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The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable PETER
WELCH, a Senator from the State of
Vermont.

————

PRAYER

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

Let us pray.

Eternal God, this day we give You
our lives, for without You, we are like
dust in the wind. Shield us from dis-
grace as You surround us with Your
protection, mercy, and love. Remind us
that disgrace comes to those who seek
to deceive others.

Lord, sustain our lawmakers, show
them the right plans, point them to the
right path, and lead them to the right
destination. Continue to keep them
from stumbling or slipping, so that one
day they will stand in Your presence
with great joy.

We pray in Your sovereign Name.
Amen.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Presiding Officer 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.

———

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mrs. MURRAY).

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the following letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, May 22, 2024.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby
appoint the Honorable PETER WELCH, a Sen-

Senate

ator from the State of Vermont, to perform
the duties of the Chair.
PATTY MURRAY,
President pro tempore.
Mr. WELCH thereupon assumed the
Chair as Acting President pro tempore.

——
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.
———
RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.

—————

MEASURE PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR—S. 4381

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I un-
derstand that there is a bill at the desk
that is due for a second reading.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will read the bill by
title for the second time.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A bill (S. 4381) to protect an individual’s
ability to access contraceptives and to en-
gage in contraception and to protect a
health care provider’s ability to provide con-
traceptives, contraception, and information
related to contraception.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, in
order to place the bill on the calendar
under the provisions of rule XIV, I
would object to further proceeding.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection having been heard, the
bill will be placed on the calendar.

—————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

BORDER ACT OF 2024—MOTION TO
PROCEED

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to Calendar No. 397, S.
4361.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 397, S.
4361, a bill making emergency supplemental
appropriations for border security and com-
batting fentanyl for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2024, and for other purposes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader.

———

DONALD TRUMP

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I
would like to begin with a few words
about Donald Trump’s dangerous post
last night on Truth Social. What Don-
ald Trump said, falsely suggesting his
political opponents are out to kill him,
is beyond the pale and is the stuff that
leads to political violence. Donald
Trump seems to have no consideration
for the sanctity and peacefulness and
further functioning of our democracy.

Everyone who was here on January 6
should immediately see what he is
doing—what Donald Trump is doing—
using conspiracy theories to spin the
hard right into a frenzy, and it is des-
picable for Members of Congress to
spread Donald Trump’s lies. This is
how people get killed, how the seeds of
political violence are sowed, and how
people lose faith in this democracy.
Donald Trump has no regard for that.
He would basically rip up parts of our
democracy for what he thinks is his
own personal gain.

Let’s speak truthfully. What the FBI
did was follow standard practice. They
worked with the Secret Service at Mar-
a-Lago ahead of time to coordinate
how to carry out a search warrant.
Donald Trump wasn’t even in Florida
but instead in New Jersey on the day of
the search.

So this idea that his political oppo-
nents are out to kill him is absurd.
Every single Member of the House and
Senate, Democrat and Republican,
should condemn Donald Trump’s out-
landish and dangerous statement. It
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should be the easiest thing they do
today.

If words like Donald Trump’s are not
fiercely condemned, we are only beg-
ging for something far worse to happen
to our democracy down the line. We
cannot let this man, Donald Trump, or
anybody else throw these kinds of
matches to light flames that could
burn our democracy. It is just horrible.
I can’t believe that someone would do
something like that.

————
JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, now
on judges, a much better note, today,
the Senate reaches a significant mile-
stone: 200 judges confirmed to lifetime
appointments under President Biden
and this very proud Democratic major-
ity: 200 judges who are restoring bal-
ance in excellence to our courts, 200
judges who are increasing the diversity
and dynamism of our judiciary, 200
judges who are committed to applying
the law fairly, impartially, equally. Of
those 200 judges—I am so proud—127
are women; 125 are people of color, both
traditionally underrepresented demo-
graphics on the bench. We are making
our courts look more like America. It
is not just going to be male White part-
ners in fancy law firms. It is much
more diverse, and the bench is better
for it. It is something we can all be
proud of.

Mr. President, 127 women, 125 people
of color, over twice as many women,
and more than three times as many
people of color have been confirmed
under the last administration. We have
confirmed more Black judges, more
Latino judges, more Asian-American
judges. We confirmed the first Muslim-
American man and woman on the
bench, the first Navajo Federal judge,
the first Black woman to serve on the
Supreme Court, of course, Justice
Ketanji Brown Jackson.

