 625) the following: 
‘‘SEC. 26. SMALLER AND VERY SMALL ESTABLISH-

MENT GUIDANCE AND RESOURCES. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS OF SMALLER ESTABLISH-

MENT AND VERY SMALL ESTABLISHMENT.—In 
this section, the terms ‘smaller establish-
ment’ and ‘very small establishment’ have 
the meanings given those terms in the final 
rule entitled ‘Pathogen Reduction; Hazard 
Analysis and Critical Control Point (HACCP) 
Systems’ (61 Fed. Reg. 38806 (July 25, 1996)). 

‘‘(b) DATABASE OF STUDIES; MODEL 
PLANS.—Not later than 18 months after the 
date of enactment of this section, the Sec-
retary shall— 

‘‘(1) establish a free, searchable database of 
approved peer-reviewed validation studies 
accessible to smaller establishments and 
very small establishments subject to inspec-
tion under this Act for use in developing a 
Hazard Analysis and Critical Control Points 
plan; and 

‘‘(2) publish online scale-appropriate model 
Hazard Analysis and Critical Control Points 
plans for smaller establishments and very 
small establishments, including model plans 
for— 

‘‘(A) slaughter-only establishments; 
‘‘(B) processing-only establishments; and 
‘‘(C) slaughter and processing establish-

ments. 
‘‘(c) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 2 years 

after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Secretary shall publish a guidance docu-
ment, after notice and an opportunity for 
public comment, providing information on 
the requirements that need to be met for 
smaller establishments and very small estab-
lishments to receive approval for a Hazard 
Analysis and Critical Control Points plan 
pursuant to this Act. 

‘‘(d) DATA CONFIDENTIALITY.—In carrying 
out subsections (b) and (c), the Secretary 
shall not publish confidential business infor-
mation, including a Hazard Analysis and 
Critical Control Points plan of an establish-
ment.’’. 
SEC. 3. INCREASING MAXIMUM FEDERAL SHARE 

FOR EXPENSES OF STATE INSPEC-
TION. 

(a) POULTRY PRODUCTS.—Section 5(a)(3) of 
the Poultry Products Inspection Act (21 
U.S.C. 454(a)(3)) is amended in the second 
sentence by striking ‘‘50 per centum’’ and in-
serting ‘‘65 percent’’. 

(b) MEAT AND MEAT FOOD PRODUCTS.—Sec-
tion 301(a)(3) of the Federal Meat Inspection 
Act (21 U.S.C. 661(a)(3)) is amended in the 
second sentence by striking ‘‘50 per centum’’ 
and inserting ‘‘65 percent’’. 
SEC. 4. COOPERATIVE INTERSTATE SHIPMENT OF 

POULTRY AND MEAT. 
(a) POULTRY PRODUCTS.—Section 31 of the 

Poultry Products Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 
472) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘25 em-

ployees’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘50 employees’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘25’’ and inserting ‘‘50’’; 
(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘25’’ 

and inserting ‘‘50’’; and 
(iii) in subparagraph (B)— 
(I) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘more than 25 

employees but less than 35 employees’’ and 
inserting ‘‘more than 50 employees but less 
than 70 employees’’; and 

(II) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘subsection 
(i)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (j)’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘60 per-
cent’’ and inserting ‘‘80 percent’’; 

(3) in subsection (e)(1), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (i)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (j)’’; 

(4) by redesignating subsections (f) through 
(i) as subsections (g) through (j), respec-
tively; and 

(5) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(f) FEDERAL OUTREACH.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In each of fiscal years 

2025 through 2030, for the purpose of State 
participation in the Cooperative Interstate 
Shipment program, the Secretary shall con-
duct outreach to, and, as appropriate, subse-
quent negotiation with, not fewer than 25 
percent of the States that— 

‘‘(A) have a State poultry product inspec-
tion program pursuant to section 5; but 
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‘‘(B) do not have a selected establishment. 
‘‘(2) REPORT.—At the conclusion of each of 

fiscal years 2025 through 2030, the Secretary 
shall submit a report detailing the activities 
and results of the outreach conducted during 
that fiscal year under paragraph (1) to— 

‘‘(A) the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives; 

‘‘(B) the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate; 

‘‘(C) the Subcommittee on Agriculture, 
Rural Development, Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, and Related Agencies of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives; and 

‘‘(D) the Subcommittee on Agriculture, 
Rural Development, Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, and Related Agencies of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate.’’. 

(b) MEAT AND MEAT FOOD PRODUCTS.—Sec-
tion 501 of the Federal Meat Inspection Act 
(21 U.S.C. 683) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘25 em-

ployees’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘50 employees’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘25’’ and inserting ‘‘50’’; 
(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘25’’ 

and inserting ‘‘50’’; and 
(iii) in subparagraph (B)(i), by striking 

‘‘more than 25 employees but less than 35 
employees’’ and inserting ‘‘more than 50 em-
ployees but less than 70 employees’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘60 per-
cent’’ and inserting ‘‘80 percent’’; and 

(3) in subsection (f), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(3) FEDERAL OUTREACH.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In each of fiscal years 

2025 through 2030, for the purpose of State 
participation in the Cooperative Interstate 
Shipment program, the Secretary shall con-
duct outreach to, and, as appropriate, subse-
quent negotiation with, not fewer than 25 
percent of the States that— 

‘‘(i) have a State meat inspection program 
pursuant to section 301; but 

‘‘(ii) do not have a selected establishment. 
‘‘(B) REPORT.—At the conclusion of each of 

fiscal years 2025 through 2030, the Secretary 
shall submit a report detailing the activities 
and results of the outreach conducted during 
that fiscal year under subparagraph (A) to— 

‘‘(i) the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives; 

‘‘(ii) the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate; 

‘‘(iii) the Subcommittee on Agriculture, 
Rural Development, Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, and Related Agencies of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives; and 

‘‘(iv) the Subcommittee on Agriculture, 
Rural Development, Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, and Related Agencies of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate.’’. 

SEC. 5. PROCESSING RESILIENCE GRANT PRO-
GRAM. 

Subtitle A of the Agricultural Marketing 
Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1621 et seq.) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘SEC. 210B. PROCESSING RESILIENCE GRANT 
PROGRAM. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 

entity’ means— 
‘‘(A) a smaller establishment or very small 

establishment (as those terms are defined in 
the final rule entitled ‘Pathogen Reduction; 
Hazard Analysis and Critical Control Point 
(HACCP) Systems’ (61 Fed. Reg. 33806 (July 
25, 1996))); 

‘‘(B) a slaughtering or processing establish-
ment subject to— 

‘‘(i) a State meat inspection program pur-
suant to section 301 of the Federal Meat In-
spection Act (21 U.S.C. 661); or 

‘‘(ii) a State poultry product inspection 
program pursuant to section 5 of the Poultry 
Products Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 454); 

‘‘(C) a person engaging in custom oper-
ations that is exempt from inspection 
under— 

‘‘(i) section 23 of the Federal Meat Inspec-
tion Act (21 U.S.C. 623); or 

‘‘(ii) section 15 of the Poultry Products In-
spection Act (21 U.S.C. 464); and 

‘‘(D) a person seeking— 
‘‘(i) to establish and operate an establish-

ment described in subparagraph (A) or (B); or 
‘‘(ii) to engage in custom operations de-

scribed in subparagraph (C). 
‘‘(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 

means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Administrator of the Agricul-
tural Marketing Service. 

‘‘(b) GRANTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Secretary shall award competitive 
grants to eligible entities for activities to in-
crease resiliency and diversification of the 
meat processing system, including activities 
that— 

‘‘(A) support the health and safety of meat 
and poultry plant employees, suppliers, and 
customers; 

‘‘(B) support increased processing capacity; 
and 

‘‘(C) otherwise support the resilience of the 
small meat and poultry processing sector. 

‘‘(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The maximum 
amount of a grant awarded under this sec-
tion shall not exceed $500,000. 

‘‘(3) DURATION.—The term of a grant 
awarded under this section shall not exceed 
3 years. 

‘‘(c) APPLICATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—An eligible entity desir-

ing a grant under this section shall submit 
to the Secretary an application at such time, 
in such manner, and containing such infor-
mation as the Secretary may require. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATIONS FOR SMALL GRANTS.—The 
Secretary shall establish a separate, sim-
plified application process for eligible enti-
ties applying for a grant under this section 
of not more than $100,000. 

‘‘(3) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary shall 
ensure that any application for a grant 
under this section is— 

‘‘(A) simple and practicable; 
‘‘(B) accessible online; and 
‘‘(C) available through local staff of the 

Department of Agriculture. 
‘‘(4) NOTICE.—Not later than 14 days before 

the date on which the Secretary begins to 
accept applications under paragraph (1), the 
Secretary shall publish a notice of funding 
opportunity with respect to the grants avail-
able under this section. 

‘‘(5) REAPPLICATION.—If an application of 
an eligible entity under this subsection is de-
nied by the Secretary, the eligible entity 
may submit a revised application. 

‘‘(6) PRIORITY.—In reviewing applications 
submitted under this subsection, the Sec-
retary shall give priority to proposals that 
will— 

‘‘(A) increase farmer and rancher access to 
animal slaughter options within a 200-mile 
radius of the location of the farmer or ranch-
er; or 

‘‘(B) support an eligible entity described in 
subsection (a)(1)(A). 

‘‘(d) USE OF GRANT.—An eligible entity 
that receives a grant under this section shall 
use the grant funds to carry out activities in 
support of the purposes described in sub-
section (b)(1), including through— 

‘‘(1) the development and issuance of a 
Hazard Analysis and Critical Control Points 

plan for the eligible entity, which may be de-
veloped by a consultant; 

‘‘(2) the purchase or establishment, as ap-
plicable, of facilities, equipment, processes, 
and operations necessary for the eligible en-
tity to comply with applicable requirements 
under the Federal Meat Inspection Act (21 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.) or the Poultry Products 
Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 451 et seq.); 

‘‘(3) the purchase of cold storage, equip-
ment, or transportation services; 

‘‘(4) the purchase of temperature screening 
supplies, testing for communicable diseases, 
disinfectant, sanitation systems, hand wash-
ing stations, and other sanitizing supplies; 

‘‘(5) the purchase and decontamination of 
personal protective equipment; 

‘‘(6) the construction or purchase of hu-
mane handling infrastructure, including 
holding space for livestock prior to slaugh-
ter, shade structures, and knock box struc-
tures; 

‘‘(7)(A) the purchase of software and com-
puter equipment for record keeping, produc-
tion data, and Hazard Analysis and Critical 
Control Points record review; and 

‘‘(B) the provision of guidelines and train-
ing relating to that software and computer 
equipment; 

‘‘(8) the provision of staff time and train-
ing for implementing and monitoring health 
and safety procedures; 

‘‘(9) the development of a feasibility study 
or business plan for, or the carrying out of 
any other activity associated with, estab-
lishing or expanding a small meat or poultry 
processing facility; 

‘‘(10) the purchase of equipment that en-
ables the further use or value-added sale of 
coproducts or byproducts, such as organs, 
hides, and other relevant products; and 

‘‘(11) other activities associated with ex-
panding or establishing an eligible entity de-
scribed in subsection (a)(1)(A), as determined 
by the Secretary. 

‘‘(e) OUTREACH.—During the period begin-
ning on the date on which the Secretary pub-
lishes the notice under subsection (c)(4) and 
ending on the date on which the Secretary 
begins to accept applications under sub-
section (c)(1), the Secretary shall perform 
outreach to States and eligible entities re-
lating to grants under this section. 

‘‘(f) FEDERAL SHARE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

the Federal share of the activities carried 
out using a grant awarded under this section 
shall not exceed— 

‘‘(A) 90 percent in the case of a grant in the 
amount of $100,000 or less; or 

‘‘(B) 75 percent in the case of a grant in an 
amount greater than $100,000. 

‘‘(2) FISCAL YEARS 2025 AND 2026.—An eligible 
entity awarded a grant under this section 
during fiscal year 2025 or 2026 shall not be re-
quired to provide non-Federal matching 
funds with respect to the grant. 

‘‘(g) ADMINISTRATION.—The promulgation 
of regulations under, and administration of, 
this section shall be made without regard 
to— 

‘‘(1) the notice and comment provisions of 
section 553 of title 5, United States Code; and 

‘‘(2) chapter 35 of title 44, United States 
Code (commonly known as the ‘Paperwork 
Reduction Act’). 

‘‘(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of Agriculture to carry out this 
section $20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2025 
through 2030.’’. 
SEC. 6. PROCESSOR CAREER TRAINING PRO-

GRAMS. 
Title IV of the Agricultural Research, Ex-

tension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 is 
amended by inserting before section 404 (7 
U.S.C. 7624) the following: 
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‘‘SEC. 403. PROCESSOR CAREER TRAINING PRO-

GRAMS. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) LAND-GRANT COLLEGES AND UNIVER-

SITIES.—The term ‘land-grant colleges and 
universities’ has the meaning given the term 
in section 1404 of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3103). 

‘‘(2) SMALLER ESTABLISHMENT; VERY SMALL 
ESTABLISHMENT.—The terms ‘smaller estab-
lishment’ and ‘very small establishment’ 
have the meanings given those terms in the 
final rule entitled ‘Pathogen Reduction; Haz-
ard Analysis and Critical Control Point 
(HACCP) Systems’ (61 Fed. Reg. 38806 (July 
25, 1996)). 

‘‘(3) STRUCTURED APPRENTICESHIP.—The 
term ‘structured apprenticeship’ means an 
apprenticeship program that— 

‘‘(A) provides most of the training on the 
job in a meat or poultry processing facility; 

‘‘(B) describes in detail— 
‘‘(i) all of the competencies necessary to 

work in a meat or poultry processing facil-
ity; and 

‘‘(ii) the competencies that are necessary 
to own and operate a meat or poultry proc-
essing facility that is a smaller establish-
ment or a very small establishment; 

‘‘(C) describes the level of knowledge, skill, 
and ability the apprentice ought to attain in 
each competency; 

‘‘(D) includes a component for someone 
other than the trainer— 

‘‘(i) to assess competency attainment; and 
‘‘(ii) to assure that all competencies are 

being addressed during the apprenticeship; 
‘‘(E) includes an individualized plan for 

each apprentice that— 
‘‘(i) considers prior knowledge, skill, and 

ability; and 
‘‘(ii) allows for apprentices to opt out of 

competencies irrelevant to their career 
goals; and 

‘‘(F) focuses on individuals who will work 
in or operate meat or poultry processing fa-
cilities that are smaller establishments or 
very small establishments. 

‘‘(b) PROCESSOR CAREER TRAINING PRO-
GRAMS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide competitive grants to junior or commu-
nity colleges, technical or vocational 
schools, nonprofit organizations, worker 
training centers, and land-grant colleges and 
universities to establish or expand career 
training programs, including for structured 
apprenticeships, relating to meat and poul-
try processing. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATIONS FOR SMALL GRANTS.—The 
Secretary shall establish a separate, sim-
plified application and reporting process for 
entities described in paragraph (1) applying 
for a grant under this subsection of not more 
than $100,000. 

‘‘(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this subsection 
$10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2025 
through 2030.’’. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and 
Ms. DUCKWORTH): 

S. 1516. A bill to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to conduct a spe-
cial resource study of the Cahokia 
Mounds, Emerald Mounds, and Pulcher 
Mounds in the State of Illinois, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1516 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Cahokia 
Mounds Mississippian Culture Study Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 
(1) the city of Cahokia— 
(A) was inhabited from approximately A.D. 

