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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, make us instruments 

of Your love. Use our lawmakers today 
as ambassadors of reconciliation. Lord, 
direct them in their work and surround 
them with Your gracious presence that 
all their plans and purposes be in ac-
cordance with Your holy will. May 
their primary aim be to serve You and 
country with faithfulness. Enlighten 
them by Your Holy Spirit so they will 
find solutions to the problems and 
challenges our Nation and world are 
grappling with. Make them good stew-
ards of their calling, guiding them to 
use their influence for Your glory. In-
spire their minds; assist their wills; 
and strengthen their hands that they 
may not falter or fail. 

We pray in Your glorious 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. 
MULLIN). Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER 
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES 
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED 
BY THE FEDERAL COMMUNICA-
TIONS COMMISSION RELATING 
TO ‘‘ADDRESSING THE HOME-
WORK GAP THROUGH THE E- 
RATE PROGRAM’’—Resumed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S.J. Res. 7, 
which the clerk will report. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

A joint resolution (S.J. Res. 7) providing 
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Federal Communications 
Commission relating to ‘‘Addressing the 
Homework Gap Through the E-Rate Pro-
gram’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

VETERANS HISTORY PROJECT 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 

want to report to my colleagues what I 
am doing today: delivering some his-
tory to the Library of Congress. 

I will tell you about that project in 
the Library of Congress. This is some-
thing that I have done around Veterans 
Day each year for the last 8 years. In 
the past and including today, it has 
added up to the histories of about 95 
veterans who have told their stories to 
me and my staff. Veterans are an im-
portant part of our communities. The 
sacrifices of the brave men and women 
who have served our country should 
never be forgotten. 

My office recently interviewed 12 of 
these 95 veterans—this time from the 
Cedar Rapids, IA, area—for what the 
Library of Congress calls the Veterans 
History Project. Stories of our vet-
erans help us to better understand the 
sacrifices that have granted us security 
and prosperity and have allowed us to 

live in freedom and with the liberties 
of this great Nation, the United States 
of America. Today, these stories of the 
latest 12 veterans will be delivered to 
the Library of Congress, preserving 
these firsthand accounts for future 
generations to appreciate the role of 
the people who defend our freedoms. 

For the project that we had in Cedar 
Rapids, I want to give a special thank- 
you to Teri Van Dorston, at the Vet-
erans Memorial Building in Cedar Rap-
ids, for hosting the event that we held 
last November there and to Randy 
Langel from Kirkwood Community 
College for coordinating the students 
to perform and record these interviews. 

I look forward to hosting another 
Veterans History Project event in No-
vember of this year in the Western 
Iowa city of Council Bluffs. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant bill 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. 
f 

MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—S. 1668 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I under-
stand there is a bill from Senator 
MERKLEY at the desk that is due for a 
second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
second time. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

A bill (S. 1668) to amend chapter 131 of title 
5, United States Code, to prohibit the Presi-
dent, Vice President, Members of Congress, 
and individuals appointed to Senate-con-
firmed positions from issuing, sponsoring, or 
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endorsing certain financial instruments, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, in order 
to place the bill on the calendar under 
the provisions of rule XIV, I would ob-
ject to further proceeding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion having been heard, the bill will be 
placed on the calendar. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER 
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES 
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED 
BY THE FEDERAL COMMUNICA-
TIONS COMMISSION RELATING 
TO ‘‘ADDRESSING THE HOME-
WORK GAP THROUGH THE E- 
RATE PROGRAM’’ 

GENIUS ACT 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, it has 

been well over a decade since the term 
‘‘cryptocurrency’’ entered our lexicon. 
Like many innovations, 
cryptocurrencies were at first seen as a 
novelty—something used by few and 
understood by even fewer. 

But that changed quickly. More peo-
ple began using and purchasing digital 
assets, innovation took place, and 
crypto demonstrated its staying power. 

Stablecoins are an important part of 
the crypto ecosystem. Many digital 
asset advocates believe in holding 
Bitcoin, given its price fluctuations 
and growth in value over the last sev-
eral years. 

Stablecoins, however, have a value 
that is pegged to an asset, usually the 
U.S. dollar. They offer the speed and 
security of the blockchain with the 
stability and usability of a dollar bill, 
and they are a business and consumer 
friendly way of making payments. 

Hundreds of billions of dollars of 
stablecoins are in circulation today. 
The vast majority are dollar denomi-
nated. But in the United States, 
stablecoins have operated in a legal 
gray zone. Stablecoin issuers trying to 
follow the rules can’t be sure what 
rules to follow. 

The Biden administration chose to 
regulate crypto companies by arbitrary 
enforcement measures. Regulators 
filed numerous lawsuits against crypto 
firms. These hostile actions led a num-
ber of U.S.-based companies to consider 
moving out of the United States alto-
gether. 

I think we all agree the United 
States should be the world’s leader in 
financial innovation. Stablecoins 
should be ‘‘Made in the U.S.A.’’ But we 
can’t lead in innovation if there is no 
clarity for the innovators. 

The GENIUS Act provides that clar-
ity. It is the first step in bringing dig-
ital assets into our financial system by 
setting a clear framework for 
stablecoins. To be clear, Americans are 
already using stablecoins and will con-
tinue to use them with or without this 
legislation. What this bill does is estab-
lish a framework that protects con-
sumers and safeguards national secu-
rity while promoting that innovation 
right here in the United States. 

The GENIUS Act would implement 
light-touch and tailored standards for 
stablecoin issuers so consumers can 
trust whom they are doing business 
with. Reserve requirements would give 
consumers confidence in the value of 
the stablecoins that they hold, and the 
bill’s enforcement provisions would 
provide companies with clarity on 
what the rules are and ensure account-
ability for any violations. 

The GENIUS Act would also protect 
against national security threats and 
money laundering. Stablecoin issuers 
would be held to the same standards as 
other financial institutions subject to 
the Bank Secrecy Act. They would 
need to monitor and report suspicious 
activity. They would have to comply 
with U.S. sanctions, and they would 
have to block transactions that violate 
State and Federal laws. 

Stablecoins are operating today 
without any of these requirements, and 
not passing this bill means allowing 
the status quo to continue—no con-
sumer protections, no national secu-
rity safeguards, and the risk of arbi-
trary enforcement actions from finan-
cial regulators. 

Passing this bill is also about Amer-
ican strength. It would create demand 
for the U.S. dollar and for Treasurys. 
That is a good thing both for our na-
tional security and for our fiscal house. 

This bill is the product of bipartisan 
consensus building. I am proud of the 
process that this has gone through, and 
I am grateful to Senators LUMMIS, 
HAGERTY, GILLIBRAND, and ALSOBROOKS 
for their leadership on this issue and 
their work on the bill. Chairman TIM 
SCOTT has also been a critical member 
of the team. 

The Banking Committee held a 3- 
hour markup during which the com-
mittee considered 40 amendments to 
the bill. That bill was reported out by 
a vote of 18 to 6, with 5 Democrats sup-
porting it. 

But the work didn’t end there. Bill 
sponsors have been meeting for 
weeks—including nights and week-
ends—since the markup to address 
changes that made this bill better. 

Today, we are voting on the sixth— 
sixth—version of the GENIUS Act, 
drafted with input from both Repub-
licans and Democrats. And if Senators 
would like the opportunity to make 
further modifications to the bill, I en-
courage them to vote for cloture. Once 
we are on the bill, we can discuss 
changes here on the floor. We have had 
an open process on this bill so far. So 
why stop now? 

The GENIUS Act is by no means the 
last word on digital assets. I expect the 
Senate will continue to work in this 
space, including work toward market 
structure legislation to address fea-
tures of the crypto market that are not 
captured solely by stablecoins. 

But the GENIUS Act is a first step 
toward bringing digital assets into our 
financial system and promoting Amer-
ican leadership and financial innova-
tion. We have the opportunity to move 

the ball forward today. I encourage my 
colleagues to take it. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant bill 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. 

TARIFFS 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, Don-

ald Trump’s trade war is a gut punch to 
the American people. It is the biggest 
tax hike on families in half a century. 

If Donald Trump is going to tax the 
American people, they have a right to 
know precisely how much. So, today, I 
am introducing legislation with Rep-
resentative RASKIN requiring retailers 
to show consumers precisely how much 
tariffs are increasing the prices of their 
products. It is no different than when 
your utility bill shows fees or a receipt 
shows if a service charge is included or 
not. 

Specifically, the legislation that 
Representative RASKIN has introduced 
in the House and I am introducing in 
the Senate requires large retailers to 
display in a ‘‘clear and conspicuous’’ 
way the amount that tariffs contribute 
to a good’s final pricetag. 

Our bill is about transparency. It is 
about being straight with consumers. 
It is about informing the consumers 
how Donald Trump’s tariffs will impact 
the family budget. And retailers should 
like it because these increases in prices 
are not their fault; it is Trump’s fault, 
with his tariffs. 

So let the public know. And that is a 
secondary benefit that will make the 
public even more angry, and they may 
call their Republican Senators and 
Congressmen and say join with Demo-
crats and pass some of our legislation 
that would repeal some of these tariffs. 

The White House growls that compa-
nies with the audacity, they said—au-
dacity—to be honest with consumers 
about the cost of tariffs are being hos-
tile and political. But this is not hos-
tile or political at all; it is simply 
being honest with consumers. It is clar-
ity. It is transparency. 

It is a smart policy, so of course the 
White House opposes it because they 
don’t want people to know how much 
these tariffs are damaging them. It is 
estimated that if the present tariffs go 
into effect, the average family will pay 
$4,000 more. Well, we want to let them 
know how much the price is increased 
for food, for housing, for gasoline, for 
groceries, for prescription drugs. 

Last week, for instance, Ford an-
nounced they are increasing the price 
of at least three models by as much as 
$2,000, in part because of Trump’s tar-
iffs. Under our bill, that $2,000 price 
hike should be spelled out to con-
sumers as in reality what it is—a tariff 
tax. 
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Americans deserve to know who is 

picking their pockets. Our bill will 
make clear to the American people 
that Donald Trump’s tariffs are a pain-
ful tax eating away at their hard- 
earned money. It will make clear to 
the American people that Donald 
Trump’s promise to ‘‘lower costs start-
ing on day one’’ is a mirage, a fiction— 
a cruel fiction—all for a chaotic tariff 
policy that is sending our economy 
into a tailspin. 

On those tariffs themselves, today, 
Donald Trump is set to announce a new 
supposed trade deal between the United 
States and the UK, the United King-
dom. We are still waiting to get the de-
tails, but this much is clear: Whatever 
Donald Trump’s announcement with 
the UK looks like, it isn’t a triumph of 
strategy; rather, it is a product of 
chaos. And with this President, if past 
is prologue, who knows if this deal will 
actually stick. 

This is the Trump administration’s 
credo: government by chaos. Just look 
at how Donald Trump is dealing with 
Canada, and it tells you everything you 
need to know about how untrustworthy 
his UK announcement is. First, Donald 
Trump says yes on tariffs with Canada; 
then he says no. Then he insults Can-
ada, calls it the ‘‘51st State.’’ Moments 
later, he meets with Prime Minister 
Carney and says ‘‘Canada loves us and 
we love Canada.’’ 

No one knows what Donald Trump 
will say next. If this were a roller 
coaster, the whiplash would paralyze 
everybody involved. So American busi-
nesses and American consumers have 
no faith that the President has a de-
sign. Whatever is in front of his face 
that day, whatever pressure there 
might be on him, he reacts. And it 
doesn’t matter if he said the complete 
opposite thing a day or a week earlier. 

Early this morning, members of the 
President’s own Cabinet are already 
lowering expectations of the deal, say-
ing it is only ‘‘an agreement in con-
cept’’; ‘‘there’s a lot of details to be 
worked out.’’ And we know what hap-
pens when that happens, particularly 
in a Trump administration. 

Donald Trump’s new trade deal with 
the UK seems to be built entirely on 
quicksand. It is likely to be built on 
quicksand. He blows with the political 
winds. When people say he is too reck-
less, he backs off. When there is criti-
cism of him backing off, he reintro-
duces the bill. So it would be hard to 
take anything the President says about 
this deal seriously because, in all like-
lihood, he will change his mind again. 

ANTI-SEMITISM 
Mr. President, on anti-Semitism, this 

morning, the Anti-Defamation League 
issued a new report illustrating a dis-
turbing trend I have been warning 
about: the rise of anti-Semitism in 
America. Specifically, this report 
looked at anti-Semitism toward Jewish 
Members of Congress, which has dra-
matically risen—something I can at-
test to firsthand. 

Social media has become a breeding 
ground for anti-Semitism. But it is not 

just elected officials. Social media has 
become an easy way for hate groups to 
organize and proliferate their message 
against all sorts of communities and 
individuals. They go after Jewish- 
owned businesses. They go after syna-
gogues. They go after families. They 
direct anti-Semitic slurs even against 
individuals who might not be Jewish. 

We must not allow anti-Semitism to 
grow unabated in America like wild 
weeds. As the great poet Conor Cruise 
O’Brien said, anti-Semitism is a light 
sleeper. When there is trouble, some-
how anti-Semitism always pops its 
head up—the Jewish people being made 
scapegoats, as we have been for cen-
turies. It must be confronted at every 
instance. It must be rooted out. 

We all play a part in fighting back 
against the forces of intolerance. Peo-
ple of all backgrounds, faiths, beliefs, 
and opinions have a duty to stand up 
and speak out against hate, no matter 
where it comes from. 

FEDERAL BUDGET 
Mr. President, now, on the Trump 

budget, if you asked AI to come up 
with a Federal budget that utterly 
screws over average Americans, do you 
know what the AI would come up with? 
Donald Trump’s latest budget proposal. 
So, today, let’s look at Trump’s so- 
called skinny budget a little more 
closely. It is hard to believe that this is 
a serious proposal. 

If enacted, the Trump budget would 
completely gut public safety, some-
thing they say they want to strength-
en. Trump’s own FBI Director, Kash 
Patel, one of the most loyal Trumpites, 
testified in the House yesterday that 
the FBI can’t meet its mission to keep 
Americans safe with the cuts in 
Trump’s budget. 

If Kash Patel, one of Donald Trump’s 
most loyal acolytes, says this budget 
won’t work, who else is going to come 
out against it? How can we take this 
budget seriously? If Patel is against it, 
so will be many other Cabinet officers, 
publicly or privately. How carefully 
was it even done? Did the people who 
put it out know they are slashing the 
FBI? The budget has sloppy and reck-
less written all over it, and even Kash 
Patel agrees. 

That is not all. The Trump budget 
would also strangle American families. 
It is an all-out assault on American 
healthcare. Under Donald Trump’s 
budget, America’s housing crisis would 
go from bad to worse. 

Hell will freeze over before Demo-
crats entertain anything remotely 
close to Trump’s budget. This budget 
proposal is dead on arrival in the Sen-
ate, and anything close to it will go no-
where as well. 

MEDICAID 
Mr. President, on Medicaid and the 

CBO, the Republicans right now are 
struggling with a very basic idea that 
the truth sometimes hurts. In their 
case, the truth is that Republican poli-
cies are so deeply unpopular with the 
American people. Republicans are real-
izing that, and it has left them para-
lyzed. 

Now that Republicans actually have 
to produce a bill, reality is catching up 
with them. No more bland words. No 
more: Don’t worry; we will protect you. 
The budget shows what they are actu-
ally up to. 

Yesterday, the CBO reported that no 
matter which scheme of Medicaid cuts 
Republicans are likely to choose, the 
result will be that millions will become 
uninsured. Republicans can try any 
which way to make their bill work, but 
their numbers just don’t add up. There 
is no way for Republicans to accom-
plish their massive tax giveaways with-
out devastating millions of working 
and middle-class people. 

Even if the Republicans pass a frac-
tion of their proposed Medicaid cuts, it 
still means millions will lose their 
healthcare. And for what? So that bil-
lionaires can get another tax break 
that they don’t need at a time of high 
inflation and a possible recession? That 
is the definition of cruelty. 

This is the fundamental problem Re-
publicans are facing right now as their 
infighting continues—that their poli-
cies are deeply, deeply unpopular with 
the American people—not just blue 
State Republicans but purple and red 
State Republicans too. Telling the 
American people that you want to ax 
their healthcare so that extremely rich 
people can pay less in taxes is a hor-
rible message that virtually hardly 
anyone in America agrees with, but 
that is precisely what Republicans are 
trying to do. So it is no surprise they 
are eating their own tails trying to fig-
ure out how to proceed. 

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

publican whip. 
WYOMING VETERANS 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, this 
week, I had an opportunity, as part of 
Veterans Appreciation Week, to speak 
with incredible Wyoming veterans 
from all across our State. I thanked 
them for their service and also took 
the opportunity to listen closely to 
their concerns. 

On Tuesday, Senator CYNTHIA LUM-
MIS and I hosted a telephone townhall 
meeting with Veterans Affairs Sec-
retary Doug Collins. Also, Col. Tim 
Sheppard, who is executive director of 
the Wyoming Veterans Commission, 
joined us on the call. 

The call was very productive and in-
formative. Wyoming veterans shared 
their experience directly with Sec-
retary Collins. They shared with us 
what works with the VA and how im-
provements can still be made. We 
heard many ideas for improvement. 
Suggestions ranged from changes to 
online scheduling to more flexibility 
for out-of-State appointments. 

Secretary Collins took this feedback 
seriously. He himself is a veteran. He 
knows that the VA is too bureaucratic. 
He is committed to fixing it. So I am 
proud to partner with him to deliver 
the care that our veterans deserve. 

On Wednesday, here in Washington, I 
met with 16 Wyoming Vietnam vet-
erans. They came to town to visit their 
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memorial. These 16 veteran heroes 
come from across the State: Guernsey, 
Thermopolis, Powell, Casper, Chey-
enne, Mountain View, Douglas, New-
castle, and Green River. Their stories 
of service and sacrifice are moving. 

This weekend in Wyoming, we will be 
holding ‘‘Welcome Home’’ events 
across the State in Afton, Riverton, 
Sheridan, and Wheatland. It is a wel-
come home many veterans from Viet-
nam never really received. It is sad to 
report but true. This weekend, we 
honor all of our Wyoming veterans. 

Wyoming has one of the highest per- 
capita rates of veterans in America. 
The pride in those individuals runs 
deep. 

It is an honor to represent them here 
in the Senate, and I am going to con-
tinue to listen to the concerns of our 
veterans and work to improve the care 
they need and continue to honor their 
sacrifices. 

ELECTRIC VEHICLE MANDATE 
Mr. President, on another matter, in 

2024, in November, on election day, vot-
ers demanded more economic freedom 
and less government overreach. Presi-
dent Trump and Republicans in Con-
gress heard them. The State of Cali-
fornia did not. 

California wants to export its radical 
and impractical electric vehicle man-
date to all 50 States. California’s man-
dates are a progressive power grab. 
They dictate what cars and what 
trucks Americans can buy and can 
drive. These mandates aren’t limited to 
California; they are calculated to con-
trol the policy of the entire Nation. 

Congress must now act to protect the 
rights of the American people to drive 
the gas-powered vehicles they want to 
drive. Last week, House Republicans— 
with 35 House Democrats joining all of 
the Republicans—voted to defend that 
freedom and to defeat this California 
mandate, and it is now up to the Sen-
ate to finish the job. 

California mandates spread far and 
wide. They affect 133 million Ameri-
cans—nearly 40 percent of the popu-
lation of this country. Here is why: 
Twelve States copy the California 
mandate to ban gas-powered cars by 
2036. Ten States copy the California 
mandate to ban gas-powered trucks by 
2036. These include large-population 
States, like New York. 

Even the junior Senator from Cali-
fornia admits that California’s liberal 
mandates affect the entire country, 
and he says he is very proud of it. The 
American people think differently. 

The Washington Post reported last 
month that ‘‘Americans are losing in-
terest in EVs.’’ That is the quote. The 
Washington Post: ‘‘Americans are los-
ing interest in EVs.’’ Interest in own-
ing an EV has dropped 8 percent since 
2023. 

The message is clear: Americans 
don’t want these EVs even when the 
government tries to bribe them—bribe 
them—into buying them and using 
them. People want to buy the car and 
truck that works best for them and 
where they live and the life they lead. 

The average price of an electric vehi-
cle is $62,000, which is $16,000 more than 
comparable gas-powered vehicles. The 
California mandates that the Demo-
crats are pushing would raise prices 
even more. It would also limit options. 

This isn’t progress. This is a policy 
that punishes working families, pun-
ishes farmers, punishes truckers, pun-
ishes the people that live in rural 
areas. 

Worse, EV batteries rely on China. 
Eighty percent of EV battery compo-
nents come from China. Republicans 
here in the Senate are fighting to end 
America’s dependence on China. The 
California mandate supported by the 
Democrats makes that dependence 
even more dangerous. It risks our safe-
ty, it risks our security, and it risks 
our strategic independence. 

The Biden administration used its 
final days in office to grant California 
permission to export its EV mandate 
across the country. They did this just 1 
month before President Trump took of-
fice. They had already lost the elec-
tion. They already knew the American 
people rejected what they stood for. 
Yet they still tried to push this onto 
the American people, and are trying to 
push it today. 

This is midnight meddling. Senate 
Republicans are ready to use the Con-
gressional Review Act to stop it. We 
will protect Americans’ rights—the 
rights to purchase a gas-powered vehi-
cle. That is what we are fighting for, 
and we have every right to do so. 

California’s mandates have already 
taken root in a dozen States. They af-
fect 40 percent of all the new light-duty 
vehicle registrations and a quarter of 
the new heavy-duty vehicle registra-
tions nationwide. They clearly affect 
the kinds of vehicles which will be 
manufactured and sold in America. 
These California mandates affect the 
cost and the availability of gas-pow-
ered cars and trucks all across the 
country, even in the States that do not 
adopt the mandates. 

To my Democrat colleagues who will 
tolerate California controlling what 
Americans can drive: Do you think the 
American people really support what 
you are trying to shove down their 
throats? No, they don’t. 

No wonder the Democrats lost the 
election. 

Are the Democrats willing to strip 
consumers and small businesses of 
their right to choose the vehicles that 
work for their needs and for their budg-
ets? Do Democrats want to continue to 
protect the failures and the fallacies of 
the Green New Deal? Or for once, will 
the Democrats join Republicans who 
are trying to protect working families? 

It is no surprise, then, that Repub-
licans have become the party sup-
porting and protecting the rights of 
working families. People have rejected 
the Democrats. 

The Senate also needs to reject the 
cheerleading by these climate extrem-
ists for more regulations by unelected 
bureaucrats, but that is what the 

Democrats are here supporting. The 
Senate should use the Congressional 
Review Act to reject this Joe Biden 
midnight madness. By doing so, we 
would be protecting consumer choice, 
protecting affordability, and pro-
tecting congressional authority. 

It is time to put Americans, Mr. 
President, back in the driver’s seat. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Democratic whip. 
NOMINATION OF ED MARTIN 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, the U.S. 
Department of Justice is a powerful 
Agency. The Attorney General heads 
it. Throughout the United States, 
there are over 90 U.S. attorneys who 
are the Federal prosecutors—a power-
ful position, a position that can make 
or break an individual or a corpora-
tion. Two of the most important and 
the most powerful are the Southern 
District of New York and the District 
of Columbia. 

I come to the floor today to speak in 
opposition to the nomination of Ed 
Martin to be U.S. attorney for the Dis-
trict of Columbia. I urge my col-
leagues, Democrats and Republicans: 
Closely examine this nominee’s record. 

Ed Martin’s commentary and affili-
ations leave no doubt that he is un-
qualified to serve as the top Federal 
law enforcement individual for our Na-
tion’s Capital City. Nearly every day, 
new, disqualifying information sur-
faces. 

Recently, ProPublica published a 
troubling report detailing Mr. Martin’s 
conduct in multiple cases involving 
Eagle Forum, a conservative organiza-
tion which has its roots in my home 
State of Illinois, formally led by well- 
known activist Phyllis Schlafly. 

Within a year—within a year—of Mr. 
Martin becoming the head of the Eagle 
Forum, the board of directors of that 
organization fired him, in 2016, and 
they stated the reason: mismanage-
ment and poor leadership. 

A majority of the board also filed a 
lawsuit to bar him from any associa-
tion with the organization. Instead of 
arguing his case in court, according to 
the ProPublica publication, Mr. Martin 
secretly orchestrated a social media 
campaign attacking the presiding Illi-
nois judge. 

Ironically, that judge, John Barberis 
from Madison County, IL—directly 
across the river from St. Louis—was 
the only Republican judge sitting in 
that county at the time. 

Mr. Martin went so far as to buy a 
laptop computer for a former colleague 
so that she could attack the judge on 
Facebook and ghostwrote posts for her. 

Mr. Martin, who seeks to be the top 
Federal prosecutor in the District of 
Columbia, urged her to ‘‘turn up the 
heat with others’’ on the Facebook 
page of this judge and to ‘‘[c]all what 
[the judge] did unfair and rigged over 
and over’’ again—Mr. Martin’s instruc-
tion to his colleague. 

This outrageous effort to intimidate 
a judge is a clear violation of ethical 
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norms and professional rules of con-
duct. It led to more than $600,000 in 
legal settlements or judgments against 
Mr. Martin or his employers. 

In the Eagle Forum lawsuit, a judge 
held Mr. Martin in contempt of court, 
citing his ‘‘willful disregard’’ of a court 
order that barred him from interfering 
with the organization. 

Remember, this is the President’s 
choice to be the head U.S. attorney for 
the District of Columbia, and he is 
being held in contempt of court for 
willful disregard of a court order that 
barred him from interfering. 

A jury found Mr. Martin liable for 
defamation of Phyllis Schlafly’s daugh-
ter, Anne Schlafly Cori—a jury deci-
sion finding him liable for defama-
tion—for, among other things—he 
shared a post on Facebook falsely 
claiming—listen to this—Mr. Martin 
shared a Facebook post falsely claim-
ing that Anne Schlafly Cori should be 
charged with manslaughter in her 
mother’s death. 

Mr. Martin also has a disturbing his-
tory of downplaying the January 6 in-
surrection in the U.S. Capitol. He has 
made it a habit to attack the law en-
forcement officers who protected the 
Vice President, who sat before this 
Chamber, Members of the Senate, 
Members of the House, thousands of 
staffers, and visitors. 

Those law enforcement individuals 
put their lives on the line for me and 
for all of us, but Mr. Martin doesn’t see 
it that way. 

He was at the U.S. Capitol on Janu-
ary 6 when he posted on social media, 
and I quote word for word what he said 
on January 6 about what was going on 
in this insurrection in the Capitol. 
Here is what he said: 

Like Mardi Gras in DC today; love, faith, 
and joy. Ignore #FakeNews. 

In August 2023, he excused violence 
by January 6 rioters, saying: 

We have to have less judgment on some-
body who hits a cop. 

Ed Martin, seeking the U.S. attor-
ney’s post for the District of Columbia, 
said of the January 6 rioters: 

We have to have less judgment on some-
body who hits a cop. 

He continued: 
I’ve seen people hit a cop and that doesn’t 

make it the end of the world. 

Ed Martin, the top law enforcement 
officer in the District of Columbia— 
that is his quote. 

He had the audacity to call Michael 
Fanone, a 20-year veteran of the Metro-
politan Police Department who was 
nearly killed on January 6, ‘‘a fake 
cop.’’ 

‘‘[A] fake cop.’’ 
This disgusting and dangerous rhet-

oric puts at greater risk officers who 
already put their lives on the line 
every day to protect you and me and 
our families. This lack of respect for 
law enforcement is inconsistent with 
his goal to be the presiding U.S. attor-
ney for the District of Columbia. 

According to Mr. Martin, January 6 
rioters who beat the cops are ‘‘patri-

ots’’—his word; ‘‘victims’’—his word. 
He has also attacked prosecutors who 
were assigned to work on January 6 
cases. 

Incidentally, until he was selected 
for this position, he had never been a 
prosecutor. The top position in the 
U.S. Department of Justice in terms of 
U.S. attorneys—the District of Colum-
bia—the man for the job never had any 
experience as a prosecutor. 

He has also attacked the prosecutors 
who were assigned to work on January 
6 cases. What does he call those pros-
ecutors? ‘‘Terrorists.’’ His word. He 
said: 

I shun them. I ostracize them. . . . These 
are despicable people. 

Ed Martin. 
Just as alarming, Mr. Martin has 

close ties to Timothy Hale-Cusanelli, a 
January 6 rioter and Nazi sympathizer. 

Look at this picture. In 2024 alone, 
Mr. Martin interviewed Mr. Hale- 
Cusanelli at least five times. In one of 
these interviews, Mr. Martin said: 

Tim Hale is an extraordinary guy. I have 
gotten to know him really well. I’d say we’re 
friends. 

Friends with a Nazi sympathizer. 
This is who the President believes 
should be the U.S. attorney for the Dis-
trict of Columbia. 

Ed Martin now claims that despite 
these five interviews that we know of, 
he was not aware of Mr. Hale- 
Cusanelli’s anti-Semitic commentary 
or penchant for donning a Hitler mus-
tache until after he had presented him 
personally with an award last July. 

But Mr. Martin’s own words dem-
onstrate the opposite. Just weeks be-
fore this award ceremony, where Mar-
tin gives this man who dresses up as 
Hitler an award, Mr. Martin excused 
his dressing up as ‘‘goofing around’’ 
and claimed he is being ‘‘smeared and 
slurred’’ by allegations of anti-Semi-
tism. 

Documents filed in Mr. Hale- 
Cusanelli’s criminal trial, he was a 
January 6 rioter, show that he has a 
long history of saying horrifying 
things. Let me give you one of Mr. 
Hale-Cusanelli’s quotes, this man who 
was referred to as an ‘‘extraordinary 
leader’’ by Ed Martin. 

Here is what he said: 
Hitler should have finished the job. 

Hale-Cusanelli. He also claimed that 
he ‘‘would kill’’—this is so disgusting. I 
hate to put it in the RECORD, but it has 
to be. He also claimed he ‘‘would kill 
all the Jews and eat them for break-
fast, lunch, and dinner, and he wouldn’t 
need to season them because the salt 
from their tears would make it flavor-
ful enough.’’ 

This is the person that Ed Martin, 
the would-be prosecuting attorney for 
the District of Columbia, called ‘‘an ex-
traordinary man, an extraordinary 
leader.’’ 

In a letter sent to the Judiciary Com-
mittee opposing Mr. Martin’s nomina-
tion, 11 separate national Jewish orga-
nizations, representing more than 1 
million people, wrote that Mr. Martin’s 

associations are ‘‘not only dangerous— 
they reveal a pattern of behavior in-
compatible with the responsibilities of 
a US Attorney, a role meant to uphold 
justice and [to] protect all commu-
nities, including Jewish Americans, 
from hate and extremism.’’ 

On top of all of this, Mr. Ed Martin 
has failed to disclose to the Senate an 
unprecedented number of required re-
quests for information. Of approxi-
mately 2,200 writings and remarks that 
he was required to submit to the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee, he omitted 
at least 700—over 30 percent of his 
known record. 

This includes his failure to disclose 
that he made nearly 150 appearances on 
networks funded and directed by the 
Russian Government, and interviews 
on Infowars—do you remember the 
term ‘‘Infowars’’?—hosted by a man 
named Alex Jones, the rightwing con-
spiracy monger who falsely claimed 
that the Sandy Hook massacre of those 
little kids was false. 

Just yesterday, my Judiciary Com-
mittee discovered more than 300 addi-
tional items that Mr. Martin failed to 
provide to the committee. This is the 
fifth time that Mr. Martin will be re-
quired to update his disclosures to the 
committee. This nominee is treating 
the Senate’s constitutional obligation 
to provide advice and consent on his 
nomination with utter contempt. 

Just to put this in context, omitting 
over 700 items, we discovered 300 more 
that he failed to disclose, in the pre-
vious history of the committee—all the 
staff have looked closely—when it 
comes to omissions, Mr. Martin wins 
the trophy permanently. Why? Because 
the most in any previous case before 
was fewer than 10, his is over 700 fail-
ures to disclose before the committee. 

Mr. Ed Martin has his own history of 
making his own discriminatory com-
ments. He baselessly called his fellow 
panelists on CNN ‘‘black racists,’’ and 
he later claimed, with no evidence, Mr. 
Martin said, ‘‘[I] got fired because of 
the crazy Black ladies on CNN that de-
manded I be fired because I didn’t take 
their nonsense.’’ 

The fact that Ed Martin feels the 
need to note the race and gender of the 
people who cross him speaks volumes 
about his character. And in a speech 
that Martin did not disclose to the Ju-
diciary Committee, we discovered he 
made the following statement: 

You’re not racist if you don’t like Mexi-
cans. 

Just last year he said in an inter-
view: 

You show me a Jewish American— 

Ed Martin said— 
who feels good about the Democrat Admin-

istration, and I’ll show you someone who is 
not really Jewish.’’ 

How dare Ed Martin pass judgment 
on someone else’s religious faith? 

The serious concerns about Ed Mar-
tin’s nomination have only been 
heightened by his conduct as an in-
terim U.S. attorney. One of his first of-
ficial acts after his appointment was to 
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fire numerous prosecutors simply for 
handling the January 6 cases that were 
assigned to them. 

He has also baselessly threatened to 
investigate numerous nonprofit organi-
zations, educational institutions, law-
makers, and others simply because he 
disagrees with them politically. 

The top prosecutor in the Nation’s 
Capital should be focused on fighting 
violent crime and terrorism, not 
threatening our First Amendment 
rights. 

Mr. Martin’s record makes it clear 
that he does not have the tempera-
ment, the judgment, or the experience 
to be entrusted with the power and re-
sponsibility of being U.S. attorney for 
the District of Columbia. 

I urge my Democratic and Repub-
lican colleagues to oppose his nomina-
tion. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

MORENO). The Senator from Iowa. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE 

CALENDAR 
Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, I rise 

today to seek unanimous consent to 
confirm Casey Mulligan, the Presi-
dent’s nominee to be the chief counsel 
of the Office of Advocacy at the Small 
Business Administration. 

I will make that motion in just a mo-
ment, but first, let me explain why I 
am doing this. This week is National 
Small Business Week, a week to recog-
nize the achievements of our Nation’s 
entrepreneurs. 

As chair of the Small Business Com-
mittee, I have a front row seat to the 
successes and challenges of our small 
business owners, and I have the privi-
lege of being a champion for Iowa en-
trepreneurs. 

Our small businesses are more vul-
nerable to burdensome government 
regulations. Over the past few years, 
the cost of regulations for small busi-
nesses has been out of control. The pre-
vious administration created more 
than 1,100 final rules costing $1.8 tril-
lion. The Biden administration’s regu-
latory costs were 600 times higher than 
that of the first Trump administration 
and 3.7 times higher than that of the 
Obama administration. 

I have been encouraged by President 
Trump’s efforts to freeze and roll back 
regulations. SBA Administrator Loef-
fler and the White House are working 
hard to eliminate burdensome and un-
necessary regulations, but to be truly 
effective, small businesses need a Sen-
ate-confirmed chief counsel to con-
tinue this mission. 

The Office of Chief Counsel for Advo-
cacy has been vacant, without a Sen-
ate-confirmed occupant for nearly a 
decade. This key role ensures small 
business interests are protected. 

Having served as the top Republican 
on the Small Business Committee for 
years now, I truly understand the need 
for this position to be filled imme-
diately, and we are fortunate that 
President Trump nominated a highly 
qualified individual for this role. 

Dr. Casey Mulligan’s unique mix of 
academic success and real-world small 
business experience makes him the 
best candidate for the job. A Harvard 
graduate, Dr. Mulligan received his 
Ph.D. in economics from the Univer-
sity of Chicago where he currently 
serves as an economics professor. 

In addition to his academic role, Dr. 
Mulligan also owns two small con-
sulting and economic research busi-
nesses. He has also conducted extensive 
research on the economic effects of 
regulation on small businesses. 

At the SBA Office of Advocacy, Dr. 
Mulligan would serve as a champion for 
small businesses nationwide as the 
Agency undergoes much needed 
changes to policy and direction. 

Advocacy’s role remains true regard-
less of party, to ensure that a strong 
chief counsel stands up for the little 
guy and warns regulators when small 
firms will be harmed. 

Dr. Mulligan understands Main 
Street and the importance of exam-
ining all costs imposed on America’s 
entrepreneurs. 

I urge my colleagues to consent to 
the confirmation of Dr. Mulligan as 
chief counsel of the Office of Advocacy 
at the SBA. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to executive session to 
consider the following nomination, 
Calendar No. 59; that the Senate vote 
on the nomination without intervening 
action or debate; that the motion to re-
consider be considered made and laid 
upon the table and that the President 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action and the Senate resume legisla-
tive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MARKEY. Reserving the right to 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I would 
like to speak on this motion to confirm 
Casey Mulligan to be chief counsel of 
the Office of Advocacy. 

In the last 31⁄2 months, we have seen 
an unprecedented assault by the Trump 
administration on America’s small 
businesses. 

Elon Musk and DOGE have taken a 
chain saw to SBA. They have done 
away with 43 percent of its staff and an 
estimated 2,700 people, and I say ‘‘esti-
mated’’ because SBA won’t share who 
has been fired and who has been re-
tained with the public or with the U.S. 
Senate. We don’t know. 

We requested a meeting with DOGE 
in February and have yet to hear back. 
The little we do know about what 
DOGE is doing at SBA is gleaned 
through media reports rather than 
through their responses to our congres-
sional requests. 

Because of this administration’s 
utter contempt for accountability and 
its shameless lack of transparency, we 
don’t know if SBA has sufficient staff 
on hand to carry out its day-to-day op-
erations. 

We don’t know which congressionally 
authorized and funded programs have 
been illegally shut down. We don’t 
know which SBA field offices will re-
main open to serve small business own-
ers where they live and work. And yet, 
the Senate Republicans want us to 
rubberstamp their slash-and-burn tac-
tics and confirm this SBA nominee by 
unanimous consent with a total dis-
regard from the Trump administration 
to tell the U.S. Senate what is going on 
inside of the SBA. 

They have the SBA inside one big 
‘‘witness protection program.’’ We 
can’t get them to tell us anything 
about anything. 

And they want us to come out here 
by unanimous consent and to start to 
confirm appointees to the SBA to fur-
ther dismantle programs that are es-
sential to small businesses all across 
our country? 

And let me say this: My Republicans 
do not see how the Trump administra-
tion is turning Main Street into ‘‘Pain 
Street,’’ and it is in their home States. 
Small businesses are being forced to 
absorb skyrocketing costs because of 
President Trump’s destructive tariffs. 
They are terrified of losing customers, 
as consumer confidence levels take a 
historic nosedive. They are listening 
with shock and disbelief. 

Small businessmen and women across 
the country have to have their bottle 
of Pepto Bismol right next to them 
every single day, not knowing what the 
impact is going to be of the Trump tar-
iffs on their small businesses across the 
country. 

And by the way, there are 34 million 
of those small businesses right now, 
and we have got a Small Business Ad-
ministration that won’t even talk to 
the U.S. Senate, much less to those 
small business people who are terrified 
right now. 