We have confirmed more judges who
have served as public defenders and
civil rights lawyers and consumer law-
yers and immigration lawyers and
labor lawyers; again, not just partners
of big law firms. We have confirmed
more judges, in other words, who em-
body the very ideal of America, a place
where the rule of law is protected,
where the rights of all are honored, and
where everyone—everyone—gets a fair
shake.

I commend Chairman DURBIN. I com-
mend the Judiciary Committee for
their great work processing judges in
and out of our committee. I commend
President Biden for nominating so
many of these people and working with
our Senate colleagues as to who would
be best from their States and regions.

Senate Democrats are very proud of
our record. We are proud of our judges,
and we will keep going.

————
BORDER ACT OF 2024

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, on the
border, well, tomorrow, Senators face
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an important decision: Will both sides
come together to advance a bipartisan
border security bill or will partisanship
get in the way yet again?

Three months ago, Donald Trump
told his Republican allies to block the
strongest bipartisan border security
bill Congress has seen in a generation.
Luckily, we are trying again tomor-
row, and I hope this time Republicans
join us to achieve a different outcome.

The only way—the only way—we are
going to fix the border is through bi-
partisan legislation, just like the one
both sides spent months negotiating a
few months ago and which we are tak-
ing up again tomorrow. We don’t ex-
pect every Democrat or every Repub-
lican to support this bill. It wasn’t de-
signed that way. It wasn’t designed to
get all the votes of one party, which
then almost inevitably means you get
none of the votes from the other side.
It was intended to be a compromise
that could pass and become law.

We know there are disagreements, as
there always are, about the best way to
proceed on the border. But that is pre-
cisely why I have emphasized from day
one, we need to have strong border sup-
port if we hope to get border done.

Unlike H.R. 2, a very partisan bill,
the bipartisan border bill was written
with the goal of getting 60 votes in the
Senate, with support from both Repub-
licans and Democrats. It had input
from both Republicans and Democrats.
H.R. 2 can’t claim that. If anything is
political, it is H.R. 2. It didn’t receive
a single Democratic vote in the Senate
because Democrats weren’t consulted.
It didn’t even get the full support of
Senate Republicans. H.R. 2 was the def-
inition of political theater, one side
sitting in a room by itself writing what
it wanted not even thinking of how you
pass a bill.

Our bill, however, is what a serious
attempt at border reform looks like.
Now, most people might not remember,
but a few months ago, there was a lot
of bipartisan interest in getting our
border bill passed before Donald Trump
killed it in its tracks. Our Republican
colleagues—including the Republican
leader—was adamant. We needed to get
border security done as part of the na-
tional security supplemental. This is
what the Republican leader said right
before our bill was released:

I think this is the ideal time to do it.

He then added, Leader MCCONNELL
added:

This is a unique opportunity where divided
government has given us an opportunity to
get an outcome.

These aren’t the words of someone
who thinks our efforts were political
theater. These are the words of some-
one who thinks we were close to reach-
ing a breakthrough, and he wasn’t
alone. My friend from South Carolina
also said that.

To those who think that if President
Trump wins . . . that we can get a better
deal, you won’t.

He added:
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This moment will pass. Do not let it pass.

Republican Senator from South Caro-
lina.

So let’s be perfectly clear: Our bipar-
tisan border bill represented a real
chance—in fact, the best chance in dec-
ades—to act on border security, to
make a law, not just to make a polit-
ical point.

Importantly, the bill would have
made huge strides toward -cracking
down on the scourge of fentanyl. It
would have given billions for DEA, for
DHS to hire officers to focus exclu-
sively on drugs and billions for state-
of-the-art equipment to detect the flow
of drugs at border crossings and ports.

And some of my Democratic col-
leagues will be talking about that, at
12:30, at an event, how this bill really
does more than anything we have done
thus far, and we have worked hard on it
to deal with the scourge of fentanyl.
So, today, my Democratic colleagues
will shine a spotlight on the immense
good this bill will do to protect our
country from the free flow of this dan-
gerous drug, fentanyl.

If you told me a year ago that this
was the kind of bill we had before us, I
would have been certain Republicans
would have helped enact this bill into
law. By any objective measure, it is
strong, necessary.