700 to 1400; and 
(B) at its peak from A.D. 1050 to 1200— 
(i) covered nearly 6 square miles; and 
(ii) was home to 10,000 to 20,000 people; 
(2) more than 120 mounds were built over 

time at the site of the city of Cahokia; 
(3) the site of the city of Cahokia is named 

for the Cahokia subtribe of the Illinois Con-
federation, who moved into the area in the 
1600s; 

(4) the city of Cahokia was the central hub 
and largest city of the Mississippian culture 
that ruled and traded across half of North 
America, more than 1,250,000 square miles; 

(5) the city of Cahokia— 
(A) was the first known organized urban-

ization and government north of Mexico; and 
(B) at its peak, was larger than most Euro-

pean cities, including London; 
(6) some of the Cahokia Mounds, which 

were built from A.D. 900 to 1400, still stand as 
earthen monuments and remnants of Mis-
sissippian culture, which is the greatest pre-
historic ancient culture in North America, 
the people of which are ancestors to many of 
today’s First People and Nations; and 

(7) the Cahokia Mounds are designated as— 
(A) a National Historic Landmark; 
(B) an Illinois State Historic Site; and 
(C) a United Nations Educational, Sci-

entific, and Cultural Organization World 
Heritage Site. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 

means the Secretary of the Interior. 
(2) STUDY AREA.—The term ‘‘Study Area’’ 

means— 
(A) the Cahokia Mounds State Historic 

Site; 
(B) the Emerald Mounds in St. Clair Coun-

ty, Illinois; and 
(C) the Pulcher Mounds in Monroe and St. 

Clair Counties, Illinois. 
SEC. 4. SPECIAL RESOURCE STUDY. 

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
special resource study of the Study Area. 

(b) CONTENTS.—In conducting the study 
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall— 

(1) evaluate the national significance of 
the Study Area; 

(2) determine the suitability and feasi-
bility of designating the Study Area as a 
unit of the National Park System; 

(3) consider other alternatives for preserva-
tion, protection, and interpretation of the 
Study Area by— 

(A) Federal, State, or local governmental 
entities; or 

(B) private and nonprofit organizations; 
(4) consult with— 
(A) interested entities of the Federal Gov-

ernment or State or local governmental en-
tities; 

(B) private and nonprofit organizations; or 
(C) any other interested individuals; and 
(5) identify cost estimates for any Federal 

acquisition, development, interpretation, op-
eration, and maintenance associated with 
the alternatives considered under paragraph 
(3). 

(c) APPLICABLE LAW.—The study required 
under subsection (a) shall be conducted in 
accordance with section 100507 of title 54, 
United States Code. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after 
the date on which funds are first made avail-
able to conduct the study required under 
subsection (a), the Secretary shall submit to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate and the Committee on 
Natural Resources of the House of Rep-
resentatives a report containing— 

(1) the results of the study; and 
(2) any conclusions and recommendations 

of the Secretary. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 184—EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
DESIGNATION OF APRIL 2025 AS 
‘‘NATIONAL CHILD ABUSE PRE-
VENTION MONTH’’, AND THE 
GOALS AND IDEALS OF NA-
TIONAL CHILD ABUSE PREVEN-
TION MONTH 

Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Ms. BLUNT 
ROCHESTER, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Ms. HAS-
SAN, and Mr. HICKENLOOPER) submitted 
the following resolution; which was 
considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 184 

Whereas children are fundamental to the 
success of the United States and will shape 
the future of the United States; 

Whereas elected representatives and lead-
ers in the communities of the United States 
must be ever vigilant and proactive in sup-
port of evidence-based means to prevent 
child abuse and neglect, and to support fami-
lies; 

Whereas adverse childhood experiences (re-
ferred to in this preamble as ‘‘ACEs’’) are 
traumatic experiences that occur during 
childhood with lasting effects and include 
experiences of violence, abuse, or neglect; 

Whereas at least 5 of the top 10 leading 
causes of death are associated with ACEs; 

Whereas preventing ACEs could reduce 
many health conditions and long-term nega-
tive effects on life, opportunity, and well- 
being, including— 

(1) up to 21,000,000 cases of depression; 
(2) up to 1,900,000 cases of heart disease; 

and 
(3) up to 2,500,000 cases of overweight and 

obesity; 
Whereas every child is filled with tremen-

dous promise, and we all have a collective re-
sponsibility to prevent ACEs, foster the po-
tential of every child, and promote positive 
childhood experiences; 

Whereas preventing child abuse and ne-
glect can reduce the costly lifetime eco-
nomic burden associated with child mal-
treatment; 

Whereas, in 2023, an estimated 7,782,000 
children were referred to child protective 
services agencies, alleging maltreatment; 

Whereas each year approximately 1 in 7 
children in the United States experiences 
child abuse, neglect, or both; 

Whereas reports indicate that 1 in 4 girls 
and 1 in 13 boys will become victims of child 
sexual abuse before their 18th birthday; 

Whereas 93 percent of child sexual abuse 
victims are abused by a person they know 
and trust; 

Whereas children who are sexually abused, 
especially when not provided appropriate 
treatment and support, often suffer lifelong 
consequences, such as physical and mental 
health challenges and higher risk of drug and 
alcohol misuse and suicide; 

Whereas, in 2023, the National Center for 
Missing and Exploited Children’s 
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CyberTipline received nearly 36,200,000 re-
ports of suspected online child sexual exploi-
tation, a 12-percent increase from 2022, the 
highest number of reports ever received in 1 
year; 

Whereas education and awareness of pos-
sible signs of child abuse and neglect should 
be prioritized for purposes of prevention; and 

Whereas, by intervening to prevent adver-
sity and build resilience during the most 
critical years of development of a child, vol-
untary, evidence-based, home-visiting pro-
grams have shown positive impact on— 

(1) reducing the recurrence of child abuse 
and neglect; 

(2) decreasing the incidence of low-birth-
weight babies; 

(3) improved school readiness for children; 
and 

(4) increased high school graduation rates: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) supports the designation of April 2025 as 

‘‘National Child Abuse Prevention Month’’; 
(2) expresses support for the goals and 

ideals of National Child Abuse Prevention 
Month; 

(3) recognizes that child abuse and neglect 
and child sexual abuse are preventable, and 
that a healthy and prosperous society de-
pends on strong families and communities; 

(4) supports efforts to increase the aware-
ness of, and provide education for, the gen-
eral public of the United States, with respect 
to preventing child abuse and neglect and 
building protective factors for families; 

(5) supports the efforts to help survivors of 
childhood sexual abuse heal; 

(6) supports justice for victims of childhood 
sexual abuse; and 

(7) recognizes the need for prevention, 
healing, and justice efforts related to child-
hood abuse, neglect, and sexual abuse. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 185—DESIG-
NATING THE WEEK OF APRIL 21 
THROUGH APRIL 25, 2025, AS ‘‘NA-
TIONAL HOME VISITING WEEK’’ 

Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself and Mr. 
WARNER) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 185 

Whereas every child deserves the oppor-
tunity to live up to his or her potential; 

Whereas the early childhood years are the 
most active period for the developing brain 
and a stable, secure relationship with a nur-
turing, caring adult is a key factor in the de-
velopment of young children; 

Whereas home visiting programs help par-
ents meet the unique needs of their children, 
promote healthy development, strengthen 
family relationships, and reduce the risk of 
abuse and neglect; 

Whereas, in 2023, evidence-based home vis-
iting was implemented in all 50 States, the 
District of Columbia, 5 territories, 21 Indige-
nous communities, and 51 percent of United 
States counties; 

Whereas, in fiscal year 2023, the Federal 
Maternal, Infant, and Early Childhood Home 
Visiting Program served over 139,000 parents 
and children and provided over 919,000 home 
visits; 

Whereas more than 280,000 families re-
ceived evidence-based home visiting services 
in 2023, over the course of more than 2,800,000 
home visits; 

Whereas more than 20,000 home visitors 
and supervisors delivered evidence-based 
services nationwide in 2023; and 

Whereas home visitors provide practical, 
emotional, and educational support that 
helps families thrive, promotes positive par-

enting practices, and ensures children have a 
strong foundation for a healthy, successful 
life: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate supports— 
(1) the designation of the week of April 21 

through April 25, 2025, as ‘‘National Home 
Visiting Week’’; and 

(2) the goals and ideals of National Home 
Visiting Week. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 186—SUP-
PORTING THE MISSION AND 
GOALS OF NATIONAL FENTANYL 
AWARENESS DAY IN 2025, IN-
CLUDING INCREASING INDI-
VIDUAL AND PUBLIC AWARE-
NESS OF THE IMPACT OF FAKE 
OR COUNTERFEIT FENTANYL 
PILLS ON FAMILIES AND YOUNG 
PEOPLE 
Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mrs. 

SHAHEEN, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. 
FETTERMAN, Mr. MCCORMICK, Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO, Mr. DAINES, Mr. WARNOCK, 
Mr. CRAMER, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. JUS-
TICE, Mr. LUJÁN, Mr. RISCH, Mr. KELLY, 
Mrs. CAPITO, Ms. ROSEN, Mr. CRAPO, 
Mr. YOUNG, Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. MORAN, 
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. HAGERTY, Ms. ERNST, 
Mr. CASSIDY, Ms. COLLINS, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. SCOTT of Flor-
ida, Mr. BUDD, and Mr. RICKETTS) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 186 

Whereas drug traffickers are mass-pro-
ducing fake or counterfeit pills and falsely 
marketing them as legitimate prescription 
pills to deceive the people of the United 
States; 

Whereas many fake or counterfeit pills are 
made to look like prescription name-brand 
opioids, stimulants, or anxiety medications; 

Whereas drug traffickers are using fake or 
counterfeit pills to exploit prescription drug 
misuse and the opioid crisis; 

Whereas the Drug Enforcement Adminis-
tration (referred to in this preamble as the 
‘‘DEA’’) has observed a dramatic rise in the 
number of counterfeit pills containing not 
less than 2 milligrams of fentanyl, which is 
considered a deadly dose; 

Whereas 5 out of every 10 pills with 
fentanyl tested by the DEA contain a poten-
tially lethal dose; 

Whereas counterfeit pills may also contain 
fentanyl-related substances and meth-
amphetamine; 

Whereas the number of counterfeit pills 
with fentanyl seized by law enforcement 
agencies in 2024 was 60,000,000; 

Whereas, including the nearly 8,000 pounds 
of fentanyl powder seized in 2024, total 
fentanyl seizures are equivalent to more 
than 377,000,000 lethal doses of fentanyl; 

Whereas fake or counterfeit pills have been 
identified in all 50 States and the District of 
Columbia; 

Whereas illicit fentanyl has also been de-
tected in illicit drugs such as heroin, co-
caine, MDMA (ecstasy and molly), and meth-
amphetamine; 

Whereas, for the 12-month period ending in 
October 2024, more than 84,000 individuals in 
the United States died of drug-induced 
deaths, and more than 58,000 of those deaths 
involved illicit fentanyl and other synthetic 
opioids; 

Whereas, over the last 20 years, drug-in-
duced deaths among individuals 15 to 35 
years of age have increased 5-fold, largely 
driven by the increase in illicit fentanyl 
drugs; 

Whereas, for the 12-month period ending in 
June 2023, illicit fentanyl was involved in 
more deaths of individuals 55 years of age 
and under than any single other cause; 

Whereas fake counterfeit pills are easily 
accessible and often sold on social media and 
e-commerce platforms, making them acces-
sible to teens and youth; 

Whereas illicit fentanyl is involved in 
more deaths of youths than all other drug 
types combined; 

Whereas, between 2019 and 2021, drug over-
dose and poisoning deaths for individuals 14 
to 18 years of age increased by 128 percent, a 
rate of increase which was 77 percentage 
points higher than the national rate and 
higher than the rate for any other 5-year age 
group; 

Whereas, between 2019 and 2021, the number 
of deaths involving illicit fentanyl in drug 
overdose and poisoning deaths for individ-
uals 14 to 18 years of age increased by 236 
percent, a rate of increase which was 141 per-
centage points higher than the national rate 
and higher than the rate for any other 5-year 
age group over the age of 15; 

Whereas, since 2021, the annual number of 
drug overdose and poisoning deaths and 
those deaths involving illicit fentanyl in 
drug overdose and poisoning deaths for indi-
viduals 14 to 18 years of age has increased; 

Whereas, in the 12-month period ending 
June 2023, illicit fentanyl was involved in 81 
percent of drug-induced deaths of individuals 
between 14 and 23 years of age, compared to 
70 percent of drug-induced deaths of individ-
uals of all ages; 

Whereas, in 2024, only 65 percent of youth 
and 55 percent of teens in the United States 
were aware that fentanyl is being used to 
create counterfeit pills; 

Whereas, in 2024, only 55 percent of youth 
and 50 percent of teens considered them-
selves knowledgeable about fentanyl; and 

Whereas, in 2024, there were 51,010 reported 
overdose deaths involving illicit fentanyl 
and other synthetic opioids: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) supports the recognition and goals of 

National Fentanyl Awareness Day, which in-
clude increasing individual and public aware-
ness of the impact of fake or counterfeit 
fentanyl pills on families and young people; 

(2) applauds the work of Federal, State, 
and local law enforcement agencies that 
work to combat the proliferation of counter-
feit pills; 

(3) encourages the use of existing authori-
ties to proactively stop and prevent the 
spread of illicit counterfeit pills; and 

(4) designates April 29, 2025, as ‘‘National 
Fentanyl Awareness Day’’. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 187—CELE-
BRATING THE 153RD ANNIVER-
SARY OF ARBOR DAY 
Mr. RISCH (for himself, Mr. KING, 

Mr. CRAPO, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms. SMITH, 
Mr. RICKETTS, and Ms. BALDWIN) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 187 
Whereas Arbor Day was founded on April 

10, 1872, to recognize the importance of 
planting trees; 

Whereas Arbor Day is a time to recognize 
the importance of trees and an opportunity 
for communities to gather and plant for a 
greener future; 

Whereas Arbor Day is observed in all 50 
States and across the world; 

Whereas participating in Arbor Day activi-
ties promotes civic participation and high-
lights the importance of planting and caring 
for trees and vegetation; 
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Whereas Arbor Day activities provide an 

opportunity to convey to future generations 
the value of land and stewardship; 

Whereas working forests have contributed 
to an increase in the number of trees planted 
in the United States and are sustainably 
managed, with less than 2 percent of working 
forests nationally harvested each year; 

Whereas a key factor in preventing forest 
conversion and deforestation is keeping for-
ests productive; 

Whereas working forests are a critical part 
of a nature-based solution to climate change, 
and by providing a continuous cycle of grow-
ing, harvesting, and replanting, active forest 
management maximizes the ability to se-
quester and store carbon and improves forest 
resilience; 

Whereas private forests play an important 
role in conserving at-risk and declining spe-
cies, and collaborative conservation efforts 
can benefit species while also helping to 
keep forests as forests; 

Whereas sustainably grown wood can be 
used in a wide variety of resilient infrastruc-
ture and building applications—from tradi-
tional timber framing to high-tech mass 
timber—and as a natural, renewable, and 
biodegradable material, the significant use 
of wood building materials in buildings and 
bridges helps decrease global carbon emis-
sions; 