They, right now, are terrified. They 
are shocked, as President Trump tells 
American consumers that they are 
going to pay luxury prices to shop at 
mom-and-pop shops in the United 
States. 

Does anyone in this administration 
understand the harm they are causing 
to small businesses? 

I can tell you at least one entity that 
does: the U.S. Chamber of Commerce. 

Last week, the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce called on the Trump administra-
tion to develop a tariff exclusion proc-
ess to prevent irreparable harm to 
small businesses and to stop the coun-
try from falling into a recession. The 
U.S. Chamber is speaking on behalf of 
chambers of commerce all across this 
country—every city and town. They 
are speaking for them. They are say-
ing: Protect small businesses from the 
Trump tariffs. 

That is the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce. That is what we should be de-
bating out here on the floor right 
now—a bill to protect all small busi-
nesses from the Trump tariffs. 

Instead, we are talking about con-
firming someone who absolutely should 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:22 May 09, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00006 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G08MY6.007 S08MYPT1D
M

W
ils

on
 o

n 
D

S
K

7X
7S

14
4P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2813 May 8, 2025 
not be debated on the Senate floor at 
this time, because those little busi-
nesses don’t have the protections that 
big companies with big margins have. 
They are very, very vulnerable, and 
Casey Mulligan, the nominee for Chief 
Counsel for Advocacy, has actually 
questioned the value of longstanding 
and widely expected worker protec-
tions, including sick leave and paid 
healthcare and the right to unionize. 
And, not surprisingly, not a single 
Democrat on the Small Business Com-
mittee voted to advance his nomina-
tion. 

So this is not the right time, and he 
is not the right person to have this job. 
Confirming Dr. Mulligan will only fur-
ther President Trump’s radical, dam-
aging attack on small businesses and 
their workers. 

And with that, I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-

jection is heard. 
S.J. RES. 7 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I 
rise in strong opposition to today’s res-
olution to overturn an FCC rule that 
provides greater flexibility to ensure 
that every student has the access to 
the internet that they need. 

We have known for a long time that 
internet access is critical for edu-
cation. Students need Wi-Fi to connect 
with classmates and teachers, work on 
group projects, do research, and even 
just hit the ‘‘submit’’ button on some 
assignments. Yet too many Americans 
can’t access reliable internet at home. 
It is called the ‘‘homework gap,’’ and it 
is leaving thousands of kids behind. 

This disparity only worsened during 
the pandemic, when the homework gap 
became a full learning gap for thou-
sands of students. Many kids without 
internet at home had to sit in McDon-
ald’s parking lots so they could Zoom 
into class. As part of the American 
Rescue Plan, I worked with my col-
league from Massachusetts Senator ED 
MARKEY and former FCC Chairwoman 
Rosenworcel to launch the Emergency 
Educational Connectivity Fund, or 
ECF. This $7 billion program provided 
nearly 18 million students at over 
10,000 schools and libraries with 
hotspots, routers, and other equipment 
for students and educators to connect 
to the internet at home. Maryland 
schools and libraries received over $145 
million through this program to help 
bridge the homework gap in my State. 

Even as we worked to provide sup-
port for students on an emergency 
basis, we worked with the FCC on mod-
ernization of the E-Rate program to 
ensure it meets student needs. The new 
FCC rule allows schools and libraries 
to loan out Wi-Fi hotspots to students 
and educators at home so we can con-
tinue to address the homework gap. 
But now, the Republicans want to re-
peal this commonsense reform and 
take away hotspots from low-income 
and rural families. 

This is a backwards step at a time 
when access to the internet is more im-
portant than ever. And because the 

new rule simply allowed the use of ex-
isting E-Rate funds more flexibly, the 
repeal of this rule does not save a dime. 
A vote to repeal this rule is a vote to 
limit the FCC’s ability to address a 
critical need for students and to put a 
stop to good work being done by 
schools and libraries to support learn-
ing. This was an issue before the pan-
demic and remains an issue today. 

We all know that access to the inter-
net is essential. We have worked on a 
bipartisan basis to expand broadband 
access, but we have a long way to go. 
The FCC modernized E-Rate to ensure 
that students are not disadvantaged by 
lack of access to broadband at home, 
whether that is because they are in a 
rural area with no connection or be-
cause it is unaffordable for their par-
ents. This is a commonsense measure, 
and I urge my colleagues to vote 
against its repeal today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
is expired. 

The clerk will read the title of the 
joint resolution for the third time. 

The joint resolution was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading and 
was read the third time. 

VOTE ON S.J. RES. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint 
resolution having been read the third 
time, the question is, Shall the joint 
resolution pass? 

Ms. HASSAN. 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 Wyoming (Ms. LUMMIS), the 
Senator from Idaho (Mr. RISCH), and 
the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
WICKER). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Nevada (Ms. CORTEZ 
MASTO), the Senator from Illinois (Ms. 
DUCKWORTH), the Senator from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. FETTERMAN), the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO), the Sen-
ator from Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR), 
the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
MURPHY), the Senator from California 
(Mr. PADILLA), the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN), and the 
Senator from Minnesota (Ms. SMITH) 
are necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 50, 
nays 38, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 238 Leg.] 

YEAS—50 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 

Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 

Justice 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Marshall 
McConnell 
McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 

Ricketts 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 

Scott (SC) 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 

Tillis 
Tuberville 
Young 

NAYS—38 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Durbin 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 

Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 

Sanders 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Slotkin 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—12 

Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Fetterman 
Gallego 

Klobuchar 
Lummis 
Murphy 
Padilla 

Risch 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Wicker 

The joint resolution (S.J. Res. 7) was 
passed as follows: 

S.J. RES. 7 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That Congress dis-
approves the rule submitted by the Federal 
Communications Commission relating to 
‘‘Addressing the Homework Gap Through the 
E-Rate Program’’ (89 Fed. Reg. 67303 (August 
20, 2024)), and such rule shall have no force or 
effect. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER 
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES 
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED 
BY THE NATIONAL PARK SERV-
ICE RELATING TO ‘‘GLEN CAN-
YON NATIONAL RECREATION 
AREA: MOTOR VEHICLES’’—Re-
sumed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of H.J. Res. 60, 
which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 60) providing 

for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the National Park Service re-
lating to ‘‘Glen Canyon National Recreation 
Area: Motor Vehicles’’. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a 
third reading and was read the third 
time. 

VOTE ON H.J. RES. 60 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint 
resolution having been read the third 
time, the question is, Shall the joint 
resolution pass? 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, 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 bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Indiana (Mr. BANKS), the 
Senator from Iowa (Ms. ERNST), and 
the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
WICKER). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), 
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the Senator from Minnesota (Ms. 
SMITH), the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
WARNOCK), and the Senator from Rhode 
Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) are nec-
essarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 50, 
nays 43, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 239 Leg.] 
YEAS—50 

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

Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
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 
Young 

NAYS—43 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
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 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Welch 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—7 

Banks 
Booker 
Ernst 

Smith 
Warnock 
Whitehouse 

Wicker 

The joint resolution (H.J. Res. 60) 
was passed. 

f 

GUIDING AND ESTABLISHING NA-
TIONAL INNOVATION FOR U.S. 
STABLECOINS ACT—Motion to 
Proceed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HAGERTY). Under the previous order, 
the Senate will resume consideration 
of the motion to proceed to S. 1582, 
which the clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 66, S. 

1582, a bill to provide for the regulation of 
payment stablecoins, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma. 

SOUTHERN BORDER 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I 
spent last weekend along our southern 
border, again, as I have done many 
weekends, to be able to get down to the 
border in different areas. Last week-
end, I went down to the San Diego-Ti-
juana border area. 

In that area, there are 1.3 million 
people living in San Diego. That city 
bumps right up against our border with 
Tijuana. Tijuana, Mexico, has over 2 
million people living in that town. 

There is a 30-foot fence that actually 
separates the two there. That is a dou-
ble-section fence. It is incredibly im-
portant to be able to manage that bor-
der, not only for the crossing of traffic 

illegally but also for the crossing of 
legal traffic. One of the largest ports 
and traffic movement of people and 
cargo in the world is right there, and it 
is an incredibly important location for 
us. 

I went there to be able to see the im-
plementation of the new authorities 
and the things that the President is ac-
tually implementing there that have so 
precipitously dropped the movement of 
illegal immigration and have dramati-
cally increased the number of interdic-
tion of drugs that are moving through 
that area. That literally benefits the 
entire country. 

What I found when I visited with the 
folks from CBP was that morale was up 
and the chaos is down. I found folks 
who are there that are law enforcement 
professionals actually doing law en-
forcement. When I visited with some of 
those same folks before, during the 
Biden administration, they were being 
treated like hotel check-in staff that 
were being asked to actually just move 
people into the country as fast as pos-
sible. Now, they are actually able to do 
their jobs, to actually enforce the law, 
and to do what they signed up to do. 
And they are eager to be able to pro-
tect the Nation and know full well the 
threats that we are facing. 

In that area in San Diego, we have 
had more of what are called special-in-
terest aliens move through that area of 
our border than any other area of our 
entire 2,000-mile-long border with Mex-
ico. People from Russia, China, from 
Central Africa, from Uzbekistan, and 
from multiple other places fly into Ti-
juana and then literally drive up to the 
gap in the fence and walk across, right 
into the United States. 

At least, that is how it used to be. 
That is not what is happening any-
more. 

So I wanted to be able to talk 
through with this body a few of the 
things that I saw there and the work 
that is still undone. 

One, that section of the gap in the 
fence is right there at Tijuana, on the 
eastern side of San Diego. That gap is 
still there, but something has changed. 
Construction is beginning to be able to 
close that gap, and it is incredibly im-
portant. It is one of the first places 
that CBP and Border Patrol took me to 
and pointed out to say: We need this 
gap closed. It is very important that 
we actually get this gap secured be-
cause it is in a very remote area, dif-
ficult to traverse, and it is dangerous 
for our Border Patrol folks to have to 
be able to chase someone through that 
area. 

In fact, while I was in that area, 
around that gap, I literally watched 
one of the Lakota helicopters come in 
and to be able to identify someone who 
was literally cutting through that area 
and smuggling right through that zone. 
The good news is things are different 
now, and that person was caught be-
cause we have the manpower in place 
to be able to catch them. 

And that person will be deported im-
mediately. That is also a big change 
that has actually occurred. 

So things are different in what is ac-
tually happening there, and I am grate-
ful to be able to see the chaos going 
down and the morale and the enforce-
ment going significantly up. That gap 
in the fence will be closed in the days 
ahead. And as one of many requests the 
Border Patrol has: just help us have a 
deterrent in this area so that we can 
better patrol and be able to chase folks 
down that are violating American law. 

They need additional personnel as 
well. I will talk a little bit about that 
in a moment. They need additional re-
sources to be able to do their tasks, 
and they need additional authorities to 
be able to make sure they can fully 
execute the law that is put in front of 
them. 

Something that was interesting—the 
multiple times I have been to the bor-
der the last several years—often the 
Border Patrol would tell me they can’t 
put checkpoints up anymore. They 
used to have checkpoints on the major 
highways as they were headed north 
away from the border, and they would 
check vehicles for people being smug-
gled and drugs being smuggled into the 
country and other contraband. They 
weren’t able to do that because they 
were asked to actually go to the border 
to facilitate people coming in, and so 
they could no longer do those check-
points. 

Guess what. Those checkpoints are 
back up again. They are actually stop-
ping people on the highways now to be 
able to check and see if there are drugs 
there that have found their way across 
the border and are moving north, and 
they are interdicting narcotics again 
there. 

They are able to actually process a 
lot faster turning people around, to 
have the people at the checkpoints, and 
to be able to do the enforcement be-
cause the numbers are so precipitously 
lower than what they used to be. 

What does that mean side by side? A 
year ago, we had some days we had 
12,000 people a day illegally crossing 
our southern border—12,000 people a 
day. 

Last week, most days were around 
200. In fact, for the first time that I can 
remember in a very long time, when I 
checked in at the Border Patrol station 
and was talking with them about 
where things were going and how 
things were going and what has 
changed, as we walked past the area 
they would typically check in unac-
companied minors, that room was 
empty. I can’t remember the last time 
I walked past, and there were zero un-
accompanied minors that were there. 

The border is being enforced. It is 
bringing some sanity to our southern 
border. It is an enormous help and 
change. But there are a couple areas 
for cartels that are obviously money-
making organizations—they are very 
focused on what they are going to do 
next. 
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Literally, right there at the port of 

entry, they discovered a tunnel being 
dug directly under the port of entry to 
be able to smuggle drugs and people in. 

Now, our teams were able to find it, 
identify it, and they are going to shut 
it down, but the cartels continue to be 
able to move and to be able to find 
other ways. We should make no mis-
take, just across the border from San 
Diego, there are three active criminal 
cartels that are ruthlessly killing each 
other. They are ruthlessly killing any-
one that would try to cross the border 
without paying their fee, and they are 
determined to bring violence to North-
ern Mexico and chaos to the Southern 
United States and push as much drugs 
as they possibly can into our country. 
We should make no mistake about 
that. 

They are determined to be able to do 
that, and we should do whatever we can 
to be able to stop that violence and 
that chaos. 

The other thing that came up over 
and over again was now that the south-
ern border—the land border—is being 
shut down, the cartels are not only 
drilling tunnels now, but they are also 
putting folks on jet skis and in Panga 
boats, taking them out into the Pacific 
and trying to be able to come around 
the maritime barrier and be able to 
drop off somewhere around the Cali-
fornia coast. 

Just this week, we had a smuggler 
that was smuggling folks in a Panga 
boat just on that exact route that cap-
sized in the Pacific, and multiple peo-
ple died. Our Coast Guard went and re-
sponded and rescued multiple people as 
well. Those folks will be processed, and 
they will be returned right back to 
Mexico again. 

But that is the kind of danger these 
folks face to be able to come across. 
The cartels don’t care about the people 
that they are moving. They just care 
about the dollars. They don’t care 
about America. They just care about 
pushing drugs on us so that they can 
make more and more money. 

I had the opportunity to be able to do 
a ride-along with some of the Coast 
Guard and be able to see firsthand 
some of the things that they are doing. 
They need additional resources. This 
body should pay more attention to the 
Coast Guard. They are not only impor-
tant for our national security or for-
eign threats coming at us but for our 
port security and rescues that are off 
coast, but they are also being pushed 
really hard right now by the cartels 
trying to be able to smuggle drugs and 
people into the United States. The 
Coast Guard needs this body to be able 
to stand alongside of them so they can 
do their job. 

They are remarkable people that are 
literally out there every single day, 
working to be able to help our country, 
and I was exceptionally grateful to get 
time with them to be able to see what 
their day looks like, how things are 
going, and the important work that 
they are doing. 

As the Border Patrol is seeing fewer 
coming across the land border, the 
Coast Guard is seeing more. So we have 
got to pay attention to all areas of our 
border. 

I did note a couple things that I have 
read. That was interesting for me to 
actually go down and to be able to see 
because I have seen all these media re-
ports, all these different pieces of fake 
news that are coming up or all these 
different challenges about what the 
Trump administration is doing at our 
border. 

I could highlight a bunch of them, 
but let me highlight a couple of them 
that came up. I have heard over and 
over again that the Trump administra-
tion is not honoring due process. They 
are not honoring due process. They are 
ignoring the Constitution to be able to 
do that. 

Interestingly enough, just last week, 
President Trump’s DHS released an ex-
tensive release that they called 100 
days of fighting fake news. 

One of the items that they listed as 
the fake news that they are fighting is 
that aliens don’t go through a process. 
Their statement: They do, according to 
the Constitution. 

Secretary Rubio also made that same 
statement on ‘‘Meet the Press’’ as well, 
saying everybody goes through due 
process—everyone has a process. 

Illegal aliens do not have rights like 
American citizens. No one is denying 
that. That is a fact. But there is a proc-
ess they are being taken through. The 
law is being followed. I watched it per-
sonally. 

When people come across our border 
illegally, here is what is actually hap-
pening along our border. They are ar-
rested. They are being instructed by 
law enforcement that they violated 
American law, that they are not le-
gally present, and they are being im-
mediately turned around and sent back 
to their country. That is the legal 
process. 

For individuals that were coming in 
from China—and I saw several that 
were actually being processed through 
that—they are being detained. Then 
they are being put on the next plane 
out. 

Special interest aliens aren’t being 
released into the country anymore like 
they were under the Biden administra-
tion by the thousands. They are now 
being sent back to their countries, as 
they exactly should be, following the 
exact legal process that should be done. 

And I saw for the first time in a very 
long time a legal process being done 
that if you cross our southern border 
and you have been deported before— 
which is why we don’t just grab them 
at the border and turn them around. 
We actually get fingerprints, get infor-
mation from people in the processing. 
If you are coming a second or a third 
time, I watched the prosecution by 
U.S. attorneys actually prosecuting in-
dividuals there through that process, 
getting them a felony and then putting 
them on a bus back to Mexico again. 

They are following the law. They are 
going through exactly what the process 
is doing. They are doing the legal proc-
ess. 

I also heard over and over again this 
fake news about our military going 
down and our military taking over our 
border. I actually got a chance to be 
able to meet some of our military down 
there. They are doing pretty remark-
able work along our border. 

We have got engineering groups that 
are there that are helping beef up that 
border wall, finding areas where folks 
are finding ways to be able to scale a 
30-foot wall, finding ways to be able to 
strengthen that wall to make sure that 
never happens again. 

That is some of our military engi-
neering groups doing that. 

I watched that Lakota helicopter 
that I mentioned before. That Lakota 
helicopter is actually a military heli-
copter. Their job is not to arrest. That 
is Federal law enforcement on the 
ground who is doing it, but they are 
able to be an extra set of eyes in the 
air to be able to identify folks that are 
getting around those gaps in the wall, 
smuggling in people and smuggling in 
drugs so our Border Patrol can focus in 
on those areas. 

I watched members of our military 
sitting at a workstation with the Coast 
Guard at the port area, helping mon-
itor the different cameras that are in 
our port area, looking for those jet skis 
and those Panga boats that are smug-
gling in people and drugs. 

They are doing a great job. I am 
grateful those folks are there. But this 
body needs to have a further conversa-
tion about how do we move more Coast 
Guard folks there so that they can 
take on that job, allowing our military 
to go back to doing their first job. How 
we can actually reinforce some of the 
resources that are needed so that our 
military can do their first task, and 
our DHS folks can do their first task? 

So, yes, it is more fake news that our 
military is there actually being law en-
forcement. They are not being law en-
forcement, but they are helping our 
law enforcement to make our law en-
forcement even more effective. 

I am grateful to be able see the num-
bers drop so much, allowing our law en-
forcement to go back. 

If I can just make this one last state-
ment: I won’t ever forget standing at 
that port, which is incredibly busy— 
lots of trucks coming through, lots of 
Customs screenings and everything, all 
the things that are happening—and I 
asked the Customs folks there: What 
has changed? 

They said: We are able to catch a lot 
more drugs now than we were able to 
catch because we have got more time 
to focus in on catching those drugs. 

This is going to make a huge dif-
ference in America for us to be able to 
focus on illegal activity coming across 
our border. When those numbers drop, 
we are able to go more after what is 
the worst of the worst coming into our 
country. 
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I am grateful to see the work that is 

happening on our southern border. We 
all should go see it. 

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

ator from California. 
CLEAN AIR ACT WAIVERS 

Mr. PADILLA. Mr. President, col-
leagues, when Donald Trump returned 
to the White House a few months ago, 
there were a whole lot of people 
throughout California and beyond that 
knew that California had a target on 
its back. 

For more than half a century, we 
have been trailblazers in a number of 
policy areas but especially in the fight 
for environmental protections and pub-
lic health protections. 

And for the last decade, we have been 
proud to—shouldn’t have to—but proud 
to stand up to each and every one of 
Donald Trump’s attacks on our clean 
air and clean water, not just through 
his rhetoric but through his actions. 

So while the particular procedural 
battle that we find ourselves in today 
over the Clean Air Act waivers may be 
new, the larger war on California’s cli-
mate leadership and progress is not 
new. 

Thanks to the Clean Air Act, for 50 
years, California has had the legal au-
thority to set its own emissions stand-
ards to protect the health of our resi-
dents and our natural resources. This 
authority was granted by Congress on a 
bipartisan basis in recognition of Cali-
fornia’s unique air quality challenges 
but also its capabilities as policy lead-
ers. 

But today, Republicans are threat-
ening to distort the Congressional Re-
view Act and the CRA process in an ef-
fort to slow down our progress. 

Now, one of the most outlandish 
things I have heard from my Repub-
lican colleagues these past few weeks— 
as it pertains to these Clean Air Act 
waivers—is that they are concerned 
that these waivers and other regula-
tions would stifle the California econ-
omy, that ‘‘the market is not ready,’’ 
or I have heard some say that they are 
concerned this could raise prices on 
consumers. 

Really? These are the same Repub-
lican Members who have stayed silent 
on Donald Trump’s imposed universal 
tariffs that are actually already in-
creasing prices. So now you are worried 
about increased costs for American 
families. Where have you been these 
last several weeks? 

But I have some good news for you: 
In case you haven’t heard, California 
has proven this argument wrong al-
ready. In recent years, you have heard 
me reference, time and again, that 
California was the fifth largest econ-
omy in the world. 

Well, as of a couple weeks ago, Cali-
fornia is now the fourth largest econ-
omy in the world. Imagine that. Policy 
leadership, climate leadership, and eco-
nomic growth, they don’t have to be 
mutually exclusive. We can and must 
focus on doing both. 

Now, California didn’t get there by 
just holding on to technologies of the 
past. We did so by innovation and in-
vestments in clean technologies. So we 
are proving that you can be for clean 
air and for business and economic 
growth. 

But I want to be clear in this discus-
sion that it is not just why Republicans 
are trying to undermine California’s 
climate leadership, it is worth empha-
sizing the concerns of how they are 
going about it. 

This session, Colleagues, I have the 
honor of serving as the ranking mem-
ber of the Rules Committee. I want to 
make sure that everyone understands 
what this proposal, this proposed abuse 
of the CRA process, would actually do 
here, because, you see, the Clean Air 
Act was passed under regular order. 

So if Republicans want to amend the 
Clean Air Act to address California’s 
legal authority, bring it up for a vote. 
But Republicans aren’t bringing it up 
for a vote because they don’t have the 
votes to do so under regular order. 

So, instead, they have to try to fig-
ure out a back door to avoid the legis-
lative filibuster. They want to kill 
California’s Clean Air Act authority 
with a lower 51-vote threshold. In plain 
English, they are trying to change the 
rules of the Senate in order to please 
Donald Trump and the Big Oil lobby. 

So let me share another bit of news 
for you in case you have not heard it: 
The Senate Parliamentarian has al-
ready decided that this is not allowed 
by Senate rules. The Parliamentarian’s 
determination—which I am happy to 
share with anybody who is interested 
and has not seen it. The Senate Parlia-
mentarian’s determination came after 
the independent and nonpartisan Gov-
ernment Accountability Office said 
that the EPA and Republicans were 
twisting the rules in their efforts to 
target California twice. 

There was a bill introduced around 
the time of the GAO’s findings and be-
fore the Parliamentarian’s findings, a 
Republican bill sponsored by the now 
chair of the Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee and the Environ-
ment and Public Works Committee, 
the fact sheet for this bill says—and I 
quote: 

California’s power to influence national 
emissions standards . . . is not subject to 
Congressional review. 

Republican bill, Republican fact 
sheet, that is the purpose of the bill be-
cause they know that you can’t do this 
through the CRA process as some are 
now proposing to do. And yet there are 
others in the Republican conference 
that are insisting on moving forward. 

So let me remind all of us on both 
sides of the aisle, the Senate has never 
overruled the GAO or the Parliamen-
tarian on a CRA question. So it is clear 
to me that this is about more than just 
California’s climate policies and lead-
ership. This would set a major new 
precedent that blows way past the 
bounds of the Congressional Review 
Act. 

It is not an insignificant change to 
the rules. It is not an insignificant 
precedent that you would be setting. If 
successful, it would open the door to 
ignoring the Parliamentarian on any 
ruling that you don’t like. 

And if Republicans can ignore the 
Parliamentarian on the CRA, then why 
not the tax rule that they are working 
so hard on, or healthcare, or anything 
else? 

But luckily, I am holding out some 
hope because I have come across some 
remarks by several Senate Republicans 
with respect to the impact on the 
rules. 

You see, earlier this year, the major-
ity leader said that ignoring the Sen-
ate Parliamentarian would be ‘‘totally 
akin to killing the filibuster. We can’t 
go there.’’ 

This is on the public record. 
The junior Senator from Utah said 

that ‘‘a red line for’’ him ‘‘is overruling 
the Parliamentarian.’’ 

The senior Senator from Maine said 
she would ‘‘never vote to overturn the 
Parliamentarian.’’ 

So for other Members who have not 
taken a position on whether or not 
they would overrule the Parliamen-
tarian or not, the recognition of it 
being akin to eliminating the fili-
buster, that is a redline that maybe 
you don’t want to cross, maybe you do 
want to cross, but I will call attention 
to the fact that the redline is here now, 
and each Member of this body has a de-
cision to make. 

The Parliamentarian has ruled that 
this effort cannot be done on a 51-vote 
threshold. And if you choose to go for-
ward and overrule the Parliamen-
tarian, just know, there is no going 
back. All bets are off. 

With that, I would like to yield to 
the ranking member of the Senate En-
vironment and Public Works Com-
mittee, my colleague and friend from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I am actually 
happy to yield to Senator SCHIFF from 
the California delegation. OK. He is 
happy with me going, so I will go. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 
first, both of my colleagues from Cali-
fornia are here, and I want to thank 
them for coming to the floor today to 
talk about this important matter in 
which Republicans want to appease 
their donors, and they want to break 
basically two Senate rules in order to 
get there—not just one, but two. 

The underlying matter here is about 
a law, the Clean Air Act, which falls in 
the jurisdiction of the Environment 
and Public Works Committee. So that 
is why I am here. 

A different law, the Congressional 
Review Act, creates a fast-track proce-
dure in the Senate to disapprove Agen-
cy rules. 

For the most part, that Congres-
sional Review Act, the CRA, is focused 
on rules during a short period imme-
diately after they are made final and 
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before they go into effect. We get a 
window where we can disapprove a rule 
from Congress. 

As soon as an Agency finalizes the 
rule, it submits the rule to the Govern-
ment Accountability Office and to both 
Houses of Congress. That starts a 60- 
day review clock. That CRA also pro-
vides a lookback period where a Con-
gress can reach back into the final 60 
days of a previous Congress and review 
rules from a prior administration. 

The waivers go way back before the 
CRA period. Generally, there is no 
question what constitutes a rule under 
the CRA. There are different acts that 
the government can do. There are deci-
sions; there are rules; there are laws. 

A rule is a specific thing under the 
CRA. Sometimes there are problems. 
Sometimes Agencies don’t submit ac-
tions to Congress that have typically 
been deemed rules, and sometimes, as 
here, they submit as rules actions that 
have never previously been considered 
rules. 

GAO polices whether the submitted 
action was, in fact, a rule. That is the 
law. That is a GAO legal responsibility. 
GAO has weighed in about 60 times in 
the history of the Congressional Re-
view Act. When GAO determined that 
the action involved was a rule, the ac-
tion was then deemed submitted and 
the review clock started. 

When GAO determined the action 
was not a rule, that was the end of it. 
Congress stood down. No one—no one— 
moved a CRA resolution of disapproval 
following a negative finding by the 
GAO. Never. 

Which brings us to this first oddity. 
In 2023, Members asked GAO whether 
an EPA Clean Air Act waiver decision 
for California was a Federal rule for 
purposes of the CRA. GAO said, no, cor-
rectly, because it wasn’t. 

Like every other time, that settled 
that. And GAO’s ‘‘no’’ comported with 
the text of the CRA and the waiver pro-
vision originally in the Clean Air Act 
that created the California exception 
and 50 years of Agency precedent treat-
ing waivers as decisions, a different 
type of adjudication which the Admin-
istrator Procedure Act distinguishes 
from rules. 

EPA itself, across multiple adminis-
trations, Republican and Democrat, 
never, never called waivers rules under 
the CRA, not even under the first 
Trump administration. 

Then, in February, after much lob-
bying by the oil industry, the Trump 
EPA submitted notices of three waiver 
decisions, one from more than 2 years 
ago, far beyond that 60-day lookback 
period. Upon a request from the three 
of us, the two Senators from California 
and myself as ranking member, GAO 
confirmed its previous 2023 opinion not 
long ago—this is not ancient history— 
and found that notwithstanding EPA’s 
politically motivated submissions to 
try to get into that CRA window, the 
California waivers simply are not rules. 
So the CRA does not apply. 

GAO pointed out to EPA that the 
waiver notices, on their face, indicate 

that they are decisions rather than 
rules. But that wasn’t enough, so we 
had to go to the Parliamentarian, who 
heard arguments and debate from both 
sides, and the Parliamentarian af-
firmed GAO’s decision. 

I will offer the opinion that it was 
not even a close call because the un-
blemished record has always been that 
this is not a rule over decades. 

The Parliamentarian ruled that 
Clean Air Act waivers do not qualify 
for expedited consideration under the 
Congressional Review Act. Every other 
time the Senate has reached this point, 
every other time, Members have re-
spected the decision of the Parliamen-
tarian and that ended the matter. Not 
this time. 

This time, a faction in the Repub-
lican Party wants to overturn decades 
of precedent, ignore the GAO and the 
Parliamentarian, who are the lawful 
guardians of this process, and steam-
roll forward in violation of the plain 
text of the Congressional Review Act 
by deploying the nuclear option. 

Once there is precedent that any-
thing an Agency does can be considered 
a rule, the time and scope limits of the 
Congressional Review Act have no 
meaning. Any Agency action ever 
could be swallowed up in the new Con-
gressional Review Act definition. 

Think about how the Trump adminis-
tration might abuse this. At least one 
Member of this body previously asked 
GAO if FDA’s decision to allow phar-
macies to dispense mifepristone quali-
fied as a rule for the purposes of the 
CRA. GAO said no, and it ended there. 
If we overrule GAO and the Parliamen-
tarian on the waivers, nothing stops 
the Trump FDA from submitting the 
decision as a rule and Members from 
introducing a disapproval resolution 
and proceeding through this new loop-
hole. 

Everyone knows by now that Presi-
dent Trump has a beef with a whole 
host of media outlets, some of which 
are licensed by the Federal Commu-
nications Commission. What is to stop 
the FCC from submitting, say, CBS’s 
license as a rule? And Members from 
introducing a disapproval resolution? 
Is this really the path we want the 
Senate to go down? 

A future Democratic administration 
could submit every oil and gas lease 
issued since 1996 as a rule and pursue 
disapproval of them under the Congres-
sional Review Act. 

Colleagues, we have already given 
away too many article I powers to the 
executive branch, do we really want to 
give the executive branch this power to 
submit anything and everything as a 
rule and allow Members to hijack the 
floor with CRA resolutions? That 
would be a new way for this Senate to 
work. 

Then there is the question of over-
ruling the Parliamentarian, the nu-
clear option. The import of overruling 
the Parliamentarian extends way be-
yond Congressional Review Act resolu-
tions. Once you have overruled the 

Parliamentarian on a legislative mat-
ter, there is no going back. All bets are 
off. 

Any future majority would have 
precedent to overrule the Parliamen-
tarian on any legislative matter. There 
is no cabining such a decision. It is 
tantamount to eliminating the fili-
buster. Once ‘‘you give a mouse a cook-
ie,’’ it never ends. 

Pretend all you want that these 
waivers are exceptional or that any 
precedent overruling the Parliamen-
tarian would be limited. That is not 
the way it works. Soon, some Members 
will think their thing is exceptional 
and push to use this precedent, and on 
and on it will go, if you give the mouse 
the cookie. 

You would be upending 50 years of 
treating preemption waivers as Agency 
decisions and not rules, 30 years of de-
ferring to the GAO and the Parliamen-
tarian on what constitutes a rule for 
purposes of the Congressional Review 
Act, and centuries of Senate precedent 
and procedure—all that while there is 
actually another path. 

In 2019, the first Trump EPA used the 
administrative process, the Adminis-
trative Procedures Act, to withdraw a 
previously granted Clean Air Act waiv-
er that permitted California to set car 
standards. 

So I ask my Republican colleagues: Is 
this worth it? Is it worth going nuclear 
in the Senate to accomplish something 
that the EPA could try to accomplish 
under the Administrative Procedures 
Act on its own? Is it worth going nu-
clear, knowing full well the Pandora’s 
box this will open? 

I will close with the advice my col-
league from California shared from the 
majority leader, the senior Senator 
from South Dakota. He said earlier 
this year that overruling the Parlia-
mentarian would be—and I quote him— 
‘‘totally akin to killing the filibuster. 
We can’t go there. People need to un-
derstand that.’’ 

So, please, do understand that, and 
don’t go there. 

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

ator from California. 
Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. President, I thank 

Senator WHITEHOUSE for his remarks. 
He has been our environmental cham-
pion in the Congress for many years, 
and he led the effort to insist that the 
Senate follow the rules when it comes 
to protecting our environment and 
when it comes to preserving the power 
of the Parliamentarian. 

Mr. President, this is downtown Los 
Angeles in 1955. It was the postwar era, 
with the rise of the personal auto-
mobile, the baby boom, and the rapid 
expansion of American cities and sub-
urbs in the West. Suddenly, millions of 
families were experiencing firsthand, 
and for the first time, the most serious 
environmental impacts of unchecked 
industrial and manufacturing activity. 
Many could not walk through the 
streets of our cities without hand-
kerchiefs to their face. 
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The iconic Ford and Chevy auto-

mobiles of the 1950s and 1960s kept 
their roofs shut. And, in some cases, 
the smog was so bad that people mis-
took it for a chemical weapons attack. 
And here is the thing: It got worse, not 
better, over the coming decades. 

President Trump often speaks of re-
storing America, of making America 
great again, taking us back to that 
postwar period, with the rapid eco-
nomic expansion and runaway pros-
perity of the wonder years. Well, his 
tariff wars have ended any hopes of an 
economic boom, and he now has the 
country headed in exactly the wrong 
direction, toward an economic bust in-
stead. 

And if he and Republicans get their 
way in the coming days, our Nation 
and our air will be on a trajectory back 
to 1955, all right. We will make an 
America where our spacious skies will 
be clogged and smoggy and our purple 
mountains’ majesty will be hidden be-
hind a haze that comes with letting oil 
companies call all the shots in Wash-
ington. 

Back then, in reaction to these hor-
rific air conditions, as well as dev-
astating oil spills and other environ-
mental hazards, California helped 
launch the modern environmental 
movement. In 1966, California became 
the first State to regulate tailpipe 
emissions to tackle this smog head-on. 
In fact, some of our biggest achieve-
ments and biggest actions took place 
under Republican Governors. 

And wouldn’t you take action? I 
mean, look at this. If this was your 
city, if this was your State, wouldn’t 
you take action to deal with air pollu-
tion this bad, where you can barely 
make out the skyline, the skyscrapers? 
Where a body of lawmakers, many of 
whom, like me, served in State legisla-
tures before coming to Congress, if you 
saw your State schoolchildren being 
choked by smog like this, wouldn’t you 
see it as your job to step up, regardless 
of party politics? That is the funda-
mental right of any State and its legis-
lature. In the face of threats against 
your kids and your own families, you 
do something. 

And that is what California did and 
has continued to do, so often setting 
the standard for the rest of the coun-
try. 

We in California are 1 out of every 10 
Americans. We have a right to protect 
our citizens, our environment, our abil-
ity to live. After all, life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness are all impos-
sible if we can’t breathe. 

In the 1960s, through the Clean Air 
Act, Congress granted California the 
ability to set standards for itself when 
it comes to air pollution. Under Repub-
lican President Richard Nixon, we even 
formed the Environmental Protection 
Agency. Through Democratic and Re-
publican administrations and Con-
gresses, that authority and promise has 
been upheld. Nearly 60 years of envi-
ronmental protection has made the 
Golden State the gold standard for pro-
tecting our planet. 

But now Republicans in Congress and 
Donald Trump are willing to ignore 
their own promises to punish Cali-
fornia and to reward Big Oil. They are 
trying to break the Senate rules to 
make California’s air dirtier, to make 
it harder and less safe for Californians 
to breathe, all to please the oil indus-
try. 

That is just wrong. And don’t take it 
from me. ‘‘We can’t go there.’’ That is 
what the Senate majority leader said 
about the prospect of overruling the 
Parliamentarian merely 5 months ago, 
as did his Republican predecessor, who 
said: 

Abiding by the ruling of the Parliamen-
tarian is central to the function of the Sen-
ate. 

The Senate Parliamentarian, he said, 
is the ‘‘final’’ word. 

And, please, if they try to tell you 
this is not overturning the Parliamen-
tarian, you must not believe them. The 
Parliamentarian has ruled that this de-
vice—this mechanism—cannot be used 
to overturn California’s waiver and its 
ability to set its own air standards. 
This ruling from the Senate’s inde-
pendent referee has been explicit and 
direct, and it should be respected. 

I realize I am a newcomer to the Sen-
ate, and I will not ask my colleagues to 
stand on the long traditions of this in-
stitution, which I barely know, but 
they must stand by their commit-
ments. They must stand by a State’s 
right to make its own laws to protect 
its own citizens. 

If the Senate goes nuclear overruling 
the Parliamentarian, there is no tell-
ing where the Congressional Review 
Act will be used in the future, by Re-
publicans or Democrats. 

Could the Senate merely vote to wipe 
out an entire 4 years of actions taken 
by a previous President? Will your 
State’s regulations be next? What 
about your State’s funding, your 
State’s ability to administer programs 
like the Clean Water Act? 

Precedent can be a hard thing to 
make tangible, but this is our history. 
This is what awaits us if we go down 
this dangerous road: air like this. 

We will not stand idly by as this ad-
ministration fights to make Califor-
nia’s air unhealthy again. We will fight 
this. We must. 

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

jority leader. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. 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. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 76. 

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 senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Monica Crow-
ley, of New York, to be Chief of Pro-
tocol, and to have the rank of Ambas-
sador during her tenure of service. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. 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 assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

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. 76, Monica 
Crowley, of New York, to be Chief of Pro-
tocol, and to have the rank of Ambassador 
during her tenure of service. 

John Thune, James C. Justice, Ted Cruz, 
Bernie Moreno, Jon 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. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. 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. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 69. 

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 senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Reed Rubin-
stein, of Maryland, to be Legal Adviser 
of the Department of State. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. 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 assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

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. 69, Reed 
Rubinstein, of Maryland, to be Legal Adviser 
of the Department of State. 
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John Thune, John Barrasso, Cindy Hyde- 

Smith, John R. Curtis, Rick Scott of 
Florida, Bernie Moreno, Pete Ricketts, 
Eric Schmitt, Jon A. Husted, Roger 
Marshall, Jim Justice, Tommy 
Tuberville, Bill Hagerty, Joni Ernst, 
James E. Risch, Marsha Blackburn, 
Tim Sheehy. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. 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. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 71. 