And one final note, the last time we
came close here was 2013 when we
passed comprehensive immigration re-
form. We did it bipartisan. It was the
only way to do it. I and my late friend,
good friend, John McCain had a Gang
of 8—four Democrats, four Republicans.
We got, I believe it was, 69 votes on the
floor of the Senate. Unfortunately, the
House didn’t pass it.

But it is just a lesson to all of us. Bi-
partisanship is the only way to go. H.R.
2 is not the least bit bipartisan. Our
bill was completely bipartisan.

So, tomorrow, we are going to lay
out a clear choice. Tomorrow, we will
see who is serious about actually want-
ing to fix the border and who prefers to
merely talk about fixing the border.

————
FARM BILL

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, now
on the farm bill, tomorrow, House Re-
publicans will mark up their partisan
farm bill that, frankly, completely
misses the mark.

The farm bill should support the
farmers who grow our food. It should
protect our land. It should invest in
jobs for rural communities big and
small to rebuild their economies. The
farm bill should provide lifesaving hun-
ger assistance for the millions of Amer-
icans who rely on programs like SNAP,
and it should extend SNAP benefits to
our friends in Puerto Rico who have
been excluded from this program for
decades, and it will expand it to them.

It is sad to see that rather than
working together to get a serious farm
bill passed, House Republicans are
playing games and pushing a one-sided,
insufficient partisan bill.
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Senate Democrats, on the other
hand, have released a farm bill pro-
posal that maintains a bipartisan coa-
lition and invests in all of the areas I
mention. So I commend Chair STABE-
NOW for her work.

Let me be clear: A purely partisan
farm bill that departs from the long-
standing spirit of bipartisanship has no
future in the Senate. And, unfortu-
nately, I might add, it seems to be
where this House—the Republican
House leadership and party—always
goes. They always retreat to a corner
of partisanship. They are not inter-
ested in improving the lives of Amer-
ican people. They are just interested in
scoring political points to a narrow
group back home, the MAGA group
that seems to have such power in the
party.

So I hope that doesn’t happen on the
farm bill. It has always been bipar-
tisan. House Republicans, come on.
Wake up. Do you want to help our
farmers? Work together with Demo-
crats and pass a bipartisan bill.

———

RIGHT TO CONTRACEPTION ACT

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, on
contraceptives, yesterday, we began
the process for the Senate to consider
the Right to Contraception Act led by
Senators MARKEY and HIRONO in June.

Now, more than ever, contraception
is a critical piece of protecting wom-
en’s reproductive freedoms, standing as
nothing short of a vital lifeline for mil-
lions of American women across the
country.

Senate Democrats are committed to
restoring women’s freedoms and will
fight to protect access to contraception
and other reproductive freedoms that
are essential safeguards for millions of
women to control their own lives, their
futures, and their bodies.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

——————

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized.

————

RUSSIA

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, last
week, just days after President Orban
rolled out the red carpet in Budapest
for President Xi, the Chinese dictator
rolled out a red carpet in Beijing for
Vladimir Putin. The ‘‘friendship with-
out limits’” struck between America’s
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greatest strategic adversaries will now
endure ‘‘for generations to come.” And
it appears to be rooted in a shared
myth about the nature of world con-
flicts and a victim complex that would
be laughable if it didn’t carry such
grave consequences for Western peace
and security.

At last week’s summit, Russia and
China together accused the United
States of threatening the world’s stra-
tegic balance, as if it is Washington
rather than Beijing or Moscow trying
to redraw borders by force or to disrupt
global order.

Well, if you are looking for the gov-
ernment that has doubled its nuclear
arsenal in 3 years, you will find it in
Beijing, not Washington. In fact, Amer-
icans’ own strategic deterrent con-
tinues to suffer from chronic neglect.
And the Biden administration con-
tinues to submit defense budgets that
fail to keep up with inflation, much
less with the growing threat posed by
the PRC.

And if you are looking for the regime
recklessly developing an insanely pro-
vocative and destabilizing nuclear
weapon to deploy in space, you will
find that one in Moscow.

The world’s leading authoritarians
never seem to let the facts get in the
way. But economic and military reali-
ties matter enormously to the future of
fledgling democracies and developing
nations who are vulnerable to their
economic coercion and thuggish polit-
ical intimidation.