Whereas the Arbor Day Foundation and 
the Tree City USA program have been com-
mitted to greening cities and towns across 
the country since 1976, and, in that time, 
more than 3,500 communities have made the 
commitment to becoming Tree City USA 
communities; 

Whereas Tree City USA communities are 
home to more than 47 percent of individuals 
in the United States, who are dedicated to 
core standards of sound urban forestry man-
agement and who dedicate resources and 
time to urban forestry initiatives, which 
helps make their communities and our coun-
try a better place to live; 

Whereas National Arbor Day is observed on 
the last Friday of April each year; and 

Whereas April 25, 2025, marks the 153rd an-
niversary of Arbor Day: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes April 25, 2025, as ‘‘National 

Arbor Day’’; 
(2) celebrates the 153rd anniversary of 

Arbor Day; 
(3) supports the goals and ideals of Na-

tional Arbor Day; and 
(4) encourages the people of the United 

States to participate in National Arbor Day 
activities. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, I 
have five 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 AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND 

FORESTRY 
The Committee on Agriculture, Nu-

trition, and Forestry is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Tuesday, April 29, 2025, at 3 p.m., to 
conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
The Committee on Armed Services is 

authorized to meet during the session 

of the Senate on Tuesday, April 29, 
2025, at 9:30 a.m., to meet in open ses-
sion to consider nominations. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 
The Committee on Finance is author-

ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Tuesday, April 29, 2025, at 10 
a.m., to consider nominations. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 
The Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 

is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Tuesday, April 29, 
2025, at 10:30 a.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 Tuesday, 
April 29, 2025, at 2:30 p.m., to conduct a 
closed business meeting and briefing. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL WEDNES-
DAY, APRIL 30, 2025, AT 10 A.M. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 10 a.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:01 a.m., 
adjourned until Wednesday, April 30, 
2025, at 10 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

DAVID BECK, OF TENNESSEE, TO BE DEPUTY ADMINIS-
TRATOR FOR DEFENSE PROGRAMS, NATIONAL NUCLEAR 
SECURITY ADMINISTRATION, VICE MARVIN L. ADAMS, 
RESIGNED. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

MARK BRNOVICH, OF ARIZONA, TO BE AMBASSADOR 
EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF SER-
BIA. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

FRANCES BROOKE, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AN ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, VICE ALEXIA MARIE 
GABRIELLE LATORTUE, RESIGNED. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

THOMAS GAISER, OF OHIO, TO BE AN ASSISTANT AT-
TORNEY GENERAL, VICE CHRISTOPHER CHARLES 
FONZONE, RESIGNED. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

JOHN GIORDANO, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE AMBAS-
SADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF 
NAMIBIA. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

JONATHAN GREENSTEIN, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A DEP-
UTY UNDER SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, VICE BRENT 
NEIMAN, RESIGNED. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

AMY HENNINGER, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE DIRECTOR OF 
OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION, DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE, VICE DOUGLAS CRAIG SCHMIDT, RESIGNED. 

BRENT INGRAHAM, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AN ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY OF THE ARMY, VICE DOUGLAS R. BUSH, RE-
SIGNED. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

DONALD KORB, OF OHIO, TO BE CHIEF COUNSEL FOR 
THE INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE AND AN ASSISTANT 
GENERAL COUNSEL IN THE DEPARTMENT OF THE 
TREASURY, VICE MARJORIE A. ROLLINSON. 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 

ROBERT LAW, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO BE 
UNDER SECRETARY FOR STRATEGY, POLICY, AND 
PLANS, DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY, VICE 
ROBERT PETER SILVERS, RESIGNED. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

DAVID PETERS, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AN ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY OF COMMERCE, VICE MATTHEW S. AXELROD, 
RESIGNED. 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

KEVIN RHODES, OF FLORIDA, TO BE ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR FEDERAL PROCUREMENT POLICY, VICE MICHAEL 
ERIC WOOTEN. 

NATIONAL INDIAN GAMING COMMISSION 

JOHN SIMERMEYER, OF NORTH CAROLINA, TO BE 
CHAIRMAN OF THE NATIONAL INDIAN GAMING COMMIS-
SION FOR THE TERM OF THREE YEARS, VICE E. 
SEQUOYAH SIMERMEYER, TERM EXPIRED. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

ANJANI SINHA, OF FLORIDA, TO BE AMBASSADOR EX-
TRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF SINGAPORE. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

PHILIP WEINBERG, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AN ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE, VICE KRISTYN E. JONES. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

STANLEY WOODWARD, JR., OF THE DISTRICT OF CO-
LUMBIA, TO BE ASSOCIATE ATTORNEY GENERAL, VICE 
VANITA GUPTA. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

CHARLES YOUNG III, OF WEST VIRGINIA, TO BE GEN-
ERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
VICE CARRIE FRANCES RICCI, RESIGNED. 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

SARAHGRACE R. AGLUBAT 
RACHEL C. AKERLUND 
ANDREW A. AMBAT 
MORGAN E. ANDERSON 
SARAH D. ANSWINE 
CHRISTOPHER D. ARNOLD 
ALEXIS R. AYALA 
COREY D. BAKER 
JESSICA L. BARNES 
CAMERON E. BERLIN 
DAVID G. BILLECI 
JAMES M. BLACK 
BRIAN M. BOPP 
ZACHARY A. BORG 
KENA L. BOSTICK 
CHARLES J. BRADFORD 
LEAH F. BRADING 
DAVID J. BRASEFIELD 
KATIE L. BROYLES 
ALEXIS D. BURDON 
DANIEL E. CAMPBELL 
MARCO CATANESE 
ADAM S. CHANDLER 
ANISHA M. CHAPLIN 
APRIL J. CHEN 
KEVIN M. CICCONE 
MATTHEW R. CLARK 
WILLIAM R. CLINE 
NICHOLAS A. CORREA 
CHARITO M. CORVIN 
LANELL E. CRAIG 
HOPE R. CRONIN 
ALINA V. DACQUEL 
DANIEL P. DARLINGTON 
AUSTIN L. DAVIS 
NICHOLAS P. DELCORE 
ALFREDO DELGADO 
DAVID M. DEMEUSE 
DANIEL J. DIAMOND 
CANDICE N. DILLITTE 
ANTHONY P. DIMUZIO 
JORDAN R. DIX 
LOGAN R. DIXON 
TORY O. DONATO 
ABIGAIL C. EBERLE 
KATHERINE M. ELWER 
KATRINA I. EROMIN 
STEVEN A. EWING 
KAITLIN F. FAIR 
KARISSA M. FELTMAN 
DOUGLAS S. FERGUSON 
NICOLE L. FERRARA 
MICHAEL V. FITISEMANU 
DANIELLE J. FLEMING 
ZACHARY R. FONK 
STEVEN A. FOSTER 
JOHN G. FOX 
KOREY J. FRATINI 
ALEXANDRA N. GAGNON 
SHANE E. GALBRAITH 
REED N. GANN 
ALBERTO E. GARCIA III 
DENNIS I. GARDNER, JR. 
STEVEN M. GARDNER 
ANDREW T. GAY 
ALAN D. GEASON 
JOSHUA L. GELSOMINO 
JOSHUA A. GEYER 
CHRISTOPHER M. GHEEN 
APHICHART GINGSUMRONG 
MADELINE J. GOFF 
ISAIAH T. GOMEZ 
JOSIAH A. GONZALEZ 
KATIE M. GORBACZ 
WILLIAM J. GRAFF 
JACOB A. GRIEGO 
MATTHEW T. GRIFFIE 
DAN L. GRIFFITH III 
JESSICA M. GRIFFITH 
JULIE C. GROSSNICKLE 
FRANCIS MARTIN B. GUDEZ 
MICAH J. HAFICH 
REED L. HAHN 
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AMBER M. HANSEN 
SEAN C. HARVEY 
JOHN I. HAWKINS 
DUSTIN G. HEIDEMAN 
ZEBULON A. HENDERSON 
PATRICK R. HENNESSEY 
ANDREW G. HEPLER 
ELIZABETH L. HEPLER 
KELLEY M. HETHERINGTON 
DANIEL E. HILL 
ALEXANDER P. HILLMAN 
LYDDIA L. HIRSCHY 
KELSI A. HORAN 
MELISSA E. HOWARD 
REGENALD E. HOWARD 
MARCROBERT B. ICBAN 
STEVEN A. ISHMAEL III 
CLAY C. JAVID 
KENNETH M. JENKINS II 
DWAYNE A. JOHNSON 
JESSE M. JOHNSON 
TREVION D. JONES 
MICHAEL J. KANAAN 
ANDREW J. KEITH 
MICHAEL C. KENASTON 
ESTHER KIM 
JOSEPH A. KIMMINAU 
SEAN R. KING 
DANIEL S. KISER 
ADDISON A. KISLING 
ROSA V. KOENIG 
CRISTINA I. KUHN 
PHIL N. KURUVILLA 
JOHN W. KUST 
TYLER C. LABRUM 
SHERI N. LAMB 
DANIEL R. LANGSTON 
MATTHEW A. LANTZ 
JOSHUA T. LARSON 
ANDREA M. LAUSER 
MICHAEL S. LAVOIE 
ANGELA M. LEE 
EUNICE H. LEE 
LADONNA D. LEE 
JUSTIN B. LEO 
RYNE L. LINDQUIST 
JASON V. LOOMIS 
CHAD D. MARTIN 
KAYLEE M. MARTIN 
LATIRIA S. MAYO 
CALEB E. MAYS 
RICHARD S. MAZEN 
CAITLIN A. MESECHER 
CHRISTOPHER J. MESNARD 
ROBERT C. METCALF 
ALEXANDER X. MILHOUS 
KELSEY J. MILLER 
STUART D. MILLER 
KAPRICE L. MONTECALVO 
KARIANNE M. MOODY 
BRIAN J. MORRISON 
ROBERT M. MOXLEY 
SEAN D. MURAWSKI 
KYLE W. MYERS 
NANCY C. NEAL 
CASEY R. NEUVILLE 
KAY M. NISSEN 
CHRISTOPHER C. NISWONGER 
PATRICK S. OLSON 
LAUREN A. Z. OTT 
KYLE E. PALMER 
BRIDGET K. PANTALEON 
MICHAEL J. PARRISH 
KIRSTEN M. PATTON 
JESSICA A. PAYNE 
JACOB W. PAYTON 
TOBIAS L. PEDRETTI 
STEPHEN B. PERKINS 
GLEN P. PFEIFFER 
MARCELA PINEDA 
PHILIP C. PORTER 
ROBERT A. RABBIA 
KEAVY L. RAKE 
JEFFREY J. REARDON 
RACHEL J. REED 
VICTORIA A. REEVES 
DANTE C. REID 
EDWARD REYES 
KYLE S. RICH 
SEAN C. RITTER 
CARLOS A. RODRIGUEZ 
RONALD C. ROUX 
PHILIP D. RUEL 
JOHN V. RUNGE 
HEATHER L. SALTSGAVER 
DANIEL G. SARGEANT 
PETER A. SAUNDERS 
SARA K. SAVAGE 
MICHAEL T. SCHILL 
NOAH P. SCHILL 
ELLIS J. SCHMUCK 
PAUL E. SCHUBERT 
BENJAMIN C. SCROGGINS 
PAUL H. SHAIYAH 
CAMERON B. SHIKE 
ROBERT A. SHOULTS 
JUSTIN M. SIMMONS 
CORBAN J. SMITH 
LARRY J. SMITH, JR. 
SARAH F. SMITH 
JONATHAN B. SMYTHE 
BENJAMIN J. SOLTISZ 
DUSTIN J. SORIANO 
RYAN S. SOUTHWORTH 
MICHAEL M. STAAB 
ZANE H. STEADMAN 
CHRISTOPHER C. STEPHENSON 

NICHOLAS J. STERNITZKY 
TYLER R. STILES 
PAUL E. STUMP 
GILBERT M. SUMMERS 
ALEXANDER J. TAFT 
DUSTIN W. TAYLOR 
MICHAEL E. TEMPLER 
KATE A. THIELEMANN 
DANIEL L. TRUJILLO 
RIANE K. ULRICH 
JOOST J. VERDUYN 
PATRICK B. VINGE 
TUAN A. VU 
JONATHAN R. WAAG 
KATHERINE A. WARD 
RAPHAEL E. WATSON 
DEXTER J. WEBB 
AUSTIN M. WHELAN 
ANDREW S. WILKINSON 
JESSICA C. WILLIAMS 
JOSHUA A. WILLIAMS 
TYLER W. WITT 
ROBERT V. WOLFE 
ALBERT C. YIN 
MIGUEL A. ZAPATA 
RICHARD A. ZENTMAYER 
RONALD M. ZIMMERMANN 
CASEY L. ZOELLICK 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

LAURA A. ABBOTT 
ZACHARY T. AVERETT 
NICHOLE R. AYERS 
TYFFANI BARLOW 
VITALIY O. BENZ 
KELLAN D. BETHKE 
TIMOTHY J. BETTIS 
ANDREW F. BREEST 
AYLA A. BURNSIDE 
ELINORE T. CARRASCO 
JEE H. CHUNG 
JORGE E. DIAZ 
ROBERT D. EVERMAN III 
MIKHAIL A. FEDORCHIK 
HWANG J. HO 
ANNA J. JUNG 
JOSHUA T. KU 
ROBERT S. LAFLEUR 
JIN U. LEE 
CHRISTOPHER S. LEUNG 
SAMUEL H. MAJOR 
RYAN J. H. MAYER 
JONATHAN F. MECHAM 
TAMARA A. MERRITT 
STEVEN M. PARENT 
ANTHONY S. PERCY 
DAVID PHETMIXAY 
MATTHEW C. PRILL 
KEVIN A. REILLY 
ALEXANDER ROJAS 
BRADLEY A. SCHMIDT 
MARGARITA Z. SHIELDS 
LYNDSEY L. H. SMITH 
DAVID J. SONDRUP 
MATTHEW L. SZUSTER 
MEGHAN C. TALSKY 
PHILIP A. TRUDEAU 
LILIANA G. URREGO 
MIGUEL A. VASQUEZ 
ANNE L. WILLEY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

AMARA B. ADAMS 
KARL L. AGUDO 
CHRISTOPHER B. ALFONSO 
PAULINA M. ALI 
JEFFREY M. ALLEN 
BRENNA M. ALLER 
RYAN M. AMEDEE 
MICHAEL R. ARCHIBALD 
KEMIAN N. ATKINS 
JAMES F. AULTMAN 
DOMINIC G. BAKER 
JEREMIAH L. BAXTER 
LEVI T. BEARD 
JOSHUA R. BEDEL 
MICHAEL W. BELL 
WHITNEY B. BERTSCH 
ERIC R. BOEHM 
MATTHEW R. BOGAN 
GARED D. BOWERS 
JONATHAN S. BRADLEY 
AMANDA M. BRADY 
JASON A. BRAMLETT 
WILLIAM D. CALKINS 
JAY CALVO 
LATISHA D. CANNON 
HOLLAND D. CANTER 
PHILIPPE A. CARAGHIAUR 
DENISE A. CASPERS 
DAMIQUA R. CHAMPION 
JAMES T. CHAPLIN 
DALIN CHHEN 
MICHELLE M. CHIARAVALLE 
MICHAEL J. CHRISTOPHER 
SEAN M. CHRISTY 
RYAN L. COKER 
MATTHEW G. COLE 
JOHN N. CONCEPCION 