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 senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Troy Meink, of 
Virginia, to be Secretary of the Air 
Force. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. 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 assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

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. 71, Troy 
Meink, of Virginia, to be Secretary of the 
Air Force. 

John Thune, Mike Crapo, Thom Tillis, 
Cynthia M. Lummis, Mike Rounds, 
Rick Scott of Florida, Roger F. Wicker, 
Katie Boyd Britt, Steve Daines, John 
Boozman, John R. Curtis, James E. 
Risch, John Barrasso, Cindy Hyde- 
Smith, Dan Sullivan, Bernie Moreno, 
James C. Justice. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will now resume legislative session. 

WAIVING QUORUM CALL 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the manda-
tory quorum call with respect to Cal-
endar No. 66, S. 1582, be waived. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island is recognized. 

BORDER SECURITY 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise to 
address President Trump’s dangerous 
and inappropriate use of the U.S. mili-
tary to carry out his immigration en-
forcement campaign. 

Before I discuss the Trump adminis-
tration’s spending nearly half a billion 
dollars and sending tens of thousands 
of troops, ships, combat vehicles, and 
aircraft away from their real missions, 
I want to make clear that border secu-
rity is a priority. I do not support open 
borders, and I believe that those who 
enter the United States and break our 
laws should be subject to deportation 
in accordance with the law and due 
process. I voted time and time again 
for billions of dollars of increased sup-
port for border agents, detection tech-
nology, and physical barriers where it 
made sense. 

Mr. President, it is no secret that our 
borders have been under pressure for 
more than a decade because of a broken 
immigration system that congressional 
Republicans have consistently refused 
to help fix. We have considered bipar-
tisan immigration reform bills in 2006, 
in 2007, in 2013, and in 2024, all of which 
were shut down by Republicans. The 
mess that we have today rests largely 
on their decision to put political ad-
vantage above real progress. 

Now President Trump is ignoring 
Congress, ignoring the law, ignoring 
the courts, and ignoring the Constitu-
tion in order to implement an immi-
gration policy that fails to respect due 
process, adversely impacts our innova-
tion economy, and, to the point of my 
remarks, degrades our military. 

In the name of his anti-immigrant ef-
forts, President Trump is using the 
U.S. military to conduct operations on 
American soil that it has neither the 
training nor the authority to carry 
out. Our troops, who are already 
stretched thin for time and resources, 
are now burning time, assets, morale, 
and readiness for these overblown oper-
ations. 

The President has declared an emer-
gency at the border to justify using the 
military for civilian law enforcement— 
this despite border encounters cur-
rently at the lowest level since August 
of 2020. Over the past 12 months since 
President Biden’s Executive actions 
last June, there has been a continued, 
significant decrease in unlawful border 
crossings, including a more than 60- 
percent decrease in encounters from 
May 2024 to December 2024. 

In short, all along the southern bor-
der, we have seen a dramatic drop in il-
legal crossings and migrant encounters 
well before President Trump took of-
fice. A national emergency? It does not 
seem so. 

We already have an entire Federal 
Agency to protect our borders and ad-
dress illegal immigration: the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. DHS in-
cludes Customs and Border Protection, 
Immigrations and Customs Enforce-
ment, and other law enforcement 
groups. I have voted consistently to 
give these Agencies additional re-
sources to carry out their missions. 
But immigration enforcement is not 
and must not become a function of the 
Department of Defense. 

Our military has long provided tech-
nical and logistical support to DHS at 

the border but always and exclusively 
in a supporting role, drawing a clear 
line between military law enforcement 
authorities. Indeed, since the Recon-
struction era, U.S. Presidents have 
been prohibited from using the mili-
tary in civilian law enforcement by a 
law known as the Posse Comitatus Act. 
This law has kept the Commander in 
Chief from wielding the military as a 
domestic political weapon, and it con-
tinues to provide an important check 
on the President’s ability to use the 
military domestically against Amer-
ican citizens. 

I understand American citizens ask-
ing if it matters which Department en-
forces immigration as long as the job 
gets done. Well, there are plenty of rea-
sons to be concerned by the President’s 
current approach even if one agrees 
with him politically. 

Most alarmingly, President Trump is 
taking real steps to militarize immi-
gration enforcement. Once he uses the 
military for this reason, it will be easi-
er for him to use it for other purposes. 
And given the tenor of his public state-
ments, it is a reasonable fear that he 
may someday order the use of the 
Armed Forces in American cities and 
against American citizens. 

Indeed, the Brennan Center—a law 
and public policy institution—recently 
analyzed President Trump’s military 
actions at the border and concluded: 

Using the military for border enforcement 
is a slippery slope. If soldiers are allowed to 
take on domestic policing roles at the bor-
der, it may become easier to justify uses of 
the military in the U.S. interior in the fu-
ture. Our nation’s founders warned against 
the dangers of an army turned inward, which 
can all too easily be turned into an instru-
ment of tyranny. 

Beyond these concerns, there are 
real, immediate consequences for our 
troops, which we are seeing right now. 

One of the military’s top priorities is 
readiness. America faces real, growing 
threats from China, Russia, Iran, and 
other adversaries, and the Department 
of Defense needs to be laser-focused on 
preparing troops to defend our inter-
ests abroad. It is difficult to explain 
the border missions as anything but a 
distraction from readiness. 

We should acknowledge the jobs that 
our troops are actually doing there. In 
the past, up to 2,000 National Guard 
and Reserve troops would rotate to the 
border each year to assist DHS and 
Customs and Border Patrol with basic 
monitoring, logistics, and warehousing 
activities—non-law enforcement activi-
ties. These missions were designed to 
be ‘‘behind the scenes’’ to free up Bor-
der Patrol agents from administrative 
duties and return them back to the 
field to conduct their core mission of 
immigration enforcement. 

Today, however, President Trump 
has surged more than 12,000 Active- 
Duty troops to the border to carry out 
a variety of expanded missions that do 
not look anything like ‘‘behind the 
scenes.’’ For example, one Marine bat-
talion has been stringing miles and 
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miles of barbed wire across the Cali-
fornia mountains. Multiple Army in-
fantry companies are patrolling the 
Rio Grande riverbank on foot with 
loaded rifles. Navy aircrews are flying 
P–8 Poseidons—the most advanced sub-
marine-hunting planes in the world, 
and they are flying them over the 
desert. Two Navy destroyers are loi-
tering off our east and west coasts, 
looking for migrant boats in the water. 
At least one Army transportation unit 
is changing the oil and tires on Border 
Patrol trucks all day and every day. 

In addition, the administration has 
wasted massive amounts of defense dol-
lars by flying migrants out of the coun-
try using military aircraft. Often, they 
have had to return them to the U.S. 
mainland just a few days later. Accord-
ing to U.S. Transportation Command, 
it costs at least $20,000 per flight hour 
to use a C–130 and $28,500 per hour to 
use a C–17. In comparison, contracted 
ICE flights that regularly transport 
migrants inside of the United States 
cost only $8,500 per flight hour. 

President Trump’s decision to use 
military aircraft instead of ICE air-
craft to shuttle migrants across the 
globe to as far away as India is a gross 
misuse of taxpayers’ dollars and serv-
icemembers’ time. 

Just yesterday, we learned that the 
White House wanted to fly migrants on 
military aircraft to Libya, which is one 
of the most dangerous, hostile loca-
tions on Earth. Human rights groups 
have called the conditions in Libya’s 
network of migrant detention centers 
‘‘horrific’’ and ‘‘deplorable.’’ The plan 
has been canceled for now, but it is un-
conscionable for the Trump adminis-
tration to consider sending migrants to 
Libya and endangering our troops in 
the process. 

Further, the Department of Defense 
has informed Congress that the current 
surge in border missions, including 
troop deployment and military flights, 
could cost as much as $2 billion by the 
end of this fiscal year. 

Secretary Hegseth has claimed that 
the border mission is so overwhelming 
that we will have to withdraw massive 
numbers of troops from Europe in order 
to meet the demand. Incredibly, he has 
also claimed that the border mission 
will have ‘‘no impact’’ on our military 
readiness. 

However, we know that these border 
missions are harming military readi-
ness. Last month, when the 
NORTHCOM commander testified be-
fore the Armed Services Committee, I 
asked how his forces on the border mis-
sion are maintaining their required 
military readiness and required train-
ing. He testified that his troops are 
spending 5 days a week supporting Cus-
toms and Border Patrol and other 
Agencies and only 1 day a week train-
ing. In other words, 20 percent—at 
most—of our servicemembers’ time is 
being spent training on their critical 
military tasks. 

In my personal engagements with 
commanders at all levels, they have 

made clear that readying their forma-
tions requires extensive time and 
training as well as stability for fami-
lies. Border missions will not build 
these warfighting requirements. Border 
missions will distract from training, 
drain resources, and undermine readi-
ness. 

The Government Accountability Of-
fice, or GAO, has assessed previous sup-
port missions to DHS and found them 
to be detrimental to unit readiness. 
Specifically, in its 2021 report, GAO 
found that ‘‘separating units in order 
to assign a portion of them to the 
southwest border mission was a con-
sistent trend in degrading readiness 
ratings.’’ 

In February, President Trump issued 
an unprecedented order to the Defense 
Department to begin transporting and 
detaining migrants at Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba. For decades, the U.S. Naval 
Station at Guantanamo Bay has 
housed a facility called the Migrant 
Operations Center that is used to tem-
porarily house migrants who are saved 
at sea while traveling in unsafe vessels 
from Cuba, Haiti, or other nearby na-
tions. The facility is typically unoccu-
pied and is kept in a low-level oper-
ational readiness until needed—that is, 
until February. 

The intended use of the center was 
never to house migrants flown from the 
United States to Guantanamo Bay. 
Nevertheless, President Trump ordered 
the military to expand the Migrant Op-
erations Center to accommodate up to 
30,000 migrants who would be brought 
there from the United States. 

Within weeks, approximately 1,000 
Active-Duty troops were sent to Guan-
tanamo to build tents for this massive 
number of migrants. However, once 
built, the tents were found not to meet 
ICE standards, and to date, they have 
never been used and are now being dis-
mantled. The hundreds of troops sent 
down for the mission have had very lit-
tle to do in the meantime. 

Since February, around 500 individ-
uals identified by the administration 
as illegal migrants have been flown to 
Guantanamo Bay, and most have been 
detained for no more than 2 weeks. 
Rather than being taken to the Mi-
grant Operations Center, about half of 
these migrants have been held on the 
other side of the island at the deten-
tion facility that was built and used for 
law of war detainees, such as 9/11 ter-
rorist Khalid Shaikh Mohammed. 

There are currently 15 law of war de-
tainees remaining on Guantanamo 
Bay. The facilities housing these de-
tainees have deteriorated significantly 
in the 20 years since they were built. 
The military personnel who guard 
these individuals also endure the same 
tough conditions in these dilapidated 
facilities. Needless to say, these serv-
icemembers have been stretched thin. 

Last fall, it was a significant morale 
boost for them when the remaining law 
of war detainees were moved to a 
‘‘newer’’ facility. Naturally, it was a 
blow, then, to their morale when, just 

1 month later, they were ordered back 
to the older, more decrepit facility to 
make way for migrants at the newer 
facility. 

While it is crystal clear the military 
is in charge of the law of war detention 
center at Guantanamo Bay, it is not 
clear who is legally responsible for the 
migrants being held there. Long-
standing law dictates that U.S. Immi-
gration and Customs Enforcement 
maintain ‘‘custody and control’’ of mi-
grants, but in the detention center, the 
military maintains control. 

This leads to questions about who is 
in charge and who is accountable. 
When I have asked those questions, the 
answers have often been contradictory, 
and that is disturbing. 

To investigate these issues, I trav-
eled to Guantanamo Bay in March with 
several colleagues, including Senators 
SHAHEEN, PETERS, KING, and PADILLA. 
We conducted a firsthand examination 
of the missions underway there and 
met with military servicemembers, 
ICE officers, and DHS officials to fully 
understand the costs and military 
readiness impacts of these missions. 
The trip raised many new questions 
and concerns. 

I have grave doubts about the legal-
ity of removing migrants from the 
United States to Cuba, a foreign na-
tion, and detaining them there. There 
are at least a dozen open cases and 
court orders impacting the Guanta-
namo mission. The detention center 
has only been used for law of war de-
tainees, and it is reckless to equate mi-
grants with international war crimi-
nals. I was also outraged by the scale 
of wastefulness we found there. 

It is obvious Guantanamo Bay is an 
illogical location to detain migrants. 
The staggering financial cost to fly 
these migrants out of the United 
States and detain them at Guantanamo 
Bay—a mission costing tens of millions 
of dollars a month—is an insult to 
American taxpayers. President Trump 
could implement his immigration poli-
cies for a fraction of the cost by using 
existing ICE facilities in the United 
States, but he is obsessed with the 
image of using Guantanamo no matter 
the cost. 

I am also frustrated that my Senate 
colleagues and I had to fly to Cuba to 
get answers to the questions that Sec-
retary Hegseth and Homeland Security 
Secretary Noem have been ducking for 
months. By avoiding questions, they 
are putting servicemembers and offi-
cers on the ground in the position of 
trying to make sense of contradictory 
and political orders without any guid-
ance or support from the Pentagon or 
DHS headquarters. 

Since coming into office, the Trump 
administration has expanded the role 
of the military in immigration enforce-
ment in other troubling ways. The 
movement of migrants from the U.S. to 
Guantanamo Bay is unprecedented, and 
the buildup of 12,000 Active-Duty 
troops at the southern border, includ-
ing the Army’s 10th Mountain Division 
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and 100 armored Stryker combat vehi-
cles, has a huge impact on our military 
posture. This is a larger force than we 
deployed to Afghanistan in 2002 and 
2003. This administration has purposely 
placed many of our military forces into 
the immigration debate in this coun-
try, and I fear it will also place them in 
legal and ethical risk. 

For example, on March 30—shown in 
the photograph here—a military flight 
traveled from Guantanamo Bay to El 
Salvador with foreign nationals on 
board, including seven Venezuelans. To 
my understanding, not a single DHS of-
ficial or civilian was on the flight, 
meaning that military personnel main-
tained both custody and control of the 
migrants, contrary to longstanding 
DOD policy and practice. 

Here, as I said, is an image of that 
plane unloading in El Salvador. As you 
can see, the crew does not appear to in-
clude any DHS officials or civilian law 
enforcement personnel—only uni-
formed troops, who are physically 
handing migrants to the Salvadoran 
police. 

This flight would clearly have been 
in violation of various immigration 
laws and policies, recent judicial or-
ders, and the Posse Comitatus Act, as 
the military carried out a core law en-
forcement function of deportation 
without any DHS official present. After 
the fact, the administration tried to 
explain itself by saying it used ‘‘coun-
terterrorism’’ authorities rather than 
law enforcement authorities. I am not 
aware of any counterterrorism authori-
ties that would authorize such a flight. 

Accordingly, last month, I sent a let-
ter to the Department of Defense Office 
of Inspector General, asking that office 
to conduct an inquiry into the incident 
and any laws or Defense Department 
policies that may have been violated. I 
expect the IG to exercise his independ-
ence in carrying out this inquiry, and I 
am disturbed that the administration 
continues to put servicemembers in 
legal and physical jeopardy through 
these reckless orders. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that this letter be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

U.S. SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 

Washington, DC, April 23, 2025. 
DEAR MR. STEBBINS: Recent public report-

ing raises issues about the propriety and le-
gality of a March 30th military flight from 
Guantanamo Bay to El Salvador trans-
porting 17 foreign nationals, including seven 
Venezuelan nationals to El Salvador. In par-
ticular, the transport of the Venezuelan na-
tionals raises enforcement concerns under 
various immigration laws and policy, includ-
ing the Immigration and Nationality Act 
(INA), 8 U.S.C. § 1101 et seq., the regulations 
implementing the INA, Federal law and pol-
icy concerning the transport of migrants to 
third countries under the Illegal Immigra-
tion Reform and Immigrant Responsibility 
Act (IIRIRA), and compliance with recent ju-
dicial orders concerning deportations under 
that Act. Most concerningly, however, from 

the perspective of the Department of Defense 
(DOD) and the proper use of DOD personnel, 
we understand that there were no personnel 
from the Department of Homeland Security 
on this flight, meaning that military per-
sonnel maintained both custody and control 
of the migrants, contrary to longstanding 
DOD policy and practice. 

According to government information, the 
Administration relied on ‘‘counter-ter-
rorism’’ authorities rather than law enforce-
ment authorities to conduct this deporta-
tion. We are unaware of which counter-ter-
rorism authorities, if any, would authorize 
these flights. 

Accordingly, we ask that you conduct an 
inquiry into, and provide us an assessment 
of, the following: 

1. The facts and circumstances surrounding 
the above referenced flight(s), including: 

a. The approval authority for this flight, 
and any subsequent approvals through the 
military chain of command authorizing the 
flight(s), including, but not limited to, mem-
bers of the Office of the Secretary of Defense 
(OSD), and the Commanders and staff of U.S. 
Northern Command, U.S. Southern Com-
mand, U.S. Transportation Command, Joint 
Task Force Southern Guard, Joint Task 
Force Guantanamo Bay. 

b. A copy of the legal review conducted by 
any party identified in section 1.a. opining 
on the legal authority to execute the 
flight(s), including, but not limited to. the 
OSD Office of General Counsel, and the Staff 
Judge Advocates of U.S. Northern Command, 
U.S. Southern Command, U.S. Transpor-
tation Command, Joint Task Force Southern 
Guard, Joint Task Force Guantanamo Bay. 

c. Identification of the legal authorities 
under which the flight(s) were executed. 

d. Identification of which parties identified 
in sections 1.a. and 1.b. had knowledge of the 
flight(s) prior to them transpiring. 

e. Identification of which DOD elements, 
aircraft, and personnel participated in those 
flights. 

2. Whether this flight complied with Fed-
eral law and policy, including but not lim-
ited to, the Immigration and Nationality Act 
(INA), 8 U.S.C. § 1101 et seq., the regulations 
implementing the INA, and Federal law and 
policy concerning the transport of migrants 
to third countries under the Illegal Immigra-
tion Reform and Immigrant Responsibility 
Act (IIRIRA). 

3. DOD’s adherence to law and policies con-
cerning DOD support to civil authorities and 
conduct of law enforcement activities, in-
cluding, but not limited to: 

a. Section 1385 of Title 18, U.S. Code (Posse 
Comitatus Act) 

b. Section 275 of Title 10, U.S. Code (Re-
striction on direct participation by military 
personnel) 

c. DOD Directive 3025.18 (defense support of 
civil authorities) 

d. DOD Instruction 3025.21 (defense support 
of civilian law enforcement agencies) 

4. DOD’s reliance on ‘‘counter-terrorism’’ 
authorities to unilaterally conduct this 
flight, an enumeration of those policies, and 
an assessment of whether DOD’s reliance on 
those authorities is appropriate and con-
sistent with law and policy. 

5. Any other matter you determine in the 
course of your review to be relevant to the 
proper application of law and policy to these 
circumstances. 

Sincerely. 
JACK REED, 

Ranking Member. 

Mr. REED. I am also concerned about 
the Trump administration’s dubious 
creation of ‘‘National Defense Areas’’ 
along the southern border in the last 
several weeks. These National Defense 

Areas, first designated in New Mexico 
and later expanded into Texas, were 
created when the Department of the In-
terior transferred land, including the 
Roosevelt Reservation—a 60-foot-wide 
strip along the border—to the Depart-
ment of Defense. So now, large swaths 
of the border are considered military 
installations. 

The administration has created these 
zones so that, when a migrant crosses 
the border in those areas, prosecutors 
can charge them with both entering 
the United States illegally and tres-
passing on a military installation. In 
effect, the National Defense Zones 
evade the longstanding protections of 
the Posse Comitatus Act by allowing 
military forces to act as de facto bor-
der police, detaining migrants until 
they can be transferred to Customs and 
Border Protection. In the administra-
tion’s telling, this approach permits 
military involvement in immigration 
control without invoking the Insurrec-
tion Act of 1807. 

This is both unprecedented and, in-
deed, a legal fiction. Again, as the 
Brennan Center report found: 

No matter how the Trump administration 
frames these activities . . . they are civilian 
law enforcement functions. He cannot turn 
them into military operations by misusing 
the language of war. These civilian law en-
forcement activities are not ‘‘incidental’’— 
they are the reason for creating the installa-
tion. 

The administration is also consid-
ering using military bases to detain 
thousands of migrants inside the 
United States. Unlike in past emer-
gencies, when military bases near the 
border were used to hold migrants dur-
ing large surges, this administration is 
seeking to use installations deep with-
in the country, including in New Jer-
sey, Indiana, Delaware, California, and 
Virginia. One could be forgiven for ex-
trapolating that these bases are being 
selected to hold round-ups of migrants 
in major cities. 

The President is not taking these 
military actions out of necessity; he is 
testing the boundaries of our legal sys-
tem and, in my view, violating them. If 
left unchecked and unchallenged, he 
will go much, much further in employ-
ing the Armed Forces in to enforce do-
mestic immigration laws, traditionally 
a civilian law enforcement function. 

For years, Mr. Trump has publicly 
expressed his desire to use U.S. mili-
tary personnel for domestic law en-
forcement. During the last campaign, 
he repeatedly claimed that, if elected, 
he would order the National Guard and 
Active-Duty military to carry out 
mass deportations of undocumented 
migrants. He even said that he would 
deploy the military to conduct local 
law enforcement in cities and that 
troops could shoot shoplifters leaving 
the scene of a crime. 

The President’s defenders often say 
that he is joking or exaggerating when 
he makes such claims, but we know 
these are not idle threats. In his first 
100 days in office, he has declared mul-
tiple national emergencies and has in-
voked the Alien Enemies Act of 1798 to 
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deport migrants without due process. 
Indeed, he has even unapologetically 
deported U.S. citizens in violation of 
the Constitution. We have all seen the 
chilling videos of masked and hooded 
ICE agents arresting civilians on the 
street—scenes we are accustomed to 
seeing on the nightly news, not here 
but in countries run by dictators. 

The administration is expanding its 
operation one step at a time, and Presi-
dent Trump’s deployment of forces to 
the border, the military deportation 
flights, and the establishment of Na-
tional Defense Areas can be interpreted 
as setting the stage to invoke the In-
surrection Act and order the military 
to carry out domestic law enforcement 
inside the country. 

In fact, we have seen the situation 
before. In June of 2020, then-President 
Trump, infuriated by protesters in 
front of the White House and across the 
country, ordered his staff to prepare to 
invoke the Insurrection Act to allow 
him to deploy Active-Duty military 
forces to patrol the streets of DC and 
other cities. Then-Defense Secretary 
Mark Esper and Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff Mark Milley talked him 
out of it, but the President clearly 
views this as a serious option. 

Beyond the immorality of Trump’s 
desire to deploy military domestically, 
to do so would simply be illegal. As I 
mentioned, the doctrine of posse com-
itatus is sacred in our Nation to sepa-
rate the military from direct law en-
forcement responsibilities. 

The use of National Guard or Active- 
Duty troops should be reserved only to 
those rare circumstances where civil-
ian law enforcement has collapsed and 
State leaders have specifically asked 
for Presidential assistance. Their de-
ployment should never be at the sole 
discretion of a President, as President 
Trump has demonstrated that such 
power begs abuse. 

Ultimately, U.S. military members 
are trained to engage the enemies of 
the United States abroad with deadly 
force, not to arrest migrants on the 
southern border or to deport them from 
U.S. cities. The military has a sacred 
role in our country, but the public’s 
trust is easily lost, and a pillar of our 
society is cracked when the Com-
mander in Chief uses the military reck-
lessly. 

Our constitutional system is fun-
damentally designed to separate mili-
tary and civilian roles, reserving police 
powers for law enforcement agencies 
and endowing the military with the su-
perior weaponry and firepower nec-
essary to fight and win the Nation’s 
wars. When we allow the military to be 
used in the routine exercise of the po-
lice power, the Nation teeters on the 
brink of autocracy and military rule. 
One need not be a student of history to 
see how easily this backsliding can 
occur. It is all around us in the world 
today. 

Trump’s clear intent to use the mili-
tary in potentially illegal and cer-
tainly inappropriate ways for his own 

political benefit is antithetical to the 
spirit of our American democracy. 
Such power is the hallmark of authori-
tarians around the world. 

President Trump and Secretary 
Hegseth must use common sense, fol-
low the law, and immediately cease the 
military border deployments and de-
portation flights. 

And, my colleagues, particularly my 
colleagues in the majority, should de-
mand the same and hold the adminis-
tration accountable for its actions. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

MORENO). The Senator from Wyoming. 
Ms. LUMMIS. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to complete my re-
marks and ask that Senator HAGERTY 
have 7 minutes to complete his re-
marks before the vote. 

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

S. 1582 
Ms. LUMMIS. Mr. President, I rise 

today because the United States is be-
hind when it comes to digital assets. 

American digital asset innovation 
has faced a challenging environment, 
with talent, investment, and develop-
ment often relocating to more wel-
coming international jurisdictions like 
Singapore, Switzerland, and the UAE. 
These countries have created clear 
frameworks, specifically designed to 
attract blockchain ventures while the 
United States has generally main-
tained a less defined regulatory land-
scape that has inadvertently encour-
aged this exodus of opportunity and ex-
pertise. 

This week, we have the opportunity 
to start to change that, and we must 
grab the reins and ensure that all 
Americans are able to take charge of 
their financial futures. 

The last White House blocked us, but 
now we have a President who not only 
sees the immeasurable value digital as-
sets have but is willing to firmly se-
cure America’s leadership in this space. 

Before he even took office, President 
Trump announced he had tapped David 
Sacks to serve as the White House AI 
and Crypto Czar, ensuring we maintain 
America’s competitive edge, and issued 
a blitz of Executive actions targeting 
heavy-handed SEC tactics slowing 
down progress. 

Under President Trump, we have seen 
a significant shift in the executive 
branch’s attitude toward digital assets. 
It is night and day what we experi-
enced under the Biden administration. 
President Trump’s promise to make 
America the digital asset capital of the 
world wasn’t just lip service; it was a 
strategic vision—recognizing that dol-
lar-backed stablecoins represent a crit-
ical opportunity to extend American fi-
nancial influence in an increasingly 
digital world—and a call to action. 
Decades from now, students will read 
about the foresight of the President 
and the 119th Congress in moving this 
issue to the forefront. 

I want to make clear that this is not 
a partisan issue. I have spent years— 

years—working with Senator GILLI-
BRAND of New York to ensure that we 
have crafted a bipartisan proposal that 
can get across the finish line—a lot of 
late nights, early morning phone calls, 
thousands of hours of our staffs going 
back and forth on policy. 

I want to thank Senator GILLIBRAND 
and her team for all their hard work, 
for working with my team in good 
faith, and for always pushing to make 
this legislation stronger. 

We have incorporated feedback from 
both Democrats and Republicans— 
many, many, many, many Democrat 
amendments. We have been working for 
days—recently, days—to bring this bill 
to the floor and to satisfy our col-
leagues across the aisle. I truly appre-
ciate everyone who has engaged on this 
issue. We have the opportunity now to 
be in the driver’s seat and install com-
monsense regulations that are tailor- 
made for American-based digital asset 
companies. The digital future is some-
thing to embrace. We are witnessing 
the dawn of a modern 21st century 
economy that can benefit all Ameri-
cans through technical innovation. 

This Congress, I joined with Senator 
BILL HAGERTY of Tennessee to cospon-
sor his Guiding and Establishing Na-
tional Innovation for U.S. Stablecoins 
Act, or the GENIUS Act—legislation 
which provides robust consumer pro-
tections without sacrificing innova-
tion. And now, thanks to Leader 
THUNE’s leadership, the hard work of 
Senator HAGERTY, Chairman SCOTT, 
Senator GILLIBRAND, and our shared 
commitment to maintaining U.S. lead-
ership in this space, we can begin the 
bipartisan proposal and move it one 
step closer to becoming law. 

At its core, the GENIUS Act protects 
consumers through mandatory 100-per-
cent reserve backing with U.S. dollars 
and short-term Treasurys, the monthly 
public disclosure of reserve composi-
tion, and strict prohibitions against 
misleading marketing. 

Put simply, this isn’t just another 
bill. It is a comprehensive framework, 
ensuring America leads the next gen-
eration of financial technology in 
stablecoins. 

Just minutes ago, an American was 
elected Pope. His name will be Leo 
XIV—an American leading one of the 
strongest religious organizations in the 
world. We should also be leading in fi-
nancial innovation. 

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

ator from Tennessee. 
Mr. HAGERTY. Mr. President, I want 

to compliment my colleague from Wyo-
ming for the wonderful introduction 
that she gave. That means that I don’t 
need to give the many, many pages of 
speech that I had planned. But I would 
like to come to one final point, and 
that is for the benefit of my colleagues 
today. 

I want to take a broader view of what 
we are actually voting on. What we are 
voting on is ‘‘cloture.’’ That is a term 
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that is used to get on the bill, to actu-
ally have the debate that we are sup-
posed to conduct here in the U.S. Sen-
ate. It is the beginning of debate for a 
bill that fundamentally supports 
crypto technology and innovation here 
in America at the most basic level. 

My Democratic colleagues supported 
this, coming through a committee on a 
bipartisan basis. In fact, we had a vote 
of 18 to 6, a very strong movement out 
of committee. 

Since that time, we have made a 
number of changes at their request. 
They have come back again with more 
requests. We are considering those 
changes as well. But for us to even 
begin to implement these changes, we 
are going to have to get on this bill in 
order to debate it and in order to incor-
porate the changes that have been ne-
gotiated. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues should they choose to move 
forward on this bill. And if they don’t, 
I want the American public and I want 
everybody watching today to under-
stand that this is a vote to kill the 
crypto industry here in America, and it 
is a shame. 

This is our first opportunity to de-
liver groundbreaking legislation to 
America that puts America squarely in 
the most competitive place we possibly 
could be, to lead in the area of innova-
tion where we need to be leading. Oth-
erwise, this would be a vote to push all 
of that offshore. It is a vote for our 
strength. 

I want to thank the Senators who 
have helped so much: Senator SCOTT 
and Senator LUMMIS from our side. And 
I want to thank Senators GILLIBRAND 
and ALSOBROOKS from the Democrat 
side. I want to thank everybody who 
has worked so hard on this. And I hope 
that we will be able to move forward, 
actually get on this bill, and complete 
our work. 

I yield the floor. 
CLOTURE MOTION 

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

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 66, S. 1582, a 
bill to provide for the regulation of payment 
stablecoins, and for other purposes. 

John Thune, Ted Budd, Katie Boyd Britt, 
John Cornyn, Deb Fischer, Roger Mar-
shall, Jim Justice, Tim Scott of South 
Carolina, Mike Crapo, Tommy 
Tuberville, Bill Hagerty, Cindy Hyde- 
Smith, Markwayne Mullin, Mike 
Rounds, Steve Daines, Cynthia M. 
Lummis, Rick Scott of Florida. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona. 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for up to 2 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Mr. KENNEDY. I withdraw my objec-

tion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator is recognized for 2 minutes. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 1582 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. President, we 
made some great progress this past 
week. I greatly—greatly—appreciate 
the work that we have done in a bipar-
tisan manner. 

I want to thank my fellow colleagues 
across the aisle: Senator WARNER, Sen-
ators LUMMIS, HAGERTY, Chairman 
SCOTT, Senators ALSOBROOKS and LISA 
BLUNT ROCHESTER. They really have 
been working hard to get a good prod-
uct, and it was done in good faith. And 
I really want to thank my Republican 
colleagues for doing this. 

The reason you are hearing some hes-
itancy is the legislation of this scope 
and importance really just cannot be 
rushed, and we need time both to edu-
cate our colleagues and people. 

We are not shutting down. We don’t 
want to shut this down to the point 
where we are ending all this work that 
we have put into it. We want to bring 
this economy and this innovation to 
the United States, and I am asking for 
that time. 

I want to be clear that you do have 
enough Members across the aisle who 
want to see this passed in a good man-
ner. So what I am going to be asking 
for is that we collapse today’s vote and 
Monday’s vote into a single vote on 
Monday. 

I believe there is a pathway for us to 
actually get this done, get good lan-
guage, and have a bipartisan win for 
this country. 

All this agreement is asking for is 
simply to combine today’s and Mon-
day’s vote. It would not add or reduce 
any floor time compared to just taking 
this vote today. So I ask for unanimous 
consent to do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
By unanimous consent, the manda-

tory quorum call has been waived. 
The question is, Is it the sense of the 

Senate that debate on the motion to 
proceed to S. 1582, a bill to provide for 
the regulation of payment stablecoins, 
and for other purposes, 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. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ators are necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) and the 
Senator from Mississippi (Mr. WICKER). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Minnesota (Ms. SMITH) is 
necessarily absent. 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 48, 
nays 49, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 240 Leg.] 
YEAS—48 

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 
Moreno 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Young 

NAYS—49 

Alsobrooks 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Booker 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gallego 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Hawley 
Heinrich 

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Paul 
Peters 
Reed 

Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Slotkin 
Thune 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—3 

Moran Smith Wicker 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I change 
my vote to no. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the 
motion, the yeas are 48, the nays are 
49. 

On this vote, three-fifths of the Sen-
ators duly chosen and sworn not having 
voted in the affirmative, the motion is 
not agreed to. 

The motion was rejected. 
The majority leader. 

MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I enter a 

motion to reconsider the vote. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-

tion is entered. 
f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate be 
in a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

GENIUS ACT 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, let me 
just say that the Democrats have just 
used the filibuster for the fourth time 
this year. Why? Well, in this case, no 
one really knows. 

This is a bipartisan issue. It is a bi-
partisan bill, and it had a bipartisan 
process from the very beginning. And if 
Democrats were interested in further 
changes, as they claim, they would 
have had the chance to make those 
changes on the floor. All they had to do 
was vote for cloture. 

Not every bill that comes to the floor 
is a final bill. Now, that may be how it 
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worked when they were in control, but 
Republicans are doing it differently. 
We are determined to restore the Sen-
ate to what it was meant to be. 

The floor is where every Senator gets 
a chance to give his or her input on 
legislation. That is what would have 
happened today if cloture had been in-
voked, the motion the Democrats just 
voted against. It would have meant 
open debate, further deliberations, fur-
ther modifications. But the Democrats 
refused to even begin that debate. 

I don’t know what Democrats would 
change about the process this bill has 
gone through. It had a 3-hour markup 
in the Banking Committee that consid-
ered 40 amendments. That is what we 
used to call regular order around here. 

It was reported out of the Banking 
Committee by a vote of 18 to 6, with 5 
Democrats supporting the bill. And 
since the markup, Senators have been 
meeting nonstop to modify the bill on 
both sides of the aisle, Democrats and 
Republicans—countless meetings. 

In fact, there have been fully six 
versions of this bill and numerous 
modifications made, many of them to 
satisfy the Democrats’ demands—six 
versions of this bill based on feedback 
and input from Members on both sides 
and, in many cases, modifications 
made that were done in response to de-
mands made by Democrats in the bill— 
six versions. 

I don’t know how you can have any 
more process than that. Democrats 
have been accommodated every step of 
the way, up to and including long ses-
sions yesterday and late into the night 
last night. 

Mr. President, I just have to say, 
frankly, I just don’t get it. I don’t 
know what more they want. I don’t 
know why you vote against proceeding 
to a bill on the floor after you voted to 
refer that same bill to the floor, as a 
number of Democrats, as I just said, 
did coming out of the Banking Com-
mittee, which, of course, makes you 
wonder if this is about the bill at all or 
if it is simply Democrats obstructing 
because they want to deny Republicans 
or President Trump a bipartisan win. 
Given the fact that the Democrats 
keep moving the goalposts, it is hard 
not to suspect that is the case, and I 
have to say that is deeply dis-
appointing. 

I strongly support this bill, but I 
have now changed my vote to no today 
so that we can bring this legislation up 
again if and when Democrats are ready 
to get serious. Clearly, today, they are 
not. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 83. 

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 senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of James Danly, 
of Tennessee, to be Deputy Secretary 
of Energy. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. 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 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. 83, James 
Danly, of Tennessee, to be Deputy Secretary 
of Energy. 

John Thune, Mike Crapo, Thom Tillis, 
Cynthia M. Lummis, Mike Rounds, 
Rick Scott of Florida, Roger F. Wicker, 
Katie Boyd Britt, Steve Daines, John 
Boozman, John R. Curtis, James E. 
Risch, John Barrasso, Cindy Hyde- 
Smith, Dan Sullivan, Bernie Moreno, 
Jim Justice. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. 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. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 84. 

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 senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Katharine 
MacGregor, of Florida, to be Deputy 
Secretary of the Interior. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I sent 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 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. 84, Kath-
arine MacGregor, of Florida, to be Deputy 
Secretary of the Interior. 

John Thune, Mike Crapo, Thom Tillis, 
Cynthia M. Lummis, Mike Rounds, 
Rick Scott of Florida, Roger F. Wicker, 
Katie Boyd Britt, Steve Daines, John 
Boozman, John R. Curtis, James E. 
Risch, John Barrasso, Cindy Hyde- 

Smith, Dan Sullivan, Bernie Moreno, 
Jim Justice. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. 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. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 42. 

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 senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Michael Rigas, 
of Virginia, to be Deputy Secretary of 
State for Management and Resources. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. 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 senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of rule 
XXII of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, do hereby move to bring to a close 
debate on the nomination of Executive 
Calendar No. 42, Michael Rigas, of Vir-
ginia, to be Deputy Secretary of State 
for Management and Resources. 

John Thune, Tim Scott of South Caro-
lina, Mike Crapo, Lindsey Graham, 
Tim Sheehy, John Kennedy, John Bar-
rasso, Markwayne Mullin, Roger Mar-
shall, Rick Scott of Florida, Mike 
Rounds, Tommy Tuberville, Steve 
Daines, Bernie Moreno, Eric Schmitt, 
Jon A. Husted, Roger F. Wicker. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from South Carolina. 

f 

GENIUS ACT 

Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina. Mr. 
President, today should have been—it 
should have been—a historic day for 
Americans, a historic day for working- 
class Americans, blue-collar Ameri-
cans, to see their financial system de-
mocratized. Well, what does that 
mean? What it means is a day where 
single mothers like the one that raised 
me—the day becomes a little cheaper, 
things become a little more affordable. 
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Why? Because we were on the verge of 
doing something that would have made 
our markets safer and cheaper for ev-
eryday, working Americans across this 
remarkable land. But, instead, we wit-
nessed a disappointing display of polit-
ical gamesmanship that puts partisan 
politics above policy and obstruction 
above innovation. 

We could have come together as Re-
publicans and Democrats, not in a bi-
partisan way but in an American way, 
to deliver real change for the American 
people, real change embedded in the 
passing of the GENIUS Act. But not 
this day. 

I know that this day was supposed to 
be special. It was supposed to be the 
day that America as a nation would 
rise to the occasion of innovation over 
regulation. It was supposed to be the 
day where we would come together in a 
nonpartisan way, Republicans working 
with Democrats, to make this Nation 
work better for the blue-collar come-
back. It was supposed to be that day. 
But not this day. 