The challenge to Western peace and
security is not confined to the Taiwan
Straits and the trenches of Ukraine.
Chinese debt traps and Russian secu-
rity forces are expanding malign influ-
ence from Central America to Central
Asia to Africa and to our own Western
Hemisphere.

Russia’s efforts to strangle democ-
racy and wrestle free societies back
under its control are perhaps most
glaring along the borders of Europe.

After the collapse of the Soviet
Union, the unshackled nations have
largely chosen freedom and worked to
build democratic governments and so-
cieties oriented squarely to the West.
And the neo-Soviet imperialists in the
Kremlin see that as a threat.

Leaders in Washington are prone to
forget how fragile our own experiment
in democracy was during its earliest
days and how precious are the safe-
guards our Founders enshrined in our
government to protect the minority
from the excesses of authoritarianism
of majority rule.

Sometimes, of course, politicians in
Washington even flirt with the idea of
tearing down these safeguards of de-
mocracies to deny the minority any
meaningful power.

Fortunately, there is still a bipar-
tisan firewall in the Senate against
this sort of shortsighted radicalism.
But for mnascent, vulnerable democ-
racies, such safeguards face even grav-
er threats. And in Georgia, a par-
liamentary majority’s quest for power
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is threatening to suffocate the nation’s
civil society and unravel the guardrails
of its democracy.

In an attempt to consolidate its hold
on government, the Georgian Dream
Party would stamp out the Euro-Atlan-
tic aspirations of the Georgian people.

And while the political opposition is
large, it is chronically divided against
itself. Despite their feckless party
leaders, thousands of Georgians have
taken to the streets to protest. Their
desire for self-determination and free-
dom from Russian coercion is obvious.
Four in five Georgians tell pollsters
they want a distinctly European fu-
ture.

They believe that planting them-
selves firmly in the West, among demo-
cratic nations where the rule of law
prevails, is in their best interest.

Whether Georgia looks East or West
matters to the United States. Standing
with free people resisting the aggres-
sion of tyrants like Putin or Xi is in
our own interests. This is true of Tai-
wan and Ukraine, Estonia, and Japan.

And it is true of Georgia. The Geor-
gian people deserve the right to write
their own future, not have it dictated
to them by Moscow’s preferred party
chiefs.

And why is it that Russians obsess
over controlling Georgia’s future? It is
about more than acting out Putin’s
neo-imperialist fantasy. Geography
matters. For millennia, Georgia and its
Black Sea coast stood at the crossroads
of the civilized world. It is a key tran-
sit point for critical resources. And
today, along with Armenia, it sits as a
tantalizing link in the land bridge be-
tween authoritarian partners in Mos-
cow and Tehran.

The people of Georgia have a long
history of enduring conflict and con-
quest. They have a long tradition of re-
silience and a rich culture to be proud
of. And they know there is a difference
between bending to Russia and turning
to the West.

So, like friends of the Georgian peo-
ple across the West, I am hopeful this
moment will be one which can take yet
more pride, as a moment when the op-
position to Russian coercion puts petty
differences aside and stands united.

Of course, this must also be a mo-
ment for Georgia’s ruling party to rec-
ognize the costs of ignoring their peo-
ple’s will in order to fulfill Putin’s
whims and to stop short of shredding
their relationship with the West.

I hope those in power in Thilisi will
put sovereignty over subjugation and
withdraw the coercive ‘‘Russia law”
from parliament.

——

ENERGY

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President, now
on another matter, last Thursday, the
Biden administration announced its
plan to sacrifice yet another source of
affordable, reliable American energy
on the altar of climate activism.

After years of freezes and bans on on-
shore and offshore oil and gas leasing,
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the administration’s latest attempt to
appease Democrats’ radical base is a
ban on new coal leasing in the Powder
River Basin of Wyoming and Montana.

This region is responsible for pro-
ducing nearly half of the Nation’s coal.
Last year alone, the basin created
more than 250 million tons of coal and
employs more than 4,000 people. Shut-
ting off development will result in lost
jobs and millions of dollars of lost rev-
enue for Montana and Wyoming.

The sting of the administration’s
War on Coal is one Kentuckians know
all too well. And working families
across the country are already strug-
gling with persistent inflation. Energy
prices alone have risen more than 40
percent since President Biden took of-
fice.