CORY A. COOK 
IAN S. CORDELL 
TARAH E. COTTON 
CORDELL CRAWFORD 
PETER M. DAIGLE 
KELLI C. DEBOCK 
PETER A. DEBOIS 
ROBERT J. DELANEY 
NICK J. DELASBOUR 
KYLE A. DERONER 
DAVID F. DINERO 
DANIELLE M. DOREN 
CHRISTOPHER D. DOZLER 
JAMES A. DREIBELBIS 
KIPP C. DRUECKE 
CARRIE L. DUMLAO 
CODY N. DUMONT 
RYAN T. DYSON 
JAMILA C. EDGERSON 
ADAM P. EDGERTON 
CAMERAND P. ERSCH 
TAYLOR D. FARRIS 
MATTHEW J. FECKE 
EDWIN L. FERCHAUD 
JOSE D. FIGUEROA 
BENJAMIN L. FINK 
JARRET M. FLEXMAN 
BENJAMIN C. FLORES 
DAYNE M. FOOTE 
DEVON FORD 
CHARLES E. T. FRAZIER 
FREDERICK W. FREEMAN 
SEAN M. FREITAG 
KYLE A. FULLER 
SARAH K. FURRER 
SAMANTHA C. GARRIDO 
DAVID J. GEANEY 
MICHAEL S. GLYNN 
STEPHAN K. GOODWIN 
AVANTE N. GRAVES 
JON W. GRAY 
REIS E. GRIFFIN 
ANTHONY GUAJARDO 
SHANNON E. HAGADORN 
DIANA R. HALL 
ASHLEY D. HARDY 
WILLIAM C. HARDY 
SAM B. HARRIGER 
JAMES B. HEDGEPETH 
JEREME R. HENRARD 
ERIC L. HITZFELD 
SCOTT M. HLAVIN 
ERIC R. HOPKINSON 
IAN G. HUDSON 
MICHAEL W. IMHOLTE 
JORDAN L. JACKSON 
KIMBERLY M. JACKSON 
CHAD S. JESSUP 
CHRISTINA I. KANE 
SEAN D. KELLEY 
ROBERT J. KENT 
DANBEE KIM 
RENEE L. KITTKA 
KEVIN A. KNUTSON 
LACEY N. KOELLING 
KYLIE K. KOPP 
KATHERINE A. KORDECKI 
SCOTT J. KOZLAK 
TIMOTHY E. KRYSTOSEK 
JOHN M. KULIKOWSKI 
THEODORE J. LABEDZ 
JACQUES M. LAMOUREUX 
ANTHONY W. LANGDON 
BRITTANY R. LEE 
BENJAMIN W. LEUNG 
LUIS M. LINARES–AYALA 
PATRICK J. LIVINGSTONE II 
KEVIN A. MANALO 
MATTHEW R. MARKLING 
DAVID A. MARTIN 
JOSE E. MARTINEZ SANCHEZ 
CARLOS E. MATEO 
JACOB D. MAYWALD 
CORY A. MCCART 
AMANDA L. MCGOWIN 
KRYSTAL A. MCGUINESS 
ANDREW R. MCHENDRY 
BRADLEY J. MCNAMARA 
ROBERT G. MENZEL 
DANIEL J. MERKH 
EVAN S. MINES 
KRISTEN M. MIRANDA 
VINCENT C. MIRANDA 
BRIAN H. MOLINA 
KYLE C. MORGAN 
CHRISTOPHER N. MORITA 
STEPHEN U. MOUTON 
MICHAEL R. MURROW 
DANIEL J. MUSLEVE 
JAMES J. NARDELLI 
JOHN M. NEWMAN 
CHRYSTOPHER C. NICHOLSON 
ANTHONY V. NOTO 
HEATHER M. NOVUS 
ALEXANDRIA C. NUGENT 
JOHN H. NUSSBAUM 
JOHN W. NUTTALL 
MICHAEL R. OLSON 
ALAN ORTEGA 
DEVORA N. ORTEGA 
MATTHEW S. OSBORNE 
CORY J. OSTROWSKI 
ERIC L. PARKS 
MICHAEL J. PARRISH 
DAVID N. PERKINS 
DANIEL M. PETERSON 
CHRISTOPHER D. J. POST 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES2672 April 29, 2025 
JOSHUA C. PRATT 
ROBERT G. PUKAY–MARTIN 
JOSEPH P. REGAN 
ROBERT A. RICE 
ARIEL N. ROCA 
ROBERT G. ROLLINS 
DOUGLAS G. RUARK 
JENNIFER E. RUHNKE 
RICHARD B. RYLAND 
GIANLUIGI U. SACCO 
MADISON K. SCACCIA 
ELIZABETH A. SCARBERRY 
DEREK R. SCHLEIDEN 
NATHAN P. SCHULTZ 
ALEJANDRO S. SENA 
BRADFORD L. SHIELDS 
CHASE C. SHIELDS 
ANITA T. SIMS 
ELIZABETH E. SMITH 
PRESTON G. SMITH 
SARAH E. SMITH 
TOMIKA S. SMITH 
BENJAMIN D. SPERRING 
KAYLEY M. SQUIRE 
ZACHARY T. STANTON 
DANIEL J. STAUNTON 
ENOCH E. STOHRY 
SEAN M. STUNTZ 
MICKI J. SUNDHEIM 
ROBYN V. SZASZ 
DELINE N. TENGEN 
HARRY G. THIGPEN IV 
MATTHEW D. THORNE 
FELICIA L. TICAS 
JOSEPH M. TREPAL 
IAN A. TROTT 
HOLLIS J. TROXEL 
HEATH A. TURLEY 
BRYAN J. TUTTLE 
JOELLE R. URIBE 
RYAN M. VANARTSDALEN 
KATHRYN L. VECHIK 
ALEKSI R. VEGA 
SHANE R. VEITENHEIMER 
DANIEL D. VENABLE 
VICTORIA R. VILLA 
AINSLIE A. VIZCARRA 
ROBERT B. WASHBURN 
JESSICA M. WATTS 
COLIN A. WHITE 
ADAM J. WICKLEY 
KATHERINE J. WILSON 
MICHAEL F. WINTER 
PHILLIP G. WUEBOLD 
SAMANTHA S. YOLANGCO 
ROBERT D. YOUNG 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

HUGO D. ALARCON 
MICHAEL T. ANSTAETT 
SARAH E. ASELTINE 
RYAN K. ATKINSON 
JUSTIN P. BAIER 
MICHAEL D. BARNHART 
KEIL M. BARTHOLOMEW 
JUSTIN O. BAYSDEN 
ANDREW S. BERGERIS 
JEDEDIAH M. BERHOLD 
SEAN S. BERTSCH 
JAMES M. BIER 
KATHLEEN BISCOTTI 
NICHOLAS E. BIXBY 
AARON P. BLAIN 
MICHAEL E. BOLLINGER 
TREVOR A. BREAU 
MICHAEL P. BRUEDER 
DUC M. BUI 
RYAN A. BUSH 
CODI L. CARRON 
FREDERICK G. CARTER 
JEREMY M. CECIL 
ALICE W. CHAN 
JEFFREY L. CHOATE 
MATTHEW P. CLAREY 
JAMES A. COCHRAN 
EDWIN O. COLON 
ANTONIA M. CONCEPCION 
ADAM M. CORLEY 
NATHAN D. COSKER 
JOSHUA S. COUGHENOUR 
JASON P. CRAYCRAFT 
DAVID DALLEMAND 
JOSHUA A. DAY 
THOMAS M. DONIGAN 
JADE B. DRIGGS 
MARY E. DUNSWORTH 
DREW A. DWYER 
JOSHUA M. ECKART 
SPENCER W. EDWARDS 
DANIEL J. EMMONS 
KEVIN M. FINSTER 
EMILY A. FISHER 
TIMOTHY J. FLESCH 
ANDREW M. FLINT 
ERIC M. FORBES 
MICHAEL A. FORD 
JAMES T. GAGLIO 
MIGUEL R. GAYTAN 
ZACHARY L. GOLOSOV 
ASHLEY E. GREEN 
NEIL E. GRIGSBY 
JOSEPH V. GRUNWALDT 
MATTHEW R. GUY 

ALEXANDER H. GWIN 
KELCIE L. HALL 
ALI M. HAMIDANI 
JONATHAN E. HAMILTON 
STEFAN L. HARDY 
KEENAN B. HARRIS 
CASEY G. HAWKINS 
ASHLEY R. HAZEL 
JOHN D. HELD 
KEVIN J. HENDRICKS 
DAVID M. HENSLEY 
J BRANDON HICKS 
KRISTEN L. HORTON 
SAMANTHA R. HOWARD 
JUSTIN D. HOWLAND 
THOMAS P. HULSEY 
DANIEL D. HULT 
ERIC M. HUNT 
GEORGE IP 
CHRISTINE E. JAKLITSCH 
FREDERICK J. JAKLITSCH 
MICHAEL A. KOEPKE 
CORINNE E. KONINGS 
ANN M. LANARI 
ANDREW L. LANGLAND 
GABRIELLE G. LLANOS 
ROBERT L. LLOYD 
ERIC W. LUM 
BENJAMIN N. MARSHALL 
KEVIN E. MAUERSBERG 
BRANDON C. MAUNEY 
JESSE P. MCCALEB 
SEAN G. MCKEEVER 
JAKE K. MCKEON 
THOMAS C. MCNITT 
SEAN M. MCTAGGART 
WILLIAM M. MCVEIGH 
MAHER A. MEHIO 
NICHOLE L. MOORE 
SEAN A. MORRIS 
ADAM D. MURPHY 
MORTON R. NEMERSON 
SUSAN J. NG 
TRUNG Q. NGUYEN 
NICHOLAS A. OLSON 
MICHEL PARDAL 
CANDICE E. PETERSON 
CRAIG C. PORTER 
ALEC S. RASMUSSEN 
ANDREW L. RELYEA 
MAXIMILLIAN P. REUNING 
ANDREW C. REXFORD 
MATTHEW N. RICE 
SEAN T. RICE 
CHRISTOPHER W. RICKS 
DANIEL M. ROBERSON 
JACOB J. ROBERTSON 
KAITLYN E. RYAN 
JOEL A. SANDERS 
JOSEPH R. SCIACCA 
COLLIN J. SEANOR 
NIHAR N. SHAH 
ADAM C. SHERIDAN 
BLAKE Y. SHERWOOD 
CHRISTEN C. SMITH 
NICHOLAS A. STOCKDALE 
CARL L. TEGTMEIER 
SCOTT W. THEUERKAUF 
CHRISTOPHER R. THOMAS 
CHRISTOPHER S. THORN 
ROSS D. TUCKER 
DANIEL J. URIBE 
VENEDIC C. VALERIO 
JOSHUA D. VAUGHAN 
TREVOR J. VRANICAR 
MELANIE WALTON 
GARRICK D. WARREN 
JESSE D. WAYNE 
NICHOLAS M. WESTING 
DALE E. WHITE 
COREY A. WIECHMANN 
JUSTIN P. WILSON 
TIMOTHY S. WOLFE 
LISA Y. WONG 
BRIAN M. WRIGHT 
NICHOLAS J. YIELDING 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

DOMANIQUE M. ABNER 
EDUARDO O. ABREU 
VANESSA K. ACOSTA 
ANTHONY B. ADAMS 
CHAD S. ADAMS 
COURTLAND R. ADAMS 
DAVID T. AGUILO 
GABRIEL J. ALBERTSON 
DOMINIQUE ALBIZU 
KEEGAN D. ALLDREDGE 
CHARLES B. ALLEN 
JADE A. ALLEN 
JOHN A. ALT 
TYLER C. ALTENHOFEN 
WILLIAM A. ALVARADO 
JONAS A. AMARAL 
SCOTT M. AMARUCCI 
VICTORIA K. AMATO 
DAVID M. ANDERSON 
CRISTIAN J. ANDRADES 
BRYCE J. ANDREWS 
JACOB W. ANDVIK 
ALESSANDRA ANGUEIRA 