I know what those on the other side 
would say. Let’s be brutally honest 
about it, though. The GENIUS Act was 
a bipartisan achievement at the Bank-
ing Committee. It was a bipartisan 
achievement because we took the time, 
hours upon hours. The Presiding Offi-
cer was there. We debated day in and 
day out for weeks and months before 
we ever had the hearing. We offered al-
most 80 amendments during the session 
in the Banking Committee. We voted 
on 40 amendments in the Banking Com-
mittee. We made the decision to make 
America’s economy safer and cheaper 
for the American people. 

But when the lights came on and the 
cameras were watching, what did we 
see? We saw those same Democrat col-
leagues who recognized the urgent need 
to bring stablecoins into the clear, re-
sponsible, regulatory framework—we 
watched them take a step back and 
vote against the very bill they voted 
for, the bill they shaped. What 
changed? What changed? What 
changed? Not the substance. They got 
more of what they wanted than the last 
five iterations of the legislation. What 
changed was politics. Not policy, not 
the legislation, not the substance—pol-
itics. 

Let’s be honest. What we saw today 
wasn’t a vote against the legislation. 
Several iterations—the Presiding Offi-
cer’s staff, my staff, and Democrats’ 
staff spent thousands of hours working 
on improving the bill; up until 2 a.m. 
last night, staff getting phone calls 
from Democrats about what they need-
ed for the bill to pass. 

It was a vote against President 
Trump and President Trump’s legisla-
tive agenda. It was a vote to stop 
President Trump from having a victory 
in the digital asset space. It was a vote 
against common sense—that simple. 

Trump derangement syndrome has 
once again hijacked responsible gov-
ernance in this Chamber, but unfortu-
nately, unfortunately, it is the Amer-

ican people—they are the ones who 
lose. It is blue-collar, red-blooded 
Americans who pay the ultimate price 
of inaction in this Chamber brought 
about because of politics, not policy. 

It frustrates me. It frustrates me to 
sit through hours of meetings. It frus-
trates me to watch people look me in 
my eyes and tell me: We are almost 
there; I just need one more thing. It 
frustrates me when my colleagues seem 
so sincere that they want the revolu-
tion of innovation to happen in Amer-
ica. It frustrates me to watch them 
turn their backs on the very people 
they say they represent. It frustrates 
me that the modern financial tools 
that make our economy not just faster 
but safer—safer because the blockchain 
technology makes it safer and more in-
clusive. 

Entrepreneurs and developers want 
clarity so they can build here in the 
United States of America, not be 
pushed offshore into a regulatory envi-
ronment that is confusing. 

Let me close with this. The bill deliv-
ered on exactly what we all want: safe-
ty, consumer protections, AML, BSA. 
All the things that the Presiding Offi-
cer would want, that I would want, 
that they would want—we did it. We 
did it together. But there is something 
putrid. 

It is hard to understand how my good 
friends could walk away from our pri-
orities, that my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle decided to chick-
en out on safety, on inclusion, and on 
democratization. 

When the cameras were rolling and 
the stakes were high, we were left high 
and dry—not because of the policy but 
because the political landscape dic-
tated, demanded that they deny the av-
erage American access on this day. 
This is exactly the kind of cynical 
Washington maneuvering that makes 
people sick to their stomach. 

But I am proud of the work we have 
done. I am, frankly, proud of the work 
that my Democrat colleagues on the 
committee offered to make the bill bet-
ter. I am proud of the fact that for a 
couple of hours in America’s Capital, 
we put partisanship to the side. We de-
cided we would just do the right thing. 
I am proud that the Republican Party 
stood up and stood firm on innovation, 
stood strong on consumer protection, 
and we were there for national secu-
rity. 

I am not finished fighting. I am frus-
trated, but we are not defeated. We are 
simply delayed. We are not finished 
fighting. We will continue to work on 
the digital asset revolution that the 
American people voted for, that they 
deserve. The need hasn’t disappeared, 
and neither has our commitment to 
American leadership in the digital 
asset space. 

To those who chose politics over 
progress today, the American people 
are watching. 

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

ator from Vermont. 

GAZA 
Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I want 

to say a few words about an issue that 
people all over the world are thinking 
about, are appalled by but, for some 
strange reason, gets very little discus-
sion here in the Nation’s Capital or in 
the halls of Congress, and that is the 
horrific humanitarian disaster that is 
unfolding in Gaza. 

Today marks 68 days and counting 
since any humanitarian aid was al-
lowed into Gaza. For more than 9 
weeks, Israel has blocked all supplies: 
no food, no water, no medicine, and no 
fuel. Hundreds of truckloads of life-
saving supplies are waiting to enter 
Gaza, sitting just across the border, 
but are denied entry by Israeli authori-
ties. 

There is no ambiguity here. 
Netanyahu’s extremist government 
talks openly about using humanitarian 
aid as a weapon. Defense Minister 
Israel Katz said: 

Israel’s policy is clear: No humanitarian 
aid will enter Gaza, and blocking this aid is 
one of the main pressure levers. 

Starving children to death is a weap-
on of war, is a clear violation of the 
Geneva Convention, the Foreign As-
sistance Act, and basic human decency. 
Civilized people do not starve children 
to death. What is going on right now in 
Gaza is a war crime committed openly 
and in broad daylight and continuing 
every single day. 

There are 2.2 million people who live 
in Gaza. Today, these people are 
trapped. The borders are sealed, and 
Israel has pushed the population into 
an ever smaller area. With Israel hav-
ing cut off all aid, what we are seeing 
now is a slow, brutal process of mass 
starvation and death by the denial of 
basic necessities. 

This is methodical; it is intentional; 
it is the stated policy of the Netanyahu 
government. 

Without fuel, there is no ability to 
pump fresh water, leaving people in-
creasingly desperate, unable to find 
clean water to drink or to wash with or 
to cook properly. Disease is once again 
spreading in Gaza. Most of the bakeries 
in Gaza have now shut down, having 
run out of fuel and flour. The few re-
maining community kitchens are also 
shutting down. 

Most people are now surviving on 
scarce canned goods, often a single can 
of beans or some lentils shared between 
a family once a day. 

The United Nations reports that 
more than 2 million people out of a 
population of 2.2 million face severe 
food shortages. The starvation hits 
children the hardest. At least 65,000 
children now show symptoms of mal-
nutrition and dozens have already 
starved to death. Malnutrition rates 
increased 80 percent in March, the last 
month for which data is available after 
Netanyahu began the siege, but the sit-
uation has severely deteriorated since 
then. 

UNICEF reported yesterday that 
‘‘the situation is getting worse every 
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day’’ and that they are treating about 
10,000 children for severe malnutrition. 
And severe malnutrition is not some-
thing that is cured overnight. This will 
have a permanent impact on the health 
and well-being of those kids for the 
rest of their lives. 

Without adequate nutrition or access 
to clean water, many children will die 
of easily preventable diseases, killed by 
something as simple as diarrhea. For 
the tens of thousands of injured people 
in Gaza, particularly the countless 
burn victims from Israeli bombings, 
their wounds cannot heal without ade-
quate food and clean water. Left to fes-
ter, infections will kill many who 
should have survived. 

With no infant formula and with mal-
nourished mothers unable to 
breastfeed, many infants are also at se-
vere risk of death. Those who survive 
will bear the scars of what they are 
going through now for the rest of their 
lives. 

And with little medicine available, 
easily treatable illnesses and chronic 
diseases like diabetes or heart disease 
is now a death sentence in Gaza. 

What is going on there is not some 
terrible earthquake; it is not a hurri-
cane; it is not a storm. What is going 
on in Gaza today is a man-made night-
mare, and nothing in my view can jus-
tify this. 

What is happening in Gaza will be a 
permanent stain on the world’s collec-
tive conscience. History will never for-
get that we allowed this to happen and, 
for us here in the United States, that 
we, in fact, enabled this ongoing atroc-
ity. 

There is no doubt that Hamas, a ter-
rorist organization, began this terrible 
war with its barbaric October 7, 2023, 
attack on Israel, which killed 1,200 in-
nocent people and took 250 hostages. 
The International Criminal Court was 
right to indict Yahya Sinwar and other 
leaders of Hamas as war criminals for 
those atrocities. 

Clearly, Israel, as any other country 
that was so attacked, had the right to 
defend itself against Hamas. But 
Netanyahu’s extremist government has 
not just waged war against Hamas. In-
stead, they have waged an all-out bar-
baric war of annihilation against the 
Palestinian people. They have inten-
tionally made life unlivable in Gaza. 

Israel, up to now, has killed more 
than 52,000 people and injured more 
than 118,000—60 percent of whom are 
women, children, and the elderly. More 
than 15,000 children in Gaza have been 
killed. 

Israel’s indiscriminate bombardment 
has damaged or destroyed two-thirds of 
all of the structures in Gaza, including 
92 percent of the housing units—92 per-
cent of housing in Gaza has been dam-
aged or destroyed. Most of the popu-
lation now is living in tents or other 
makeshift structures. 

The healthcare system in Gaza has 
been, essentially, destroyed. Most of 
the territory’s hospitals and primary 
healthcare facilities have been bombed. 

Gaza’s civilian infrastructure has been 
totally devastated, including almost 90 
percent of water and sanitation facili-
ties. Most of the roads have been de-
stroyed. 

Gaza’s educational system has been 
obliterated. Hundreds of schools have 
been bombed—schools have been 
bombed—as has every single one of 
Gaza’s 12 universities. 

And there has been no electricity in 
Gaza for 18 months—no electricity. 

Given this reality, nobody should 
have any doubts that Netanyahu is a 
war criminal. Just like his counter-
parts in Hamas, he has a massive 
amount of innocent blood on his hands. 

And now, Netanyahu and his extrem-
ist ministers have a new plan—on top 
of everything else that has been done, 
they have a new plan—and that is to 
indefinitely reoccupy all of Gaza, flat-
ten the few buildings that are still 
standing, and force the entire popu-
lation of 2.2 million people into a sin-
gle tiny area where hired U.S. security 
contractors will distribute rations to 
the survivors. 

Israeli officials are quite open about 
the goal here: to force Palestinians to 
leave for other countries ‘‘in line with 
President Trump’s vision for Gaza,’’ as 
one Israeli official said this week. 

Israeli Finance Minister Smotrich 
said this week that ‘‘Gaza will be en-
tirely destroyed’’ and that its popu-
lation will ‘‘leave in great numbers.’’ 

For many in Netanyahu’s extremist 
government, this has been the plan all 
along. It is called ethnic cleansing. 

This would be a terrible tragedy no 
matter where in the world it was hap-
pening or why it was happening, what-
ever the causes of it might be. But 
what makes this tragedy so much 
worse for us in America is that it is our 
government, the U.S. Government, 
that is absolutely complicit in creating 
and sustaining this humanitarian dis-
aster. It didn’t just happen; we are a 
significant part of creating this hu-
manitarian disaster. 

Last year alone, the United States 
provided 18 billion in military aid to 
Israel. This year, the Trump adminis-
tration has approved 12 billion more in 
bombs and weapons. And for months, 
Trump has offered blanket support for 
Netanyahu. More than that, he has re-
peatedly said that the United States 
will actually take over Gaza after the 
war, that the Palestinian people will be 
driven, forcibly expelled, from their 
homeland, and the United States will 
redevelop it into what Trump calls 
‘‘the riviera of the Middle East,’’ a 
playground for billionaires. 

Think about it: 2.2 million desperate 
people who have been bombed and 
starved and driven from their homes 
are now about to be forcibly expelled 
from their territory into God knows 
where so that Trump and his friends 
can build a riviera for the billionaire 
class. 

This war has killed or injured more 
than 170,000 people in Gaza. It has cost 
American taxpayers well over $20 bil-

lion in the last year. And right now, as 
we speak, thousands of children are 
starving to death. And a U.S. President 
is actively encouraging the ethnic 
cleansing of over 2 million people. 

Now, given that reality, one might 
think that there would be a vigorous 
discussion right here in the Senate. Do 
we really want to spend billions of tax-
payer dollars starving children in 
Gaza? A real vigorous debate. I want to 
hear why that is a good use. We have 
people sleeping out on the streets of 
America two blocks from the Nation’s 
Capital. You tell me why spending bil-
lions of dollars to support Netanyahu’s 
war and starving children is a good 
idea. I would love to hear it. 

We are not having that debate. Let 
me suggest to you why I think we are 
not having that debate and that is be-
cause we have a corrupt campaign fi-
nance system that allows organizations 
like AIPAC to set the agenda here in 
Washington with regard to what hap-
pens in the Middle East. 

In the last election cycle, AIPAC’s 
PAC and super PAC spent nearly $127 
million combined on campaign con-
tributions. And the fact is that if you 
are a Member of Congress and you vote 
against Netanyahu’s war in Gaza, 
AIPAC is there to punish you with mil-
lions of dollars in advertisements to 
see that you get defeated. 

One might think that in a democracy 
there would be a vigorous debate on an 
issue of such consequence. But because 
of our corrupt campaign finance sys-
tem, which impacts us in so many ways 
on this issue, people are literally afraid 
to stand up because if they do, sud-
denly, you are going to have all kinds 
of ads coming into your district to de-
feat you. 

Sadly, I must confess that this polit-
ical corruption works. Many of my col-
leagues will privately express their 
horror at Netanyahu’s war crimes but 
will do or say very little publicly about 
it. History will not forgive our com-
plicity in this nightmare. The time is 
long overdue for us to end our support 
for Netanyahu’s destruction of the Pal-
estinian people. 

We must not put another nickel into 
Netanyahu’s war machine. We must de-
mand an immediate cease-fire, a surge 
in humanitarian aid, the release of the 
hostages, and the rebuilding of Gaza— 
not for billionaires to enjoy their Riv-
iera there but rebuilding Gaza for the 
Palestinian people. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

BUDD). The Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. MORENO. Mr. President, I have 

been in the U.S. Senate now for a total 
of 125 days. I have seen some out-
rageous comments over the last 125 
days. My colleague has been here ex-
actly 12,000 days more than I have. Let 
me just set the record straight. 

On October 7, 2023, families, mothers, 
fathers were sitting at home, enjoying 
a peaceful existence in one of the most 
difficult places on Earth to live. They 
had a day planned of joy at a festival. 
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What happened? People came over and 
savagely—savagely—murdered chil-
dren, raped women, took hundreds of 
hostages, killed more Jews than at any 
time since the Holocaust. 

What you just heard for the last 15 
minutes could be summarized as the 
absolute propaganda of Hamas. Let me 
just be clear. This war was started by 
Hamas. It could end today by Hamas if 
they released every last hostage, in-
cluding an American citizen. 

We are sitting here in the U.S. Sen-
ate and not even saying a word of the 
fact that there is a U.S. citizen being 
held hostage by a terrorist group in the 
Middle East. That is outrageous. That 
should be at the top of the agenda. Why 
have civilians been killed in Gaza? Be-
cause they hide weapons in hospitals, 
in schools, in homes. 

Hamas is the enemy, not our greatest 
ally, which is Israel. I was just there 2 
weeks ago. Two weeks ago, I was there. 
There is almost no Israeli that hasn’t 
seen a mom, a dad, a son, a grandson, 
granddaughter that hasn’t been either 
injured or killed to protect their coun-
try. The fact that we are disparaging 
our greatest ally at this level is com-
pletely outrageous. 

I had plans to go home, see my wife 
and kids, but I rose today because I 
cannot stay silent after listening to 
that kind of nonsense spewed here in 
the U.S. Senate. It is a disgrace, and 
we should not ever forget that Israel is 
just fighting the war that we would 
otherwise fight. 

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

ator from Vermont. 
Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, if the 

Senator had heard my remarks, I 
talked about the need to release the 
hostages and I talked about who start-
ed the war, which is the terrorist orga-
nization called Hamas, led by war 
criminals. There is no debate about 
that. 

But what the Senator did not tell us 
is whether or not he thinks it is a good 
idea for U.S. taxpayers to be spending 
billions of billions of dollars on an ex-
tremist government in Israel whose 
stated policy is to starve children; 
whether or not he thinks it is a good 
idea to cut off all humanitarian aid 
getting into Gaza right now—no medi-
cine, no clean water, no healthcare fa-
cilities open. 

So the issue is not who started the 
war. Everyone knows who started the 
war. The issue is whether you commit 
war atrocities, criminal war acts by 
punishing an entire people for the acts 
of a terrorist organization. 

Did Israel have the right to defend 
itself? Yes, nobody denies that. 

Did it have a right to kill over 50,000 
people—60 percent of whom are women, 
children, and the elderly? No. 

Did it have a right to injure 112,000 
people, to destroy almost every hous-
ing unit in Gaza, to bomb hundreds of 
schools at every university in Gaza? 
No. 

Israel had a right to defend itself, but 
it does not have the right to engage in 
ethnic cleansing and to starve children. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Hawaii. 

f 

TEACHER APPRECIATION WEEK 

Ms. HIRONO. Mr. President, I rise in 
recognition of educators in Hawaii as 
well as across the Nation who are dedi-
cating—have dedicated—their lives to 
the benefit of the children of our coun-
try. 

This week is Teacher Appreciation 
Week. And as this administration at-
tacks education and educators, it is 
more important than ever that we rec-
ognize our educators and thank them 
for all that they do on behalf of our 
children. 

I have spoken before on the floor of 
this body on the fundamental impor-
tance of public education in my own 
life, having come here as an immigrant 
speaking no English from very humble 
beginnings. 

I thank my teachers at Kaahumanu 
Elementary School, Koko Head Ele-
mentary School, and especially the li-
brarian at Koko Head Elementary 
School who awakened my love of read-
ing. They helped me to learn English 
and helped set me on a course that ul-
timately led to the U.S. Senate. 

Today, teachers like Chayanee 
Brooks, an English teacher at Ka’u 
High School and Pahala Elementary on 
Hawaii Island, continue to educate and 
inspire Hawaii’s youth. Chayanee, a 
Thai immigrant, is a nationally board- 
certified teacher. And, believe me, to 
become a nationally board-certified 
teacher, one must go through a lot of 
steps. But this certification indicates 
what an exceptional teacher she is. 

She has been recognized as her com-
plex area’s Teacher of the Year, as Ha-
waii State teacher fellow, and as a Pul-
itzer Center teacher fellow. Just last 
month, she was recognized by the Ha-
waii State Teachers Association for her 
work to engage with and uplift the 
work of the voices of her students in 
her rural community. 

Chayanee has said that her philos-
ophy as an educator is simple: 

Empower students to connect with their 
community and their own potential through 
storytelling. 

Chayanee has created a welcoming 
space for her students to express them-
selves and share their stories through 
creative avenues like journalism and 
documentary storytelling, where they 
highlight topics such as family separa-
tion and mental health. You know that 
these are areas that the students not 
only care about but have experienced 
in their own lives. 

In addition to supporting her own 
students, Chayanee helps train other 
teachers to use storytelling as a tool to 
engage students in their own class-
rooms. 

She is just one of the many teachers 
in our country who go above and be-
yond for their students and their com-
munities. Teachers like Chayanee do 
more than educate students. They are 
role models and mentors, providing a 

safe, nurturing space for our children 
to learn and to grow. That is why it is 
so important that we support teachers 
and the vital—often underappreciated 
work—that they do. 

We all remember during the COVID 
times that suddenly all our kids were 
at home. Believe me, there were a lot 
of people appreciating teachers par-
ticularly during that time. But it 
shouldn’t just be at a time such as 
COVID. It should be all the time that 
we appreciate the exceptional work and 
commitment that so many of our 
teachers have to our students’ edu-
cation. 

But Trump and his administration 
are hell-bent on doing everything they 
can to eliminate the U.S. Department 
of Education and undermine public 
education in our country. He and his 
Republican buddies want to take away 
Federal support for local schools, hun-
dreds of millions of dollars—in fact, 
billions of dollars—money that pro-
vides services for students and parents, 
supports students with disabilities, and 
helps keep our children fed. 

Trump is also threatening to cut 
funding from schools that won’t com-
ply with his draconian Executive or-
ders—his obsession to stamp out diver-
sity, equity, and inclusion in our public 
schools; Executive orders that direct 
our schools to stop teaching entire 
chapters of our Nation’s history like 
the Civil War, African-American his-
tory, and the history of immigrants in 
our country. 

That is just a part of the obsession 
that this administration has to stamp 
out diversity, equity, and inclusion in 
every arena. 

We heard from teachers, parents, and 
students in Hawaii and across the 
country about the consequences of 
Trump’s actions—the firing of people, 
what they are trying to get our schools 
to not teach—and they have told us in 
two words: ‘‘It’s chaos.’’ Much like ev-
erything else Trump touches and does, 
chaos follows. 

Just this week, Homeland Security 
agents terrorized a group of teachers 
from the Philippines living and work-
ing on Maui. They were invited to 
come to Maui to teach in our schools 
for a period of time. And despite these 
teachers being here legally in our coun-
try, the teachers were detained by 
Homeland Security and targeted before 
being allowed to go about their busi-
ness. That is called terrorizing people, 
plain and simple. So instead of sup-
porting teachers, Trump is making it 
even harder for them to do their jobs, 
and our children will be the ones stuck 
paying the price. 

A strong education system is funda-
mental to building a strong democracy, 
a strong economy, and a strong middle 
class. At the heart of our education 
system is, of course, our educators. 
That is why I and my Democratic col-
leagues are committed to supporting 
our educators, strengthening our 
schools, and ensuring every child— 
every child—has the opportunity to 
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learn and grow regardless of where 
they come from, their income, their 
disability—whatever their background. 
Every child should have that oppor-
tunity to grow and, you know, really 
seek their dreams. 

Teachers can make a lasting impres-
sion in the lives of their students. In 
fact, I just had lunch with some of my 
interns in my office, and one of them 
said that she will never forget the en-
couragement from one of her college 
professors when she expressed some 
doubts about her success at her school, 
which happened to be Berkeley. This 
teacher said: You have a lot of years 
ahead of you. You know, believe in 
yourself. You can take risks, but go 
forward. She had a lot of years ahead of 
her to determine what she wanted to 
do with her life. So this intern in my 
office found this to be very encour-
aging. 

That is what I mean about teachers 
having a profound impact on the life 
choices that their students make and 
how they think about themselves in 
this world. So I extend my gratitude to 
every teacher in Hawaii and across the 
country who continues to provide the 
kind of teaching experience that en-
ables our students to have faith in 
themselves, to learn, and to understand 
that, you know, life has a lot in store 
for them. 

I hope that a lot of these students 
will become teachers themselves, will 
become educators, and will be the 
kinds of teachers who will provide the 
kind of support that every student 
needs and deserves. 

So ‘‘mahalo’’ to all of our educators 
across our country for all that you do 
both in and out of your classrooms and 
for the commitment that you have to 
our Nation’s children, our families, and 
our communities. 

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

ator from Connecticut. 
f 

GUN VIOLENCE 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I want 
to come to the floor today to talk 
about a success story but, potentially, 
a success story interrupted. 

Back in 2022, we all were shocked to 
watch news playing out during an 
afternoon that we were here, working 
in the Senate, of another mass shoot-
ing—this one of just unthinkable size 
and scope—in Uvalde, TX. I was actu-
ally sitting in the Presiding Officer’s 
chair when I saw word of the shooting 
scroll across my smartphone screen. 

Gratefully, in the wake of that shoot-
ing, a group of us—Republicans and 
Democrats—were able to come to-
gether and set aside the differences 
that we had and still have on the issue 
of gun violence in this country. We de-
cided not to argue about an assault 
weapons ban, for instance. Instead, we 
decided to work on finding the least 
common denominator, as we called it, 
and tried to find a set of commonsense 
changes to our gun laws and common-

sense investments in our communities 
that would, hopefully, together, try to 
put a downward pressure on what, up 
until then, had been annual spiking 
rates of homicides and mass shootings. 

It is just true that, in this country, 
you are 10 times more likely to be shot 
in your school, in your neighborhood, 
at a movie theater than you are in any 
other high-income, developed nation. 
That is a choice. That is not bad luck. 
That is not happenstance. That is be-
cause, in America, we decide to have a 
ton of weapons in the hands of very 
dangerous people. We also don’t spend 
enough time trying to unwind some of 
the reasons young people, in par-
ticular, get into lives of really risky 
and potentially violent behavior. 

So we came together in 2022, and we 
passed the Bipartisan Safer Commu-
nities Act. It was a big bipartisan vote. 
It wasn’t close. The final tally was 65 
to 33, with nearly two-thirds of the 
Senate voting in favor of this common-
sense gun safety measure. It wasn’t 
anything close to what I see as being 
necessary in order to tackle this epi-
demic in this country, but it was sig-
nificant. It was five changes in gun 
laws: supporting State red flag laws; 
stopping domestic abusers from getting 
their hands on guns; putting in a short 
but meaningful waiting period when 
young people are hastily buying an as-
sault weapon; making it easier for law 
enforcement to go after drug traf-
ficking rings. It was five meaningful 
changes, but it was also a big invest-
ment, a big investment in the kind of 
services that can help interrupt vio-
lence. 

A lot of my Republican friends said: 
You know, we don’t believe it is the 
guns. We think it is mental illness. 

Well, I don’t agree, but this is how 
you put together a compromise. So we 
passed the Bipartisan Safer Commu-
nities Act, which included a landmark 
$14 billion investment, most of it in 
mental health, most of it directed to-
ward kids’ school-based mental health, 
but there were also significant invest-
ments in school safety—just hardening 
schools to make it harder for a shooter 
to get inside and community anti-gun 
violence initiatives, which is the work 
that local community groups are doing 
in North Carolina and Connecticut and 
all across the country to just try to 
wrap services around people who might 
be at risk of gun violence or to stop 
that cycle of violence once the first 
shooting happens. 

So we passed this legislation, and we 
crossed our fingers. We said: Let’s hope 
that we are right and that these 
changes in gun laws and these invest-
ments we are making in our commu-
nities will make a difference. 

Well, what happened after we passed 
that law was absolutely stunning: the 
biggest 2-year decline in gun violence 
in the history of recorded statistics in 
the United States of America. That is 
extraordinary. That is extraordinary. I 
am not going to sit here and claim that 
the entire reason was the Bipartisan 

Safer Communities Act, but it was a 
big part of the reason because we did 
make it harder for bad people to get 
their hands on guns. We did deliver the 
kinds of services that are necessary. 
You are seeing this downward trajec-
tory, but let me just put the numbers 
on it. 

In 2023, there were 659 mass shootings 
in America. In 2024, there were 500. 
That is a 24-percent, 1-year decline in 
mass shootings. That means that there 
were 160 mass shootings that didn’t 
happen and 160 communities that were 
not terrorized in 2024. And this bill had 
a lot to do with it. Overall gun deaths 
went down from 2023 to 2024 from 19,000 
to 16,700. That was a 12-percent reduc-
tion. We have never in this country’s 
history seen 1-year declines in gun 
homicides in the neighborhood of 12 
percent. Certain cities saw astronom-
ical declines. In Hartford, we saw a 39- 
percent drop in homicides from 2023 to 
2024. This year—this year, 2025—Hart-
ford is on track to have the lowest re-
corded instances of gun violence—those 
are homicides and nonfatal shootings— 
since 2006. New Haven saw a 39-percent 
drop in homicides. As I think I said, 
overall, in Connecticut, we had 167 
homicides in 2023. In 2024, we had 63. It 
is wild. 

This happened in Baltimore, and this 
happened in Chicago. In most of the 
major cities in this country and in 
rural areas as well, we saw this dra-
matic, dramatic decline. So it is just 
something to celebrate because it is 
not easy to get that kind of consensus. 
It is not easy to get that kind of con-
sensus, and we should celebrate the 
fact that there are literally thousands 
of people—largely young men—who are 
alive today because of the bill that we 
passed. 

But this progress is in threat of being 
interrupted, and the reason is that the 
Trump administration has reversed 
course. I want to talk specifically 
about how they are undoing the 
progress of this bill, but their attempt 
to try to reverse the broader progress 
that we have made on reducing gun vi-
olence is pretty comprehensive. Let me 
just give you a handful of the ways in 
which the Trump administration is 
trying to make our communities less 
safe. 

First, they closed the Office of Gun 
Violence Prevention. This was some-
thing the Biden administration set up 
to try to better implement the Bipar-
tisan Safer Communities Act. This 
wasn’t a terribly political office. It was 
just trying to coordinate all the work 
being done across Agencies to reduce 
violence in our communities. Trump 
would have taken this office in a dif-
ferent direction, but he didn’t. He just 
shuttered it. There is no Office of Gun 
Violence Prevention anymore in the 
Federal Government. 

On March 20, the administration an-
nounced that they are going to start a 
process of restoring firearms rights to 
individuals who have had them taken 
away because they had serious crimi-
nal records. This is likely illegal. 
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There is an appropriations bill rider 
that says the ATF can’t do this, but 
the message was sent: We actually 
think that dangerous people should be 
able to get their gun rights back. 

That same day, Trump’s Department 
of Justice filed a motion in Federal 
court, trying to overturn a decision to 
say that silencers are not protected by 
the Second Amendment, trying to say 
that no State legislature could ban or 
regulate the use of silencers, and si-
lencers are broadly used by killers, by 
criminals who are trying to hide the 
fact that they are engaged in criminal, 
lethal conduct. 

On April 7, the DOJ announced that 
it was repealing a policy from the 
Biden administration that said simply 
this: If you are a gun dealer and you 
are engaged in illegal conduct, we are 
going to pull your license, and we are 
not going to give you two or three or 
four shots. We are going to have a zero 
tolerance policy for gun dealers who 
are selling guns on to the black mar-
ket. That is a policy most Americans 
would see as common sense, but the 
DOJ announced that it was going to let 
off the hook gun dealers who are vio-
lating the laws. 

Now, throughout the last 100 days, 
the Trump administration has been 
sending all sorts of signals that they 
are deprioritizing the work of the ATF. 
Most recently, on April 9, they an-
nounced that the Army Secretary 
would now be the acting head of ATF. 
This was basically telling ATF agents: 
We don’t care about your work. We are 
not going to have a full-time ATF 
head. We are putting somebody with a 
big, other important job in charge of 
the ATF. You are not going to have 
any real supervision or direction. 

It was just a signal of the 
deprioritization of the enforcement of 
our gun laws that caused, the next day, 
the second highest ranking official at 
the ATF, who had served admirably for 
35 years, to resign in protest. 

Then, maybe most unconscionably 
and most cruelly, just a few days ago, 
the ATF took down the memorial wall 
dedicated to victims of gun violence. I 
mean, there were names up there, trib-
utes to moms and dads, brothers and 
sisters who had been killed in episodes 
of gun violence. That was really impor-
tant to hundreds of families out there 
who knew that their loved ones’ names 
were part of that wall. Now the wall 
comes down. For what? Just to send 
another signal that the administration 
doesn’t care about attacking gun vio-
lence. 

But I really wanted to come to the 
floor today to talk about the two most 
important assaults that the Trump ad-
ministration has made on our work to 
try to keep our communities safe. 
Those are the twin announcements 
that the administration made that 
they were going to end two of the key 
streams of funding for community 
groups in the Bipartisan Safer Commu-
nities Act. 

First, the administration announced 
it was ending $1 billion in grants under 

the Bipartisan Safer Communities Act 
to invest in school mental health and 
then that they were ending $800 million 
of DOJ grants to try to drive down vio-
lence through supporting community 
efforts to do that work. 

This makes no sense. I understand we 
have a difference. The President and I 
have a difference on what our gun laws 
should be. But there is consensus—I 
thought there was consensus—that we 
should support investment in mental 
health. I thought there was a consensus 
that we all believed that there were 
good community groups that were 
doing totally apolitical work, not re-
lated at all to gun laws, to try to inter-
rupt cycles of violence. 

The reason that these numbers have 
been going down is not just the 
changes in gun laws. The reason that 
our communities are safer all across 
the country is that we are finally put-
ting real money into school-based men-
tal health, into children’s mental 
health, and into the groups in our com-
munities that are keeping kids alive. 

In Oakland, they have seen a stun-
ning 32-percent drop in homicides, and 
it is a result of groups like Youth 
Alive!. This is a nonprofit that is work-
ing to prevent and disrupt the cycle of 
gun violence. So you go into a commu-
nity, you go into a place where a shoot-
ing has happened, and you do work 
with the victim of that incident to 
make sure that it doesn’t become a 
cycle of violence. 

These are often called hospital-based 
violence intervention programs. When 
there is a shooting, you have a social 
worker or a community anti-gun vio-
lence worker that goes to the hospital. 
That is often when the communities 
are the most angry, the friends of that 
victim may be planning for revenge, 
and you do the work to stop that cycle 
of violence. 

It was working in Oakland. Youth 
Alive! was preventing gun violence. 
Last year, of the 113 clients they 
served, only 1 of them was injured a 
second time. Yet, in the middle of a 3- 
year $2 million grant that Youth Alive! 
was getting, it was suspended, termi-
nated. They are going to have to lay off 
their staff. That program is being shut 
down in Oakland. And I will just tell 
you, I would bet you homicides are 
going to start going back up in Oak-
land. 

Baltimore has seen a similar massive 
decline in gun violence, a 43-percent re-
duction since 2010—what a success 
story in Baltimore, one of the most 
violent communities in terms of rates 
of gun violence in the country, a 43- 
percent decline. 

Center for Hope is a group in Balti-
more that provides prevention and 
healing services for children who have 
been the witnesses or victims of gun vi-
olence. They were getting, again, a $2 
million grant to work with the victims 
of gun violence to try to heal those 
communities and, again, stop that 
cycle of retributive violence that often 
happens in places like Baltimore. 

Donald Trump cut their grant. So in 
the middle of the grant, they are losing 
$1.2 million, and they are going to have 
to lay off 7 employees. 

Center for Hope runs 6 of the city’s 10 
Safe Streets sites. These operate in the 
pockets of Baltimore where you see the 
most shootings. Because of these Cen-
ter for Hope sites—these Safe Streets 
sites—between 2023 and 2024, four of the 
sites run by the Center for Hope saw 
zero homicides. Now they are having to 
lay off people. Guess what is going to 
happen. Those shootings are going to 
go up again. 

We had to work really hard to find 
this consensus on a very difficult issue. 
It is illegal, what the President has 
done. He is not allowed, under the Con-
stitution, to decide unilaterally to can-
cel spending that has been authorized 
and appropriated by Congress. So 
maybe the first and most important 
thing to say about what the President 
has done to cancel mental health 
grants and anti-violence grants is that 
it is illegal. He can’t do it, and it is 
likely that a court will turn these 
grants back on. 

But it is also such bad policy. It is 
cruel and inhumane, but it is also il-
logical. We literally are seeing the 
fruits of the labor of these groups, and 
not just in saving a life or two. You are 
talking about a 30- and 40-percent re-
duction in violence in these cities. And 
what will happen is unmistakable. You 
stop funding these groups that are 
doing the mental health work in the 
schools, that are doing the anti-gun vi-
olence work, and these rates will start 
to go back up again. 

That is illogical, but it is cruel as 
well because what the President is 
doing, for instance, in cutting off the 
school mental health grants is that he 
is cutting off existing grants. It is not 
that he is announcing: I am not giving 
any new grants. 

There are schools all across this 
country that have set up new mental 
health clinics because of the grants 
they got. They were 5-year grants, and 
1 or 2 or 3 years into those grants, Don-
ald Trump is shutting those programs 
down. So there are literally going to be 
thousands of children—traumatized 
children, children with serious mental 
illness, with cycles and histories of 
abuse in their households—who have 
created this relationship with an 
adult—this adult who is helping them 
address their potential tendency to act 
out in violent ways due to their mental 
illness, their trauma. And one day, 
these kids are going to show up at 
school, and that adult is going to be 
gone. That trusted adult that had cre-
ated that bond, that relationship that 
is helping that child, that is keeping 
that school safe—that relationship, 
that bond is destroyed because in cut-
ting these grants off with no warning, 
there is no way, in the middle of a 
school year, for a school mental health 
clinic to find the money under the mat-
tress. 

It is illogical. It is going to drive up 
gun violence rates. And it is cruel to 
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our poorest and most at-risk commu-
nities and to the kids—and to the 
kids—the traumatized kids, the kids 
with serious mental illness, the kids 
that we should think first about when 
we wake up in the morning. 

I guess the final thing to say is this: 
We are putting ourselves out of busi-
ness. We are putting ourselves out of 
business. What is the point of passing a 
law by a 65-to-33 vote if the President 
of the United States can just ignore it? 
As I said, that is illegal, and the courts 
will likely tell him: You can’t shut off 
the funding that we appropriated and 
authorized. 

This should matter to Republicans 
and Democrats. Every single one of my 
Republican colleagues worked really 
hard to get this job, worked really hard 
to become a U.S. Senator. Those of us 
who worked on these bipartisan pieces 
of legislation worked really hard to 
pass them. What is the point of run-
ning for the U.S. Senate, what is the 
point of working to forge this com-
promise if the President can just ig-
nore it? 

By the way, if Donald Trump gets 
away with it, mark my words, a Demo-
cratic President will do the same 
thing. If this becomes standard prac-
tice, if our laws just become advisory, 
then there is no reason for any of us to 
show up any longer. Why do you work 
so hard, why do you care so much 
about getting to this place if you don’t 
care when the President just ignores 
the laws that we pass? 

It is very hard to find consensus here, 
especially on an issue as important and 
as politically sensitive as gun violence. 
So when we do find that consensus, on 
behalf of the kids and the families out 
there who are begging us to work to-
gether to save lives, we should protect 
that consensus. 

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

ator from Massachusetts. 
f 

GENIUS ACT 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to talk about the vote we just 
had on the motion to proceed on the 
GENIUS Act. 

Despite promises that the GENIUS 
Act’s fundamental flaws would be fixed 
ahead of any vote, we still don’t have 
the new bill text. 

Now, many of my colleagues have 
made clear that they want to improve 
this bill and that it is important for 
Republicans not to jam us. Well, the 
Republicans decided to jam us anyway. 
But the Democrats have power to say 
no, and that is exactly what we just 
did. 

The GENIUS Act would establish a 
new regulatory framework for 
stablecoins, a type of cryptocurrency 
whose value is pegged to the value of 
another asset, often, the U.S. dollar. 
This is a $100 billion market. 

A stablecoin is very similar to a bank 
deposit. Its value, like the value of 
your deposits in a bank account, is sup-

posed to maintain a stable value. That 
is why they call it a stablecoin. 

But as we have learned throughout 
history, banking can be a really risky 
activity. It requires a robust regu-
latory and supervisory framework that 
protects consumers, that protects our 
national security, and that protects 
the stability of the financial system. 

Democrats in the Banking Com-
mittee worked hard to improve the GE-
NIUS Act before, during, and after we 
had a vote in committee on the bill. We 
want to strengthen the guardrails on 
this new financial product to make 
sure that it is safe and reliable. 

Democrats—even Democrats who 
voted for the bill in committee—made 
it clear: The bill needs to improve sig-
nificantly to win their support on the 
floor. But this new bill that was intro-
duced last week and rushed to the floor 
this week, and that we voted on just 
today, lacked those guardrails. 