But Washington Democrats’ radi-
calism may have finally stretched
their own party to a breaking point. In
fact, the Biden administration’s war on
affordable, reliable American energy
has proven so radically harmful to con-
sumers, workers, and our global com-
petitiveness that it is facing bipartisan
opposition right here in the Senate.

Just yesterday, a bipartisan majority
passed Senator CRUZ’s resolution dis-
approving of the Department of Ener-
gy’s new rule to effectively ban afford-
able natural gas home furnaces.

This rule would significantly in-
crease the existing efficiency standard
and effectively ban the sale of more af-
fordable home heating furnaces that
don’t meet it. By one estimate, this
rule will heap as much as $4 billion in
new costs onto consumers who already
can’t afford the high cost of the Biden
economy.

The American people have suffered
enough, from Bidenomics to the Green
New Deal. I am glad a majority of the
Senate agrees it is time to slam the
brakes on the administration’s assault
on gas appliances. And I am thankful
to my colleague Senator CRrRUZ for
bringing attention to this madness.

———
CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Morning business is closed.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will proceed to executive ses-
sion to resume consideration of the fol-
lowing nomination, which the clerk
will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of Angela M. Mar-
tinez, of Arizona, to be United States
District Judge for the District of Ari-
zona.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Arkansas.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 8369

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, the
State of Israel is facing the deadliest
threat to its existence in a generation.
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To its south, Israel is waging a war of
survival against Hamas terrorists, who
slaughtered 1,200 Israelis and abducted
more than 250 men, women, and chil-
dren. To its north, Hezbollah—the most
armed terrorist organization in the
world—is menacing Israeli towns and
forcing tens of thousands to flee their
homes. Just last month, Iran launched
more than 300 ballistic missiles and at-
tack drones at Israel—for the first time
attacking the Jewish State from Ira-
nian territory. Outlaw rebels and brig-
ands in Yemen are also firing missiles
and drones at Israeli and allied ship-
ping, to include U.S. naval vessels.

As Israel is under siege at home, it is
also under diplomatic assault abroad
from Hamas’s proxies at the United Na-

tions, the International Criminal
Court, and even American college cam-
puses.

Joe Biden’s allies on Capitol Hill
have grown increasingly hostile as
well. The majority leader and the
former Speaker of the House, NANCY
PELOSI, called for the removal of
Binyamin Netanyahu from power. The
majority leader said that Israel needs
new elections. I think New York may
need new elections.

Senator BERNIE SANDERS said we
should not send ‘‘another nickel for
Netanyahu,” while Congresswoman AL-
EXANDRIA OCASIO-CORTEZ supports a
bill that would strip the tax-exempt
status of pro-Israel charities.

That is bad enough, but, unfortu-
nately, instead of backing our Israeli
friends to the hilt in this moment of
maximum danger, the Biden adminis-
tration has sanctioned Israelis, con-
demned its military, and second-
guessed it, while trying to undermine
its democratically elected leader.

Two weeks ago, Joe Biden went a
step further, halting the shipment of
bombs and precision-guided bomb kits
that Israel needs to limit civilian cas-
ualties and destroy Hamas strongholds
inside of Rafah and, for that matter, to
free hostages, including American citi-
Zens.

The President also announced that
he will withhold additional offensive
weapons to Israel if Israel targets
Hamas in Rafah, as if there were much
difference between offensive and defen-
sive weapons when Israel is surrounded
on all sides by mortal enemies.

Joe Biden is instituting a de facto
arms embargo on Israel that will save
Hamas. The reason appears be to sim-
ple: He wants to appease a small mi-
nority of pro-Hamas voters in his own
party in critical swing States he be-
lieves are necessary for his reelection.

That is why I have partnered with
Congressman KEN CALVERT to pass the
Israel Security Assistance Support
Act, which would reverse Joe Biden’s
arms embargo on our ally. This legisla-
tion simply requires the prompt deliv-
ery of all weapons shipments approved
by Congress. It also withholds pay from
any Department of State or Defense
bureaucrat who withholds vital mili-
tary aid from Israel.
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Earlier last week, the House did its
part and passed the Israel Security As-
sistance Support Act with a bipartisan
majority that included over a dozen
Democrats. Now it is the Senate’s turn.