DONALD V. APELO 
STEVEN D. APSLEY 
ELANIEA ARNETT–SPRUILL 
BRADEN A. ASCURA 
COREE A. ATEN 
KOLIN M. ATKINSON 
JOSHUA H. AUSTIN 
ROBERT M. AUSTIN 
GEOFFERY E. BACON 
RYAN J. BAIR 
JAMES A. BAKER 
GUILLERMO BALDERAZ 
WILLIAM R. BALLARD 
SEAN E. BALLESTEROS–PEREZ 
BRITTNEY L. BANKS 
ZACHARY S. BARGAS 
ZACHARY A. BARNES 
LIAM M. BARNETT 
KAHAKUONAPUAALII BARRETT 
ALEXANDER T. BARRON 
LANCE E. BARROW 
TREVOR M. BARTON 
ZACHARY H. BATES 
MARISSA R. BATTINIERI 
QUINN B. BAUMGARTNER 
GEORGE B. BAUSCH 
FRANCIS A. BEAUDETTE 
JOHN L. BECK 
DEREK C. BECKER 
JOSHUA E. BELL 
MASON T. BELL 
MATTHEW W. BELL 
JONATHAN A. BELTRAN 
BRATTON A. BENFIELD 
DYLAN J. BENIT 
DAVID S. BENNETT 
JOSEPH M. BENNING 
AUSTIN S. BENSON 
CHARLES J. BENSON 
JAMES V. BERGEMAN 
ALEXANDER A. BERLIN 
NATHANIEL R. BERNARDO 
TYLER S. BERTLES 
MATTHEW E. BERTRAM 
BYRON W. BETIK 
AARON G. BEYER 
ZACHARY T. BIRCHMEIER 
DOMINIC L. BISESI 
KYLE V. BITTERMAN 
ROBERT A. BLAIR 
SIMEON E. BLAKELY 
RICHARD R. BLAKESLEAY 
ANDREW E. BLASCZYK 
BRANDON W. BLAYLOCK 
MATTHEW H. BLOOMFIELD 
TIMOTHY W. BOHARSIK 
LOGAN T. BONE 
VICTORIA L. BONELLI 
ROY T. BOONE 
IAN L. BORDES 
ANDREW J. BORER 
TYLER J. BOTSET 
SHAWN R. BOTTOMS 
SHAQUITA M. BOWDRY 
THOMAS L. BOWE 
KAREN M. BOWER 
WILLIAM C. BOYD 
ZACHARY S. BOYD 
CHAD A. BOYER 
MICHAEL D. BOYETT 
BRIAN M. BOYLE 
JACK C. BOZEMAN 
NICHOLAS J. BRACCO 
STEPHEN K. BRACKEN 
BRITTANY S. BRADFORD 
PRESTON J. BRADLEY 
RYAN A. BRADY 
ARTURO BRAHMS 
RYAN C. BRANCH 
PATRICK H. BRANHAM 
TREVOR W. BREITENBACH 
MATTHEW B. BREWER 
WALTER E. BRINKER III 
ZACHARY P. BRITTINGHAM 
MELIA R. BROCIOUS 
SETH D. BROCK 
CHANEY D. BROOKS 
JOHN C. BROSCH 
ANDREAS N. BROWN 
AUDREY K. BROWN 
EVAN B. BROWN 
GREGORY D. BROWN 
JONATHAN P. BROWN 
JOSEPH A. BROWN II 
LANIELLE N. BROWN 
JOSHUA J. BRUCE 
ANTHONY P. BURGESS 
RICARDO E. BURGOSFELIZ 
MICHAEL BURKEEN 
MATTHEW T. BURLESON 
MICHAEL J. BURNS 
ROMAN J. BURNS 
ALEXANDER W. BURRUSS 
REBEKAH N. BYERS 
TYLER S. BYSTRZYCKI 
ROMAN M. CACHA 
FELIX D. CAMACHO 
RUSSELL M. CAMERON 
JOSHUA S. CAMILLER 
DANIEL A. CAMPA 
RILEY J. CAMPBELL 
BRIAN C. CARR 
CHRISTIAN D. CARRASCO 
BRYAN C. CARROLL 
GRIFFIN M. CARROLL 
JAMES A. CARTER 
RAFAEL J. CENTENOCATALA 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2673 April 29, 2025 
ALEJANDRO M. CESPEDES 
JOHN C. CHAPMAN 
MARK H. CHAPMAN 
MATTHEW P. CHAPMAN 
GAVIN M. CHASE 
CLARK CHEN 
FRANK H. CHEN 
ALEX R. CHERPAK 
HYUN J. CHO 
ANDREA N. CHRIST 
TYLER J. CHRIST 
MICHAEL S. CHRISTIE 
ERIC D. CHURCHILL 
PAUL M. CIABOTTI 
BRYAN M. CICCARELLO 
BRYAN W. CLARK 
LINDY M. CLARK 
ANTHONY D. CLAY 
DAYNA M. CLINE 
THOMAS F. CLOUSE 
AUBREY N. COLE 
KYLE P. COLEMAN 
JODY B. COLTON 
IAN S. CONCANNON 
NEIL P. CONLON 
HAYDEN T. CONRAD 
FRANCIS J. CONROY 
DANIEL B. COOKE 
TREVOR J. COOPER 
WILLIAM S. COPELAND 
MICHAEL G. CORBETT 
KEVIN R. CORIZZI 
JOHN T. CORNELIUS 
JESSE CORREA 
ZACHARY L. COTTLE 
JEFFREY C. COVELL 
DAVID W. COVINGTON 
BLAKE T. COX 
MARCUS D. CRAIG 
ASHLEY L. CREIGHTON 
ZACHARY A. CREUTZINGER 
JACOB R. CRITES 
ETHAN M. CROSBY 
JACK P. CROWLEY 
DUSTIN R. CRUM 
MARK J. CURRAN 
CRAIG D. CURRY 
JEFFREY T. CUTRER 
KALEB W. DAHL 
CHASE B. D’AMATO 
KIMBERLY A. DANG 
JACOB J. DAVEL 
BRADLEY R. DAVIDSON 
ALEXANDER J. DAVIS 
HAYDEN P. DAVIS 
MICHAEL J. DAVIS 
THEODORE E. DAVIS 
JONATHAN L. DAY 
JONATHAN M. DAY 
KOLTON K. DAY 
HUNTER M. DEACON 
DANIEL P. DEARDORFF 
KEVIN S. DECOOK 
BRIAN W. DEEDON 
NATHAN R. DEGEN 
ALEXANDER DEGIOVANNI 
RYAN B. DEITS 
SERGIO S. DELACRUZ 
THOMAS L. DELAP 
CHRISTOPHER DELEON 
MIGUEL S. DELEON 
KIMBERLY N. DENNY 
STEPHANIE R. DERISO 
ANDREW M. DEROGATIS 
PATRICK E. DEVINE 
CODY A. DEWALD 
WALTER G. DEZIR 
REBECCA A. DIAZ 
QUINN E. DILLEY 
SAM A. DIRIENZO 
CODY T. DOBIYANSKI 
SEAN T. DONAHUE 
PAMELA J. DONAIS 
RAYMOND T. DONOVAN 
KEVIN A. DOSS 
CONNOR D. DOWNIE 
ROBERT A. DRAGASH 
JOSHUA R. DRESSLER 
NATALIA M. DREW 
NATHAN S. DRISCOL 
STEVEN J. DRISKER 
DANIEL A. DRISS 
DUSTIN L. DUNLAP 
JONATHAN T. DUNLAP 
KELSEY L. DUNNING 
BRIAN R. DYKEMAN 
KALEB J. ELLIS 
PATRICK F. ELLISON 
NATHAN A. ERDMAN 
JONATHAN J. ESPINOMOLINAR 
KELSEY L. EVANS 
MARK J. EVANS 
CHRISTOPHER B. EVERTS 
ANDREW R. FANKO 
BURNS M. FARLEY 
MAXSON D. FAULKNER 
RORY M. FELLOWS 
LUKE O. FERENCZY 
JOSHUA H. FERGEL 
CARRIE FERMINPENTIVOLPI 
CHARLES T. FIAS 
ALEC M. FIEBIG 
SCOTT G. FILBERT 
PETER A. FINK 
LYLE D. FINLEY 
HUNTER W. FIREBAUGH 
EVAN D. FISHEL 

ALLEN J. FISHER 
NATHAN L. FISHER 
LUCAS L. FLANSCHA 
ANDREW T. FLEGGE 
ANDREW S. FLETCHER 
MICHAEL J. FLETCHER 
CASHIUS D. FLINK 
JASON J. FLOWERS 
THOMAS J. FOLEY 
JOHN W. FOLTA 
ANDREW N. FORD 
JUDD D. FORD 
MICHAEL C. FORD 
TYLER C. FOSTER 
CLIFTON T. FRANCIS 
AMANDA K. FREDRICKSON 
KYLE P. FREDRICKSON 
ROBERT F. FREELING 
KAYLA L. FREY 
MATHEW A. FUENTES 
CARTER L. FULLER 
CATHERINE L. FULLER 
ALEXANDER L. FUMERELLE 
MICHAEL W. FUNG 
ZACH E. FUSSEY 
BRADLEY S. FUSSNER 
JACOB L. FUST 
RICHELBERT I. GAAS 
ERIC N. GAERTNER 
ALEXANDRIA L. GAFF 
WILLIAM R. GAGNON BRUBAKER 
PATRICK R. GALLAGHER 
ALEXANDER N. GANZ 
RANDY N. GARRISON, JR. 
JOHN C. GARY 
DOMINIC T. GATTI 
ANDREW J. GEORGE 
WILLIAM R. GERHARDT 
RYAN R. GIBELEY 
TERRENCE J. GIFFORD 
DERRICK D. GIGGEY 
KEEGAN A. GILES 
DARTIE GILET 
MATTHEW C. GIMENEZ 
COLTON C. GIORDANO 
TYLER S. GLASZ 
HARRISON T. GOINS 
ELIZABETH S. GOLONSKI 
DEION A. GOMEZ 
JOSHUA GONZALEZ 
ALESSANDRA GONZALEZ RIVERA 
SAMSON D. GOOD 
THEODORE R. GOODSON 
TONY D. GOSSER 
CHARLES E. GOUGH 
COLEMAN D. GRACEY 
ANTHONY D. GRAHAM 
ISAAC C. GRAHAM 
JOHNATHAN A. GRAHAM 
EVAN S. GRAINGER 
MICHAEL L. GRAJERA 
JOHN P. GRAMIG 
JACOB E. GRANT 
JAZMYNE G. GRAYSON 
JUSTIN E. GREEN 
NATHANIEL K. GREEN 
RICHARD N. GRIFFIN 
DANIEL A. GRIFFITH 
IAN J. GRIFFITH 
SETH J. GROSS 
DAVID D. GROSSMAN 
MACKENZIE N. GRUBBS 
RICHARD J. GRYGIER 
ADRIAN A. GUAJARDO 
MILES A. GUGGEMOS 
CHANICE D. GULLEY 
ALEXANDRA Z. GUTIERREZ 
MATTHEW C. HAAS 
WILLIAM E. HAAS, JR. 
BYRON T. HADFIELD 
ALEX B. HAGEN 
KYLE R. HAGERTY 
JONATHAN L. HAINES 
RYAN T. HALE 
BRENDAN A. HALES 
DAVID A. HALL 
JAMIE K. HALL 
MATTHEW N. HALLEY 
KENDALL R. HAMM 
MICHAEL J. HAMMONS 
DONALD P. HAMRICK 
JOHN G. HAN 
KYLE R. HARBISON 
BRANDON L. HARP 
JORDAN D. HARPER 
DANIEL D. HARRISON 
JOSEPH S. HART 
CASSIDY M. HARTMAN 
PATRICK N. HARTON 
ROSA A. HARVEY 
TRISTAN S. HASKETT 
CODY J. HASTY 
DANIEL W. HAWBAKER 
ZACHARY L. HAWKINS 
KYLE W. HAYNES 
ERICK D. HEANEY 
BENJAMIN M. HECKERT 
CRAEMER F. HEDASH 
JOSEPH A. HEFLER 
KELLE D. HEIN 
JOHN S. HELLINGER 
CHRISTIAN P. HENDERSON 
RICHARD S. HENDERSON 
ASHLEY R. HENDLEY 
ROBERT H. HENDREN 
KENNETH O. HENDRICKS 
GRANT M. HENDRIX 

MITCHEL K. HESS 
MICHAEL T. HICKS 
KYLE R. HIGGINBOTHAM 
MATTHEW C. HIGGINS 
JANE E. HIGUCHI 
DONOVAN R. HILL 
SARAH M. HILL 
RICHARD C. HINMAN 
PARKER D. HITE 
KODY W. HOADLEY 
RYAN L. HOBBIE 
JORDAN G. HODGES 
BRADLEY T. HODGKINS 
DANIEL R. HOKANSON 
ZACHARY T. HOLDER 
MARCUS T. HOLLINSDAVIS 
BRADLEY M. HOLMES 
CHRISTOPHER M. HOOKER 
GEORGE W. HOPKINS 
ANDREW B. HORGAN 
JESSE J. HORNE 
RESHARD L. HORNE 
BRADLEY T. HORNICK 
SHENELL N. HOWARD 
JARRED W. HOWELL 
CLAYTON HUDAK 
TAYLOR B. HUDDLESTUN 
RUFUS C. HUFFMAN 
CHASE T. HUGGINS 
ROBERT A. HUME 
RYAN D. HUNTON 
CARL H. HURTADO 
AARON M. HUSTON 
GREGORY J. HUTCHINSON 
NATHAN J. ILLIES 
ANTHONY C. IMPERIAL 
AMBER C. INGWELL 
TIMOTHY D. INMAN 
JOHN T. INTERWICZ 
ROBERT S. IODICE 
JACK D. IRELAND 
SHELBY L. JACKSON 
REID O. JACOBSON 
ALEXANDER C. JALALI 
HUDSON T. JALALI 
TYLER J. JAMISON 
JOSEPH D. JANSEN 
JAIME A. JAQUEZ 
JOHN V. JARREAU 
JOHN L. JAUFMANN 
ANDREW L. JENKINS, JR. 
JEFFREY B. JEONG 
JOSEPH D. JOHNSON 
KARL B. JOHNSON, JR. 
MATTHEW C. JOHNSON 
TATUM M. JOHNSON 
LAMAR D. JOHNSON–HARRIS 
JEFFREY R. JOHNSTON 
JULIE E. JOHNSTON 
PHILLIP E. JOHNSTON 
WESLEY S. JOHNSTON 
ANNA N. JONES 
JAMES E. JONES 
JASON D. JONES 
DILLON M. JORDAN 
LOUIS J. JOSEPH 
MICHAEL R. JOSLIN 
JOSHUA L. JOYCE 
NAM J. JUN 
DANIEL J. KAISER 
RICHARD J. KAISER 
KRISTOFER A. KALBFLEISCH 
CONOR E. KANE 
THOMAS R. KANIES 
VINCENT N. KAPLE 
GABRIELLA R. KATZ 
JOSEPH P. KEARNEY 
CLINTON W. KEELEY 
RYON M. KEITH 
ERIN J. KELLY 
PATRICK D. KELLY 
KYLE M. KENNEDY 
MICHAEL T. KENNEDY 
KEITH J. KENNY 
CODY D. KEOGH 
SHAUN D. KETNER 
WILLIAM A. KEZELE II 
GREGORY S. KEZIAH 
RAYMOND F. KIEMEN 
GORDON J. KIM 
RACHEL A. KING 
LARRY C. KIRK 
MICHAEL A. KITCHING 
ZACHARY M. KIVIOR 
JONATHAN D. KLINNER 
LINDSAY N. KNAUER 
PATRICK S. KNERAM 
DANIEL C. KNIAZ 
STEPHEN G. KNUFFKE 
STEPHEN V. KOETTER 
SAMUEL E. KOLKOW 
CHRISTOPHER M. KOLSTER 
JACK KONRAT 
JOSEPH T. KOPP 
CHRISTOPHER C. KOSMYNA 
DANIEL J. KOTTKAMP 
EVAN G. KRAEMER 
KEVIN W. KRAJEWSKI 
JESSE J. KRONK 
MEGHAN C. KUBESH 
JOSEPH R. KULP 
PAUL B. LAMBERT 
DEVIN H. LANG 
GRANT A. LANG 
KEITH P. LANGHAUSER 
MATTHEW A. LANSFORD 
CHRISTOPHER M. LAPRATH 
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JOHN M. LARSEN 
ALEXANDER D. LARSON 
JASMINE M. LARSON 
ANDREW G. LAUBACH 
ALEX C. LAYMAN 
DONALD L. LEBLANC 
FORREST A. LEBLANC 
JED H. LEE 
MATTHEW H. LEE 
MATTHEW S. LEE 
PETERSON J. LEE 
PAIGE M. LEHMAN 
MARY G. LEMON 
JAKE R. LERMA 
HENRY T. LEUTNER 
ISAAC M. LEWIS 
CHAD R. LIBBY 
BRYAN T. LIESMANN 
TYLER A. LIGHTFOOT 
JEREMY D. LIKER 
JOHN LIM 
KYLE L. LINDELL 
ANDREW W. LINDSAY 
ROBERT T. LINK 
JOHN P. LINTNER 
JARED R. LINTON 
BRIANA M. LIST 
JOSEPH M. LOCCI 
SARAH M. LOCKE 
SAMUEL A. LOMBARDO 
JOSEPH B. LONERGAN 
TIMOTHY S. LONEY 
MAURO I. LOPEZ 
SILVIA LOPEZ 
THOMAS B. LOUDERMILK 
JOSHUA C. LOVE 
KEVIN Z. LUMPKINS 
OLIVIA A. LYNCH 
CAMERON M. LYONS 
CHARLEZA D. MABRY 
PAUL D. MACKEY 
SCOTT D. MACKINNON 
MATTHEW B. MACQUEEN 
COLLUM G. MAGEE 
LUCAS R. MAKENS 
IRENE L. MALLET 
MARSHALL H. MALONE 
MATTHEW L. MANNING 
MYRON C. MANSFIELD 
BRANDON MAPLE 
VIRGINIA A. MARCANTONIO 
JORDAN T. MARES 
JUANPABLO MARIN 
PAUL A. MARINELLI 
PATRICK S. MARKWORTH 
JAMES A. MARSH 
JOEL Q. MARTIN 
PHILIP A. MARTIN 
RACHEL J. MARTIN 
THEODORE D. MARTIN II 
TONY W. MARTIN 
JOSHUA A. MARTINEZ 
MATTHEW J. MARTINEZ 
CHRISTIAN D. MASON 
BENJAMIN T. MASTRO 
DEREK P. MATACZYNSKI 
SETH D. MAXFIELD 
JOSEPH S. MAXWELL 
DEMOND A. MAYFIELD 
JOHN T. MCCARTHY 
PATRICK F. MCCLUSKEY 
WILLIAM C. MCCOLLUM 
ABBEY L. MCCONNELL 
RYAN R. MCCONVILLE 
BENJAMIN C. MCCOY 
ELIZABETH A. MCCRACKEN 
SETH C. MCGEEHAN 
MITCHELL T. MCGILLICK 
RYAN F. MCGOVERN 
JOSHUA L. MCGRAIN 
JOSEPH C. MCILRATH 
ABRAM N. MCINTIRE 
MICHAEL J. MCKEON 
ANDREW M. MCLUCAS 
MICHAEL S. MCNEIL 
KEVIN S. MCNICHOLAS 
JEREMY W. MCPHILLIPS 
TYREE D. MEADOWS 
MARSHALL J. MECHALEY 
JACOB T. MEDEIROS 
MATTHEW B. MEISSNER 
CHRISTIAN MENDEZVAZQUEZ 
GEORGE P. MENSAH 
MATTHEW D. MICHANCZYK, JR. 
JAMES W. MILHORN 
NATALIE M. MILLAN 
BENJAMIN W. MILLER 
CHRISTOPHER T. MILLER 
COLIN S. MILLER 
COLMAN S. MILLER 
KYLE A. MILLER 
MICHELLE M. MILLERPRASNICKI 
JAMES G. MILLNS III 
AARON A. MILLS 
COREY P. MILNER 
ETHAN G. MILUKAS 
JOSEPH S. MINARDI 
ANTHONY J. MINISSALE 
EHRON P. MITCHUM 
SPENCER R. MONAHAN 
ZACERY L. MOORE 
NATHAN A. MORAN 
ANTHONY L. MORDAGA 
COLTON D. MOTZ 
PRESTON J. MOZINGO 
STEPHEN C. MULHERIN 
JOSEPH M. MULHOLLAND 