So far, Republicans have refused to 
adopt changes that would apply basic 
consumer protection rules, like the 
ones the banks and other financial in-
stitutions have to follow so that their 
customers don’t get cheated; have re-
fused to adopt changes that would 
make it more difficult for cartels, ter-
rorists, sanctions evaders, and human 
traffickers to use stablecoins to fi-
nance illegal activity; have refused to 
adopt changes that ensure that 
stablecoins do not destabilize our fi-
nancial system and require taxpayers 
to bail out crypto companies when 
they crash; have refused to adopt 
changes that would prevent Big Tech 
billionaires from using this bill to 
issue their own private currencies; 
have refused to adopt changes that 
would stop Donald Trump and his fam-
ily from corruptly profiting off their 
new stablecoin, USD1, which is already 
the fifth largest stablecoin in the world 
and has already been used to cut them 
in on shady, multibillion-dollar deals 
with foreign governments. 

So what happened when the Demo-
crats saw the new version of the bill 
last week? We stood together, we held 
firm, and we made clear that we were 
not giving them enough votes to get to 
60 and move the bill forward. That 
brought Republicans back to the nego-
tiation table over the last several days. 

The lead negotiators made clear: Re-
publicans need our votes. We will not 
be rushed. We will not be jammed. We 
will not vote on something that we 
haven’t even seen. This issue is simply 
too important. 

And that brings us to today. We were 
asked by the Republicans to take this 
vote without ever seeing the text of the 
new bill. There is no way for any Sen-
ator to know whether the final bill suf-
ficiently protects consumers, no way to 
know whether the final bill prevents 
terrorists in rogue nations and cartels 
from using stablecoins to move dirty 
money around, no way to know wheth-
er the final bill stops Big Tech billion-
aires from taking over our money sup-
ply, and no way to know whether the 

final bill stops President Trump from 
making billions off his stablecoin and 
accepting bribes from foreign nations. 

These purported fixes were nego-
tiated behind closed doors, in the dead 
of night, and we don’t even know for 
sure what they are. We need time to 
evaluate them carefully. This is what 
it looks like when Republicans try to 
jam the Democrats. 

But the opportunity for bribery and 
corruption through a Trump stablecoin 
is not hypothetical. It is not like, well, 
here is something that might happen. 
Trump has already shown us right out 
in public exactly how to run the cor-
ruption play. 

It was reported last week that an 
Abu Dhabi investment firm, MGX, is 
using Trump’s USD1’s stablecoin to fi-
nance a $2 billion investment in 
Binance, essentially giving Trump a 
cut of the deal. The firm is chaired by 
someone who is referred to in the in-
dustry as the ‘‘spy sheikh’’ of the 
United Arab Emirates and co-owned by 
G42, a firm with extensive ties to the 
Chinese Government. 

I do not think that some of my col-
leagues fully comprehend the scale of 
this corruption. Donald Trump and his 
family have essentially started their 
own bank, and money from foreign gov-
ernments and large corporations is al-
ready pouring in. This is not one of 
Trump’s standard failed side hustles, 
like steaks or vodka or his licensing 
deals. His stablecoin, USD1, is the fifth 
largest in the world, and it is only 3 
weeks old. He is set to make hundreds 
of millions of dollars, potentially bil-
lions of dollars, on this undertaking. 

If you are seeking pardons, if you 
want tariff exemptions, if you want 
other special favors, you don’t need a 
briefcase of cash pushed under the 
table; you can do it conveniently on-
line with Donald Trump’s stablecoin. 
How can any Senator—Democrat, Re-
publican, or Independent—endorse that 
kind of corruption? How can any Sen-
ator—Democrat, Republican, or Inde-
pendent—facilitate that kind of corrup-
tion? 

Over the past few months, we as 
Democrats have too often forgotten we 
still have some power, and this is our 
opportunity to use it. We did not vote 
for this bill today. We stood firm, and 
we demanded improvements. 

I have heard from some of my col-
leagues that this bill will happen with 
or without us, and that is simply not 
true. We proved it today. I urge Demo-
crats to continue to use their power 
and make sure that we don’t sign off on 
a weak deal, on a bad deal, on a deal 
that, months from now or years from 
now, we say: Oh, that turned out to be 
a bad idea. 

We can only vote for the GENIUS Act 
when we have a bill that protects con-
sumers, that promotes financial sta-
bility, that protects our national de-
fense, and that fights back against 
Donald Trump’s aggressive and public 
corruption. We need to stand strong as 
Democrats, and if we do, we can get a 
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better bill and better serve the people 
of the United States of America. 

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

ator from Arkansas. 
f 

MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—H.R. 276 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I un-
derstand there is a bill at the desk, and 
I ask for its first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
first time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 276) to rename the Gulf of Mex-

ico as the ‘‘Gulf of America’’. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. I now ask for a sec-
ond reading, and in order to place the 
bill on the calendar under the provi-
sions of rule XIV, I object to my own 
request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. The bill will receive its 
second reading on the next legislative 
day. 

f 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. 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. 209 and 
S. Res. 210. 

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

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolutions 
en bloc. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the resolutions be agreed to, 
the preambles be agreed to, and that 
the motions to reconsider be consid-
ered 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 

WORLD MIGRATORY BIRD DAY 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 
211, submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 211) designating May 

10, 2025, as ‘‘World Migratory Bird Day’’. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the resolution be agreed to, 
the preamble be agreed to, and that the 
motions to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table with no 
intervening action or debate. 

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

The resolution (S. Res. 211) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
(The resolution, with its preamble, is 

printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I was 
necessarily absent, but I had been 
present, I would have voted on rollcall 
vote No. 238 on passage of Calendar No. 
24, S.J. Res. 7, disapproving the rule 
submitted by the Federal Communica-
tions Commission relating to ‘‘Address-
ing the Homework Gap Through the E- 
Rate Program’’. 

f 

REMEMBERING STEVEN HOECKER 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to recognize the life and legacy 
of Steven W. Hoecker, who served as 
the director of the David R. Obey 
Northern Great Lakes Visitor Center 
in Ashland, WI, for many years. 

Steve was a passionate public servant 
who made a difference in the lives of 
those who were lucky enough to know 
him. Born in 1949 in Parma, OH, Steve 
was a natural adventurer, seeking 
every opportunity to share the wonder 
of the outdoors with his loved ones. He 
spent many days with his best friends 
and siblings, fishing and enjoying our 
Nation’s natural resources. 

His love for the outdoors continued 
to strengthen as time went on. Steve 
was no stranger to rehabilitating birds 
of prey and raising stranded baby ani-
mals. He studied wildlife biology at 
Virginia Tech, where he met his be-
loved wife and adventure partner Eliza-
beth. 

Steve was also a dedicated father. He 
and Elizabeth helped raise 38 children, 
including their daughter Jenna and 37 
foster children. He enjoyed sharing his 
love of the outdoors, leaving a lasting 
impression on each child. In his free 
time, Steve volunteered in the class-
rooms of his wife and daughter and 
with events like Kid’s Fishing Day and 
Fishing Has No Boundaries. He was a 
proud uncle and grandfather as well. 

Steve was instrumental in the estab-
lishment of the Northern Great Lakes 
Visitor Center. Before officially becom-
ing the center director in 1998, he spent 
6 years planning for the site while he 
worked for the U.S. Forest Service. He 
then served as the center director for 
12 years until he retired in 2010. He un-
derstood the intense beauty of the re-
gion of Wisconsin he called home and 
dedicated his life to educating others 
on its importance. 

Steve found many more ways to give 
back to his community, including vol-
unteering his time with the Alliance 
for Sustainability, Habitat for Human-
ity, and many community activities, 
including Bayfield’s Apple Festival and 
Lake Superior Big Top Chautauqua. He 

was tireless in his service to others, a 
true testament to his passion for help-
ing others. 

Through his life’s work, Steve 
Hoecker made an immeasurable impact 
on the State of Wisconsin. He cared 
deeply about the Great Lakes, the 
Northern Great Lakes Visitors Center, 
his family, and his community. His 
passing is a great loss to all who knew 
him and worked alongside him, but his 
legacy and the life he lived will be felt 
for generations to come. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO COLONEL KRISTIN A. 
BEITZ 

Ms. ROSEN. Mr. President, today I 
rise to honor a great American and an 
exceptional member of the U.S. Air 
Force, Col. Kristin ‘‘Norris’’ Beitz. 

As deputy chief of the Department of 
the Air Force’s Senate Liaison Division 
from June 2022 to July 2023, Colonel 
Beitz performed her duties well and 
without reservation, supporting the 
117th and 118th U.S. Congresses. Hail-
ing from Reno, NV, Colonel Beitz is a 
distinguished graduate of the U.S. Air 
Force Academy and has served in the 
Air Force for over 20 years, including 
12 in our shared home State of Nevada. 
Throughout her career, she has dem-
onstrated exceptional and unrivaled 
officership. Colonel Beitz is a command 
pilot with over 3,000 hours of flight 
time in the A–10, MQ–1B, and MQ–9 air-
craft. She is a graduate of the pres-
tigious U.S. Air Force Weapons School 
at Nellis Air Force Base, NV, where she 
also served as an instructor. 

Colonel Beitz distinguished herself 
through her professional character and 
dedication to serving our Nation in 
uniform, leading five action officers in 
the Senate Air Force Liaison Office. In 
this role, she advised Department of 
the Air Force senior leaders and helped 
develop strategic engagement opportu-
nities to advance U.S. Air Force and 
U.S. Space Force priorities. Her leader-
ship facilitated seamless collaboration 
on behalf of the Department of the Air 
Force across 62 congressional offices, 
supporting over 30 delegations for 150 
Senators, Representatives, and staffers 
to showcase Department equities in the 
United States and abroad. Most nota-
bly, under her leadership, she drove 
preconfirmation engagements for the 
second-ever Chief of Space Operations 
and worked with the Senate Space 
Force Caucus to coordinate three 
events critical to educating Members 
and their staff on the Department of 
Defense’s newest service. Her efforts 
helped solidify the establishment of 
the U.S. Space Force and ensured the 
Department of the Air Force’s support 
of the National Defense Strategy in its 
Reoptimization for Great Power Com-
petition. 

Additionally, Colonel Beitz co-au-
thored the Department of the Air 
Force’s Distinguished Public Service 
Award for the then-retiring ranking 
member of the Senate Armed Services 
Committee, the late-Senator Jim 
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Inhofe, and served as a direct liaison 
for the joint military presentation 
ceremony as the Secretary of the Air 
Force honored Senator Inhofe’s 56 
years of public service. She led the con-
gressional delegation to the Air Force’s 
B–21 bomber unveiling and the bi-
cameral 2022 Reagan National Defense 
Forum. Colonel Beitz’s significant ef-
forts led to over 200 successful engage-
ments between this governing body and 
senior Department of Defense officials, 
including the Secretary of the Air 
Force. All of these engagements helped 
Senators and their staffs understand 
defense equities and their impact on 
national security. 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 fix-
ture on Capitol Hill, Colonel Beitz 
moved on to serve as the director of 
the U.S. Air Force Academy’s Wash-
ington, DC, office. 

Colonel Beitz’s contributions extend 
far beyond operational excellence. She 
played a pivotal role in working with 
my office on the unique challenges 
faced by remotely piloted aircraft 
crews, such as those at Nevada’s 
Creech Air Force Base, where Colonel 
Beitz served for many years. Her in-
sight and advocacy helped shape my 
National Defense Authorization Act 
priorities to address these gaps and 
oversights. Colonel Beitz’s dedication 
to supporting those in uniform, even 
beyond her formal liaison duties, has 
been invaluable. She has continued to 
serve as a resource to my office on 
these and other issues. 

I would be remiss not to mention the 
personal connections Colonel Beitz has 
fostered during her time here. I have 
personally enjoyed meeting her parents 
and children at our constituent cof-
fees—the Battle Born Breakfast—and 
her son outside of the Senate Chamber 
as he interviewed me for his elemen-
tary school project. Colonel Beitz’s 
thoughtfulness and capacity to connect 
with others on a personal level while 
performing her duties at the highest 
echelon of professionalism is a true 
testament to her work ethic and care 
for those around her. 

Colonel Beitz and her husband, Col. 
Andy Beitz, who is also a command 
pilot and recently retired from the U.S. 
Air Force, have together flown over 
6,000 hours as Air Force aviators and 
have instilled a legacy of service for 
their children Ezekiel and Eloise. They 
have sacrificed much as a family in 
service to our Nation. I am thankful 
for Col. Kristin Beitz’s service in the 
Air Force, in the Senate, and with my 
office on issues of vital importance to 
the defense of the United States. I sa-
lute this American patriot whose self-
less service has kept our country safe 
and strong. She is ‘‘Battle Born.’’ 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 
A message from the President of the 

United States was communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Hanley, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

PRESIDENTIAL MESSAGE 

REPORT ON THE CONTINUATION 
OF THE NATIONAL EMERGENCY 
THAT WAS ORIGINALLY DE-
CLARED IN EXECUTIVE ORDER 
13611 OF MAY 16, 2012, WITH RE-
SPECT TO YEMEN—PM 26 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-

fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90 
days prior to the anniversary date of 
its declaration, the President publishes 
in the Federal Register and transmits to 
the Congress a notice stating that the 
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with this provision, I have sent to 
the Federal Register for publication the 
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency declared with respect 
to Yemen in Executive Order 13611 of 
May 16, 2012, is to continue in effect be-
yond May 16, 2025. 

The actions and policies of Ansar 
Allah, also known as the Houthis, con-
tinue to threaten Yemen’s peace, secu-
rity, and stability. These actions in-
clude obstructing the political process 
in Yemen and blocking the implemen-
tation of the agreement of November 
23, 2011, between the Government of 
Yemen and those in opposition to it, 
which provided for a peaceful transi-
tion of power that meets the legitimate 
demands and aspirations of the Yemeni 
people. 

Therefore, I have determined that it 
is necessary to continue the national 
emergency declared in Executive Order 
13611 with respect to Yemen. 

DONALD J. TRUMP.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 7, 2025. 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 

At 10:03 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled joint resolution: 

H.J. Res. 61. Joint resolution providing for 
congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of 
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Environmental Protection 
Agency relating to ‘‘National Emission 
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: 
Rubber Tire Manufacturing’’. 

The enrolled joint resolution was 
subsequently signed by the President 
pro tempore (Mr. GRASSLEY) 

At 11:35 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 276. An act to rename the Gulf of Mex-
ico as the ‘‘Gulf of America’’. 

H.R. 881. An act to establish Department of 
Homeland Security funding restrictions on 
institutions of higher education that have a 
relationship with Confucius Institutes, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 1503. An act to combat forced organ 
harvesting and trafficking in persons for pur-
poses of the removal of organs, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House has agreed to the following con-
current resolution, without amend-
ment: 

S. Con. Res. 12. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of Emancipation Hall in 
the Capitol Visitor Center for a ceremony to 
present the Congressional Gold Medal, col-
lectively, to the United States Army Rang-
ers Veterans of World War II. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 
The following bills were read the first 

and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 881. An act to establish Department of 
Homeland Security funding restrictions on 
institutions of higher education that have a 
relationship with Confucius Institutes, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

H.R. 1503. An act to combat forced organ 
harvesting and trafficking in persons for pur-
poses of the removal of organs, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

S. 1668. A bill to amend chapter 131 of title 
5, United States Code, to prohibit the Presi-
dent, Vice President, Members of Congress, 
and individuals appointed to Senate-con-
firmed positions from issuing, sponsoring, or 
endorsing certain financial instruments, and 
for other purposes. 

f 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 
The following bill was read the first 

time: 
H.R. 276. An act to rename the Gulf of Mex-

ico as the ‘‘Gulf of America’’ . 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
The following reports of committees 

were submitted: 
By Ms. MURKOWSKI, from the Committee 

on Indian Affairs, without amendment: 
S. 612. A bill to amend the Native Amer-

ican Tourism and Improving Visitor Experi-
ence Act to authorize grants to Indian 
tribes, tribal organizations, and Native Ha-
waiian organizations, and for other purposes 
(Rept. No. 119–20). 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEES 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 
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By Mr. RISCH for the Committee on For-

eign Relations. 
*Charles Kushner, of New York, to be Am-

bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary 
of the United States of America to the 
French Republic, and to serve concurrently 
and without additional compensation as Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary 
of the United States of America to the Prin-
cipality of Monaco. 

Nominee: Charles Kushner. 
Post: French Republic and Principality of 

Monaco. 
(As instructed, I have provided contribu-

tions by my spouse and me. To the best of 
my knowledge, the information contained in 
this report is complete and accurate.) 

Contributions, Amount, Date, and Donee: 
Charles Kushner, $50,000.00, 10/17/2024, RJC 

Victory Fund; $41,300.00; 08/19/2024, NRCC; 
$3,300.00, 08/19/2024, Mike Johnson for Lou-
isiana; $1,700.00, 08/19/2024, American Revival 
PAC; $3,300.00, 08/19/2024, American Revival 
PAC; $50,000.00, 08/19/2024, Grow the Majority; 
$400.00, 08/19/2024, Congressional Leadership 
Fund; $10,000.00, 06/28/2024, South Dakota Re-
publican Party; $10,000.00, 06/27/2024, Repub-
lican Party of Kentucky; $10,000.00, 06/27/2024, 
Republican Campaign Committee of New 
Mexico; $155,400.00, 06/05/2024, Make America 
Great Again Inc.; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, South 
Carolina Republican Party; $10,000.00, 06/03/ 
2024, Republican Party of Florida; $3,300.00, 
06/03/2024, Never Surrender, Inc.; $3,300.00, 06/ 
03/2024, Never Surrender, Inc.; $10,000.00, 06/03/ 
2024, Republican Party of Wisconsin; 
$10,000.00, 06/03/2024, West Virginia Repub-
lican Party. Inc.; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Utah 
Republican Party; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Re-
publican Party of Arizona, LLC; $5,000.00, 06/ 
03/2024, Save America; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, 
Alaska Republican Party; $10,000.00, 06/03/ 
2024, Ohio Republican Party State Central & 
Executive Committee; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, 
Montana Republican State Central Com-
mittee; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Georgia Repub-
lican Party Inc.; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Repub-
lican Party Of Virginia Inc.; $844,600.00, 06/03/ 
2024, Trump 47 Committee, Inc.; $10,000.00, 06/ 
03/2024, Washington State Republican Party; 
$10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Nevada Republican Cen-
tral Committee; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, NY Re-
publican Federal Campaign Committee; 
$10,000.00, 06/03/2024, California Republican 
Party Federal Acct.; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Re-
publican Federal Committee of Pennsyl-
vania; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, North Carolina 
Republican Party; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, New 
Jersey Republican State Committee; 
$10,000.00, 06/03/2024, New Hampshire Repub-
lican State Committee; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, 
Indiana Republican State Committee. Inc.; 
$10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Tennessee Republican 
Party Federal Election Account; $10,000.00, 
06/03/2024, Oregon Republican Party; 
$10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Massachusetts Repub-
lican Party; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Republican 
Party of Guam; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Repub-
lican Party of Louisiana; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, 
Missouri Republican State Committee—Fed-
eral; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Mississippi Repub-
lican Party; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Maine Re-
publican Party; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Okla-
homa Leadership Council; $123,900.00, 06/03/ 
2024, Republican National Committee; 
$123,900.00, 06/03/2024, Republican National 
Committee; $123,900.00, 06/03/2024, Republican 
National Committee; $41,300.00, 06/03/2024, Re-
publican National Committee; $10,000.00, 06/ 
03/2024, DC Republican Party Federal Ac-
count; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Republican Party 
of Iowa; $10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Republican 
State Committee of Delaware; $10,000.00, 06/ 
03/2024, Michigan Republican Party; 
$10,000.00, 06/03/2024, Maryland Republican 
State Central Committee; $10,000.00, 06/03/ 
2024, Kansas Republican Party; $10,000.00, 06/ 
03/2024, Illinois Republican Party—Federal; 

$10,000.00, 05/31/2024, Connecticut Republican 
State Central Committee, Inc.; $1,000,000.00, 
06/05/2023, Make America Great Again Inc. 

Seryl Kushner: None. 

*Leah Campos, of Virginia, to be Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to the Domini-
can Republic. 

Nominee: Leah Francis Campos. 
Post: Dominican Republic. 
(The following is a list of members of my 

immediate family. I have asked each of these 
persons to inform me of the pertinent con-
tributions made by them. To the best of my 
knowledge, the information contained in this 
report is complete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, and donee: 
Christian Schandlbauer $0, N/A, N/A. 
Isabela Schandlbauer $0, N/A, N/A. 
Soledad Schandlbauer $0, N/A, N/A. 
Xavier Schandlbauer $0, N/A, N/A. 

*Brandon Judd, of Idaho, to be Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic of 
Chile. 

Nominee: Brandon Judd. 
Post: Ambassador to the Republic of Chile. 
(The following is a list of members of my 

immediate family. I have asked each of these 
persons to inform me of the pertinent con-
tributions made by them. To the best of my 
knowledge, the information contained in this 
report is complete and accurate.) 

Contributions, Amount, Date, and Donee: 
AnnaMarie Judd: $25, 12/09/2023, Winred 

Nikki Haley. 
Christa Judd: None. 
Brianna Nukya: None. 
Dominick Judd: None. 
Adessa Judd: None. 
Ezra Judd: None. 
Zachary Judd: None. 

*Joseph Popolo, of Texas, to be Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to the King-
dom of the Netherlands. 

Nominee: Joseph Popolo. 
Post: Ambassador to the Netherlands. 
(The following is a list of members of my 

immediate family. I have asked each of these 
persons to inform me of the pertinent con-
tributions made by them. To the best of my 
knowledge, the information contained in this 
report is complete and accurate.) 

Name, organization, date, and amount: 
Popolo, Joseph, Troy Nehls for Congress, 2/ 

3/25, $1,000.00; AFV Victory Fund, 12/21/23, 
$50,000.00; Alabama Republican Party, 3/26/24, 
$10,000.00; Alamo PAC, 6/10/21, $5,000.00; 
Alamo PAC, 8/11/22, $1,450.00; Alamo PAC, 10/ 
1/24, $5,000.00; Alaska Republican Party, 6/24/ 
24, $10,000.00; Alaskans for Nick Begich, 9/19/ 
24, $3,300.00; Alek for Oregon, 8/15/21, $5,800.00; 
American Excellence PAC, 10/23/24, $5,000.00; 
Americans for Prosperity Action, Inc. (AFP 
Action), DBA CVA Action and DBA Libre Ac-
tion, 8/30/22, $100,000.00; Americans for Pros-
perity Action, Inc. (AFP Action) DBA CVA 
Action and DBA Libre Action, 12/29/23, 
$150,000.00; Andy Barr for Congress, Inc., 10/ 
24/24, $1,000.00; Andy Barr Victory Com-
mittee, 10/24/24, $1,000.00; Anna Paulina Luna 
for Congress, 5/16/23, $3,300.00; APL Victory 
Fund, 5/16/23, $3,300.00; Arrington Victory 
Committee, 4/11/23, $6,600.00; Ashley Hinson 
for Congress, 3/29/21, $653.84; Ashley Hinson 
for Congress, 6/23/21, $1,000.00; Ashley Hinson 
for Congress, 8/29/23, $1,000.00; Ashley Hinson 
for Congress, 4/25/24, $2,300.00; Ashley Hinson 
for Congress, 4/25/24, $3,300.00; Ashley Hinson 
Victory Committee, 4/25/24, $5,600.00; Banks 
for Senate, 6/19/23, $3,300.00; Banks for Sen-
ate, 10/12/23, $3,300.00; Barrasso Victory, 9/21/ 
23, $2,000.00; Be Victorious Over Democrats 
PAC, 7/30/21, $5,000.00; Be Victorious Over 

Democrats PAC, 2/28/22, $5,000.00; Be Vic-
torious Over Democrats PAC, 10/6/23, 
$5,000.00; Ben Sasse for U.S. Senate, Inc., 4/16/ 
21, $2,900.00; Bernie Moreno for Senate, 4/8/24, 
$3,300.00; Beth Van Duyne for Congress, 5/4/21, 
$2,800.00; Beth Van Duyne for Congress, 5/4/21, 
$2,800.00; Beth Van Duyne for Congress, 5/24/ 
21, $100.00; Beth Van Duyne for Congress, 6/1/ 
21, $100.00; Beth Van Duyne for Congress, 1/10/ 
23, $2,900.00; Beth Van Duyne for Congress, 5/ 
5/23, $2,900.00; Beth Van Duyne for Congress, 
5/5/23, $400.00; Beth Van Duyne for Congress, 
8/3/23, $400.00; Beth Victory Fund, 2/28/22, 
$5,000.00; Beth Victory Fund, 1/10/23, $2,900.00; 
Beth Victory Fund, 5/5/23, $3,300.00; Beth Vic-
tory Fund, 10/6/23, $25,000.00; Better Path For-
ward PAC, Inc., 11/1/24, $5,000.00; Bice for Con-
gress, 6/23/21, $1,000.00; Bice for Congress, 6/30/ 
21, $653.85; Bill Cassidy for U.S. Senate, 10/10/ 
22, $2,900.00; Blackburn Tennessee Victory 
Fund, 6/22/23, $6,600.00; Blackburn Tennessee 
Victory Fund, 9/3/24, $5,000.00; Blake Masters 
for Congress, 12/13/23, $3,300.00; Blake Masters 
for Senate, 6/8/22, $2,900.00; Blake Masters for 
Senate, 6/8/22, $2,900.00; Bo Hines for Con-
gress, 9/26/22, $2,900.00; BOLDUC 2022, Inc., 4/ 
11/21, $5,800.00; Boozman for Arkansas, 6/1/21, 
$192.31; Boozman for Arkansas, 3/22/22, 
$5,800.00; Brandon for Congress NY22, 3/30/22, 
$2,900.00; Brandon for Congress NY22, 8/29/23, 
$1,000.00; Brandon for Congress NY22, 4/24/24, 
$2,300.00; Brandon for Congress NY22, 9/19/24, 
$3,125.00; Brandon for Congress NY22, 10/15/24, 
$175.00; Brian Fitzpatrick for All of Us, 8/29/ 
23, $1,000.00; Brian Fitzpatrick for All of Us, 
3/12/24, $3,300.00; Brian Fitzpatrick for All of 
Us, 3/12/24, $2,300.00; Brian Jack for Congress, 
6/4/24, $3,300.00; Britt for Alabama Inc, 3/9/22, 
$2,900.00; Britt for Alabama Inc, 3/10/22, 
$2,900.00; Budd NC Victory Fund 2028, 5/10/23, 
$3,300.00; Burgess 4 Utah, 4/1/21, $653.85; Cali-
fornia Republican Party Federal Acct., 8/15/ 
23, $454.54; California Republican Party Fed-
eral Acct., 3/26/24, $10,000.00; Cassidy Leader-
ship Fund, 10/10/22, $2,900.00; Cassy for Con-
gress, 6/15/22, $2,900.00; Cassy for Congress, 9/ 
30/22, $2,500.00; Catherine Templeton for Con-
gress, 4/11/24, $3,300.00; Celeste for Congress, 
10/12/23, $3,300.00; Champion American Val-
ues, 4/11/22, $5,000.00; Chuck Edwards for Con-
gress, 8/15/23, $454.55; Chuck Edwards for Con-
gress, 8/29/23, $1,000.00; Ciscomani for Con-
gress, 8/16/22, $2,900.00; Ciscomani for Con-
gress, 8/15/23, $454.55; Ciscomani for Congress, 
8/29/23, $1,000.00; Ciscomani for Congress, 10/ 
10/23, $1,845.45; Ciscomani for Congress, 10/10/ 
23, $3,300.00; Ciscomani Victory Fund, 10/10/23, 
$6,600.00; Citizens for Josh Mandel, Inc., 7/1/ 
21, $2,600.00; Claudia Tenney for Congress, 6/ 
30/21, $2,900.00; Claudia Tenney for Congress, 
6/30/21, $2,900.00; Claudia Tenney for Congress, 
10/30/23, $1,700.00; Claudia Tenney for Con-
gress, 10/30/23, $3,300.00; Claudia Tenney for 
Congress Victory Fund, 10/30/23, $5,000.00; Col-
orado Republican Committee, 8/15/23, $454.54; 
Colorado Republican Committee, 3/26/24, 
$10,000.00; Committee to Elect Christian 
Castelli, 2/21/22, $1,000.00; Committee to Elect 
Christian Castelli, 11/6/22, $2,900.00; Com-
mittee to Elect Christian Castelli/Castelli 
for Congress, 12/21/23, $6,600.00; Committee to 
Elect Jennifer-Ruth Green, 6/27/22, $2,900.00; 
Congressional Leadership Fund, 3/29/21, 
$45,000.00; Congressional Leadership Fund, 3/ 
29/21, $5,000.00; Congressional Leadership 
Fund, 12/21/21, $200,000.00; Congressional 
Leadership Fund, 3/31/22, $5,000.00; Congres-
sional Leadership Fund, 10/13/22, $100,000.00; 
Congressional Leadership Fund, 8/15/23, 
$454.55; Congressional Leadership Fund, 12/6/ 
23, $250,000.00; Congressional Leadership 
Fund, 6/28/24, $250,000.00; Cornyn Victory 
Committee, 5/21/21, $2,500.00; Cornyn Victory 
Committee, 8/26/22, $25,000.00; Cornyn Victory 
Committee, 3/27/23, $25,000.00; Cornyn Victory 
Committee, 10/1/24, $50,000.00; Cotton for Sen-
ate, Inc., 3/25/21, $5,000.00; Cotton for Senate, 
Inc., 5/4/23, $1,200.00; Cotton for Senate, Inc., 
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5/4/23, $400.00; Cotton Victory, 5/4/23, $6,600.00; 
Coughlin for Congress, 8/12/24, $3,300.00; Craig 
Goldman for Congress, 2/20/24, $3,300.00; Craig 
Goldman for Congress, 3/28/24, $3,300.00; Craig 
Riedel for Ohio, 12/15/23, $3,300.00; Cramer for 
Senate, 3/29/23, $3,300.00; Cramer for Senate, 6/ 
22/23, $3,300.00; Dallas Entrepreneur Political 
Action Committee, 4/15/24, $5,000.00; Dan 
Crenshaw for Congress, 3/29/21, $653.85; Dan 
Crenshaw for Congress, 7/30/21, $653.85; Dan 
Crenshaw for Congress, 7/30/21, $2,246.15; Dan 
Crenshaw for Congress, 9/3/24, $1,000.00; Dan 
Crenshaw Victory Committee, 7/30/21, 
$2,900.00; Darrell Issa for Congress, 3/29/21, 
$653.84; Dave McCormick for U.S. Senate, 1/ 
28/22, $5,800.00; DC Republican Party Federal 
Account, 6/24/24, $10,000.00; Deb Fischer for 
U.S. Senate, 3/29/23, $122.22; Deb Fischer for 
U.S. Senate, 3/29/23, $3,300.00; Deb Fischer for 
U.S. Senate, 10/10/24, $3,177.78; Derrick Ander-
son for VA, Inc., 4/11/24, $3,300.00; Derrick An-
derson for VA, Inc., 10/10/24, $1,650.00; 
Desposito for New York, 8/15/23, $454.55; 
Desposito for New York, 8/29/23, $1,000.00; 
Desposito for New York, 9/3/24, $3,300.00; 
Devin Nunes Campaign Committee, 6/30/21, 
$653.84; Devolder-Santos for Congress, 11/2/22, 
$2,900.00; Doctor Oz for Senate, 6/10/22, 
$5,800.00; Don Bacon for Congress, 8/29/23, 
$1,000.00; Don Bacon for Congress, 9/3/24, 
$3,300.00; electgabeevans.com, 8/12/24, 
$3,300.00; Electing Majority Making Effective 
Republicans PAC, 6/26/23, $5,000.00; Electing 
Majority Making Effective Republicans PAC, 
3/12/24, $5,000.00; Eli Crane for Congress, 7/25/ 
22, $1,000.00; Eli for Colorado, 10/21/21, 
$2,900.00; Elise for Congress, 8/10/21, $2,900.00; 
Elise for Congress, 3/9/23, $2,700.00; Elise for 
Congress, 3/9/23, $3,300.00; Elise for Congress, 
2/27/24, $600.00; Elise Victory Fund, 3/9/23, 
$6,000.00; Elise Victory Fund, 2/27/24, $600.00; 
Emmer for Congress, 6/26/23, $3,300.00; Emmer 
for Congress, 6/26/23, $3,300.00; Emmer Major-
ity Builders, 3/12/24, $25,000.00; Emmer Vic-
tory Committee DBA Republican Congres-
sional Victory Committee, 6/16/23, $25,000.00; 
Emmer Victory Committee DBA Republican 
Congressional Victory Committee, 11/13/23, 
$20,000.00; Esposito for Congress, 2/20/24, 
$3,300.00; Esposito for Congress, 9/19/24, 
$3,125.00; Esposito for Congress, 9/19/24, 
$175.00; Esther for Congress, 6/16/21, $2,900.00; 
Esther for Congress, 8/15/21, $2,900.00; Fami-
lies for James Lankford, 6/1/21, $192.31; Fami-
lies for James Lankford, 8/26/22, $1,848.68; 
Fischbach for Congress, 3/29/21, $653.84; 
Fischbach for Congress, 6/30/22, $2,900.00; 
Fischbach for Congress, 5/5/23, $1,666.67; 
Fischbach for Congress, 8/3/23, $433.34; 
Fischbach for Congress, 8/3/23, $1,633.33; 
Fischbach for Congress, 9/18/23, $497.35; Free-
dom Force PAC, 7/18/24, $3,300.00; French Hill 
for Arkansas, 3/16/24, $1,000.00; Friends of 
Dave McCormick, 10/12/23, $6,600.00; Friends 
of David Schweikert, 8/15/23, $454.55; Friends 
of David Schweikert, 8/29/23, $1,000.00; Friends 
of David Schweikert, 9/3/24, $3,300.00; Friends 
of Jeremy Shaffer, 9/22/22, $2,900.00; Friends 
of John Barrasso, 3/29/23, $122.22; Friends of 
John Barrasso, 3/29/23, $3,300.00; Friends of 
John Barrasso, 9/21/23, $2,000.00; Friends of 
John Thune, 8/26/22, $2,040.99; Friends of Ken-
nedy, 7/5/23, $6,600.00; Friends of McCormick, 
3/12/24, $3,300.00; Friends of McCormick, 10/14/ 
24,$3,300.00; Friends of Mike Lee Inc, 3/16/21, 
$5,800.00; Friends of Todd Young, Inc., 6/2/21, 
$2,900.00; Friends of Todd Young, Inc., 8/26/22, 
$1,848.68; Friends of Todd Young, Inc., 12/21/ 
23, $3,300.00; Friends of Todd Young, Inc., 12/ 
21/23, $3,300.00; Garbarino for Congress, 9/19/ 
24, $3,125.00; Garbarino for Congress, 9/19/24, 
$175.00; George Logan for Congress, 10/16/24, 
$3,300.00; Georgia Republican Party Inc., 6/24/ 
24, $10,000.00; Gerald Malloy for U.S. Senate, 
Limited, 10/17/22, $1,000.00; Go with Chuck 
Goodrich, Inc., 10/12/23, $3,300.00; GOP Win-
ning Women, 6/23/21, $6,000.00; GOP Winning 
Women-Texas, 9/26/22, $10,000.00; Grassley 

Committee, Inc., 8/2/21, $2,900.00; Grassley 
Committee, Inc., 8/2/21, $2,900.00; Great Amer-
ican Comeback, 7/25/23, $5,000.00; Great Amer-
ican Comeback, 1/2/24, $5,000.00; Green Vic-
tory Fund, 5/22/24, $3,300.00; Growing the Ma-
jority through NY, 9/19/24, $25,000.00; Hard-
working Americans Inc., 8/30/24, $10,000.00; 
Hellfire PAC, 3/29/22, $2,500.00; Hispanic Lead-
ership Trust, 4/23/24, $2,500.00; Hoeven for 
Senate, 6/30/21, $178.57; Hoeven for Senate, 8/ 
26/22, $1,848.68; Hogan for Maryland Inc., 3/26/ 
24, $6,600.00; Hogan Victory Fund, 11/1/24, 
$25,000.00; Hovde for Wisconsin, 3/19/24, 
$6,600.00; Hunt for Congress, 9/21/21, $5,800.00; 
Hunt for Congress, 3/27/23, $1,700.00; Hunt for 
Congress, 3/27/23, $3,300.00; Idaho Republican 
Party, 3/26/24, $3,900.00; Idaho Republican 
Party, 9/19/24, $6,100.00; Illinois Republican 
Party—Federal, 8/15/23, $454.54; Illinois Re-
publican Party—Federal, 9/19/24, $10,000.00; 
Indiana Republican State Committee, Inc., 9/ 
19/24, $10,000.00; Iowans for Zach Nunn, 8/29/23, 
$1,000.00; Iowans for Zach Nunn, 4/11/24, 
$3,300.00; Iron Ladies PAC, 6/15/22, $10,000.00; 
Iron Ladies PAC, 5/5/23, $5,000.00; Iron Ladies 
PAC, 8/3/23, $6,600.00; Iron Ladies PAC, 9/18/23, 
$994.71; Jaime for Congress, 6/23/21, $1,000.00; 
Jake Ellzey Victory Fund, 12/3/21, $5,800.00; 
Jan for Congress, 5/23/22, $1,000.00; Jane 
Timken for Ohio, 11/17/21, $2,900.00; Jane 
Timken for Ohio, 2/18/22, $2,900.00; Jason 
Smith for Congress, 8/16/23, $6,600.00; JD 
Vance for Senate Inc., 9/13/21, $2,900.00; JD 
Vance for Senate Inc., 8/11/22, $2,900.00; Jeff 
Hurd for Congress, 7/7/24, $3,300.00; Jeff Hurd 
for Congress, 10/16/24, $3,300.00; Jeremy 
Shaffer Victory Fund, 9/22/22, $2,900.00; Jim 
Jordan for Congress, 8/10/23, $3,300.00; Jim 
Jordan for Congress, 8/10/23, $3,300.00; Jim 
Justice for U.S. Senate, 6/30/23, $3,300.00; 
JKLC Victory Fund, 3/12/24, $5,000.00; JKLC 
Victory Fund, 3/12/24, $5,000.00; Jobs, Free-
dom, and Security PAC, 8/11/22, $1,450.00; 
Jobs, Freedom, and Security PAC, 4/25/23, 
$4,400.00; Jobs, Freedom, and Security PAC, 
12/14/23, $600.00; Jobs, Freedom, and Security 
PAC, 3/6/24, $5,000.00; Joe O’Dea for Senate, 9/ 
22/22, $2,900.00; John Duarte for Congress, 8/15/ 
23, $454.55; John Duarte for Congress, 8/28/23, 
$1,000.00; John Duarte for Congress, 5/31/24, 
$3,300.00; John James for Congress, Inc., 2/1/ 
22, $5,800.00; John James for Congress, Inc., 7/ 
19/23, $3,300.00; John James for Congress, Inc., 
7/19/23, $3,300.00; John James for Michigan, 7/ 
19/23, $6,600.00; John Kennedy for US, 9/19/22, 
$2,900.00; John Kennedy for US, 9/19/22, 
$2,900.00; John Kennedy for US, 6/29/23, 
$3,300.00; John Kennedy for US, 6/29/23, 
$3,300.00; Joni Ernst for Senate, 12/23/24, 
$13,200.00; Ernst Victory Iowa, 12/30/24, 
$11,800.00; Josh Hawley for Senate, 3/29/23, 
$122.22; Josh Hawley for Senate, 3/29/23, 
$3,300.00; Josh Hawley for Senate, 10/1/24, 
$3,177.76; Julia Letlow for Congress, 3/4/21, 
$1,160.00; Julia Letlow for Congress, 3/17/21, 
$1,160.00; Julia Letlow for Congress, 3/17/21, 
$1,740.00; Kansas Republican Party, 9/19/24, 
$10,000.00; Kari Lake for Senate, 3/28/24, 
$3,300.00; Kari Lake Victory Fund, 3/28/24, 
$3,300.00; Kay Granger Campaign Fund, 10/21/ 
21, $2,900.00; Kay Grainger Campaign Fund, 
10/21/21, $2,900.00; Kean for Congress Inc, 1/24/ 
22, $2,900.00; Kean for Congress Inc, 1/24/22, 
$2,900.00; Kean for Congress Inc, 6/30/23, 
$1,000.00; Kean for Congress Inc, 8/15/23, 
$454.54; Kean for Congress Inc, 9/30/23, 
$1,000.00; Keeping Republican Ideas Strong 
Timely & Inventive, 10/22/22, $1,000.00; Keep-
ing Republican Ideas Strong Timely & Inven-
tive, 10/22/22, $1,000.00; Kennedy Victory Fund 
2024, 10/17/24, $20,000.00; Kevin Kiley for Con-
gress, 8/15/23, $454.55; Kevin Kiley for Con-
gress, 8/29/23, $1,000.00; Kevin Lincoln for Con-
gress, 10/16/24, $3,300.00; Kevin McCarthy for 
Congress, 3/4/21, $2,900.00; Kevin McCarthy for 
Congress, 3/4/21, $2,900.00; Kevin McCarthy for 
Congress, 3/15/23, $3,300.00; Kevin McCarthy 
for Congress, 3/15/23, $3,300.00; Kiggans for 