Therefore, Mr. President, as if in leg-
islative session, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to the im-
mediate consideration of Calendar No.
398, H.R. 8369. I further ask that the
bill be considered read a third time and
passed and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. In my capacity as Senator from
Vermont, I object.

Mr. COTTON. I regret that the Demo-
crats will not allow this bill to come up
for a vote, which, again, would simply
ensure that aid that Congress has ap-
proved is delivered promptly to Israel
in the middle of a shooting war of sur-
vival—a bill that, I would remind ev-
eryone, passed the House of Represent-
atives with a bipartisan majority.

The time is now to reverse Joe
Biden’s de facto arms embargo on
Israel.

I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican whip.

STUDENT LOAN DEBT

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, last
month, President Biden announced yet
another student loan giveaway. Among
other things, this latest scheme would
waive accrued and capitalized interest
for certain borrowers and, stagger-
ingly, provide significant loan forgive-
ness for three-quarters of a million bor-
rowers with an average household in-
come—get this—of $312,976.

That is right. President Biden’s lat-
est reckless expenditure of taxpayer
dollars would go, in part, to providing
loan forgiveness to three-quarters of a
million borrowers with an average
household income above $300,000.

All told, the President’s latest stu-
dent loan giveaway will cost nearly
$150 billion. That is on top of the $475
billion in loan forgiveness the Presi-
dent announced last summer.

That scheme, which the administra-
tion dubbed the Saving on a Valuable
Education Plan, will implement de
facto loan forgiveness on a massive
scale by creating a system in which the
majority of future Federal borrowers
will never fully repay their student
loans.

The Department of Education esti-
mated that borrowers with only under-
graduate debt enrolled in the SAVE
Program can, on average, expect to pay
back just $6,121 for each $10,000 that
they borrow. That amounts to the Fed-
eral Government taking on, on aver-
age, almost 40 percent of the cost of
these borrowers’ student loans.

There are so many problems with the
President’s plan it is difficult to even
know where to begin.

First, there is the staggering cost of
these and other Biden administration
student loan programs. The Committee
for a Responsible Federal Budget,
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where the President’s own Treasury
Secretary used to sit on the board, had
this to say:

Including the Biden administration’s new
student debt cancellation plan, we estimate
all recent student debt cancellation policies
will cost a combined $870 billion to $1.4 tril-
lion. That’s more than all federal spending
on higher education over the nation’s entire
history.

That, again, is a quote from the Com-
mittee for a Responsible Federal Budg-
et.

Let me just repeat that last line:

That’s more than all federal spending on
higher education over the nation’s entire
history.

And ‘‘the vast majority of this debt
cancellation,” the committee goes on,
“was put in place through executive
actions under President Biden.”

So the staggering cost of President
Biden’s giveaways is one major prob-
lem, especially when you consider an-
other major problem, which is that the
President’s giveaways will do nothing
to fix the actual problem, which is the
cost of higher education. In fact, they
could very well make things worse.

For one, there is reason to fear that
his student loan giveaways could actu-
ally encourage colleges to raise their
prices. And, of course, the President’s
giveaways will do nothing to encourage
students to only borrow what they can
afford. Indeed, there is a good chance
students will increase their borrowing
as a result of the President’s plans.

President Biden’s student loan
schemes will cost a massive amount of
money, while doing nothing to solve
higher education costs.

But the problems don’t end there. To
start with, there is the question of
whether or not what the President is
doing is even lawful. Last summer, the
Supreme Court struck down the Presi-
dent’s original student loan forgiveness
plan because the President lacked the
statutory authority to forgive student
loans, and there is reason to wonder
whether his SAVE Plan or these latest
measures could be struck down in the
courts as well.

Of course, on top of all of these
issues, there is also the fundamental
issue, and that is the unfairness of ask-
ing taxpayers who never went to col-
lege or worked hard to pay off the full
balance of their student loans or who
worked their way through school to
avoid a heavy loan burden or who cov-
ered the costs of their education by en-
listing in the military and risking
their lives for their country to shoul-
der the massive cost of all this loan
forgiveness. Why should someone who
never went to college be taking on the
burden of loan forgiveness for bor-
rowers making in excess of $300,000 a
year?