SHEDERICK F. MULLGRAV 
ERIC A. MURBACH 
GRANATH E. MUSSON 
BRITTANY L. MUTH 
DANIEL L. MYERS 
STEVEN W. NAGEL, JR. 
DANIEL S. NAGLE 
ANDREW J. NELSON 
CHRISTOPHER J. NELSON 
MICHAEL T. NELSON 
TYLER D. NELSON 
F P. NESTER IV 
ALEXANDREA R. NEWELL 
ZACHARY J. NEWMAN 
TAI NGUYEN 
VINH T. NGUYEN 
ANDREW S. NICOLAYSEN 
JEREMY A. NIEBAUER 
MATTHEW M. NIELSEN 
ESTHER S. OBENG 
JONATHAN L. OCKER 
SHAUN D. OCONNOR 
CHRISTOPHER B. OKURA 
JAMES A. OLIVA 
ALICIA L. OLIVEIRA 
COREY A. OLIVER 
JOSE A. OLIVERO 
JEFFREY J. OLSEN 
PAIGE K. OLSON 
CULLEN J. ONEILL 
MIGUEL A. OQUENDO III 
ABRAHAM C. OROZCO 
COLIN M. OSHEA 
JACOB A. OSTERGARD 
MARK W. OSTERHAGE, JR. 
ANDREW D. OSWALD 
DANIEL R. OTTO 
KEVIN J. OTWOMA 
NORRIS H. OVERLY 
ANDREW W. OWEN 
TYLER D. OWEN 
DARREN A. OWENBY 
NATHAN H. OXENDINE 
GEORGE A. OZGA 
LEONARDO J. PADILLA 
JOSE M. PAGANORTIZ 
KYLE T. PALANDECH 
NICHOLAS E. PALKA 
GABRIEL R. PALMA 
NICHOLAS A. PAPPAS 
SEAN F. PARADISE 
JUSTIN J. PARKER 
GRETCHEN M. PARNAGIAN 
NADIA PASCETTA 
AARON L. PASCHAL 
MARIA I. PASCUAL 
ASHLEY PATRICK 
TERRELL T. PATRICK 
DAVID P. PAUL 
ERIC A. PAUL 
JONATHAN R. PAUL 
ALAIMOANA T. PAUNGA 
DANIEL J. PCSOLYAR 
JEFFREY J. PENDLETON 
ERIC A. PEREZ 
RYAN A. PEREZ 
JAMES M. PESOLA 
SCOTT N. PETERSEN 
ANDREW C. PFEIFFER 
KEVIN N. PHAM 
VINH Q. PHAN 
LISA M. PILCHER 
JOSEPH Z. PILLOW 
HARRISON J. PLACE 
ERIC C. PLUMMER 
JACOB M. POAG 
CHRISTIANE A. POBLETE 
GREGORY W. PONDER 
EVAN G. POOLE 
CONNOR P. PORTER 
JOSEPH D. POTTER 
VICTORIA A. POWELL 
ANDREW B. POWERS 
TYLER L. PRASNICKI 
KAIROS E. PROCE 
SOPHIA A. PYLE 
ALEXANDER T. QUEHL 
MICHAEL G. QUIGG 
EDWARD A. QUIGLEY 
CHRISTIAN J. QUINN 
CONNOR G. QUINN 
MATTHEW B. RAFTERY 
ERIC J. RAMAGE 
SCOTT K. RAPUANO 
WILLIAM J. RAYMOND 
JOSEPH A. REAMER 
NATHAN A. RECTOR 
JOHN C. REDMOND 
PATRICK L. REECE 
ZACHARY M. REED 
LUKE J. REID 
DAVID E. REPSOLD 
NESTOR E. REYES 
PATRICK R. REYNOLDS 
WESTON T. RICH 
TAYLOR M. RICHARD 
MATTHEW J. RICHARDS 
ADRIAN RINCON 
JONATHAN W. RITCH 
STEPHEN T. RITTER 
JESUS E. RIVERA 
MICAH N. ROBBINS 
ELLIS I. ROBINSON 
CONNOR M. ROCHE 
MATTHEW D. RODRIGUES 
OMAR S. RODRIGUEZ 
RENE I. RODRIGUEZ 

XAVIER I. RODRIGUEZBARRETO 
HUONG M. ROGERS 
JOHN W. ROGERS 
SAMUEL T. ROGERS 
NICOLAUS J. ROHRBOUGH 
TRAVIS E. ROLLO 
ANTONIO ROMONUNEZ 
ALEXANDRA G. RONSKE 
NICHOLAS J. ROSE 
ISAAC C. ROSEN 
KYLE A. ROUGHTON 
JEREMY L. ROZNOWSKI 
RYAN P. RUBEGA 
TREVOR J. RUBEL 
DANIEL B. RUCKMAN 
GREGORY G. SACENTI 
DEREK A. SANCHEZ 
DANIEL J. SAYLES 
JACOB J. SCHALL 
CASEY J. SCHARIO 
TRAVIS S. SCHECHER 
ADAM L. SCHEENSTRA 
KEEVAN L. SCHIMMEL 
ALEXANDRA B. SCHMIDT 
KYLEN C. SCHMIDT 
DANIEL S. SCHOEN 
GEORGE E. SCHOENFELD 
ALEKSANDRS V. SCHULER 
JORDAN SCHULTZ 
GABRIEL G. SCOTT 
LUKE A. SCUDDER 
DANIEL G. SEARS 
CAMDEN L. SEBRING 
GRAHAM H. SERVISS 
JEMEL E. SESSOMS 
RYAN D. SEXAUER 
LANCE D. SHANNON 
RORY L. SHAW 
BENJAMIN R. SHIELDS 
ANDREW M. SHIN 
IAN A. SHIRLEY 
PATRICK E. SHOAFF 
JAMES H. SHOOP 
ANDREW C. SHRIVER 
CARRIE R. SHULER 
JASON P. SIBRAY 
LEE C. SIKON 
MICHAEL SIKORSKI 
MACKENZIE R. SIMS 
SHANE P. SJOSTROM 
ZACHARY I. SKIPWORTH 
MOLLY J. SLATTERY 
AARON J. SMITH 
ALEXANDER H. SMITH 
BENJAMIN P. SMITH 
BRIAN T. SMITH 
CHRISTOPHER R. SMITH 
CRAIG A. SMITH 
JACKSON R. SMITH 
JACOB C. SMITH 
KOLTON C. SMITH 
MAXWELL T. SMITH 
TYLER D. SMITH 
TYLER K. SMITH 
ZACHERY C. SMITH 
ANDREW P. SOARESDESA 
TYLER R. SOMMERS 
KEVIN I. SONG 
BRANDON L. SOURYAVONG 
JOSHUA L. SPIGNER 
NATHAN G. SPONSEL 
ALEXANDER N. SPOOK 
ZACHARY L. SPREITZER 
RICARDO M. SPRIGGS 
MARTIN J. SPRINGER 
DOUGLAS SPROWL 
ALBERTO J. SQUATRITO 
ZACHARY N. STACKHOUSE 
CODY A. STAMM 
AARON D. STATON 
RICHARD M. STEELE 
PAUL R. STETEKLUH 
JACOB R. STETSON 
RAYMOND J. STETTER 
ANDREW C. STEVENS 
CHRISTIAN D. STIENE 
ZACHARY W. STILWELL 
COLBY C. STITT 
ANDREW W. STOAFER 
JAMES A. STONE 
MATTHEW T. STONE 
DANIEL J. STORK 
TRAVIS A. STRAHAN 
TYLER R. STRAITS 
ALEXANDER E. STYRCULA 
ANDREW G. SUCKARIEH 
TRAVIS M. SWAFFORD 
LAUREN A. SWINIARSKI 
JAMES D. SWONGER 
FADI R. TAMI 
ADRIANA TARRAGO 
DANIEL A. TAYLOR 
JONATHAN W. TAYLOR 
ROMEO J. TCHEUTCHUA 
GARRETT L. TEMPLET 
CHRISTOPHER M. TENNOW 
VINCENT R. TEODORO 
MICHAEL J. TEXEIRA 
TOM L. THAI 
KONRAD A. THALER 
CHRISTAL P. THERIOT 
JESSE A. THERRIEN 
CHRISTIAN S. THOMPSON 
FREDERICK C. THOMPSON 
ZACHARY R. THORNE 
BENNETT J. THRASH 
KATIE M. THURWANGER 
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TYLER S. TINGSTROM 
BRYAN A. TISCHLER 
PUCHONG J. TOONGSUB 
MITXEL B. TOTORICA 
JONATHAN P. TOUCHET 
BRADLEY S. TOWNSEND 
DAVID F. TRAME 
LARRY D. TRAN 
JEOFFEREY I. TRAORE 
MARTIN D. TREPANIER 
LOUIS H. TRUETT 
JACKSON H. TURNER 
TRENTON C. TURRENTINE 
TRAVIS R. TYLER 
GRAHAM C. UCCHINO 
MICHAEL C. UGENYI 
CURTIS W. VALENCIA 
RAOUL N. VALENCIA 
TYLER L. VALENTINE 
STEPHANIE F. VALERA 
ALEXANDER M. VALLINGTON 
SETH T. VANCE 
STUART T. VANDERKOOI 
MARK E. VANKOPP 
ALEXANDER L. VAUGHN 
CHRISTOPHER J. VENETZ 
KAYLA L. VERRET 
RICHARD S. VERTREES 
ASTIN G. VILLARREAL 
RICHARD A. VINCE 
JOSHUA N. VOORHEES 
DANIEL A. VORSKY 
MAXWELL R. VOTH 
JOSEPH D. WADE, JR. 
GREGORY D. WALKER 
JOHN B. WALSH 
KELLY S. WALSH 
ELIJAH J. WALTERS 
RYAN O. WALTERS 
CHAD P. WANEK 
ANDREW S. WARNER 
TOSHIO J. WARREN 
JUSTIN R. WARRENDER 
CHRISTOPHER A. WATSON 
RUSTY W. WATSON 
RODRIC C. WAUGH 
BRITTANY M. WEATHERBEE III 
DAVID C. WEBSTER 
RICHARD J. WELL 
SAMUELU E. WELLS 
ROBERT M. WENDEL 
GABRIEL A. WENTLANDT 
RICHARD C. WETHERBEE 
ANDREW M. WHEELER 
GREGORY K. WIEGAND 
JONATHAN D. WILGUS 
JAMES C. WILKES 
PIERCE G. WILLENBROCK 
GREGORY H. WILLIAMS 
JOHN H. WILLIAMS 
PETER A. WILLIAMS 
JEFFREY C. WILLIS 
CHRISTIAN B. WILSON 
CHRISTOPHER T. WILSON 
JOSEPH W. WILSON 
JOHN E. WIRGES 
JACOB R. WISDOM 
JORDAN E. WISNIEWSKI 
ROYCE A. WOODARD 
MARVIN J. WOODS 
RILEY E. WOODWARD 
JORDAN D. WORLEY 
DAKOTA W. WRIGHT 
AARON M. WRINKLE 
CLAIRE L. YAKABE 
CRISTIAN A. YANES SALAZAR 
CHRISTOPHER S. YANG 
JONATHAN S. YERBY 
DANIEL R. YONKER 
ERICA D. ZAHIRNIAK 
KELVIN N. ZAMBRANO 
PATRICK R. ZELLER 
KIRILL ZEMLYANSKIY 
JACOB M. ZINGE 
00002305630 
00002532843 
00002604100 
00002687664 
00002913749 
00003259357 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

EDWIN A. ABRAZADO 
JUSTIN T. AHN 
DILLON M. AIKEN 
JOSHUA D. ALBRECHT 
ASHLE P. ALLEN 
WADE E. ALLEN 
LESLIE J. AMAYA 
SPENCER J. ANDERSON 
WILLIAM D. ANDERSON 
JOSEPH F. ANDRE 
BRANDT A. ANGE 
FRANCINE R. BABAUTA 
JOHN C. BAILEY 
AGUSTIN BANDA 
DAVID W. BARBER, JR. 
IAN N. BARNES 
JAMIESON L. BARNES 
MICAH X. BARNES 
CRAIG S. BARRETT 
NOEL F. BARTLEY 
KEVIN D. BEAM, JR. 