Congress, 12/31/21, $2,900.00; Kiggans for Con-
gress, 6/30/22, $2,900.00; Kiggans for Congress, 
2/17/23, $1,666.67; Kiggans for Congress, 8/3/23, 
$433.34; Kiggans for Congress, 8/25/23, $1,633.33; 
Kiggans for Congress, 8/29/23, $1,000.00; 
Kiggans for Congress, 3/12/24, $1,866.66; Lalota 
for Congress, 9/19/24, $3,125.00; Lalota for Con-
gress, 10/2/24, $175.00; Lalota for Congress, 10/ 
10/24, $3,300.00; Lance Gooden for Congress 
Committee, 2/1/21, $2,800.00; Lance Gooden for 
Congress Committee, 6/7/23, $3,300.00; Larose 
for Senate, 12/11/23, $6,600.00; Lauren Boebert 
for Congress, 3/8/21, $1,740.00; Laurie 
Buckhout for Congress, 5/15/24, $3,300.00; 
Lawler for Congress, Inc., 8/14/23, $3,300.00; 
Lawler for Congress, Inc., 8/29/23, $1,000.00; 
Lawler for Congress, Inc., 3/12/24, $2,300.00; 
Laxalt for Senate, 2/16/22, $5,800.00; Leslie for 
Washington, 9/28/23, $3,300.00; Lets Get To 
Work PAC, 6/1/23, $3,422.22; Libertarian Na-
tional Committee, Inc., 10/22/24, $13,400.00; 
Lisa Murkowski for U.S. Senate, 8/26/22, 
$2,040.99; Lori Chavez-Deremer for Congress, 
8/15/23, $454.55; Lori Chavez-Deremer for Con-
gress, 8/29/23, $1,000.00; Lori Chavez-Deremer 
Victory, 8/15/23, $454.55; Luisa for Texas, 11/21/ 
23, $6,600.00; Mackenzie for Congress Com-
mittee, 8/12/24, $3,300.00; Maine Republican 
Party, 3/26/24, $10,000.00; Majority Committee 
PAC—MC PAC, 3/29/21, $5,000.00; Majority 
Committee PAC—MC PAC, 3/8/22, $5,000.00; 
Majority Committee PAC—MC PAC, 3/15/23, 
$5,000.00; Majority Committee PAC—MC 
PAC, 8/15/23, $454.55; Making a Responsible 
Stand for Households in America PAC, 6/22/ 
23, $5,000.00; Making a Responsible Stand for 
Households in America PAC, 9/3/24, $5,000.00; 
Marc for Us Inc., 8/29/23, $1,000.00; Marc for Us 
Inc., 9/3/24, $3,300.00; Marco Rubio for Senate, 
3/30/21, $2,900.00; 

Marco Rubio for Senate, 3/30/21, $2,900.00; 
Mark Green for Congress, 5/22/24, $3,300.00; 
Marsha for Senate, 12/16/21, $5,800.00; Marsha 
for Senate, 3/29/23, $400.00; Marsha for Senate, 
3/29/23, $122.22; Marsha for Senate, 6/22/23, 
$277.78; Maryland Republican State Central 
Committee, 9/19/24, $10,000.00; Maryland’s Fu-
ture, 9/4/24, $3,437.86; Maryland’s Future, 9/5/ 
24, $10,000.00; Massachusetts Republican 
Party, 3/26/24, $10,000.00; Masters Victory 
Committee, 12/13/23, $6,600.00; Matt Rosendale 
for Montana, 3/29/21, $653.85; Matt Rosendale 
for Montana, 5/6/21, $2,900.00; Max Miller for 
Congress, 9/14/23, $2,000.00; Max Miller Vic-
tory, 9/14/23, $2,000.00; Mayra Flores for Con-
gress, 11/1/21, $2,900.00; Mayra Flores for Con-
gress, 11/1/21, $2,900.00; Mayra Flores for Con-
gress, 7/11/23, $6,600.00; Mazi for Congress, 1/19/ 
24, $6,600.00; McCormick Victory Fund, 10/14/ 
24, $3,300.00; McGuire for Virginia, 3/22/24, 
$3,300.00; McGuire Victory Fund, 3/22/24, 
$3,300.00; McHenry for Congress, 10/18/22, 
$2,900.00; McHenry for Congress, 8/10/23, 
$6,600.00; McKay for Senate Inc., 2/8/24, 
$1,000.00; Merrin for Congress, 8/12/24, 
$3,300.00; Michael Waltz for Congress, 6/19/23, 
$3,300.00; Michael Waltz for Congress, 9/18/23, 
$1.000.00; Michael Waltz for Congress, 7/15/24, 
$2,300.00; Michelle Steel for Congress, 6/23/21, 
$1,000.00; Michelle Steel for Congress, 8/29/23, 
$1,000.00; Michelle Steel for Congress, 9/3/24, 
$3,300.00; Michigan Republican Party, 8/15/23, 
$454.54; Michigan Republican Party, 3/26/24, 
$10,000.00; Mike Crapo for US Senate, 3/25/21, 
$2,900.00; Mike Crapo for US Senate, 3/25/21, 
$2,900.00; Mike Garcia for Congress, 8/29/23, 
$1,000.00; Mike Garcia for Congress, 9/3/24, 
$3,300.00; Mike Johnson for Louisiana, 10/26/ 
23, $6,600.00; Miller-Meeks for Congress, 5/20/ 
21, $5,800.00; Miller-Meeks for Congress, 6/13/ 
23, $3,300.00; Miller-Meeks for Congress, 4/11/ 
24, $3,300.00; Mission First People Always 
Pac, 7/19/23, $1,000.00; Mississippi Republican 
Party, 6/24/24, $10,000.00; Missouri Republican 
State Committee-Federal, 6/24/24, $10,000.00; 
Monica for Congress, 8/15/21, $2,900.00; Monica 
for Congress, 3/7/22, $2,900.00; Monica for Con-
gress, 2/27/23, $3,300.00; Monica for Congress, 
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5/5/23, $1,666.67; Monica for Congress, 8/3/23, 
$1,633.33; Montana Red, 10/23/24, $5,000.00; 
Montana Republican State Central Com-
mittee, 9/19/24, $10,000.00; Mooney for Senate, 
Inc., 6/30/23, $1,000.00; Mooney for Senate, 
Inc., 12/21/23, $2,300.00; Moran for Kansas, 8/26/ 
22, $1.848.68; Mullin for America, 8/8/22, 
$1,000.00; Mullin for America, 8/26/22, $1,849.11; 
Nancy Dahlstrom for Alaska, 1/26/24, 
$3,300.00; Nancy Mace for Congress, 3/29/21, 
$653.85; Nancy Mace for Congress, 6/23/21, 
$1,000.00; Nebraska Republican Party, 9/19/24, 
$10,000.00; Nehls for Congress, 8/12/24, 
$3,300.00; Nella for Senate, 10/1/24, $3,300.00; 
Nevada Republican Central Committee, 8/15/ 
23, $454.54; Nevada Republican Central Com-
mittee, 9/19/24, $10,000.00; Never Back Down 
Inc., 5/30/23, $100,000.00; Never Back Down 
Inc., 11/6/23, $100,000.00; Never Surrender, Inc., 
2/8/24, $3,300.00; Never Surrender, Inc., 9/19/24, 
$3,300.00; New Hampshire Republican State 
Committee, 9/19/24, $10,000.00; New Jersey Re-
publican State Committee, 8/18/23, $454.54; 
New Jersey Republican State Committee, 9/ 
19/24, $10,000.00; Noem Victory Fund, 4/14/22, 
$4,000.00; Noem Victory Fund, 10/22/22, 
$5,000.00; North Carolina Republican Party, 8/ 
15/23, $454.54; North Carolina Republican 
Party, 9/19/24, $10,000.00; North Dakota Re-
publican Party, 9/19/24, $10,000.00; NRCC, 3/29/ 
21, $36,500.00; NRCC, 3/8/22, $5,000.00; NRCC, 3/ 
31/22, $31,500.00; NRCC, 3/31/22, $13,500.00; 
NRCC, 3/15/23, $38,400.00; NRCC, 6/26/23, 
$2,900.00; NRCC, 6/26/23, $10,500.00; NRCC, 8/15/ 
23, $454.55; NRCC, 10/6/23, $10,000.00; NRCC, 10/ 
6/23, $10,000.00; NRCC, 11/20/23, $20,000.00; 
NRCC, 3/12/24, $5,500.00; NRCC, 9/19/24, 
$11,800.00; NRSC, 6/7/21, $25,000.00; NRSC, 3/8/ 
22, $36,500.00; NRSC, 3/8/22, $13,500.00; NRSC, 6/ 
13/23, $8,700.00; NRSC, 6/13/23, $41,300.00; 
NRSC, 12/15/23, $10,000.00; NRSC, 3/27/24, 
$41,300.00; NRSC, 6/4/24, $8,700.00; NRSC, 10/1/ 
24, $32,166.72; NRSC, 11/1/24, $20,000.00; NRSC 
Victory, 10/23/24, $50,000.00; NY Republican 
Federal Campaign Committee, 7/12/24, $300.00; 
NY Republican Federal Campaign Com-
mittee, 9/19/24, $9,700.00; O’Dea Victory Com-
mittee, 9/22/22, $2,900.00; Ohio Republican 
Party State Central & Executive Committee, 
8/15/23, $454.54; Ohio Republican Party State 
Central & Executive Committee, 9/19/24, 
$10,000.00; Ohioans for JD, 9/13/21, $2,900.00; 
Oklahoma Leadership Council, 6/24/24, 
$10,000.00; One Georgia Pac, 9/1/20, $2,800.00; 
Oregon Republican Party, 8/15/23, $454.54; Or-
egon Republican Party, 3/26/24, $10,000.00; Pa-
triots for Perry, 8/15/23, $454.54; Paul Junge 
for Congress, 10/28/24, $3,300.00; Perdue for 
Senate, 9/6/20, $2,700.00; Perdue for Senate, 11/ 
6/25 $2,800.00; Perdue for Senate, 3/20/20, 
$2,900.00; Pete Ricketts for Senate, 6/2/23, 
$3,300.00; Pete Ricketts for Senate, 6/2/23, 
$3,300.00; Project Rescue America, 3/27/24, 
$5,000.00; Protect the House 2024, 3/15/23, 
$50,000.00; Protect the House 2024, 8/15/23, 
$454.55; Protect the House 2024, 8/29/23, 
$25.000.00; Rand Paul for US Senate, 1/16/21, 
$5,600.00; Rand Paul for US Senate, 6/30/21, 
$192.31; Rand Paul for US Senate, 8/26/22, 
$7.69; Republican Campaign Committee of 
New Mexico, 8/18/23, $454.54; Republican Cam-
paign Committee of New Mexico, 10/8/24, 
$10,000.00; Republican Federal Committee of 
Pennsylvania, 8/15/23, $454.54; Republican 
Federal Committee of Pennsylvania, 9/19/24, 
$10,000.00; Republican Majority Fund, 5/4/23, 
$5,000.00; Republican National Committee, 3/ 
29/21, $36,500.00; Republican National Com-
mittee, 3/29/21, $63,500.00; Republican Na-
tional Committee, 3/29/21, $63,500.00; Repub-
lican National Committee, 1/18/22, $36,500.00; 
Republican National Committee, 1/18/22, 
$13,500.00; Republican National Committee, 3/ 
15/23, $41,300.00; Republican National Com-
mittee, 3/15/23, $8,700.00; Republican National 
Committee, 2/29/24, $41,300.00; Republican Na-
tional Committee, 2/29/24, $8,700.00; Repub-
lican National Committee, 3/28/24, $65,200.00; 

Republican National Committee, 3/28/24, 
$85,900.00; Republican National Committee, 3/ 
28/24, $123,900.00; Republican National Com-
mittee, 6/24/24, $29,300.00; Republican Na-
tional Committee, 6/24/24, $58,700.00; Repub-
lican National Committee, 9/19/24, $83,900.00; 
Republican Party of Arizona, LLC, 8/15/23, 
$454.54; Republican Party of Arizona, LLC, 3/ 
26/24, $10,000.00; Republican Party of Arkan-
sas, 3/26/24, $10,000.00; Republican Party of 
Florida, 3/26/24, $10,000.00; Republican Party 
of Guam, 6/24/24, $10,000.00; Republican Party 
of Iowa, 8/15/23, $454.54; Republican Party of 
Iowa, 3/26/24, $10,000.00; Republican Party of 
Kentucky, 10/2/23, $10,000.00; Republican 
Party of Kentucky, 8/27/24, $10,000.00; Repub-
lican Party of Louisiana, 6/24/24, $10,000.00; 
Republican Party of Minnesota-Federal, 8/18/ 
23, $454.54; Republican Party of Minnesota- 
Federal, 9/19/24, $10,000.00; Republican Party 
of Texas, 12/15/23, $10,000.00; Republican Party 
of Texas, 9/19/24, $10,000.00; Republican Party 
of Virginia Inc., 9/19/24, $10,000.00; Republican 
Party of Wisconsin, 9/19/24, $10,000.00; Repub-
lican State Committee of Delaware, 6/24/24, 
$10,000.00; Restore our Nation (RON Pac), 5/ 
24/23, $6,600.00; Rhode Island Republican 
State Central Committee, 9/19/24, $10,000.00; 
Rick Scott for Florida, 3/29/23, $122.22; Rick 
Scott for Florida 3/29/23, $3,300.00; Rick Scott 
for Florida, 6/1/23, $3,177.78; Right Arizona, 12/ 
13/23, $3,300.00; Rob for PA, 8/12/24, $3,300.00; 
Rogers for Senate, 2/5/24, $3,300.00; Rogers for 
Senate, 8/22/24, $3,300.00; Romney for Utah, 
Inc., 3/29/23, $122.22; Romney for Utah, Inc., 3/ 
29/23, $3,300.00; Ron Johnson for Senate, Inc., 
1/24/22, $5,800.00; Rubio Victory Committee, 3/ 
30/21, $5,800.00; Salazar for Congress, 6/23/21, 
$1,000.00; Salazar for Congress, 3/12/24, 
$3,300.00; Salazar for Congress, 3/12/24, 
$3,300.00; Salazar Victory Committee, 7/15/24, 
$3,300.00; Sam Brown for Nevada, 12/18/23, 
$6,600.00; Sarah for Alaska, 5/19/22, $1,000.00; 
Sasse Leadership Committee, 4/16/21, 
$2,900.00; Save America, 2/8/24, $5,000.00; Sca-
lise for Congress, 2/4/22, $5,800.00; Scheller for 
Congress, Inc., 7/6/22, $2,900.00; Schmitt for 
Senate, 7/21/22, $5,800.00; Schmitt for Senate, 
6/7/24, $6,600.00; Schmitt for Senate, 12/23/24, 
$6,600.00; School Freedom Fund, 2/2/24, 
$100,000.00; Senate Eagle PAC, 4/5/24, $5,000.00; 
Senate Leadership Fund, 5/9/22, $100,000.00; 
Senate Leadership Fund, 10/18/22, $25,000.00; 
Send in the Seal PAC, 10/23/24, $5,000.00; Serv-
ant Leadership Fund, 6/13/23, $3,300.00; Serv-
ant Leadership Fund, 9/12/23, $1,000.00; Smiley 
for Washington Inc., 9/19/22, $2,900.00; South 
Carolina Republican Party, 6/24/24, $10,000.00; 
South Dakota Republican Party, 8/27/24, 
$10,000.00; Stand for America PAC, 4/16/21, 
$2,500.00; Steil for Wisconsin, Inc., 8/29/23, 
$1,000.00; Take Back The House 2022, 3/29/21, 
$50,000.00; Take Back The House 2022, 3/8/22, 
$10,000.00; Take Back The House 2022, 3/31/22, 
$50,000.00; Tanya for Arizona, 7/25/22, $2,900.00; 
Tanya for Arizona, 7/29/22, $2,900.00; Team 
Brian Jack, 5/8/24, $3,300.00; Team Brian 
Jack, 6/4/24, $3,300.00; Team Desantis 2024, 7/ 
25/23, $5,000.00; Team Desantis 2024, 1/2/24, 
$5,000.00; Team Hagerty, 7/15/22, $5,800.00; 
Team Hagerty, 4/5/24, $400.00; Team Hagerty, 
4/5/24, $400.00; Team Hagerty Victory, 4/2/24, 
$6,600.00; Team Herschel, Inc, 5/18/22, $5,800.00; 
Team Herschel, Inc, 11/11/22, $2,900.00; Team 
Josh, 5/21/21, $2,600.00; Team Kennedy, 10/20/ 
24, $3,300.00; Team Kennedy, 10/20/24, $3,300.00; 
Team McCormick, 10/4/24, $5,000.00; Team 
McHenry, 10/18/22, $2,900.00; Team Monica 
Victory, 2/27/23/, $3,300.00; Team Mooney, 12/ 
21/23/, $2,300.00; Team Moreno, 4/3/24, $3,300.00; 
Team Rick Scott, 6/1/23, $6,600.00; Team 
Ronny, 4/12/24, $3,300.00; Ted Budd for Senate, 
5/11/22, $2,900.00; Ted Budd for Senate, 5/11/22, 
$2,900.00; Ted Budd for Senate, 5/12/23, 
$3,300.00; Ted Cruz for Senate, 6/2/21, $1,000.00; 
Ted Cruz for Senate, 4/25/23, $3,300.00; Ted 
Cruz for Senate, 4/25/23, $2,300.00; Ted Cruz 
Victory Committee, 4/25/23, $10,000.00; Ted 

Cruz Victory Fund, 12/14/23, $600.00; Ted Cruz 
Victory Fund, 12/15/23, $20,000.00; Ted Cruz 
Victory Fund, 3/6/24, $5,000.00; Ted Cruz Vic-
tory Fund, 3/27/24, $41,300.00; Tennessee Re-
publican Party Federal Election Account, 6/ 
22/23, $1,322.22; Tennessee Republican Party 
Federal Election Account, 6/24/24, $7,000.00; 
Tennessee Republican Party Federal Elec-
tion Account, 7/10/24, $3,000.00; Tenney Van 
Duyne Victory Fund, 6/21/21, $5,800.00; Texans 
for Jodey Arrington, 6/3/21, $2,900.00; Texans 
for Jodey Arrington, 4/11/23, $3,300.00; Texans 
for Jodey Arrington, 4/11/23, $3,300.00; Texans 
for Morgan Luttrell, 12/7/21, $5,800.00; Texans 
for Morgan Luttrell, 12/13/21, $2,900.00; Texans 
for Ronny Jackson, 6/22/22, $2,900.00; Texans 
for Ronny Jackson, 4/12/24, $3,300.00; Texans 
for Senator John Cornyn Inc., 8/26/22, 
$2,707.72; Texans for Senator John Cornyn 
Inc., 3/29/23, $122.24, Texans for Senator John 
Cornyn Inc., 3/29/23, $400.00; Texas Republican 
Voter Engagement PAC, 11/22/21, $5,000.00; 
Texas Republican Voter Engagement PAC, 1/ 
4/22, $5,000.00; Texas Republican Voter En-
gagement PAC, 1/19/24, $5,000.00; The Sentinel 
Action Fund, 4/3/24, $10,000.00; Theriault for 
Congress, 8/12/24, $3,300.00; Tim Scott for 
America, 4/13/23, $6,600.00; Tim Scott for Sen-
ate, 4/19/21, $5,800.00; Tim Sheehy for Mon-
tana, 6/28/23, $6,600.00; Tom Barrett for Con-
gress, 8/5/24, $6,600.00; Tony Gonzales for Con-
gress, 2/8/21, $5,600.00; Tony Gonzales for Con-
gress, 10/21/24, $3,300.00; Trump 47 Committee, 
Inc., 3/26/24, $275,000.00; Trump 47 Committee, 
Inc., 6/24/24, $215,000.00; Trump 47 Committee, 
Inc., 7/10/24, $3,300.00; Trump 47 Committee, 
Inc., 7/12/24, $10,000.00; Trump 47 Committee, 
Inc., 9/19/24, $313,000.00; Trump Save America 
Joint Fundraising Committee, 2/8/24, 
$11,600.00; Utah Republican Party, 8/27/24, 
$9,700.00; Utah Republican Party, 8/27/24, 
$300.00; Valadao for Congress, 8/15/23, $454.55; 
Valadao for Congress, 8/29/23, $1,000.00; 
Valadao for Congress, 2/7/24, $1,846.00; 
Valadao for Congress, 10/10/24, $3,299.00; Valor 
PAC, 10/10/24, $1,650.00; Van Duyne Kim Vic-
tory Fund, 6/5/21, $2,900.00; Van Orden for 
Congress, 8/16/21, $2,900.00; Van Orden for 
Congress, 9/9/21, $2,900.00; Van Orden for Con-
gress, 6/29/23, $3,300.00; Van Orden for Con-
gress, 6/29/23, $3,300.00; Van Orden Victory 
Fund, 6/29/23, $6,600.00; Van Taylor Campaign, 
3/8/21, $2,900.00; Van Taylor Campaign, 1/8/22, 
$2,900.00; Vermont Republican Federal Elec-
tions Committee, 10/23/24, $3,073.94; 
Villaverde for Congress, 8/4/23, $1,000.00; 
Washington State Republican Party, 8/15/23, 
$454.54; Washington State Republican Party, 
9/19/24, $10,000.00; Wendy Davis for Congress, 
10/12/23, $3,300.00; Wesley Hunt Victory Fund, 
3/27/23, $5,000.00; West Virginia Republican 
Party, Inc., 9/19/24, $10,000.00; WFW Action 
Fund, Inc., 5/19/22, $25,000.00; WFW Action 
Fund, Inc., 9/12/24, $25,000.00; Wicker for Sen-
ate, 3/29/23, $3,300.00; Wicker for Senate, 3/29/ 
23, $122.22; Wicker for Senate, 10/1/24, 
$3,177.76; Win The Senate 2022, 8/4/22, 
$11,600.00; Winning Women Victory Com-
mittee 2022, 12/14/21, $2,900.00; Wyoming Re-
publican Party, Inc., 3/26/24, $10,000.00; Young 
Kim for Congress, 4/1/21, $653.84; Young Kim 
for Congress, 6/25/21, $2,900.00; Young Kim for 
Congress, 10/10/24, $3,300.00; Young Victory 
Committee, 12/21/23, $6,600.00; 
Yvette4Congress, 8/15/24, $3,300.00; Zeldin for 
Congress, 4/1/21, $653.85; Zinke for Congress, 9/ 
10/21, $1,000.00; Zinke for Congress, 8/29/23, 
$1,000.00; Citizens for Scharf—Missouri Attor-
ney General, 3/20/23, $2,825.00; Daniel Cam-
eron for Governor (KY), 6/6/23, $2,100.00; 
Glenn Youngkin for Governor (VA), 4/27/23, 
$11,600.00; Jeff Landry for Governor (LA), 5/ 
10/23, $2,500.00; Kim Reynolds for Governor 
(IA), 11/15/23, $10,000.00; Republican Party Of 
Kentucky, 9/26/23, $15,000.00; Winsome Sears 
PAC (VA Lt. Gov), 3/16/23, $5,000.00; Glenn 
Youngkin for Governor (VA), 9/18/21, $5,000.00; 
Winsome Sears for Lt Governor (VA), 11/28/ 
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21, $1,000.00; Kristi Noem for Governor, 4/8/22, 
$5,000.00; Noem Victory Fund, 10/22/22, 
$5,000.00; Brian Kemp for Governor (GA), 9/30/ 
22, $7,600.00; Sarah Huckabee Sanders for 
Governor (AR), 2/2/21, $5,600.00; Winsome 
PAC, 6/6/24, $25,000.00; Lt. Gov Winsome Sears 
of VA), 8/6/24, $25,000.00; Jennifer Stoddard 
Hajdu, 1/30/24, $10,000.00; Morgan Meyer, 2/22/ 
24, $25,000.00; Morgan Meyer, 1/9/24, $1,000.00; 
Marc Andrew LaHood, 2/22/24, $10,000.00; Alan 
Schoolcraft, 4/11/24, $6,600.00; Helen Kerwin, 4/ 
11/24, $6,600.00; Jamie Kohlmann, 4/3/24, 
$2,500.00; Jamie Kohlmann, 1/22/24, $2,500.00; 
Nathaniel Parker, 9/12/24, $2,500.00; David M. 
Middleton, 2/5/24, $5,000.00; Adan Hinojosa, 8/ 
30/24, $5,000.00; Katrina Pierson, 4/8/24, 
$6,600.00; Texans for Greg Abbot, 6/5/24, 
$50,000.00; Hillary Hickland, 2/16/24, $25,000.00; 
Texans for Lawsuit Reform PAC, 10/2/24, 
$100,000.00; Judicial Fairness PAC, 8/13/24, 
$125,000.00; Judicial Fairness PAC, 10/1/24, 
$125,000.00; Chris Spencer, 4/8/24, $6,600.00; 
Christi Craddick, 3/29/24, $15,000.00; Family 
Empowerment Coalition PAC, 4/29/24, 
$10,000.00; Family Empowerment Coalition 
PAC, 9/24/24, $100,000.00; Family Empower-
ment Coalition PAC, 4/26/24, $13,200.00; Fam-
ily Empowerment Coalition PAC, 2/5/24, 
$50,000.00; Texans for Dan Patrick 11/20/24, 
$25,000.00; Texans for Dan Patrick, 6/28/24, 
$50,000.00; Morgan Meyer, 11/29/23, $5,000.00; 
Morgan Meyer, 6/23/23, $5,000.00; Nathaniel 
Parker, 11/10/23, $5,000.00; Matthew Phelan, 9/ 
20/23, $25,000.00; Angela Paxton, 6/30/23, 
$1,000.00; Friends of Brandon Creighton, 8/21/ 
23, $7,500.00; Nathaniel Parker, 6/30/23, 
$2,500.00; Drew Alan Springer, 6/30/23, 
$2,500.00; Helen Kerwin, 12/22/23, $10,410.16; 
David M. Middleton, 6/30/23, $2,500.00; Texans 
for Lawsuit Reform PAC, 8/1/23, $100,000.00; 
Bradley Buckley, 7/4/23, $2,602.54 Coalition 
POR for Texas PAC, 5/1/24, $100,000.00; Coali-
tion POR for Texas PAC, 4/3/23, $100,000.00; 
Chris Spencer, 12/28/23, $6,600.00; Chris Spen-
cer, 12/28/23, $3,300.00; AFC Victory Fund, 12/ 
21/23, $50,000.00; Richard Pena Raymond, 6/30/ 
23, $2,500.00; Family Empowerment Coalition 
PAC, 12/6/23, $25,000.00; Family Empowerment 
Coalition PAC, 11/9/23, $50,000.00; Family Em-
powerment Coalition PAC, 7/18/23, $50,000.00; 
Texans for Dan Patrick, 6/29/23, $25,000.00; Mi-
chael Olcott, 12/6/23, $25,000.00; Nathaniel 
Parker, 12/8/22, $2,034.21; Nathaniel Parker, 6/ 
16/22, $5,000.00; Kevin Sparks, 2/4/22, $2,500.00; 
Melisa Denis, 6/9/22, $2,500.00; Glenn Hegar, 4/ 
15/22, $1,000.00; Morgan Meyer, 6/3/22, $2,500.00; 
Ryan Guillen, 2/24/22, $5,000.00; Texans for 
Greg Abbott, 5/25/22, $30,000.00; George P 
Bush, 4/6/22, $25,000.00; Angelia Duke Orr, 12/ 
7/22, $2,500.00; Travis Clardy, 12/21/22, $2,500.00; 
Texans for Greg Abbott, 10/18/22, $25,000.00; 
Texans for Greg Abbott, 8/29/22, $25,000.00; 
Charles Anderson, 12/5/22, $2,500.00; Texans 
for Lawsuit Reform PAC, 2/23/22, $100,000.00; 
Morgan Meyer, 12/6/22, $5,000.00; Coalition 
POR for Texas PAC, 3/28/22, $50,000.00; Texans 
for Dan Patrick, 10/11/22, $25,000.00; Eric 
Harless, 12/5/22, $2,500.00; Trenton Ashby, 12/7/ 
22, $2,500.00; David Spiller, 12/5/22, $2,500.00; 
Craig Goldman, 12/9/22, $2,500.00; John 
Smithee, 12/8/22, $2,500.00; Shelby Slawson, 12/ 
9/22, $2,500.00; Justin Holland, 12/10/22, 
$2,602.54; Associated Republicans of Texas 
Campaign Fund, 10/18/22, $10,000.00; Cecil Bell, 
12/16/22, $2,500.00; Harold Dutton, 12/10/22, 
$2,500.00; Texans for Eva Guzman, 2/14/22, 
$85,000.00; Matthew Phelan, 12/5/22, $10,000.00; 
John Kuempel, 12/20/22, $2,500.00; Geanie Mor-
rison, 12/15/22, $2,500.00; Morgan Meyer, 6/28/ 
21, $1,000.00; Associated Republicans of Texas 
Campaign Fund, 8/24/21, $10,000.00; Texans for 
Greg Abbott, 6/30/21, $25,000.00; Texans for 
Greg Abbott, 11/29/21, $25,000.00; Texans for 
Eva Guzman, 6/30/21, $7,500.00; Texans for Eva 
Guzman, 6/26/21, $2,500.00; Texans for Lawsuit 
Reform PAC, 10/11/21, $10,000.00; Christi 
Craddick, 10/20/21, $1,000.00. 

Note: While checking my responses against 
public databases, I discovered a contribution 
of $2500 made in my name to ActBlue Texas 
in July 2023. I did not make that contribu-
tion and have no knowledge of it. 

Name, organization, date, and amount: 
Alaskans for Nick Begich, 9/19/24, $3,300.00; 

Amanda Adkins for Congress, 9/19/22, 
$2,900.00; Banks for Senate, 12/7/23, $3,300.00; 
Be Victorious Over Democrats PAC, 10/6/23, 
$5,000.00; Bernie Moreno for Senate, 4/8/24, 
$3,300.00; Bernie Moreno for Senate, 10/3/24, 
$3,300.00; Beth Van Duyne for Congress, 5/4/21, 
$2,900.00; Beth Van Duyne for Congress, 5/4/21, 
$2,900.00; Beth Van Duyne for Congress, 1/10/ 
23, $2,900.00; Beth Van Duyne for Congress, 10/ 
6/23, $3,300.00; Beth Van Duyne for Congress, 
10/6/23, $400.00; Beth Victory Fund, 5/4/21, 
$5,800.00; Beth Victory Fund, 1/10/23, $2,900.00; 
Beth Victory Fund, 10/6/23, $25,000.00; Bo 
Hines for Congress, 9/26/22, $2,900.00; Bolduc 
2022, Inc., 11/1/22, $2,900.00; Bolduc 2022, Inc., 4/ 
22/21, $2,800.00; Brandon for Congress NY22, 3/ 
30/22, $2,900.00; Brandon for Congress NY22, 8/ 
16/22, $2,900.00; Brandon for Congress NY22, 3/ 
30/23, $5,000.00; Budd NC Victory Fund 2028, 5/ 
10/23, $3,300.00; Ciscomani for Congress, 8/16/ 
22, $2,900.00; Claudia Tenney for Congress, 7/ 
23/21, $653.85; Committee to Elect Christian 
Castelli, 8/26/22, $2,900.00; Committee to Elect 
Christian Castelli, 8/26/22, $2,900.00; Com-
mittee to Elect Christian Castelli/Castelli 
for Congress, 2/21/24, $2,000.00; Committee to 
Elect Jennifer-Ruth Green, 6/27/22, $2,900.00; 
Cotton Victory Fund, 1/6/25, $6,600.00; Cramer 
for Senate, 6/30/23, $122.22; Dave McCormick 
for US Senate, 1/28/22, $2,900.00; Dave McCor-
mick for US Senate, 1/28/22, $5,800.00; Doctor 
Oz for Senate, 10/7/22, $2,900.00; Doctor Oz for 
Senate, 10/7/22, $2,900.00; Esther for Congress, 
9/28/21, $2,900.00; Friends of Dave McCormick, 
11/27/23, $6,600.00; Friends of Jeremy Shaffer, 
9/22/22, $2,900.00; Grassley Committee, Inc., 9/ 
27/21, $2,900.00; Grassley Committee, Inc., 9/27/ 
21, $2,900.00; Great American Comeback, 7/25/ 
23, $5,000.00; Hawkeye Fund, 9/27/21, $5,800.00; 
Hogan for Maryland Inc., 10/4/24, $3,300.00; 
Hovde for Wisconsin, 10/3/24, $3,300.00; Hunt 
for Congress, 9/21/21, $5,800.00; Iowans for 
Zach Nunn, 8/16/24, $3,300.00; Jane Timken for 
Ohio, 11/17/21, $2,900.00; Jane Timken for 
Ohio, 2/18/22, $2,900.00; Jeff Hurd for Congress, 
7/7/24, $3,300.00; Jeremy Shaffer Victory Fund, 
9/22/22, $2,900.00; Jobs, Freedom, and Security 
PAC, 6/12/23, $5,000.00; Joe O’Dea for Senate, 
9/22/22, $2,900.00; John James for Congress, 
Inc., 2/1/22, $2,900.00; John James for Con-
gress, Inc., 8/23/24, $3,300.00; John James for 
Michigan 8/23/24, $3,300.00; Kean for Congress 
Inc, 8/16/24, $3,300.00; Kevin McCarthy for 
Congress, 3/8/21, $2,900.00; Kevin McCarthy for 
Congress, 3/8/21, $2,900.00; Kiggans for Con-
gress, 8/22/22, $2,900.00; LaLota for Congress 
10/10/24, $3,300.00; Larose for Senate, 12/11/23, 
$6,600.00; Lawler for Congress, Inc., 6/24/24, 
$3,133.34; Lawler for Congress, Inc., 8/16/24, 
$3,300.00; Laxalt for Senate, 3/28/22, $5,800.00; 
Make America Great Again PAC, 10/22/19 
$2,800.00; Make America Great Again PAC, 10/ 
22/19, $2,800.00; Mayra Flores for Congress, 11/ 
1/21, $2,900.00; Mayra Flores for Congress, 11/ 
1/21, $2,900.00; Mayra Flores for Congress, 3/29/ 
22, $5,800.00; Michael Waltz for Congress, 7/15/ 
24, $6,600.00; Mike Johnson for Louisiana, 10/ 
26/23, $6.600.00; Monica for Congress, 9/12/23, 
$3,300.00; Nancy Dahlstrom for Alaska, 1/26/ 
24, $3,300.00; NRCC, 10/6/23, $16,300.00; O’Dea 
Victory Committee, 9/22/22, $2,900.00; Oz Vic-
tory Fund, 10/5/22, $5,800.00; Republican Na-
tional Committee, 1/18/22, $13,500.00; Repub-
lican National Committee 1/18/22, $36,500.00; 
Republican National Committee, 2/29/24, 
$41,300.00; Republican National Committee, 3/ 
15/23, $41,300.00; Republican National Com-
mittee, 3/15/23, $8,700.00; Republican National 
Committee, 2/29/24, $8,700.00; Restore Our Na-
tion (RON PAC), 5/25/23, $6,600.00; Rick Scott 
for Florida, 6/1/23, $3,300.00; Rick Scott for 

Florida, 6/1/23, $3,300.00; Rogers for Senate, 2/ 
5/24, $3,300.00; Rogers for Senate, 8/22/24, 
$3,300.00; Ron Johnson for Senate, Inc., 3/10/ 
22, $2,900.00; Ron Johnson for Senate, Inc., 3/ 
10/22, $2,900.00; Ron Johnson Victory, 3/7/22, 
$5,800.00; Sam Brown for Nevada, 12/18/23, 
$6,600.00; Senate Leadership Fund, 10/8/24, 
$100,000.00; Smiley for Washington Inc., 9/19/ 
22, $2,900.00; Smiley for Washington Inc., 9/19/ 
22, $2,000.00; Team Brandon Victory Com-
mittee, 3/30/23, $5,000.00; Team DeSantis 2024, 
7/25/23, $5,000.00; Team Hagerty, 9/8/22, 
$2,900.00; Team Herschel, Inc, 11/11/22, 
$2,900.00; Team Moreno, 4/3/24, $3,300.00; Team 
Rick Scott, 6/1/23, $6,600.00; Ted Budd for Sen-
ate, 5/12/23, $400.00; Ted Budd for Senate, 5/12/ 
23, $2,900.00; Ted Cruz for Senate, 5/19/23, 
$3,300.00; Ted Cruz for Senate, 5/19/23, 
$3,300.00; Ted Cruz Victory Committee, 5/19/ 
23, $6,600.00; Ted Cruz Victory Committee, 6/ 
12/23, $5,000.00; Texas Republican Voter En-
gagement PAC, 11/22/21, $5,000.00; Texas Re-
publican Voter Engagement PAC, 1/4/22, 
$5,000.00; Texas Republican Voter Engage-
ment PAC, 1/19/24, $5,000.00; Tim Scott for 
America, 5/23/23, $3,200.00; Tim Scott for 
America, 4/13/23, $3,400.00; Tim Sheehy for 
Montana, 6/28/23, $3,300.00; Tim Sheehy for 
Montana, 10/4/24, $3,300.00; Van Taylor Cam-
paign, 1/17/22, $2,900.00; Wicker for Senate, 10/ 
2/24, $3,300.00; Daniel Cameron for Governor 
(KY), 9/25/23, $2,100.00; Bluegrass Freedom Ac-
tion—AG Daniel Cameron for Governor, 9/25/ 
23, $2,100.00; Bluegrass Freedom Action—AG 
Daniel Cameron for Governor, 11/3/23, 
$2,100.00. 