Then, of course, there is the trou-
bling message sent to students when
we teach them that they can expect to
be bailed out for the debt they take on,
even though they agreed to repay it.

I could go on.

The President announced his first
student loan forgiveness scheme 2
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months before the 2022 congressional
elections. I don’t think there is a coin-
cidence about that, and I suspect it is
no coincidence that he expects to im-
plement his latest student loan give-
away this fall before the 2024 election.

Last week, I joined Senator CASSIDY
and Congresswoman FOXX on a bi-
cameral letter to the Secretary of Edu-
cation, urging him to withdraw this
latest plan. But, unfortunately, I sus-
pect that the President and his admin-
istration won’t be withdrawing any-
thing that they think could win them a
few votes in November. So the Amer-
ican people will, once again, have to
endure yet another disastrous Biden
administration spending plan.

I yield the floor.

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

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 8369

Mr. WELCH. Mr. President, I was in
the Chair and objected in my capacity
as the Senator from Vermont to the
unanimous consent request of the Sen-
ator from Arkansas. I would like now
to have an opportunity to explain the
basis of that.

First, the Senator from Arkansas es-
sentially said that President Biden is
appeasing pro-Hamas voters in impos-
ing an arms embargo on Israel and,
also in that assertion, suggesting that
President Biden is not fully supportive,
as he has been throughout his political
life, to Israel.

Let me start by saying what I believe
represents the unanimous points of
view of this U.S. Senate, and that is
that the attack by Hamas on Israel,
the taking of hostages, the sexual as-
saults, the murder of so many innocent
Israelis are condemned by each and
every one of us. No one condemns it
more than President Biden, who went
to Israel on his own to show his soli-
darity and empathy for what happened
to the Israeli people.

Second, I believe that every Member
of the U.S. Senate supports the Jewish,
democratic State of Israel.

Third, while the Senator from Arkan-
sas suggested an ‘‘arms embargo,’”’ the
U.S. Congress—without my support, by
the way, for reasons I will explain—has
sent billions of dollars in aid with the
supplemental appropriations bill.

The fact that the President is raising
questions about how best to secure the
long-term status of Israel as a Jewish
and democratic State in the context of
this conflict in Gaza is in no way a sug-
gestion of lack of support.

There is serious debate within Israel
about the war plan that is being pros-
ecuted by the Netanyahu government.
In fact, a member of the war cabinet
has indicated that he will leave the war
cabinet if, in fact, the Prime Minister
does not come up with a plan for what
happens after the cessation of hos-
tilities in Gaza.

Is there going to be an occupation by
Israel? Is there going to be a joint Arab
force that will be peacekeeping? Will
there be an effort to constitute a Pales-
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tinian Government that has the sup-
port of its people?

None of these plans envision Hamas
having a role, and they can’t have a
role. But the President is asking re-
sponsible questions that are being
asked by seriously engaged military,
political, and security folks in Israel.

So to suggest that the President is
raising questions because he is looking
over the horizon and saying that add-
ing to the 35,000 casualties in Gaza—
half or more women and children—to
suggest that the President, when he
says Israel should not invade Rafah be-
cause of the catastrophic consequences
of more humanitarian losses, to sug-
gest that when the President says 2,000-
pound bombs that would be dropped on
the most densely populated couple of
square miles in the world, without
massive civilian casualties, is not
showing support for Israel, I dispute
that. I disagree with that.

This effort requires judgment, and
the President has been given authority
by this Congress to send arms to Israel.
He has made a decision that 2,000-
pound bombs should not be included in
that. And he is not alone. There are
many in Israel raising the question
about the wisdom of how this war is
being prosecuted.

We know that in order for there to be
peace between Israel and the Palestin-
ians, we must have a two-state solu-
tion. That is not just the policy of the
Biden administration; it has been the
policy of the Obama administration,
the Bush administrations, and the Car-
ter administration. Two states for two
people where the respective rights of
those people for self-governance and
the renunciation of violence toward
one another has got to be the long-
term goal.

We have a situation right now where
our ally Israel—and the current gov-
ernment Israel—disagrees with that
two-state solution approach. And, in
fact, the Netanyahu government posi-
tion is that there should be one state.