KRISTIN L. BEAZLEY 
JORDAN C. BELL 
BRYCE A. BENDA 
JACOB D. BENDER 
SOPHIE BENDER 
ANTHONY L. BENNETT 
BEN L. BENTON 
GIDEON C. BERNTHAL 
DARNESHEA R. BIVENS 
JOSEPH Y. BLACK 
THADDEUS M. BLACK 
JOSHUA M. BLACKWOOD 
CARLTON S. BLAKE 
JUAN C. BOBE 
CLIFTON A. BOGGS 
JONATHAN I. BORRERO 
JOHN M. BOWLUS 
LANCE C. BRADFORD 
PRINCETON L. BRADLEY 
DEONTA E. BRISCOE 
ADAM R. BROCHTRUP 
MICHAEL J. BRODKA 
JULIE M. BROOKS 
DAVID A. BROWN 
JOSEPH L. BROWN 
KRISTIN L. BRUCE 
STEPHEN J. BRUCKER 
MEREDITH S. BUEL III 
STEPHEN W. BUFF 
AVERY V. BURRELL 
BRYAN O. BUTTRY 
BRADLEY M. BYRD 
MARIO E. CABRERA 
NICHOLAS R. CALDERON 
GIANCAMILLE P. CAPATI 
JENNY L. CARLO 
PHILIP J. CARR 
KENNETH S. CASSIDY 
EVAN J. CAVAL 
ELLA E. CECIL 
LUCAS T. CERAMI 
STEPHEN T. CHERRY 
JANE J. CHOI 
REBECCA C. CHOI 
GRANT D. CHRISTIAN 
KYLE R. CHRISTIANSEN 
ANDREW W. CHUNG 
DOUGLAS A. CICHOWICZ 
SAVINO CISNEROS 
DAKOTA J. CLOSE 
MATTHEW R. COBB 
KARIS G. COE 
ANTHONY J. COLLINS 
SABASTIAN Q. CONOUR 
KEZIA R. CONSTANT 
TIMOTHY W. CONWAY 
KATHERINE A. COOK 
JOHN J. COTTON 
SAMUEL R. CRAIG 
JAMES CRAWFORD 
ERIC S. CRUZ 
NICHOLAS R. CUTSFORTH 
DAHLIA D. D’ARGE 
JERNEY B. DAVIS 
MAURICE A. DAWSON 
MATTHEW J. DEATLEY 
GUIDO T. DEBEST 
IAN S. DEMALLIE 
DAVID M. DIAZ, JR. 
IAN J. DICKS 
THOMAS M. DIEHL 
NICHOLAS J. DILANDRO 
JOHN DIRENY 
NGHIA M. DO 
THANHPHONG L. DOAN 
PAUL T. DOLAN 
MATTHEW P. DOLL 
JEAN M. DOMGUIA 
CATHERINE E. DOYLE 
CHRISTOPHER B. DUNCAN 
DAVID W. DWYER 
JALIN D. EASON 
REGINA EBELL 
JOHN D. EDWARDS 
WILLIAM D. EDWARDS 
CHRISTIAN L. EHRENZELLER 
NATHAN S. ELLERT 
DANIEL M. ENGSTROM 
JOHN P. ERDESKI 
MICHAEL H. FARRELL 
MICHAEL A. FEHR 
MENACHEM N. FELZENBERG 
APRIL T. FIELDS 
EVERETT T. FILBRUN 
BRENDAN R. FINLAY 
MICHAEL A. FISCHER 
RUSSELL A. FLOCK 
ROBERT J. FRANCHINO, JR. 
CLINT E. FRAZIER 
PATRICK S. FUNKHOUSER 
TREY A. GASPARD 
DYLAN G. GEARHART 
SCOTT M. GEIGER, JR. 
KYLE T. GEISER 
ZACHARY A. GILE 
DANIEL J. GIMENEZ 
BRETT A. GLAESS 
DANIEL C. GLOCKLER 
TRISTAN H. GODBOLD 
JOHN D. GOLDEN 
JOSHUA M. GOOLEY 
CONOR M. GORDON 
MICHAEL A. GOSS 
NOAH T. GOSSWILLER 
TAYLOR S. GRAESE 
CHRISTOPHER P. GRAMLING 
CONNOR V. GREENE 

JEREMY S. GROOMS 
CAMERON P. GULCZYNSKI 
MAX W. GUSTAFSON 
KAWIKA M. HAFOKA 
KYLE R. HALLOWELL 
JOSHUA R. HAMER 
DAVYD L. HAMRICK 
SCOTT E. HARBECK 
TIMOTHY J. HARD 
SAMUEL C. HARDING 
MICHELLE R. HARRIS 
SEAN T. HARTSELL 
DAVID T. HATCH 
ARIEL M. HECTOR 
NICHOLAS J. HEDLESKY 
MATTHEW C. HERRON 
ISAIAH E. HICKMAN 
JAMES F. HILL 
MATTHEW D. HILL 
JOHN N. HOBAN III 
ROSS M. HOLDSWORTH 
LUCAS C. HOLMES 
MICHAEL A. HOTCHKISS 
MEGAN E. HOWARD 
JACK H. HUGHES 
DAVID E. HUTTO 
JOSEPH L. INDELICATO 
CHRISTOPHER H. JABLONOWSKI 
SERGIO R. JIMENEZ 
KELCEY H. JOHNSON 
JEREME G. JOHNSTON 
JACK A. JONES 
JILLIAN C. JONES 
EDNER J. JULIEN 
PETER Y. JUN 
SOOMIN JUNG 
CHRISTOPHER J. KEEGAN 
DAVID J. KEMP, JR. 
SKYLER G. KEPLEY 
IAN F. KEYSUHR 
ABRAHAM D. KIM 
MICHAEL H. KIM 
WONKWANG KIM 
TYLER L. KIMBERLAIN 
SETH J. KING 
CHRISTOPHER J. KITTLE 
ANNA KLAVINA 
KRISTOFER D. KNOTTS 
JOSEPH C. KNOX 
CHARLES J. KOCH 
THOMAS J. KOPEC 
JUSTIN A. KRAMER 
NICKOLAUS G. KRANZ 
JAMES M. LABELL 
MATTHEW T. LANDWERMEYER 
WILLIAM M. LANE 
RAEVEN A. LANTZ 
JOSE L. LATORRE 
SHAUN J. LAWSON, JR. 
RANDALL E. LEDOUX 
JACK D. LEE III 
QUINTIN A. LEE 
MATTHEW J. LEININGER 
CHAZ T. LEVENDORF 
VICTOR I. LIM 
KAIWEN LIN 
GREGORY F. LOCKE 
ANDREW D. LOCKWOOD 
JONATHAN W. LOOMIS 
JOSE A. LOPEZFIGUEROA 
MADISON H. LOVE 
JUSTIN H. LOWE 
NICHOLAS P. LUCIDO 
ZACHARY C. LYNCH 
JOSEPH N. MACCHIAROLI, JR. 
KLAY R. MAGGARD 
ALFONSO G. MAHER 
ADAM C. MANN 
KEITH A. MANSFIELD 
THEODORE E. MANSFIELD 
ROCHELLE P. MARKOWITZ 
MICHAEL P. MARKS 
CAITLIN R. MARRINER 
SCOTT C. MARRINER 
ANDREW D. MARSHALL 
KEESHANA C. MARSHALL 
DAVID E. MARTHY 
ANDREW M. MARTIN 
JEREMY R. MARTIN 
JAIME MARTINEZ, JR. 
MATTHEW M. MARTINEZ 
KAYLAR N. MASELLAS 
SIAFA T. MASSALEY 
LEO E. MATTHEWS 
DAVID M. MAYER 
TYLER K. MAZDA 
PATRICK J. MCARAN 
KATHERINE M. MCCRUM 
JASON K. MCDANIEL 
ROSS J. MCDONALD 
THOMAS G. MCGUINNESS 
JOHN E. MCKINNEY 
SEAN M. MCQUADE 
COREY W. MEDEIROS 
REBECCA B. MELENDEZ 
DANA M. MENDES 
MARIO A. MENDEZ 
JONATHAN P. MESSER 
ERIC C. MESSMER 
EVAN A. MILLER 
GREGORY L. MILLER 
NICHOLAS M. MILLER 
CORY C. MITCHELL 
ANDREW G. MOHR 
TAYLOR M. MOLENAAR 
ALEXANDER MORALES 
ODALYS C. MORALES 
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ROBIN N. MORALES 
JAMIE M. MORENO 
JOSEPH R. MORIN 
KRISTINA S. MULLER 
JOSEPH T. MURPHY 
KEVIN J. MURPHY 
VICTOR NABEYAN 
MATTHEW P. NOBILE 
WILLIAM R. OAKLEY 
DANIEL G. OBERLANDER 
JAMES K. OKEEFE 
THOMAS M. OKEEFE 
KYLE R. OKULAR 
ANDREW M. OLSON 
ERIN M. ONEIL 
CHRISTOPHER T. OSGOOD 
JEFFREY R. OWENS 
DEVIN J. PALMER 
KENDRA N. PALMER 
PATRICK B. PALMER 
GRABEN T. PARRISH 
MIAH G. PARRY 
PHILIP D. PEAVYHOUSE 
MATTHEW G. PEREZ 
NORBERTO PEREZ 
LUIS R. PEREZIBANEZ 
DAVID N. PHAM 
FRANCIS D. PHAN 
THOMAS A. PHELAN 
MITCHELL S. PHELPS 
TAYLOR S. PHILLIPS 
DRAKE H. PISTOLE 
RAFAEL A. POLO 
DAMIAN L. POND 
ALEC T. PORTER 
ZACHARY O. PRIDAY 
CHRISTOPHER E. PROULX 
JOHN R. PRUKOP 
GABRIEL N. PSZONOWSKY 
JOANLYN Z. QUINONES 
ELI N. RACUSIN 
TEVIN T. RADFORD 
GARFIELD A. RAFANAN 
CHRISTOPHER D. RAINSBERGER 
ZACHARY A. RATKA 
BRIAN W. RATLIFF 
KIARA V. REED–LEE 
ELISE C. RENFROE 
ANDREW J. RESWEBER 
BENJAMIN P. RICHARDS 
CLYDE E. RICHARDS 
DUSTIN T. ROBERTS 
THOMAS M. ROBERTSON, JR. 
ASHLEY M. ROBINSON 
COLTON J. ROBINSON 
JAMES C. ROBINSON 
DANIEL C. ROSENBALM 
PATRICK A. ROY 
LUCAS C. RUFF 
ERIK A. SALAS 
KEVIN J. SANCHEZ 
JUAN G. SANCHEZ CASTANEDA 
LUIS A. SANTANA 
JASON L. SCAGLIONE 
JUSTIN D. SCHALLER 
KURT F. SCHOMMER 
JULIANNE E. SCHUESSLER 
MATTHEW R. SEELIG 
AUSTIN D. SEMMEL 
AARON T. SERRA 
VANESSA W. SERVIUS 
CONNOR P. SHEPARD 
JAMES A. SHEPARD 
MARION E. SHEPARD 
AUSTIN J. SIMONS 
INRICO L. SIMS 
CHRISTOPHER S. SINGLETARY 
DAKOTA G. SLAY 
LUCAS J. SLOAN 
MICHAEL J. SMITH 
RICHARD G. SMULLEN 
CHRISTOPHER T. SOLDOVIERI 
ABRIL Y. SOLIS 
KYONG S. SONG 
EDWIN SOTO–APONTE 
DUSTIN A. SPARKS 
STEPHEN C. SPENCER 
BRITTANY A. STAFFORD 
RONALD A. STAFFORD, JR. 
SHENELLE STALLINGS 
JOSHUA M. STEPHENS 
HOPE T. STREMCHA 
JONATHAN C. STRICKLAND 
ZETH R. STROUGH 
RICHARD S. STUART 
MARC S. STUFSKY 
WESLEY B. SUMMERS 
DYLAN R. SWARTZ 
EMILY K. SZABO 
GREGORY L. TALBERT 
ELIJAH J. TAULBEE 
BRIAN J. TEACHOUT 
TAN B. THAI 
JACOB S. THIELEMIER 
PATRICK L. THIELEN 
MELISSA V. THOM 
BILLY J. THOMAS 
REBECCA M. THOMS 
JOEL E. THUMA 
TRAVIS M. TINKER 
TAUMALOTO I. TOO 
MATTHEW N. TOPITZER 
RICHARD P. TROTTER 
SOSLAN S. TSOMAEV 
JOSEPH D. URSITTI 
JAKE VALDICK 
HERNAN D. VARGAS, JR. 

RAFAEL VARGASMATOS 
TRAVIS M. VAUGHN 
MAURICIO H. VELASQUEZHUSSEIN 
OLENA VELEZ 
PAUL A. VENDT 
JENNA M. VERCOLLONE 
BRANDON M. WAGNER 
MATTHEW R. WALKINGSTICK 
STEVEN C. WALTON, JR. 
AMBER A. WARREN 
GARRETT W. WARREN 
ALEXANDER B. WATKINS 
JACOB Z. WELLS 
JAMES B. WESTMORELAND 
KASPER M. WHALEY 
MARLON N. WHITAKER 
TAYLOR B. WILBY 
EDWARD A. WILKINSON 
DOMINIQUE M. WILLIAMS 
DANELL M. WILLIS 
NICHOLAS S. WINT 
JOSEPH M. WISE 
TYLER J. WOJTASINSKI 
JONATHAN R. WOOD 
TERRENCE P. WRIGHT 
BRITTANY N. YARDAN 
BASILIO J. YNIGUEZ, JR. 
ROBERT M. ZBINDEN 
HENRY T. ZENGER II 
JASON P. ZOELLER 
0002250971 
0002285808 
0002317892 
0002338576 
0002339609 
0002341640 
0002349006 
0002385396 
0002406809 
0002424910 
0002439843 
0002453944 
0002582851 
0002683832 
0002711292 
0002736091 
0002739502 
0002742981 
0002747148 
0002908787 
0002963306 
0003098633 
0003102153 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

JESSICA S. ABBOTT 
LESMES O. ACEVEDOCRESPO 
MICHAEL D. AKEROYD 
AKINTUNDE D. AKINNIYI 
JACOB G. ALDERMAN 
JAMES M. ALMON 
ANTHONY S. ALTERI 
KOKOU D. AMAGLO 
AUGUSTINE O. AMONGE 
BLAKE W. ANDERSEN 
COURTNEY M. ANDERSON 
MARCIENNE A. ANDERSON 
ANDY ANGRINO 
SARAH F. ANTIOHO 
MATTHEW K. ARLIEN 
IAIN T. AXWORTHY 
YOMANDA K. BACON 
STEPHEN M. BALAZE 
BRADLEY T. BARBER 
JOSEPH W. BARBER 
MICHAEL C. BARKLEY 
DILLON J. BECKNER 
DARREL E. BEGONIA 
SHAUN D. BELL 
KELLY M. BENNETT 
NICHOLAS M. BENNETT 
SPENCER L. BENTLEY 
VIRGIL A. BINION 
CAMERON W. BLACKHURST 
SAMUEL BOATENG 
JACOB A. BODMER 
KARA R. BOGGS 
TYLER J. BONFE 
RAMON M. BONILLA 
JOHN W. BOOKER 
KATHY C. BORGARDT 
TIMOTHY J. BORJA 
SHANE J. BOYD 
CATHERINE M. BRADSHAW 
KYLE B. BRENAY 
RUSSELL T. BRITAIN 
ASHLIE B. BRITTON 
NICHOLAS K. BROCATO 
NICHOLAS M. BROCK 
SHAUN D. BROOKS 
LUCAS P. BROWN 
CHARLES BROWNELL 
GEORGE A. BRUMBALOW 
RICKY W. BUCHANAN, JR. 
KEELI J. BUEHLER 
SAMUEL J. BUNN 
BRYANT L. BURCH 
RANDALL J. BURTON 
DAVID M. BUTZ 
LAURAELISA CALDERON 
TAMARA F. CALIXTE 
MANUEL J. CALOVAZQUEZ 
RACHEL F. CAMPION 