*Edward Walsh, of New Jersey, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary 
of the United States of America to Ireland. 

Nominee: Edward Walsh. 
Post: Ambassador Extraordinary and Plen-

ipotentiary of the United States of America. 
(The following is a list of members of my 

immediate family. I have asked each of these 
persons to inform me of the pertinent con-
tributions made by them. To the best of my 
knowledge, the information contained in this 
report is complete and accurate.) 

Contributions, amount, date, and donee: 
Edward Walsh: $364.34, 11/28/2024, Team 

Kennedy; $330.00, 1/29/2024, Save America; 
$2,970.00, 1/29/2024, Never Surrender, Inc.; 
$3,300.00, 1/29/2024, Trump Save America Joint 
Fundraising; $2,900.00, 9/27/2022, Doctor Oz for 
Senate; $2,900.00, 8/22/2022, Team Ronny; 
$2,900.00, 8/22/2022, Texans for Ronny Jackson; 
$2,900.00, 8/9/2022, South Jersey First; 
$2,900.00, 8/9/2022, Van Drew for Congress; 
$2,000.00, 8/1/2022, Vance Victory; $2,000.00, 8/1/ 
2022, JD Vance for Senate Inc.; $2,900.00, 7/29/ 
2022, Beth Victory Fund; $500.00, 7/29/2022, Be 
Victorious Over Democrats Pac; $2,400.00, 7/ 
29/2022, Beth Van Duyne for Congress; 
$1,000.00, 6/6/2022, Sarah for Alaska; $1,000.00, 
6/6/2022, Sarah for Alaska; $500.00, 5/5/2022, 
Beth Victory Fund; $500.00, 5/5/2022, Beth Van 
Duyne for Congress; $1,000.00, 3/3/2022, Kean 
for Congress Inc.; $2,900.00, 2/18/2022, Kean for 
Congress Inc.; $2,900.00, 12/13/2021, South Jer-
sey First; $2,900.00, 12/13/2021, Van Drew for 
Congress; $333.34 12/8/2021, Claudia Tenney for 
Congress; $1,000.00, 10/28/2021, Iron Ladies 
Pac; $333.33 10/28/2021, Fischbach for Con-
gress; $333.33, 10/28/2021, Beth Van Duyne for 
Congress; $1,200.00, 6/30/2021, Claudia Tenney 
for Congress; $2,400.00, 6/22/2021, Tenney Van 
Duyne Victory Fund; $1,200.00, 6/22/2021, Beth 
Van Duyne for Congress; $1,000.00, 6/8/2021, 
Elise Victory Fund; $1,000.00, 6/8/2021, Elise 
for Congress. 

By Mr. LEE for the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

*Tristan Abbey, of Florida, to be Adminis-
trator of the Energy Information Adminis-
tration. 

*Leslie Beyer, of Texas, to be an Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior. 
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*Theodore J. Garrish, of Maryland, to be 

an Assistant Secretary of Energy (Nuclear 
Energy). 

*Andrea Travnicek, of North Dakota, to be 
an Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

*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. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.) 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. SULLIVAN (for himself, Mr. 
DAINES, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. CASSIDY, 
Mr. TILLIS, Mr. SCOTT of Florida, Mr. 
KENNEDY, Mr. HAGERTY, and Mr. 
GRASSLEY): 

S. 1670. A bill to amend the Investment Ad-
visers Act of 1940 to require investment ad-
visers for passively managed funds to ar-
range for pass-through voting of proxies for 
certain securities, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: 
S. 1671. A bill to define ‘‘obscenity’’ for 

purposes of the Communications Act of 1934, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Ms. LUMMIS (for herself, Mr. 
RISCH, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. DAINES, Mr. 
SHEEHY, and Mr. BARRASSO): 

S. 1672. A bill to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act to clarify that a per-
mit is not required under the National Pol-
lutant Discharge Elimination System for a 
discharge resulting from the aerial applica-
tion of certain products used for fire control 
and suppression, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself and 
Mrs. HYDE-SMITH): 

S. 1673. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to make loans 
and loan guarantees for planning, con-
structing, or renovating pediatric or adult 
mental health treatment facilities and pedi-
atric or adult substance use disorder treat-
ment facilities, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions . 

By Mr. MCCONNELL: 
S. 1674. A bill to modify the boundary of 

the Mammoth Cave National Park in the 
State of Kentucky, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. 
BANKS, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. DAINES, Mr. 
RICKETTS, Mr. RISCH, Mr. SCOTT of 
South Carolina, Mr. TUBERVILLE, Mr. 
JUSTICE, Mr. TILLIS, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
and Mr. HAGERTY): 

S. 1675. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, by adding an additional aggra-
vating factor to be considered in deter-
mining whether a sentence of death is war-
ranted; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and Ms. 
SMITH): 

S. 1676. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to address the teacher and 
school leader shortage in early childhood, el-
ementary, and secondary education, and for 

other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Ms. BALDWIN (for herself, Ms. 
ERNST, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, Mr. LUJÁN, Mr. TILLIS, Mr. 
KING, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. REED, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
BOOKER, and Mr. MERKLEY): 

S. 1677. A bill to provide health insurance 
benefits for outpatient and inpatient items 
and services related to the diagnosis and 
treatment of a congenital anomaly or birth 
defect; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself and Mr. 
CORNYN): 

S. 1678. A bill to increase the number of 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection officers 
and support staff and to require reports that 
identify staffing, infrastructure, and equip-
ment needed to enhance security at ports of 
entry; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Florida: 
S. 1679. A bill to amend title 49, United 

States Code, to require passenger notifica-
tion related to delayed flights, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. KAINE (for himself and Mr. 
WARNER): 

S. 1680. A bill to designate additions to the 
Rough Mountain Wilderness and the Rich 
Hole Wilderness of the George Washington 
National Forest, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition , 
and Forestry. 

By Mr. KAINE (for himself and Mr. 
WARNER): 

S. 1681. A bill to establish the Shenandoah 
Mountain National Scenic Area in the State 
of Virginia, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

By Mr. CURTIS (for himself and Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR): 

S. 1682. A bill to direct the Consumer Prod-
uct Safety Commission to promulgate a con-
sumer product safety standard for certain 
gates, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

By Mr. BUDD (for himself, Mr. GRASS-
LEY, Mr. RICKETTS, Mr. MCCORMICK, 
and Mr. JUSTICE): 

S. 1683. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to provide for Workforce 
Pell Grants; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUZ: 
S. 1684. A bill to require audits of institu-

tions with respect to disclosures of foreign 
gifts, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Florida (for himself 
and Mr. MERKLEY): 

S. 1685. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to instruct the United States 
Executive Directors at the international fi-
nancial institutions to advocate for opposi-
tion to projects that make use of forced 
labor; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

By Mr. YOUNG (for himself, Mr. WAR-
NER, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, Mr. WYDEN, 
Mr. CRAMER, Mr. KAINE, Mr. SCOTT of 
South Carolina, and Mr. COONS): 

S. 1686. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to establish a tax credit for 
neighborhood revitalization, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. YOUNG: 
S. 1687. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide an exception to 
percentage of completion method of account-
ing for certain residential construction con-
tracts; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mrs. 
CAPITO, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 

LANKFORD, Mr. DAINES, Mr. YOUNG, 
Mrs. BRITT, Mr. RICKETTS, Mr. 
TUBERVILLE, Mr. SHEEHY, Mr. 
HOEVEN, and Mr. CRUZ): 

S. 1688. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permanently extend the 
allowance for depreciation, amortization, or 
depletion for purposes of determining the in-
come limitation on the deduction for busi-
ness interest and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself and Ms. 
CORTEZ MASTO): 

S. 1689. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide for a national out-
reach and education strategy and reach to 
improve behavioral health among the Asian 
American, Native Hawaiian, and Pacific Is-
lander population, while addressing stigma 
against behavioral health treatment 
amongst such population; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, and Mr. VAN HOLLEN): 

S. 1690. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to increase funding for So-
cial Security and Medicare; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. 
KENNEDY, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, and Mr. 
DAINES): 

S. 1691. A bill to limit the use of facial rec-
ognition technology in airports, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself and 
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO): 

S. 1692. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to modify data collec-
tion requirements for appropriate use cri-
teria for applicable imaging services, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. HOEVEN (for himself, Mr. 
BOOZMAN, Mr. MCCONNELL, Ms. 
ERNST, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, Mr. JUSTICE, Mr. GRASSLEY, 
Mrs. FISCHER, and Mr. MORAN): 

S. 1693. A bill to amend the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act to provide premium support 
for certain plans of insurance, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Florida (for himself, 
Mr. BUDD, and Mr. CRUZ): 

S. 1694. A bill to establish the Department 
of Homeland Security funding restrictions 
on institutions of higher education that have 
a relationship with Confucius Institutes, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. MCCORMICK (for himself and 
Mr. GALLEGO): 

S. 1695. A bill to require the Secretaries of 
Housing and Urban Development, Agri-
culture, and Veterans Affairs to submit to 
Congress a report on improving collabora-
tion in housing programs, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. DAINES (for himself, Ms. 
ERNST, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. SHEEHY, Mr. 
LEE, Mr. BUDD, Mr. RISCH, and Mr. 
CRAPO): 

S. 1696. A bill to prohibit the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration from issuing a rule or pro-
mulgating a regulation requiring certain 
commercial motor vehicles to be equipped 
with speed limiting devices, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. BOOKER (for himself, Mr. 
PADILLA, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Ms. ROSEN, and Ms. 
ALSOBROOKS): 
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S. 1697. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide a refundable tax 
credit for certain teachers as a supplement 
to State efforts to provide teachers with a 
livable wage, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. RISCH (for himself, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. BENNET, and 
Mr. PETERS): 

S. 1698. A bill to amend the Small Business 
Disaster Response and Loan Improvements 
Act of 2008 to require the Small Business Ad-
ministration to coordinate with resource 
partners with respect to disaster planning 
activities, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Small Business and Entrepre-
neurship. 

By Mr. YOUNG (for himself, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Mr. ROUNDS, and Mr. KELLY): 

S. 1699. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Commerce to conduct a public awareness and 
education campaign to provide information 
regarding the benefits of, risks relating to, 
and the prevalence of artificial intelligence 
in the daily lives of individuals in the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

By Mr. KELLY (for himself and Mr. 
GALLEGO): 

S. 1700. A bill to amend the Low-Income 
Home Energy Assistance Act of 1981 to im-
prove the formula for allotments to States; 
to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. BUDD: 
S. 1701. A bill to permit the use of health 

care workforce platforms during declared 
emergencies, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

By Mrs. CAPITO (for herself and Mrs. 
SHAHEEN): 

S. 1702. A bill to amend titles XVIII and 
XIX of the Social Security Act to provide for 
coverage of prescription digital therapeutics 
under such titles, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. SHEEHY): 

S. 1703. A bill to require the Administrator 
of the Small Business Administration to im-
prove access to disaster assistance for indi-
viduals located in rural areas, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Small Busi-
ness and Entrepreneurship. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. CASSIDY): 

S. 1704. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to conform to the intent of 
the Internal Revenue Service Restructuring 
and Reform Act of 1998, as set forth in the 
joint explanatory statement of the com-
mittee of conference accompanying Con-
ference Report 105–599, that the National 
Taxpayer Advocate be able to hire and con-
sult counsel as appropriate; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. COTTON: 
S. 1705. A bill to require the Secretary of 

Commerce to issue standards with respect to 
chip security mechanisms for integrated cir-
cuit products, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MORAN: 
S. 1706. A bill to require aircraft operating 

in Class B airspace in the national airspace 
system to install and operate ADS–B In and 
ADS–B Out equipment, and for other pur-
poses; 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 Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. PADILLA, Mr. 
SCHATZ, and Ms. WARREN): 

S. Res. 208. A resolution supporting the 
designation of May 10, 2025, as ‘‘National 
Asian American, Native Hawaiian, and Pa-
cific Islander Mental Health Day’’; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY (for himself and Mr. 
CASSIDY): 

S. Res. 209. A resolution commending 
Southeastern Louisiana University on the 
occasion of its Centennial and its years of 
service to the State of Louisiana and the 
United States; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. MORAN (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BOOZMAN, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. 
WARNOCK, and Mr. CORNYN): 

S. Res. 210. A resolution honoring and com-
mending the 80th anniversary of the Blinded 
Veterans Association; considered and agreed 
to. 

By Mr. HEINRICH (for himself and Mr. 
BOOZMAN): 

S. Res. 211. A resolution designating May 
10, 2025, as ‘‘World Migratory Bird Day’’; con-
sidered and agreed to. 

By Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr. COT-
TON, and Mrs. BRITT): 

S. Res. 212. A resolution affirming the ac-
ceptable outcome of any nuclear deal be-
tween the United States and the Islamic Re-
public of Iran, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. TUBERVILLE: 
S. Res. 213. A resolution expressing support 

for the designation of May 2025 as ‘‘Fallen 
Heroes Memorial Month’’; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. KIM, Ms. COLLINS, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BENNET, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BOOKER, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. COONS, Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, 
Mr. DURBIN, Mr. FETTERMAN, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Ms. HASSAN, Mr. KAINE, 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. MARKEY, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mr. PADILLA, Mr. REED, Ms. 
ROSEN, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. 
SMITH, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. WARNER, 
Mr. WARNOCK, Ms. WARREN, and Mr. 
WYDEN): 

S. Res. 214. A resolution recognizing the 
significance of Asian American, Native Ha-
waiian, and Pacific Islander Heritage Month 
as an important time to celebrate the sig-
nificant contributions of Asian Americans, 
Native Hawaiians, and Pacific Islanders to 
the history of the United States; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 107 

At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the 
names of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) and the Senator from Wis-
consin (Ms. BALDWIN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 107, a bill to amend the 
Lumbee Act of 1956. 

S. 128 
At the request of Mr. LEE, the name 

of the Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
JUSTICE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
128, a bill to amend the National Voter 
Registration Act of 1993 to require 
proof of United States citizenship to 
register an individual to vote in elec-
tions for Federal office, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 180 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 

DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
180, a bill to amend the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to 
authorize the use of grant amounts for 
providing training and resources for 
first responders on the use of contain-
ment devices to prevent secondary ex-
posure to fentanyl and other poten-
tially lethal substances, and pur-
chasing such containment devices for 
use by first responders. 

S. 199 

At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. JUSTICE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 199, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro-
vide special rules for the taxation of 
certain residents of Taiwan with in-
come from sources within the United 
States. 

S. 237 

At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from Nevada (Ms. 
ROSEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
237, a bill to amend the Omnibus Crime 
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to 
provide public safety officer benefits 
for exposure-related cancers, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 401 

At the request of Mr. CRAMER, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. HAWLEY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 401, a bill to amend the Federal 
Reserve Act to prohibit certain finan-
cial service providers who deny fair ac-
cess to financial services from using 
taxpayer funded discount window lend-
ing programs, and for other purposes. 

S. 502 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 502, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to restore 
State authority to waive for certain fa-
cilities the 35-mile rule for designating 
critical access hospitals under the 
Medicare program, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 522 

At the request of Mr. HAGERTY, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. JUSTICE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 522, a bill to amend the 
Federal Credit Union Act to modify the 
frequency of board of directors meet-
ings, and for other purposes. 

S. 556 

At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the 
names of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. BARRASSO) and the Senator from 
Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 556, a bill to impose 
sanctions with respect to persons en-
gaged in logistical transactions and 
sanctions evasion relating to oil, gas, 
liquefied natural gas, and related pe-
trochemical products from the Islamic 
Republic of Iran, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 899 

At the request of Mr. HOEVEN, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. SLOTKIN) was added as a cosponsor 
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of S. 899, a bill to amend the Consoli-
dated Farm and Rural Development 
Act to modify limitations on amounts 
of farm ownership loans and operating 
loans, and for other purposes. 

S. 925 
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 

names of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) and the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. JUSTICE) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 925, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to pro-
vide a tax credit for working family 
caregivers. 

S. 1043 
At the request of Mr. GRAHAM, the 

name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. TILLIS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1043, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend 
the energy credit for qualified fuel cell 
property. 

S. 1101 
At the request of Mr. WELCH, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) 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. 1130 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 

name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1130, a bill to require the Secretary 
of Energy to provide technology grants 
to strengthen domestic mining edu-
cation, and for other purposes. 

S. 1172 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 

name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. LUJÁN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1172, a bill to unfreeze funding for 
contracts of the Department of Agri-
culture, to prohibit Farm Service 
Agency and Natural Resources Con-
servation Service office closures, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1182 
At the request of Mr. SCOTT of South 

Carolina, the name of the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. SCOTT) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1182, a bill to amend the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 to pro-
hibit institutions of higher education 
that authorize antisemitic events on 
campus from participating in the stu-
dent loan and grand programs under 
title IV of such Act. 

S. 1302 
At the request of Ms. HASSAN, the 

name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. LANKFORD) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1302, a bill to provide for in-
creased transparency in generic drug 
applications. 

S. 1335 
At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the 

names of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mrs. BLACKBURN) and the Senator 
from Virginia (Mr. WARNER) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1335, a bill to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
exclude debt held by certain insurance 
companies from capital assets and to 

extend capital loss carryovers for such 
companies from 5 years to 10 years. 

S. 1408 

At the request of Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 
the name of the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mr. JUSTICE) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1408, a bill to establish 
the Chesapeake National Recreation 
Area as a unit of the National Park 
System, and for other purposes. 

S. 1459 

At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1459, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to im-
prove the historic rehabilitation tax 
credit, and for other purposes. 

S. 1515 

At the request of Mr. YOUNG, the 
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
HUSTED) and the Senator from Hawaii 
(Ms. HIRONO) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 1515, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to reform the low- 
income housing credit, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1532 

At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 
name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
RISCH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1532, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to modify the rail-
road track maintenance credit. 

S. 1549 

At the request of Mr. GALLEGO, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. JUSTICE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1549, a bill to amend the 
Safe Drinking Water Act to provide 
grants under the Drinking Water Infra-
structure Risk and Resilience Program 
for training programs relating to pro-
tecting public water systems from and 
responding to cyberattacks, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1561 

At the request of Mr. CRAMER, the 
names of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) and the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. WARNOCK) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1561, a bill to authorize 
notaries public to perform, and to es-
tablish minimum standards for, elec-
tronic notarizations and remote 
notarizations that occur in or affect 
interstate commerce, to require any 
Federal court to recognize 
notarizations performed by a notarial 
officer of any State, to require any 
State to recognize notarizations per-
formed by a notarial officer of any 
other State when the notarization was 
performed under or relates to a public 
Act, record, or judicial proceeding of 
the notarial officer’s State or when the 
notarization occurs in or affects inter-
state commerce, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1563 

At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1563, a bill to amend the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 
1968 to establish a grant program to 

help law enforcement agencies with ci-
vilian law enforcement tasks, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1581 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
JUSTICE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1581, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to create Universal 
Savings Accounts. 

S. 1593 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 

names of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. WELCH) and the Senator 
from Colorado (Mr. HICKENLOOPER) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1593, a 
bill to exempt small business concerns 
from duties imposed pursuant to the 
national emergency declared on April 
2, 2025, by the President. 

S. 1668 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1668, a bill to amend chap-
ter 131 of title 5, United States Code, to 
prohibit the President, Vice President, 
Members of Congress, and individuals 
appointed to Senate-confirmed posi-
tions from issuing, sponsoring, or en-
dorsing certain financial instruments, 
and for other purposes. 

S. RES. 81 
At the request of Mr. RICKETTS, the 

name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
SCOTT) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 81, a resolution calling on the 
United Kingdom, France, and Germany 
(E3) to initiate the snapback of sanc-
tions on Iran under United Nations Se-
curity Council Resolution 2231 (2015). 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and 
Ms. SMITH): 

S. 1676. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to address the 
teacher and school leader shortage in 
early childhood, elementary, and sec-
ondary education, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

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. 1676 
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 ‘‘Retaining 
Educators Takes Added Investment Now 
Act’’ or the ‘‘RETAIN Act’’. 
SEC. 2. PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this Act is to create a re-
fundable tax credit for early childhood edu-
cators, teachers, early childhood education 
program directors, school leaders, and 
school-based mental health services pro-
viders in early childhood, elementary, and 
secondary education settings that rewards 
retention based on the time spent serving 
high-need students. 
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SEC. 3. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) The shortage of experienced, qualified 

early childhood educators and elementary 
school and secondary school teachers is a na-
tional problem that compromises the aca-
demic outcomes and long-term success of 
students. 

(2) The shortage is the result of many fac-
tors including low pay, frequent turnover in 
school leadership, poor teaching conditions, 
and inadequate teacher supports. 

(3) The shortage is worse in high-poverty 
areas where the factors contributing to the 
shortage are particularly acute and have an 
increased negative impact on teachers of 
color remaining in the field. 

(4) A child’s access to high-quality early 
childhood education is critical to supporting 
positive outcomes, and early childhood edu-
cators— 

(A) play an important role in setting the 
foundation for future learning, and 

(B) promote the development of vital 
skills, habits, and mindsets that children 
need to be successful in school and in life. 

(5) In 2024, the national median pay of 
early childhood educators was a mere $37,120, 
with many early childhood educators relying 
on government assistance programs such as 
Medicaid, the supplemental nutrition assist-
ance program established under the Food 
and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et 
seq.), or the temporary assistance for needy 
families program established under part A of 
title IV of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
601 et seq.), and struggling to provide for 
their own families. 

(6) Studies have demonstrated that well- 
qualified, experienced teachers are the single 
most important school-based element con-
tributing to a child’s academic achievement 
and success. 

(7) In the 2023–2024 academic year, the aver-
age teacher salary in public elementary 
schools and secondary schools was only 
$72,030. When adjusted for inflation, the aver-
age teacher salary has declined by 5 percent 
over the past decade. 

(8) On average, public elementary school 
and secondary school teachers were paid 23.5 
percent less than other college graduates 
working in non-teaching fields, and many 
teachers struggle with large amounts of stu-
dent loan debt. 

(9) In the 2023-2024 academic year, the aver-
age teacher salary for a first-year teacher in 
a public elementary school or secondary 
school was $46,526. 

(10) An experienced, well-qualified edu-
cation workforce must also be reflective of 
the diversity of the student body across race, 
ethnicity, and disability. 

(11) Higher pay for teachers can result in a 
more diverse teacher workforce, and minor-
ity students often perform better on stand-
ardized tests, have improved attendance, and 
are suspended less frequently when they 
have at least one same-race teacher. 

(12) Experienced, well-qualified school 
leaders and school-based mental health serv-
ice providers are essential for providing 
strong educational opportunities and serv-
ices for students and promoting teacher re-
tention through improved professional sup-
ports and teaching conditions. 

(13) In 2024, the teaching profession experi-
enced the lowest levels of employment in 50 
years. 

SEC. 4. REFUNDABLE TAX CREDIT FOR TEACHER 
AND SCHOOL LEADER RETENTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart C of part IV of 
subchapter A of chapter 1 of subtitle A of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
inserting after section 36B the following new 
section: 

‘‘SEC. 36C. TEACHER AND SCHOOL LEADER RE-
TENTION CREDIT. 

‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an indi-

vidual who is employed in a position de-
scribed in paragraph (2) during a school year 
ending with or within the taxable year, there 
shall be allowed as a credit against the tax 
imposed by this subtitle for the taxable year 
an amount equal to the applicable amount 
(as determined under subsection (b)). 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE POSITIONS.—The positions de-
scribed in this paragraph shall consist of the 
following: 

‘‘(A) An eligible early childhood educator. 
‘‘(B) An eligible early childhood education 

program director. 
‘‘(C) An eligible early childhood education 

provider. 
‘‘(D) An eligible teacher. 
‘‘(E) An eligible paraprofessional. 
‘‘(F) An eligible school-based mental 

health services provider. 
‘‘(G) An eligible school leader. 
‘‘(b) APPLICABLE AMOUNT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-

tion, the applicable amount shall be an 
amount determined based on the number of 
school years for which the individual has 
been continuously employed in any position 
described in subsection (a)(2), as follows: 

‘‘(A) Subject to paragraph (2), for the first 
year of employment, $5,800. 

‘‘(B) For the second continuous year of em-
ployment, $5,800. 

‘‘(C) For the third and fourth continuous 
year of employment, $7,000. 

‘‘(D) For the fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, 
and ninth continuous year of employment, 
$8,700. 

‘‘(E) For the tenth continuous year of em-
ployment, $11,600. 

‘‘(F) For the eleventh, twelfth, thirteenth, 
fourteenth, and fifteenth continuous year of 
employment, $8,700. 

‘‘(G) For the sixteenth continuous year of 
employment, $7,000. 

‘‘(H) For the seventeenth, eighteenth, nine-
teenth, and twentieth continuous year of 
employment, $5,800. 

‘‘(2) FIRST YEAR.—For purposes of the first 
year of employment ending with or within a 
taxable year, an individual must have been 
so employed for a period of not less than 4 
months before the first day of such taxable 
year. 

‘‘(3) LIMITATION BASED ON TOTAL NUMBER OF 
SCHOOL YEARS.—In the case of any individual 
who has been employed in any position de-
scribed in subsection (a)(2) for a total of 
more than 20 school years, the applicable 
amount shall be reduced to zero. 

‘‘(c) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any tax-

able year beginning after 2026, each of the 
dollar amounts in subsection (b)(1) shall be 
increased by an amount equal to— 

‘‘(A) such dollar amount, multiplied by 
‘‘(B) the cost-of-living adjustment deter-

mined under section 1(f)(3) for such calendar 
year by substituting ‘calendar year 2025’ for 
‘calendar year 2016’ in subparagraph (A)(ii) 
thereof. 

‘‘(2) ROUNDING.—If any increase determined 
under paragraph (1) is not a multiple of $100, 
such increase shall be rounded to the nearest 
multiple of $100. 

‘‘(d) SUPPLEMENTING, NOT SUPPLANTING, 
STATE AND LOCAL EDUCATION FUNDS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A State educational 
agency or local educational agency shall not 
reduce or adjust any compensation, or any 
assistance provided through a loan forgive-
ness program, to an employee of the State 
educational agency or local educational 
agency who serves in any position described 
in subsection (a)(2) due to the individual’s 
eligibility for the credit under this section. 

‘‘(2) METHODOLOGY.—Upon request by the 
Secretary of Education, a State educational 
agency or local educational agency shall rea-
sonably demonstrate that the methodology 
used to allocate amounts for compensation 
and for loan forgiveness to the employees de-
scribed in paragraph (1) at qualifying schools 
or qualifying early childhood education pro-
grams ensures that employees at each quali-
fying school or qualifying early childhood 
education program in the State or served by 
the local educational agency, respectively, 
receive the same amount of State or local 
funds for compensation and loan forgiveness 
that the qualifying school or qualifying 
early childhood education program would re-
ceive if the credit under this section had not 
been enacted. 

‘‘(e) INFORMATION SHARING.—The Secretary 
of Education and the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services shall provide the Sec-
retary with such information as is necessary 
for purposes of determining whether an early 
childhood education program or an elemen-
tary school or secondary school satisfies the 
requirements for a qualifying early child-
hood education program or a qualifying 
school, respectively. 

‘‘(f) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) ESEA DEFINITIONS.—The terms ‘ele-
mentary school’, ‘local educational agency’, 
‘secondary school’, ‘State educational agen-
cy’, and ‘educational service agency’ have 
the meanings given the terms in section 8101 
of the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801). 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION 
PROGRAM DIRECTOR.—The term ‘eligible early 
childhood education program director’ 
means an employee or officer of a qualifying 
early childhood education program who is re-
sponsible for the daily instructional leader-
ship and managerial operations of such pro-
gram. 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBLE EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION 
PROVIDER.—The term ‘eligible early child-
hood education provider’ means an indi-
vidual— 

‘‘(A) who— 
‘‘(i) has an associate’s degree or higher de-

gree in early childhood education or a re-
lated field, or 

‘‘(ii) is enrolled during the taxable year in 
a program leading to such an associate’s or 
higher degree and is making satisfactory 
progress toward such degree, and 

‘‘(B) who is responsible for the daily in-
structional leadership and managerial oper-
ations of a qualifying early childhood edu-
cation program in a home-based setting. 

‘‘(4) ELIGIBLE EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCA-
TOR.—The term ‘eligible early childhood edu-
cator’ means an individual— 

‘‘(A) who— 
‘‘(i) has an associate’s degree or higher de-

gree in early childhood education or a re-
lated field, or 

‘‘(ii) is enrolled during the taxable year in 
a program leading to such an associate’s or 
higher degree and is making satisfactory 
progress toward such degree, 

‘‘(B) who has credentials or a license under 
State law for early childhood education, as 
applicable, and 

‘‘(C) whose primary responsibility is for 
the learning and development of children in 
a qualifying early childhood education pro-
gram during the taxable year. 

‘‘(5) ELIGIBLE PARAPROFESSIONAL.—The 
term ‘eligible paraprofessional’ means an in-
dividual— 

‘‘(A) who is a paraprofessional, as defined 
in section 3201 of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7011), 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S2841 May 8, 2025 
‘‘(B) who meets the applicable State pro-

fessional standards and qualifications pursu-
ant to section 1111(g)(2)(M) of such Act (20 
U.S.C. 6311(g)(2)(M)), 

‘‘(C) whose primary responsibilities involve 
working or assisting in a classroom setting, 
and 

‘‘(D) who is employed in a qualifying 
school or a qualifying early childhood edu-
cation program. 

‘‘(6) ELIGIBLE SCHOOL-BASED MENTAL 
HEALTH SERVICES PROVIDER.—The term ‘eligi-
ble school-based mental health services pro-
vider’ means an individual— 

‘‘(A) described in section 4102(6) of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7112(6)), and 

‘‘(B) who is employed in a qualifying 
school or a qualifying early childhood edu-
cation program. 

‘‘(7) ELIGIBLE SCHOOL LEADER.—The term 
‘eligible school leader’ means a principal, as-
sistant principal, or other individual who 
is— 

‘‘(A) an employee or officer of a qualifying 
school, and 

‘‘(B) responsible for the daily instructional 
leadership and managerial operations in the 
qualifying school. 

‘‘(8) ELIGIBLE TEACHER.—The term ‘eligible 
teacher’ means an individual who— 

‘‘(A) is an elementary school or secondary 
school teacher who, as determined by the 
State or local educational agency, is a teach-
er of record who provides direct classroom 
teaching (or classroom-type teaching in a 
nonclassroom setting) to students in a quali-
fying school, and 

‘‘(B)(i) meets applicable State certification 
and licensure requirements, including any 
requirements for certification obtained 
through alternative routes to certification, 
in the State in which such school is located 
and in the subject area in which the indi-
vidual is the teacher of record, or 

‘‘(ii) is enrolled during the taxable year in 
a program leading to State certification and 
licensure as described in clause (i) and is 
making satisfactory progress toward such 
certification and licensure requirements. 

‘‘(9) QUALIFYING EARLY CHILDHOOD EDU-
CATION PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualifying 
early childhood education program’ means 
an early childhood education program, as de-
fined in section 103 of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1003), that, regardless of 
setting— 

‘‘(i) serves children who receive services 
for which financial assistance is provided in 
accordance with the Child Care and Develop-
ment Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9857 
et seq.), the Head Start Act (42 U.S.C. 9831 et 
seq.), or the child and adult care food pro-
gram established under section 17 of the 
Richard B. Russell National School Lunch 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1766), and 

‘‘(ii) participates in a State tiered and 
transparent system for measuring program 
quality. 

‘‘(B) SPECIAL RULE.—Notwithstanding sub-
paragraph (A), an early childhood education 
program that does not satisfy the require-
ments of subparagraph (A)(ii) shall be 
deemed to be a qualifying early childhood 
education program until September 30, 2025, 
if the program— 

‘‘(i) satisfies all requirements of subpara-
graph (A) except for clause (ii) of such sub-
paragraph, and 

‘‘(ii)(I) meets the Head Start program per-
formance standards described in section 
641A(a) of the Head Start Act (42 U.S.C. 
9836a(a)), if applicable, or 

‘‘(II) is accredited by a national accreditor 
of early learning programs as of the date of 
enactment of the Retaining Educators Takes 
Added Investment Now Act. 

‘‘(10) QUALIFYING SCHOOL.—The term ‘quali-
fying school’ means— 

‘‘(A) a public elementary school or sec-
ondary school that— 

‘‘(i) is in the school district of a local edu-
cational agency that is eligible for assist-
ance under part A of title I of the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 6311 et seq.), or 

‘‘(ii) is served or operated by an edu-
cational service agency that is eligible for 
such assistance, or 

‘‘(B) an elementary school or secondary 
school that is funded by the Bureau of Indian 
Education and that is in the school district 
of a local educational agency that is eligible 
for such assistance.’’. 

(b) W-2 REPORTING OF CONTINUOUS EMPLOY-
MENT FOR CERTAIN POSITIONS AT QUALIFYING 
EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION PROGRAMS OR 
QUALIFYING SCHOOLS.—Section 6051(a) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph (16), 
by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (17) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by in-
serting after paragraph (17) the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(18) in the case of an employee who is em-
ployed in a position described in subsection 
(a)(2) of section 36C, the number of school 
years for which such employee has been con-
tinuously employed in any such position.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) The table of sections for subpart C of 

part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 of sub-
title A of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
is amended by inserting after the item relat-
ing to section 36B the following: 
‘‘Sec. 36C. Teacher and school leader reten-

tion credit.’’. 
(2) Section 6211(b)(4)(A) of such Code is 

amended by inserting ‘‘36C,’’ after ‘‘36B,’’. 
(3) Paragraph (2) of section 1324(b) of title 

31, United States Code, is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘36C,’’ after ‘‘36B,’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2025. 
SEC. 5. DEVELOPING INTERAGENCY DATA SE-

RIES. 

The Secretary of Labor, in coordination 
with the Secretary of Treasury, the Sec-
retary of Education, and the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services, shall— 

(1) develop and publish on the internet 
website of the Bureau of Labor Statistics a 
data series that captures— 

(A) the average base salary of teachers in 
elementary schools and secondary schools, 
disaggregated by— 

(i) employment in public elementary 
schools and secondary schools that receive 
assistance under part A of title I of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 6311 et seq.), 

(ii) employment in public elementary 
schools and secondary schools that do not re-
ceive such assistance, and 

(iii) geographic region, and 
(B) the average base salary of early child-

hood educators, disaggregated by highest 
level of degree attained, and 

(2) update the data series under paragraph 
(1) on an annual basis. 

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, 
Mrs. CAPITO, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. DAINES, Mr. 
YOUNG, Mrs. BRITT, Mr. 
RICKETTS, Mr. TUBERVILLE, Mr. 
SHEEHY, Mr. HOEVEN, and Mr. 
CRUZ): 

Mr. BARRASSO. 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. 1688. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to permanently 
extend the allowance for depreciation, 
amortization, or depletion for purposes 
of determining the income limitation 
on the deduction for business interest 
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

S. 1688 
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 ‘‘Growing 
America’s Small Businesses and Manufac-
turing Act’’. 
SEC. 2. PERMANENT EXTENSION OF ALLOWANCE 

FOR DEPRECIATION, AMORTIZA-
TION, OR DEPLETION IN DETER-
MINING THE LIMITATION ON BUSI-
NESS INTEREST. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 163(j)(8)(A)(v) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
by striking ‘‘in the case of taxable years be-
ginning before January 1, 2022,’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2024. 
SEC. 3. INCREASE IN LIMITATIONS ON EXPENS-

ING OF DEPRECIABLE BUSINESS AS-
SETS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 179(b) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$1,000,000’’ in paragraph (1) 
and inserting ‘‘$2,500,000’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$2,500,000’’ in paragraph (2) 
and inserting ‘‘$4,000,000’’. 