AARON D. CARPENTER 
CESAR CASTELLANOS 
ABRAHAM J. CASTRO 
MICHAEL C. CAULFIELD 
CAMERON S. CECIL 
DANIEL L. CHAPPELL 
ROSALBA CHAVEZNEWMAN 
JONATHON B. CHISENHALL 
JAMES Y. CHO 
MICHAEL I. CHO 
VINCENT J. CIMIERI 
COLLIN C. CLARK 
MARQUIS B. CLARK 
JUSTIN A. CLARY 
CHRISTOPHER A. CLEARE 
CONOR G. CLONINGER 
LANCE A. COLE 
TYKERIOUS M. COLEMAN 
JANELLIS M. COLLINS 
JOSE A. COLON 
LAIKEN A. COLONA 
KEVIN M. CONLEY 
SEAN M. CONNORS 
JOSHUA W. COOLEY 
CHASE H. COUGHLAN 
MICHAEL W. COWART 
TAYLOR J. COX 
DANIEL R. CRAFT 
PATRICK J. CREWS 
GABRIEL T. CROKER 
KELSEY R. CROWLEY 
VENE CRUTCHER 
RIGOBERTO CUEVASMUNIZ 
NICHOLAS S. CUNINGHAM 
ANTONETTE M. CURRY 
GARRETT M. CURRY 
JOSHUA D. DANDRIDGE 
JASON H. DANGONA 
CHASE M. DANIELS 
JACOB R. DANIELS 
MISHA J. DANTZLER 
JOHN H. DAVIS 
MICHAEL DAVIS 
MICHAEL A. DAVIS 
JORDAN M. DAWSEY 
DAVID A. DAWSON IV 
ARIEL J. DAY 
JOHN W. DAY 
RAFAEL DEJESUSALAMEDA 
BASILIO DELEONPICHARDO 
STEVEN M. DENARO 
JAMES D. DICARLO 
NICOLE A. DONATO 
QUINTON B. DORSEY 
ISAAC J. DOTSON 
DAVID DOWLING 
KEMISHA C. DREW 
JESSICA R. DUFAULT 
CAMERON W. DUKE 
COREY L. DUNLAP 
HINH B. DUONG 
JOSHUA D. EARLY 
LATOSHA L. ECHELBERRY 
ANDREW J. ELGIN 
CHRISTOPHER N. ELLEMA 
TEDD R. ELLIS, JR. 
CHRISTIAN ENRIQUEZ 
ABRAHAM ESCOBAR 
DANEI A. ESTES 
PAUL T. EVANS 
JOHN M. FARRELL 
DANIELLE N. FERRELL 
CHRISTOPHER M. FERRETTI 
ALEXANDER C. FIELDS 
EDWIN FIGUEROA, SR. 
TREVOR A. FINDLAY 
ANTHONY D. FLECK 
TRACY M. FLOYD 
DANIEL A. FONG 
JONATHAN P. FORTIER 
NICHOLAS B. FRAMO 
SHANE L. FRANCOIS 
JONATHAN E. FRENCH 
ANTHONY E. FRIDAY 
LOGAN P. GALLAGHER 
TIMOTHY R. GARDNER 
KYLE J. GASKILL 
THOMAS W. GEDDINGS 
MATTHEW A. GERVACIO 
BENJAMIN T. GETTLER 
JOSEPH R. GIANINO 
HAYDN G. GIANNONI 
EVA M. GIBBONS 
WILLIAM S. GIDDENS, JR. 
FAITH J. GILBERTSON 
JAMES C. GILCHRIST 
MOLLY K. GLANDON 
DAVID A. GLINBIZZI 
HUNTER C. GOAD 
RICARDO V. GONZALES 
LOREN A. GONZALEZ 
MARISSA R. GOUVEIA 
JAMES A. GRANBERG 
NICHOLAS J. GRANFIELD 
MATTHEW R. GRIDER 
DAVID A. GROGAN 
BRIAN J. GROS 
IVAN G. GRULLON 
TAYLOR N. GUGEL 
ROBERTO A. GUILLEN 
GREGORY S. HACKER 
RENAE T. HAGOOD 
EMMETT G. HALDANE 
REGINALD J. HAMILTON 
JAMES E. HARBISON 
KELSEY A. HARRIS 
WILLIAM R. HARTMAN 
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ALEXANDER B. HARVIE 
MARY E. HASSELL 
NICHOLAS R. HASSELL 
MICHELLE E. HAUPRICH 
JOE L. HAYSLETT 
LARRY HEATH, JR. 
ISRA S. HENDON 
MELVIN R. HERNANDEZBENITEZ 
JEREMY W. HILLBERRY 
DAVID L. HIMOT 
JUSTIN A. HOFF 
JAMES A. HOGSHEAD 
CHARLES L. HOLBROOK 
JONATHAN E. HOOTNICK 
NATHAN A. HORNE 
BRADLEY S. HUBBS 
DEVON G. HUDSON 
ZACHARY T. HUERTER 
DANIEL L. HUGE 
JENNIFER J. HULSE 
TYLER C. HULTGREN 
JONATHAN C. HUNT 
KEITH M. HUTCHINGS 
AARON L. INGERSOLL 
SHANE D. IVY 
GABRIELLE D. JAMES 
CHRISTIAN A. JARAMILLO 
PEYTON A. JARRELL 
LYNDON B. JOHNSON, JR. 
NICHOLAS D. JOHNSON 
THOMAS A. JOHNSON III 
MARGARET M. JOHNSTON 
JAMES A. JONES 
ELIZABETH J. JUDD 
ROBERT D. JUNG 
ZACHARY A. KAMBEL 
TALAL H. KAZBOUR 
DESMOND L. KEITH 
ANDREA S. KELLUM 
RACHEL M. KENAGY 
DONG H. KIM 
MICHAEL D. KIM 
WILLIAM M. KLEIN 
EMILY P. KLUSMEYER 
ANIYA C. KNOTTS 
ELIOT C. KNOTTS 
TIARA M. KNOTTS 
RILEY M. KRAMER 
LUCAS G. KRATZ 
ERIC W. KREMPASKY 
MARGARET J. KREMPASKY 
DAVID F. KUBIK 
ARDRIENNA R. LAIRD 
ROBERT S. LAJEUNESSE 
MICHAEL L. LAMB, JR. 
MARCO G. LARA 
NICHOLAS P. LARAMEE 
WILLIAM M. LEACH 
GUN Y. LEE 
JANG H. LEE 
JONG D. LEE 
KIYEON LEE 
MICHAEL W. LEE 
RANDY G. LENCE 
ANA V. LEONARDO 
GREGORY O. LEWIS 
BRANDON A. LIETTE 
DAVID I. LILLY 
CRAIG A. LINSCOTT 
CHAD L. LIPE 
FEI LIU 
NYESHIA L. LOCKETT 
DREW R. LONGSTAFF 
ASHLEY M. LOPEZ 
KEVIN S. LOYER 
HEATHER L. MAGILL 
THOMAS A. MALERK 
VINCENT MANCINELLI 
LESTER M. MANDING 
JOSEPH B. MANN 
TABITHA M. MARCHBANKS 
WENDELL MARKS, JR. 
JUSTIN A. MARSHALL 
MARK J. MARTEN 
COREY J. MARTIN 
ZACHARY MARTIN 
TAJHANIQUE C. MASSALEY 
JOSEPH M. MATSON 
ALEX A. MATYOSIAN 
ADRIANNE V. MAYFIELD 
DAVID R. MCCALLOPS 
VICTORIA L. MCDONALD 
JOHN C. MCINTOSH 
WILLIAM P. MCKEAN 
JERAD E. MCLEAN 
SAMUEL L. MCNEAL 
DALLAS J. MEACHUM 
JOEL M. MEDINACENTENO 
JOHN L. MEEHAN 
SETH M. MICKELSON 
ANDREA L. MIEDZIONOSKI 
PHILIP D. MILAM 
JAMIE K. MILLER 
TRAVIS G. MINER 
RICHARD R. MINOR 
ALEXANDER J. MITCHELL 
FRANK P. MITCHELL, JR. 
GABRIEL A. MITER 
CORY A. MONIQUE 
JAMES R. MONTGOMERY 
KIRKLAND A. MOORE 
PHETSVAN M. MOORE 
JORGE A. MORALES 
JENNIFER N. MORALESNIEVES 
LOGAN T. MORRIS 
MATTHEW T. MORRIS 
BREONA R. MOSES 

BAILEY J. NASH 
JOEL J. NATALIE, JR. 
LLOYD M. NATHAN, JR. 
PETER D. NETTEKOVEN 
LAUREN Y. NG 
NICOLE A. NORTON 
CHANEL W. NUNEZ 
FRANCIS G. NWIAH 
ASHLEY S. OELSCHLAEGER 
JOO HOON OH 
TIMOTHY C. OHL 
JUSTIN E. OLNEY 
KRYSTAL C. ONYEMA 
KAITLYN A. OPPENHEIM 
KATIE OROZCO 
PAUL J. OWENS 
SAVANNAH B. OWENS 
JESSICA S. OZGA 
DAVID OZTOLAZA 
DENNIS PACIFICI, JR. 
EMERALD H. PADGETT 
PHILLIP D. PANDY, JR. 
JUSTIN S. PARAMORE 
TRAVIS G. PARKER 
ADOLFO R. PAZ 
AARON N. PELL 
CHORN PEN 
DONALD G. PERRY 
DARRIN E. PILLMAN 
MATTHEW J. PIRANIAN 
LASHELLE O. PLEASANT 
FRANK W. PLUMLEE 
EPHESIAN L. POINSETTE 
TREVOR J. POLK 
STEVEN B. PORTER 
ROMIN D. POUSSON 
SUKHVINDER K. PURDEU 
JOSE A. QUINONES MEDINA 
MARIAH A. RABIEGO 
JOBETH RAMIREZ 
MADELINE W. RAMIREZ 
EDUARDO RAMIREZLOPEZ 
LUKE S. RAND 
JACOB C. RANDAZZO 
MICHAEL B. RANGER II 
MATTHEW M. RAY 
ROMAN C. RAY 
TIMOTHY Q. REED 
STEPHEN T. REEP 
DAKOTA R. RELFORD 
ALEXANDER M. RENN 
JOSIAH A. REYES 
MARIACATHERINE G. REYESGOINS 
LEVI H. REYNOLDS 
GEORGE A. RICHART 
SOPHIA A. RICKARD 
JOSEPH C. RIDDLE 
NATHAN A. RIGGEAL 
JOHN G. RIVAS 
EDUARDO J. RIVERA RODRIGUEZ 
RAFAEL E. RIVERASAEZ 
ALEXANDER R. RIVES 
ESTEE M. ROBINSON 
JOSHUA A. ROCK 
KORINA J. RODRIGUEZ 
AMANDA J. ROGALSKE 
YELSON C. ROJAS AMEZQUITA 
ARIEL C. ROLLE 
ISAACK C. RONO 
STEVEN A. ROOKWOOD II 
CHRISTOPHER L. ROSADO 
AVERY S. RUCKER 
TIMOTHY M. RUIZ 
BENJAMIN E. RUSK 
MICHAEL D. RYAN 
TYEIM J. SACKEY 
KAOFONG J. SAELEE 
ROBERT M. SAGONA 
LEEANN B. SAGUCIO 
ROBERT H. SAHMS 
SANDRA SALINASFERNANDEZ 
JIHYE SANCHEZ 
MIRANDA R. SANCHEZ-RIEMANN 
DI SANG 
MATTHEW W. SATTERFIELD 
THOMAS E. SAVAGE, JR. 
TYLER L. SCHEPPLER 
TAYLOR M. SCHULTZ 
RYAN J. SCOTT 
STEVEN M. SCOTT 
NICHOLAS R. SEIBOLD 
DIMITRI C. SERRANO 
STEVEN E. SHAK 
WILLIAM A. SHEA 
JARVIS D. SHEDRICK 
MINYOUNG SHIN 
LEE J. SHIREMAN 
JOSEPH D. SIEVERS 
VERONICA R. SIMMONS 
ELIZABETH E. SIMS 
ROBERT A. SIMS 
CORY SMITH 
DAVID J. SMITH 
JOYCE A. SMITH 
SHERROD SNELL 
JESSICA E. SOBOLESKI 
BRITTNEY D. SPROWL 
GEOFFREY STIMLER 
JAMES W. STOHLMAN 
HAYDEN J. STREIN 
JAMES W. STRICKLAND 
DANIEL L. STUDT 
DALLAS M. SUTTON 
ARON D. SWEDER 
DIXIE M. SY 
CLAYTON R. TANNER 
PHILIP D. TAPPAN 

JOSE V. TARGA, JR. 
JASON M. TAYLOR 
NICHOLAS A. TAYLOR 
TREVARIOUS D. TAYLOR 
MATTHEW B. TEEPLE 
JOSHUA S. TETREAULT 
JOSHUA L. THOMAS 
RILEY S. TIDWELL 
KATIE M. TO 
JOHN M. TODD II 
BRANDON D. TORRES 
NICHOLE D. TRAPPIER 
CURTIS J. TRAUTHWEIN 
TIFFANY L. TURNER 
ILEYSHA M. ULLOM 
JOSEPH E. VANDENHOUTEN 
NICKOLE E. VANKOPP 
KATLIN E. VANWYE 
KELI L. VASSALLO 
DENNISSE M. VAZQUEZCASIANO 
JULIA L. VERMEERE 
JUSTIN W. VERNON 
RICHARD VIGLUCCI 
TAYLOR A. VLADIC 
ALBERT J. VOLPE 
JUSTIN E. WALLGREN 
CONNOR M. WARD 
KYLE P. WARD 
MILTON L. WASHINGTON 
SHEVELLE D. WASHINGTON 
MICHAEL K. WATSON 
NATALIE P. WATSON 
TRAVIS M. WATSON 
JESSE C. WAY 
JONATHAN C. WEBB 
ZACHARY T. WELLS 
AMIRACLE C. WESLEY 
ADAM J. WEST 
STEPHEN A. WEST 
GABRIELLE E. WHEAT 
MATTHEW D. WILLIAMS 
MAURICE M. WILLIAMS 
RYAN J. WILLIAMS 
ANTOINETTE L. WILSON 
HYRUM S. WISCHMEIER 
JONATHAN M. WOLFGRAM 
KRISTOPHER T. WRIGHT 
TIMOTHY YU 
BRIAN ZUBIA 
0002355352 
0002415228 
0002723297 
0002966936 
0003019546 
0003082930 
0003235424 
0003390902 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major 

ROSS O. ANDERSON 
RYAN A. DEIKER 
RICARDO A. ELLIS 
EMILY A. GASVODA 
SCOTT A. HORRAS 
LOGAN A. KROGER 
REBECCA P. MARIGLIANO 
JOSEPH W. MCWHIRTER 
MARK A. MIHALIK 
BRAXTON C. MUSGROVE 
CHRISTOPHER A. PABON 
DANIEL RABBITT 
JOSE L. RIVERA 
ZACHARY D. SCHUETTE 
NATHANIAL L. SEYMOUR 
MUSTAFA A. SHHADIH 
BIJESH SHRESTHA 
LEO C. ST. AMOUR 
ANDREW R. STOW 
EVA SUNG 
MATTHEW L. TYREE 
DIRK C. VANDERMEYDEN 
KYLE R. VOGT 
ANDREA J. WALDROP 
STEPHEN WECHSLER 
KURT W. WILSON 
0002425081 
0002370096 
0002422513 

f 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate April 29, 2025: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

WARREN STEPHENS, OF ARKANSAS, TO BE AMBAS-
SADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE UNITED KING-
DOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND. 

THOMAS BARRACK, OF COLORADO, TO BE AMBASSADOR 
EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF TUR-
KEY. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES2678 April 29, 2025 
TILMAN FERTITTA, OF TEXAS, TO BE AMBASSADOR EX-

TRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA TO THE ITALIAN REPUBLIC , AND 
TO SERVE CONCURRENTLY AND WITHOUT ADDITIONAL 

COMPENSATION AS AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF SAN MARINO. 

DAVID PERDUE, OF GEORGIA, TO BE AMBASSADOR EX-
TRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA TO THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF 
CHINA. 
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