(b) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.—Section 
179(b)(6)(A) of such Code is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘2018’’ and inserting ‘‘2025 
(2018 in the case of the dollar amount in 
paragraph (5)(A))’’, and 

(2) by striking ‘‘calendar year 2017’’ in 
clause (ii) thereof and inserting ‘‘ ‘calendar 
year 2024’ (‘calendar year 2017’ in the case of 
the dollar amount in paragraph (5)(A))’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service in taxable years beginning 
after December 31, 2024. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 208—SUP-
PORTING THE DESIGNATION OF 
MAY 10, 2025, AS ‘‘NATIONAL 
ASIAN AMERICAN, NATIVE HA-
WAIIAN, AND PACIFIC ISLANDER 
MENTAL HEALTH DAY’’ 

Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. PADILLA, Mr. 
SCHATZ, and Ms. WARREN) submitted 
the following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions: 

S. RES. 208 

Whereas the Asian American, Native Ha-
waiian, and Pacific Islander (referred to in 
this preamble as ‘‘AANHPI’’) community is 
among the fastest growing population groups 
in the United States and has made signifi-
cant economic, cultural, and social contribu-
tions; 

Whereas the AANHPI community is ex-
tremely diverse in terms of socioeconomic 
background, education level, types of em-
ployment, languages spoken, cultures of ori-
gin, acculturation, and migration and col-
onization status; 
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Whereas AANHPIs have among the lowest 

rates of utilization of mental health services, 
and 65.3 percent of the estimated 2,900,000 
AANHPIs who meet criteria for a mental 
health problem do not receive treatment; 

Whereas, from 2018 to 2023, AANHPI youth 
ages 10 to 24 years old in the United States 
were the only racial or ethnic population in 
this age category whose leading cause of 
death was suicide; 

Whereas it is imperative to disaggregate 
AANHPI population data to get an accurate 
representation of the depth and breadth of 
the mental health issues for each subpopula-
tion, so that specific culturally and linguis-
tically appropriate solutions can be devel-
oped; 

Whereas language access continues to be a 
critical issue, whether due to the limited 
number of providers with the necessary lan-
guage skills to provide in-language services 
or the significant language loss faced by Na-
tive Hawaiian and Pacific Islander commu-
nities due to colonization; 

Whereas there is a need to significantly in-
crease the number of providers, including 
paraprofessionals, representing AANHPI 
communities and provide them with nec-
essary training and ongoing support; 

Whereas historical discrimination and cur-
rent racial violence toward AANHPIs in-
crease trauma and stress, underlying precur-
sors to mental health problems; 

Whereas there is a critical need to raise 
awareness about, and improve mental health 
literacy among, the AANHPI community to 
reduce the stigma associated with mental 
health issues; and 

Whereas May is both National Asian Amer-
ican, Native Hawaiian, and Pacific Islander 
Heritage Month, an opportunity to celebrate 
the vast contributions of this population to 
the society of the United States, and Na-
tional Mental Health Awareness Month, rec-
ognizing the importance of mental health to 
the well-being and health of families and 
communities and connecting the importance 
of one’s cultural heritage to good mental 
health: Now, therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) supports the designation of May 10, 2025, 

as ‘‘National Asian American, Native Hawai-
ian, and Pacific Islander Mental Health 
Day’’; 

(2) recognizes the importance of mental 
health to the well-being and health of fami-
lies and communities; 

(3) acknowledges the importance of raising 
awareness about mental health and improv-
ing the quality of care for Asian American, 
Native Hawaiian, and Pacific Islander com-
munities; 

(4) recognizes that celebrating one’s cul-
tural and linguistic heritage is beneficial to 
mental health; and 

(5) encourages Federal, State, and local 
health agencies to adopt laws, policies, and 
guidance to improve help-seeking rates for 
mental health services for the Asian Amer-
ican, Native Hawaiian, and Pacific Islander 
community and other communities of color. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 209—COM-
MENDING SOUTHEASTERN LOU-
ISIANA UNIVERSITY ON THE OC-
CASION OF ITS CENTENNIAL AND 
ITS YEARS OF SERVICE TO THE 
STATE OF LOUISIANA AND THE 
UNITED STATES 

Mr. KENNEDY (for himself and Mr. 
CASSIDY) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 209 

Whereas, on July 7, 1925, the voters of 
Tangipahoa Parish approved a bond issue 
that led to the creation of Hammond Junior 
College; 

Whereas President Linus A. Sims opened 
the college to 40 students, taught by 5 fac-
ulty members, establishing the foundation 
for an institution committed to academic ex-
cellence and community service; 

Whereas, in 1927, the voters of Tangipahoa 
Parish supported the purchase of the 15-acre 
Hunter Leake estate for the purpose of ex-
panding the college’s campus and allowing 
for future growth; 

Whereas, in 1928, Hammond Junior College 
became Southeastern Louisiana College and 
was adopted into the Louisiana State edu-
cational system under the State Board of 
Education, solidifying its place as a vital in-
stitution for higher education in Louisiana; 

Whereas, in 1934, a State bond issue pro-
vided for the construction of McGehee Hall, 
which became a historic centerpiece of the 
university and was placed on the National 
Register of Historic Places on January 18, 
1985; 

Whereas, in 1970, Southeastern Louisiana 
College became Southeastern Louisiana Uni-
versity, reflecting its growth in academic of-
ferings, student population, and regional im-
pact; 

Whereas, as of the date of adoption of this 
resolution, Southeastern Louisiana Univer-
sity serves more than 15,000 students annu-
ally, offering a multitude of undergraduate, 
graduate, and professional programs through 
its 5 colleges and schools, fostering innova-
tion, research, and career readiness; 

Whereas Southeastern Louisiana Univer-
sity has academically distinguished itself in 
education, business, nursing and health 
sciences, the arts, sciences, and other fields 
while remaining dedicated to public service; 

Whereas Southeastern Louisiana Univer-
sity has a strong tradition of intercollegiate 
athletics as a member of the Southland Con-
ference, supporting student-athletes in their 
academic and athletic pursuits; and 

Whereas Southeastern Louisiana Univer-
sity has produced notable alumni who have 
made significant contributions in business, 
public service, education, health care, and 
the arts, strengthening the economy and cul-
tural heritage of Louisiana: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) commends Southeastern Louisiana Uni-

versity on the occasion of its Centennial and 
its years of service to the State of Louisiana 
and the United States; 

(2) recognizes Southeastern Louisiana Uni-
versity for its dedication to higher edu-
cation, research, and community service; 
and 

(3) respectfully requests that the Secretary 
of the Senate transmit an enrolled copy of 
this resolution to— 

(A) the President of Southeastern Lou-
isiana University, the Honorable Dr. William 
S. Wainwright; 

(B) the Provost and Vice President for Aca-
demic Affairs of Southeastern Louisiana 
University, the Honorable Dr. Tena L. 
Golding; and 

(C) the Vice President for University Ad-
vancement of Southeastern Louisiana Uni-
versity, the Honorable Ms. Wendy Lauder-
dale. 

SENATE RESOLUTION 210—HON-
ORING AND COMMENDING THE 
80TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
BLINDED VETERANS ASSOCIA-
TION 

Mr. MORAN (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BOOZMAN, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. 
WARNOCK, and Mr. CORNYN) submitted 
the following resolution; which was 
considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 210 

Whereas the Blinded Veterans Association 
(in this preamble referred to as ‘‘BVA’’) was 
founded in 1945 by World War II veterans who 
were blinded in service to the United States, 
with the goal of providing support and advo-
cacy for veterans who had lost their sight; 

Whereas BVA is congressionally chartered 
as the official advocate and representative 
for all blinded veterans before the executive 
and legislative branches of the Federal Gov-
ernment; 

Whereas, since its inception, BVA has been 
at the forefront of efforts to ensure that 
blind and low-vision veterans receive the 
services, recognition, and respect they de-
serve, advocating for improved access to 
health care, rehabilitation, and employment 
opportunities; 

Whereas, over the past 80 years, BVA has 
continuously worked to advance the rights 
and welfare of blind and low-vision veterans 
by working alongside Congress, the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, and other govern-
mental agencies, advocating for critical leg-
islative and policy changes and providing a 
strong voice for those who have served in 
uniform; 

Whereas the first comprehensive residen-
tial Blind Rehabilitation Center program 
opened on July 4, 1948, in Hines, Illinois, and 
operates still at the Edward Hines, Jr., Vet-
erans Administration Hospital as one of 13 
comprehensive residential Blind Rehabilita-
tion Centers across the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs health care system; 

Whereas the Blind Rehabilitation Centers 
offer a variety of skill courses designed to 
help blind and low-vision veterans achieve 
greater levels of independence through skill 
areas including orientation and mobility, 
computer access training, communication 
skills, manual skills, and visual skills, as 
well as social and recreational activities; 

Whereas BVA has played a key role in fos-
tering a better understanding of the chal-
lenges faced by blind and low-vision vet-
erans, while also contributing to the devel-
opment and implementation of programs de-
signed to improve the quality of life of blind 
and low-vision veterans, including the Visual 
Impairment Service Team Program, which is 
responsible for the coordination of services 
for severely disabled visually impaired vet-
erans; 

Whereas, through BVA’s tireless advocacy 
efforts, major strides have been made in im-
proving the care and services provided by the 
Department of Veterans Affairs for blind and 
low-vision veterans, such as enhanced access 
to outpatient blind rehabilitation services 
that allow those veterans to live independ-
ently and with dignity; 

Whereas the Blind Rehabilitation Services 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs work 
to rehabilitate veterans by focusing on five 
core areas of living skills, orientation and 
mobility, visual skills, manual skills, and 
technology access; 

Whereas BVA has championed efforts to 
expand benefits and services available to 
blind and low-vision veterans, including im-
proving the disability rating schedule as it 
relates to visual impairment and blindness, 
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the specially adapted housing grant, provi-
sion of guide dog benefits, and cutting-edge 
adaptive vision technology; 

Whereas BVA has played a crucial role in 
advocating for policies that ensure safe and 
accessible environments for veterans who 
use guide dogs, promoting the safe access of 
guide dogs in public spaces, facilities of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and other 
areas inherent to the well-being and inde-
pendence of veterans with visual impair-
ments; 

Whereas the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs has made significant improvements to 
its care for blind and low-vision veterans, en-
suring that programs such as the Blind Re-
habilitation Centers continue to evolve to 
meet the needs of an aging veteran popu-
lation, offering specialized training and serv-
ices to help those veterans adapt to their vi-
sion loss; 

Whereas there is still work to be done in 
ensuring that blind and low-vision veterans 
have consistent and equitable access to 
health care and benefits, mobility services, 
and job training opportunities, as well as the 
safety and accessibility of guide dogs in pub-
lic spaces; 

Whereas the rapid advancement of artifi-
cial intelligence and telehealth technologies 
presents both opportunities and challenges 
for the rehabilitation and accessibility of 
blind and low-vision veterans, requiring on-
going evaluation and adaptation of programs 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs; 

Whereas rural veterans often face unique 
challenges in accessing specialized rehabili-
tation and support services for visual impair-
ments, necessitating targeted outreach and 
telehealth solutions; 

Whereas the increasing prevalence of age- 
related macular degeneration and other vi-
sion-related conditions among veterans re-
quires the Department of Veterans Affairs to 
prioritize research and development of inno-
vative treatments and rehabilitative strate-
gies; 

Whereas the growing number of aging vet-
erans with multiple comorbidities neces-
sitates integrated care models that address 
both visual impairments and other health 
conditions; and 

Whereas the needs of female blinded vet-
erans are unique and require specific atten-
tion, including specialized prosthetics and 
mental health support: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) honors and commends the Blinded Vet-

erans Association for its 80 years of dedi-
cated service, advocacy, and support for 
blind and low-vision veterans; 

(2) acknowledges the successes of the 
Blinded Veterans Association in improving 
the lives of veterans with visual impair-
ments and expresses gratitude for its advo-
cacy efforts on behalf of the entire veterans 
community; 

(3) urges the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs to guarantee safe access for guide dogs 
and guide dog users at Department facilities, 
and calls upon the Department to ensure 
that each medical center of the Department 
has a trained and capable Service Dog Cham-
pion on site; 

(4) commends the Blinded Veterans Asso-
ciation for its continued charitable, edu-
cational, patriotic, and civic work to make 
certain that blind and low-vision veterans 
can live and thrive; 

(5) wishes members of the Blinded Veterans 
Association continued success in their ongo-
ing efforts to live out their motto, ‘‘Blinded 
veterans helping blinded veterans’’, by pre-
serving and strengthening a spirit of fellow-
ship among blinded veterans so that they 
may give mutual aid and assistance to one 
another; and 

(6) reaffirms the commitment of the Sen-
ate to supporting and improving the services 
and opportunities available to all veterans, 
including those with disabilities, ensuring 
they receive the respect and care they de-
serve. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 211—DESIG-
NATING MAY 10, 2025, AS ‘‘WORLD 
MIGRATORY BIRD DAY’’ 
Mr. HEINRICH (for himself and Mr. 

BOOZMAN) submitted the following res-
olution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 211 
Whereas migratory birds are an essential 

part of ecosystems, providing ecological 
services such as pest control, pollination, 
and seed dispersal; 

Whereas over 350 species of birds migrate 
each spring through North America, con-
necting ecosystems, cultures, and economies; 

Whereas migratory birds face increasing 
threats from habitat loss, drought, invasive 
species, light pollution, collisions, and urban 
expansion; 

Whereas North America has seen a net loss 
of 3,000,000,000 birds in the past 50 years; 

Whereas World Migratory Bird Day is an 
annual global campaign dedicated to raising 
awareness for migratory birds and the need 
for international cooperation to conserve 
them; 

Whereas birdwatching and bird-related 
recreation contribute significantly to the 
United States economy, with nearly 
100,000,000 Americans participating and gen-
erating $279,000,000,000 in total economic out-
put; 

Whereas the 2025 theme of World Migratory 
Bird Day, ‘‘Shared Spaces: Creating Bird- 
Friendly Cities and Communities’’, high-
lights the importance of thoughtful city 
planning and adopting bird-friendly prac-
tices for the well-being of migratory birds; 

Whereas public education and community 
engagement are central to bird conservation 
efforts, with wildlife refuges, parks, zoos, 
aquariums, and community organizations 
hosting World Migratory Bird Day events 
across the United States each year; 

Whereas the North American Wetlands 
Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 4401 et seq.) has 
promoted significant investments in wetland 
habitat conservation and restoration, which 
serve migratory birds; and 

Whereas the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 
1918 (16 U.S.C. 703 et seq.) remains a corner-
stone of United States bird conservation pol-
icy, reflecting a century-long commitment 
to protecting migratory bird species: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates May 10, 2025, as ‘‘World Mi-

gratory Bird Day’’; and 
(2) encourages the people of the United 

States to celebrate and support the con-
servation of migratory birds and their habi-
tats through education, stewardship, com-
munity engagement, and bird watching. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 212—AFFIRM-
ING THE ACCEPTABLE OUTCOME 
OF ANY NUCLEAR DEAL BE-
TWEEN THE UNITED STATES 
AND THE ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF 
IRAN, AND FOR OTHER PUR-
POSES 
Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr. COT-

TON, and Mrs. BRITT) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions: 

S. RES. 212 

Whereas the acceptable outcome of any ne-
gotiations between the United States and 
the Islamic Republic of Iran related to Iran’s 
nuclear program is— 

(1) the complete dismantlement and de-
struction of its entire nuclear program; and 
then 

(2) an Agreement for Peaceful Nuclear Co-
operation (commonly known as a ‘‘123 Agree-
ment’’) between the United States and the 
Islamic Republic of Iran, pursuant to section 
123 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 
U.S.C. 2153) that also requires the Islamic 
Republic of Iran to adopt the International 
Atomic Energy Agency’s (referred to in this 
preamble as the ‘‘IAEA’’) additional proto-
cols for the verification of nuclear safe-
guards and forgo domestic uranium enrich-
ment, the reprocessing of spent fuel, and the 
development or possession of any enrichment 
or reprocessing infrastructure or capacity; 

Whereas the complete dismantlement and 
destruction of the Islamic Republic of Iran’s 
nuclear program should include, at a min-
imum— 

(1) disclosing and dismantling all of the Is-
lamic Republic of Iran’s nuclear, biological, 
and chemical weapons programs, including 
the removal of any previously enriched ura-
nium; 

(2) allowing international inspectors un-
conditional access to monitor and verify 
compliance, including allowing short-notice 
inspections of all buildings in all of its nu-
clear sites by the IAEA; 

(3) providing information to the IAEA 
about all parts of its nuclear fuel-cycle; 

(4) allowing the IAEA to freely collect en-
vironmental samples at locations beyond the 
stated sites whenever the IAEA deems such 
collection is necessary; 

(5) providing the IAEA the right to mon-
itor communications by receiving unimpeded 
access to all satellite systems and other 
forms of telecommunications; 

(6) providing designated IAEA inspectors of 
all nationalities valid visas and unimpeded 
entry into the Islamic Republic of Iran; 

(7) providing information on any research 
and development activities relating to the 
Islamic Republic of Iran’s nuclear program; 

(8) providing the IAEA with information 
about the manufacturing and export of sen-
sitive nuclear-related technologies; 

(9) permitting the establishment of IAEA 
verification mechanisms at manufacturing 
and export-import locations; and 

(10) signing and ratifying an Additional 
Protocol as part of its Comprehensive Safe-
guards Agreement; 

Whereas more than 20 countries have a 
peaceful nuclear power capability without 
the ability to domestically enrich uranium 
or reprocess spent fuel; 

Whereas in August 2002, the Islamic Repub-
lic of Iran’s secret nuclear program was re-
vealed, including the existence of a fuel en-
richment plant in Natanz, Iran and the 
heavy-water plant in Arak, Iran; 

Whereas on April 11, 2006, the Islamic Re-
public of Iran announced that it had en-
riched uranium for the first time to a level 
close to 3.5 percent at the Pilot Fuel Enrich-
ment Plant in Natanz, Iran; 

Whereas on May 31, 2021, it was reported 
that the Islamic Republic of Iran failed to 
provide any explanation for the uranium 
remnants found at undeclared sites in Iran, 
and such an explanation had not been pro-
vided as of the date of the enactment of this 
Resolution; 

Whereas on May 30, 2022, the IAEA re-
ported that the Islamic Republic of Iran had 
achieved a stockpile of 43.3 kilograms (95.5 
pounds) of 60 percent highly enriched ura-
nium, which is roughly enough material to 
construct a nuclear weapon; 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:42 May 09, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00037 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A08MY6.041 S08MYPT1D
M

W
ils

on
 o

n 
D

S
K

7X
7S

14
4P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES2844 May 8, 2025 
Whereas on February 27, 2023, the IAEA re-

ported that the Islamic Republic of Iran had 
enriched uranium to 83.7 percent, which is 
just short of the 90 percent threshold for 
weapons-grade fissile material; 

Whereas on September 16, 2023, the IAEA 
reported that the Islamic Republic of Iran 
banned the activities of nearly 1/3 of the 
IAEA’s most experienced nuclear inspectors 
in Iran, a decision that, according to IAEA 
Director-General Rafael Grossi, harmed the 
IAEA’s ability to monitor Iran’s nuclear pro-
gram; 

Whereas, on December 28, 2023, the Govern-
ments of the United States, France, Ger-
many, and the United Kingdom jointly de-
clared, ‘‘The production of high-enriched 
uranium by Iran has no credible civilian jus-
tification’’; 

Whereas, on July 23, 2024, the Office of the 
Director of National Intelligence published 
an assessment, in accordance with the Iran 
Nuclear Weapons Capability and Terrorism 
Monitoring Act of 2022 (22 U.S.C. 8701 note; 
Public Law 117–263), which stated, the Is-
lamic Republic of Iran has ‘‘undertaken ac-
tivities that better position it to produce a 
nuclear device, if it chooses to do so’’; 

Whereas, on November 15, 2024, the IAEA 
reported that the Islamic Republic of Iran 
has continued to expand its enrichment fa-
cilities and install additional advanced cen-
trifuges, including at the Natanz Nuclear Fa-
cility, where there are 15 cascades of ad-
vanced centrifuges, and the Fordow Fuel En-
richment Plant, where there are advanced 
preparations for the expansion of the facil-
ity; 

Whereas, on February 26, 2025, the IAEA re-
ported that the Islamic Republic of Iran has 
between 5 and 7 metric tons of enriched ura-
nium, and had increased its total stockpile 
of 60 percent highly enriched uranium to 
274.8 kilograms (605.83 pounds), which, if fur-
ther enriched, could be sufficient to produce 
6 nuclear weapons; 

Whereas, on April 7, 2025, the Prime Min-
ister of Israel, Benjamin Netanyahu, stated 
that the United States and Israel are ‘‘both 
united in the goal that Iran does not ever get 
nuclear weapons. If it can be done diplomati-
cally, ... I think that would be a good thing. 
But whatever happens, we have to make sure 
that Iran does not have nuclear weapons’’; 

Whereas, on April 7, 2025, President of the 
United States Donald Trump echoed that po-
sition, stating, ‘‘You know, it’s not a com-
plicated formula. Iran cannot have a nuclear 
weapon. That’s all there is.’’; 

Whereas, on April 8, 2025, the Islamic Re-
public of Iran rejected the dismantlement of 
its nuclear program, stating, ‘‘Trump wants 
a new deal: end Iran’s regional influence, dis-
mantle its nuclear program, and halt its mis-
sile work. These are unacceptable to Tehran. 
Our nuclear program cannot be dismantled’’; 
and 

Whereas the United States must never 
allow the Islamic Republic of Iran to obtain 
a nuclear weapons capability that threatens 
the United States or its allies or partners; 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) commends the Trump administration 

for engaging in direct talks with the Islamic 
Republic of Iran regarding its nuclear pro-
gram; 

(2) recognizes the Islamic Republic of 
Iran’s decades of cheating, the regime’s bar-
baric nature, and its open commitment to 
destroying the State of Israel must be ad-
dressed in any negotiations; and 

(3) affirms support for— 
(A) the complete dismantlement and de-

struction of the Islamic Republic of Iran’s 
entire nuclear program; and then 

(B) an Agreement for Peaceful Nuclear Co-
operation (commonly known as a ‘‘123 Agree-

ment’’) between the United States and the 
Islamic Republic of Iran, pursuant to section 
123 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 
U.S.C. 2153) that also requires the Islamic 
Republic of Iran— 

(i) to adopt the IAEA additional protocols 
for verification of nuclear safeguards; and 

(ii) to forgo domestic uranium enrichment, 
the reprocessing of spent fuel, and the devel-
opment or possession of any enrichment or 
reprocessing infrastructure or capacity. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 213—EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
DESIGNATION OF MAY 2025 AS 
‘‘FALLEN HEROES MEMORIAL 
MONTH’’ 
Mr. TUBERVILLE submitted the fol-

lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: 

S. RES. 213 

Whereas, since the signing of the Declara-
tion of Independence and the founding of the 
United States, more than 1,300,000 members 
of the Armed Forces have given their lives 
for the cause of liberty, both in the United 
States and around the world; 

Whereas the people of the United States 
owe a profound debt to those who served the 
United States in uniform and made the ulti-
mate sacrifice so that their countrymen 
could live freely; 

Whereas the people of the United States 
have an obligation to honor the memories of 
the fallen and to commemorate those brave 
men and women who gave their lives to the 
cause of freedom; 

Whereas President Abraham Lincoln said, 
‘‘[A]ll that a man hath will he give for his 
life; and while all contribute of their sub-
stance the soldier puts his life at stake, and 
often yields it up in his country’s cause. The 
highest merit, then is due to the soldier.’’; 

Whereas, in an address to the Armed 
Forces in 1945, President Harry S. Truman 
said, ‘‘Our debt to the heroic men and val-
iant women in the service of our country can 
never be repaid. They have earned our undy-
ing gratitude.’’; 

Whereas the history of Memorial Day 
began 3 years after the American Civil War, 
with the Grand Army of the Republic estab-
lishing Decoration Day as a day for honoring 
the Civil War dead by decorating their 
graves with flowers, with the State of New 
York being the first to adopt it as a State 
holiday in 1873, and with all the Union States 
having adopted it by 1890; 

Whereas, in the aftermath of World War I 
and World War II, Memorial Day became a 
day to remember and honor all members of 
the Armed Forces who fought and died on be-
half of the United States; 

Whereas Congress made the observance of 
Memorial Day, at the time still often called 
Decoration Day, a Federal holiday in 1971; 
and 

Whereas the over 1,300,000 members of the 
Armed Forces who over the centuries gave 
their lives in service to the people of the 
United States have earned the enduring re-
spect and gratitude of the United States: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) honors the more than 1,300,000 veterans 

who gave their lives in service to the United 
States; 

(2) recognizes the families and loved ones 
of the fallen heroes of the United States and 
lifts them up in prayer; 

(3) urges the people of the United States to 
reflect on the contributions of those heroes 
and to honor the memory of those who paid 
the ultimate sacrifice in securing the bless-
ings of liberty for the United States; and 

(4) requests that the President issue a 
proclamation— 

(A) designating May 2025 as ‘‘Fallen Heroes 
Memorial Month’’; 

(B) affirming the everlasting gratitude of 
the United States for members of the Armed 
Forces who made the ultimate sacrifice; and 

(C) calling on the people of the United 
States to remember and honor the fallen he-
roes of the United States and to pay tribute 
to them through volunteering and sup-
porting veteran service organizations. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 214—RECOG-
NIZING THE SIGNIFICANCE OF 
ASIAN AMERICAN, NATIVE HA-
WAIIAN, AND PACIFIC ISLANDER 
HERITAGE MONTH AS AN IMPOR-
TANT TIME TO CELEBRATE THE 
SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTIONS OF 
ASIAN AMERICANS, NATIVE HA-
WAIIANS, AND PACIFIC ISLAND-
ERS TO THE HISTORY OF THE 
UNITED STATES 

Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. KIM, Ms. COLLINS, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. BENNET, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BOOKER, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. COONS, Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, 
Mr. DURBIN, Mr. FETTERMAN, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Ms. HASSAN, Mr. KAINE, 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. MARKEY, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mr. PADILLA, Mr. REED, Ms. 
ROSEN, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. 
SMITH, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. WARNER, 
Mr. WARNOCK, Ms. WARREN, and Mr. 
WYDEN) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 214 

Whereas the people of the United States 
join together each May to pay tribute to the 
contributions of generations of Asian Ameri-
cans, Native Hawaiians, and Pacific Island-
ers who have enriched the history of the 
United States; 

Whereas the history of Asian Americans, 
Native Hawaiians, and Pacific Islanders in 
the United States is inextricably tied to the 
story of the United States; 

Whereas the Asian American, Native Ha-
waiian, and Pacific Islander community is an 
inherently diverse population, composed of 
more than 70 distinct ethnicities and speak-
ing more than 100 language dialects; 

Whereas, according to the Bureau of the 
Census, the Asian American population grew 
faster than any other racial or ethnic group 
over the last decade, growing by nearly 55.5 
percent between 2010 and 2020, and during 
that same time period, the Native Hawaiian 
and Pacific Islander population grew by 30.8 
percent; 

Whereas there are more than 25,000,000 
residents of the United States who identify 
as Asian and approximately 1,800,000 resi-
dents of the United States who identify as 
Native Hawaiian and Pacific Islander, mak-
ing up more than 10 percent of the total pop-
ulation of the United States; 

Whereas the month of May was selected for 
Asian American, Native Hawaiian, and Pa-
cific Islander Heritage Month because the 
first Japanese immigrants arrived in the 
United States on May 7, 1843, and the first 
transcontinental railroad was completed on 
May 10, 1869, with substantial contributions 
from Chinese immigrants; 

Whereas section 102 of title 36, United 
States Code, officially designates May as 
Asian/Pacific American Heritage Month and 
requests the President to issue an annual 
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proclamation calling on the people of the 
United States to observe the month with ap-
propriate programs, ceremonies, and activi-
ties; 

Whereas 2025 marks several anniversaries, 
including— 

(1) the 40th anniversary of the Space Shut-
tle Discovery Mission STS–51C, crewed by 
Ellison Shoji Onizuka, the first Asian Amer-
ican in space; 

(2) the 50th anniversary of the end of the 
Vietnam War and the beginning of the 
Southeast Asian diaspora in communities 
across the United States; 

(3) the 50th anniversary of the completion 
of the double-hulled voyaging canoe, 
Hokulea, marking the first traditional Poly-
nesian voyaging canoe built in Hawaii in 
more than 600 years; 

(4) the 60th anniversary of the enactment 
of the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to amend the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, and for 
other purposes’’, approved October 3, 1965 (79 
Stat. 911), landmark legislation that re-
versed restrictive immigration policies 
against immigrants from Asia; and 

(5) the 115th anniversary of the establish-
ment of Angel Island Immigration Station in 
San Francisco Bay, California, which served 
as a major port of entry for immigrants com-
ing to the United States from Asia and the 
Pacific; 

Whereas Asian Americans, Native Hawai-
ians, and Pacific Islanders have made signifi-
cant contributions to the United States at 
all levels of the Federal Government and in 
the Armed Forces, including— 

(1) Dalip Singh Saund, the first Asian 
American elected to Congress; 

(2) Daniel K. Inouye, a Medal of Honor and 
Presidential Medal of Freedom recipient 
who, as President pro tempore of the Senate, 
was the then-highest-ranking Asian Amer-
ican government official in the history of the 
United States; 

(3) Hiram L. Fong, the first Asian Amer-
ican Senator; 

(4) Patsy T. Mink, the first woman of color 
and Asian American woman elected to Con-
gress; 

(5) Herbert Y.C. Choy, the first Asian 
American to serve as a Federal judge; 

(6) Daniel K. Akaka, the first Senator of 
Native Hawaiian ancestry; and 

(7) Norman Y. Mineta, the first Asian 
American member of a Presidential cabinet; 

Whereas the 119th Congress includes 25 
Members of Asian and Pacific Islander de-
scent; 

Whereas, in 2025, the Congressional Asian 
Pacific American Caucus is composed of 82 
Members, and other congressional caucuses 
work on Asian American, Native Hawaiian, 
and Pacific Islander issues also; 

Whereas, in 2025, Asian Americans, Native 
Hawaiians, and Pacific Islanders are serving 
in State and Territorial legislatures across 
the United States in record numbers, includ-
ing in— 

(1) the States of Alaska, Arizona, Cali-
fornia, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Geor-
gia, Hawaii, Idaho, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, 
Nevada, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
Mexico, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, 
Oklahoma, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Is-
land, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Vir-
ginia, Washington, West Virginia, Wisconsin, 
and Wyoming; and 

(2) the Territories of American Samoa, 
Guam, and the Commonwealth of the North-
ern Mariana Islands; 

Whereas Asian Americans, Native Hawai-
ians, and Pacific Islanders represent more 
than 8 percent of Federal judges and hun-
dreds of thousands of Federal employees, in-
cluding hundreds of staffers of Asian, Native 

Hawaiian, and Pacific Islander descent who 
serve as staff in the Senate and the House of 
Representatives; 

Whereas the incidence of hate crimes 
against Asian Americans continues to be 
above levels observed before the COVID–19 
pandemic; 

Whereas discrimination against Asian 
Americans, especially in moments of crisis, 
is not a new phenomenon, and violence 
against Asian Americans has occurred 
throughout United States history, includ-
ing— 

(1) the enactment of the Act entitled ‘‘An 
Act supplementary to the Acts in relation to 
Immigration’’, approved March 3, 1875 (com-
monly referred to as the ‘‘Page Act of 1875’’) 
(18 Stat. 477, chapter 141), which restricted 
entry of Chinese, Japanese, and other Asian 
women to the United States and effectively 
prohibited the immigration of Chinese 
women, preventing the formation of Chinese 
families in the United States and limiting 
the number of native-born Chinese citizens; 

(2) the enactment of the Act entitled ‘‘An 
Act to execute certain treaty stipulations re-
lating to Chinese’’, approved May 6, 1882 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Chinese Exclusion 
Act of 1882’’) (22 Stat. 58, chapter 126), which 
was the first law to explicitly exclude an en-
tire ethnic group from immigrating to the 
United States; 

(3) the issuance of Executive Order 9066 (7 
Fed. Reg. 1407; relating to authorizing the 
Secretary of War to prescribe military areas) 
on February 19, 1942, which authorized the 
forced relocation and incarceration of ap-
proximately 125,000 individuals of Japanese 
ancestry during World War II, the majority 
of whom were citizens of the United States; 

(4) on June 23, 1982, the murder of Vincent 
Chin; 

(5) on January 17, 1989, the Cleveland Ele-
mentary School shooting in which a gunman 
used an AK–47 to kill 5 children, 4 of whom 
were of Southeast Asian descent; 

(6) the rise in discrimination and violence 
against Muslim, Sikh, Arab, Middle Eastern, 
and South Asian Americans following the at-
tacks on the World Trade Center and the 
Pentagon on September 11, 2001; 

(7) on August 5, 2012, the mass shooting at 
a Sikh temple in Oak Creek, Wisconsin, in 
which a white supremacist fatally shot 6 peo-
ple and wounded 4 others; and 

(8) on March 16, 2021, the murder of 8 peo-
ple, including 6 Asian women, at 3 separate 
Asian-owned businesses in the Atlanta, Geor-
gia, region; 

Whereas, in response to the uptick in anti- 
Asian hate crimes throughout the COVID–19 
pandemic, Congress passed the COVID–19 
Hate Crimes Act (Public Law 117–13; 135 Stat. 
265), which was signed into law on May 20, 
2021; 

Whereas, in celebration of the contribu-
tions of Asian Americans, Native Hawaiians, 
and Pacific Islanders in the United States, 
Congress passed the Commission To Study 
the Potential Creation of a National Museum 
of Asian Pacific American History and Cul-
ture Act (Public Law 117–140; 136 Stat. 1259) 
to establish a commission to study the cre-
ation of a National Museum of Asian Pacific 
American History and Culture, which was 
signed into law on June 13, 2022; 

Whereas, as part of the American Women 
Quarters Program, the United States Mint 
has issued commemorative quarters hon-
oring the contributions of— 

(1) Chinese American film star Anna May 
Wong; 

(2) Native Hawaiian composer and cultural 
advocate Edith Kanaka‘ole; 

(3) Japanese American Congresswoman 
Patsy Mink; and 

(4) Korean American disability justice ad-
vocate Stacey Park Milbern; 

Whereas, as part of the Native American $1 
Coin Program, the United States Mint has 
issued a commemorative $1 coin honoring 
the contributions of Mary Kawena Pukui, a 
renowned Native Hawaiian scholar, anthro-
pologist, ethnographer, author, composer, 
dancer, and educator whose work ensured 
the preservation and perpetuation of the Na-
tive Hawaiian language, history, and cul-
ture; 

Whereas there remains much to be done to 
ensure that Asian Americans, Native Hawai-
ians, and Pacific Islanders have access to re-
sources and a voice in the Federal Govern-
ment and continue to advance in the polit-
ical landscape of the United States; and 

Whereas celebrating Asian American, Na-
tive Hawaiian, and Pacific Islander Heritage 
Month provides the people of the United 
States with an opportunity to recognize the 
achievements, contributions, and history of, 
and to understand the challenges faced by, 
Asian Americans, Native Hawaiians, and Pa-
cific Islanders: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes the significance of Asian 

American, Native Hawaiian, and Pacific Is-
lander Heritage Month as an important time 
to celebrate the significant contributions of 
Asian Americans, Native Hawaiians, and Pa-
cific Islanders to the history of the United 
States; and 

(2) recognizes that Asian American, Native 
Hawaiian, and Pacific Islander communities 
enhance the rich diversity of and strengthen 
the United States. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 2224. Mr. REED (for himself and Mr. 
HEINRICH) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1582, to 
provide for the regulation of payment 
stablecoins, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 2225. Mr. REED submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1582, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 2226. Mr. REED submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 1582, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 2224. Mr. REED (for himself and 
Mr. HEINRICH) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 1582, to provide for the 
regulation of payment stablecoins, and 
for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. PROHIBITION ON CHANGES TO MEDI-

CARE AND MEDICAID IN RECONCILI-
ATION. 

Section 310(g) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 641(g)) is amended— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking 
‘‘THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT’’ and inserting 
‘‘SOCIAL SECURITY, MEDICARE, AND MED-
ICAID’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘recommendations with re-
spect to the old-age’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘‘recommendations with respect to— 

‘‘(1) the old-age’’; 
(3) by striking the period at the end and in-

serting a semicolon; and 
(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) the Medicare program under title 

XVIII of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1395 et seq.); or 
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‘‘(3) the Medicaid program under title XIX 

of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396 et 
seq.).’’. 

SA 2225. Mr. REED submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 1582, to provide for 
the regulation of payment stablecoins, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

In section 3, strike subsection (b) and in-
sert the following: 

(b) PROHIBITION ON OFFERS OR SALES.—It 
shall be unlawful for any person to offer or 
sell a payment stablecoin through the use of 
any medium or by any means of access in 
interstate commerce in the United States or 
to offer or sell a payment stablecoin to a 
United States person living in the United 
States unless such payment stablecoin is 
issued by a permitted payment stablecoin 
issuer. 

In section 3, strike subsection (c) and in-
sert the following: 

(c) SAFE HARBORS.— 
(1) BY THE BOARD.—The Board shall issue 

regulations to safe harbor the offer or sale of 
payment stablecoins that were issued by a 
foreign payment stablecoin issuer that is 
subject to requirements in the issuer’s home 
country that are determined by the Board to 
be comparable with the requirements appli-
cable to permitted payment stablecoin 
issuers under this Act and regulations there-
under. 

(2) BY THE PRIMARY FEDERAL PAYMENT 
STABLECOIN REGULATORS.—The primary Fed-
eral payment stablecoin regulators may 
jointly issue regulations providing safe har-
bors from the prohibition under subsection 
(b) that are consistent with the purposes of 
this Act. 

In section 3(f)(1), insert ‘‘or (b)’’ after 
‘‘knowingly participates in a violation of 
subsection (a)’’. 

In section 3(f)(2), insert ‘‘or (b)’’ after 
‘‘knowingly violated subsection (a)’’. 

In section 3(h)(1), insert ‘‘or’’ after the 
semicolon. 

In section 3(h)(2), strike ‘‘; or’’ and insert a 
period. 

In section 3(h), strike paragraph (3). 
Strike section 18 and insert the following: 

SEC. 18. USE OF SANCTIONS AUTHORITIES 
UNDER THE INTERNATIONAL EMER-
GENCY ECONOMIC POWERS ACT 
WITH RESPECT TO BLOCKCHAIN-EN-
ABLED SMART CONTRACTS. 

Section 203 of the International Emergency 
Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1702) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(4) The President may exercise the au-
thorities granted by this subsection with re-
spect to blockchain-enabled smart contracts, 
or other similar technology, without regard 
to whether such contracts operate autono-
mously, can be modified, or are owned.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(d) In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘interest’ includes any inter-

est of any nature whatsoever, direct or indi-
rect, present, future, or contingent, and 
legal, equitable, or beneficial, or otherwise, 

without regard to whether such interest is 
legally cognizable. 

‘‘(2) The terms ‘person’ and ‘national’ in-
clude— 

‘‘(A) any individual; 
‘‘(B) any entity, association, group, or 

other organization; and 
‘‘(C) any body of persons joined by common 

purpose or interest. 
‘‘(3) The term ‘property’ includes— 
‘‘(A) property of any nature whatsoever, 

real, personal, or mixed, tangible or intan-
gible, even if such property is abandoned or 
ownerless; 

‘‘(B) services of any nature whatsoever; 
and 

‘‘(C) contracts of any nature whatsoever.’’. 

SA 2226. Mr. REED submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 1582, to provide for 
the regulation of payment stablecoins, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. PRIVATE RIGHT OF ACTION AGAINST 

PERMITTED PAYMENT STABLECOIN 
ISSUERS AND DIGITAL ASSET SERV-
ICE PROVIDERS. 

Any person who purchases, sells, trades, 
exchanges, transfers, or lends a payment 
stablecoin in, or in a manner affecting, inter-
state or foreign commerce may bring an ac-
tion in the United States district court for 
the judicial district in which the person con-
ducts such transaction, against a permitted 
payment stablecoin issuer or a digital asset 
service provider if such permitted payment 
stablecoin issuer or digital asset service pro-
vider deployed any fraudulent, manipulative, 
or deceptive device or contrivance of such 
rules and regulations as the primary Federal 
payment stablecoin issuers shall prescribe as 
necessary or appropriate in the public inter-
est or for the protection of any person who 
transacts in a payment stablecoin. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I 
have six 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 ARMED SERVICES 

The Committee on Armed Services is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Thursday, May 8, 2025, 
at 9:30 a.m., to conduct a hearing on 
nominations. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

The Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation is author-

ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Thursday, May 8, 2025, at 10 
a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

The Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources is authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
Thursday, May 8, 2025, at 9:30 a.m., to 
conduct a hearing on nominations. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

The Committee on Foreign Relations 
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Thursday, May 8, 
2025, at 10:30 a.m., to conduct a busi-
ness meeting. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 

The Committee on Foreign Relations 
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Thursday, May 8, 
2025, at 10:30 a.m., to conduct a hearing 
on nominations. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

The Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions is author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Thursday, May 8, 2025, at 10 
a.m., to conduct a hearing on a nomi-
nation. 

f 

ORDERS FOR MONDAY, MAY 12, 
2025 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned until 3 p.m. on Mon-
day, May 12; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the Journal of proceedings 
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, and the Senate be in a pe-
riod of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each; further, that not-
withstanding rule XXII, the cloture 
motions filed on May 8 ripen at 5:30 
p.m., and the Senate vote on the mo-
tion to invoke cloture on Executive 
Calendar No. 76, Monica Crowley. 

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

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 
MAY 12, 2025, AT 3 P.M. 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask that it stand ad-
journed under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 3:52 p.m., adjourned until Monday, 
May 12, 2025, at 3 p.m. 
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