And what we are seeing right now is
the escalation of violence by extreme
settlers in the West Bank that is caus-
ing more instability. So the President,
as our Commander in Chief, must be
given some latitude about how best to
distribute whatever munitions have
been authorized by the U.S. Congress.
And in the President’s judgment, 2,000-
pound bombs to Rafah are the wrong
munitions at the very wrong time.

All of us have enormous heartbreak
for what has happened to those Israelis
and their families, to those Palestin-
ians in Gaza who are being used by the
vicious Hamas as human shields. But
the President is committed, as I am
committed—as I believe all of us are
committed—to peace and security in
the Middle East, and we believe—most
of us—that that requires a two-state
solution where there is an independent,
democratic Palestinian state—self-gov-
erning, respectful of Israel’s security—
and where there is an Israeli state that
reciprocates toward the Palestinians in
Gaza and in the West Bank.
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And it is for those reasons, Mr. Presi-
dent, that I stood in opposition and ob-
jected to the unanimous consent re-
quest of my colleague from Arkansas.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
consent that I be allowed to complete
these remarks before the rollcall be-
gins.

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

JUDICIAL CONFIRMATIONS

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, over the
past 3 years, something profound has
happened on the floor of the U.S. Sen-
ate. We have been building one of the
most important accomplishments of
the Biden-Harris administration: the
confirmation of highly qualified, inde-
pendent, evenhanded judges to the Fed-
eral bench.

Today, the Senate will confirm the
200th lifetime judge since President
Biden took office. This is an extraor-
dinary slate of judges, who are ruling
with reason and restraint. These judges
respect the rule of law; adhere to prece-
dent; and, above all, answer only to the
Constitution.

I have served on the Senate Judiciary
Committee for more than two decades,
including as chair for the past 3 years.
During that time, I have been called on
to evaluate and vote on over 1,000 judi-
cial nominees that the committee has
considered and have been brought to
the Senate floor. In my opinion, the
record is clear: President Biden’s nomi-
nees to the Federal bench represent the
best in our judiciary. They are highly
qualified. Not a single one of these
nominees—these 200—have failed to be
found ‘‘qualified” or ‘‘well qualified”
by the American Bar Association. That
is a departure from the previous ad-
ministration’s record.

I have heard some of my Republican
colleagues extolling the quality of
those nominees in the previous admin-
istration as compared to those of Presi-
dent Biden, so I want to set the record
straight as clearly as I can. For each
judicial nominee that comes before the
Senate, the American Bar Association
conducts a nonpartisan peer review
that ranks their qualifications. The
qualifications are based on integrity,
professional competence, and judicial
temperament.

During the Trump administration,
Senate Republicans confirmed eight
Trump nominees whom the American
Bar Association found unqualified to
serve on the Federal bench. Compare
that to President Biden’s record. Under
this administration, not one of the 200
judges we have confirmed received an
unqualified rating—mot one. When
there was a suggestion that one might
receive that rating and they asked me
whether we should move forward, I
said: The answer is clearly no.

So when I hear some of my Repub-
lican colleagues reminisce about the
former President’s nominees, I have to
wonder: Which ones are they talking
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about? Are they talking about several
nominees who had never tried a case?
How about the district court nominee
in the previous administration who
challenged the legal basis for both
surrogacy and in vitro fertilization or
the Sixth Circuit nominee who likened
abortion to slavery? And who could for-
get the Ninth Circuit nominee in the
previous administration whose col-
leagues called him ‘‘arrogant, lazy, an
ideologue, and lacking in knowledge of
the day-to-day practice of law.”

Yet some Republican Senators have
relied on increasingly absurd criti-
cisms in an attempt to criticize Presi-
dent Biden’s nominees. In a new low,
some of my Republican colleagues have
gone so far as to falsely claim that a
historic nominee, who would be the
first Muslim American to serve on the
Federal appellate court, is anti-Se-
mitic and anti-law enforcement. As I
have said previously, these bigoted at-
tacks are false and should not stand.

Something that stands out about
President Biden’s nominees, aside from
their qualifications and integrity to
the rule of law, is the professional and
demographic diversity they bring to
the bench. We have made history, con-
firming more Black women to the Fed-
eral circuit courts than all prior Presi-
dents combined. Of course, we have
confirmed the first ever Black woman
to serve on the Supreme Court: Justice
Ketanji Brown Jackson. And we have
confirmed historic numbers of Asian
American, Latino, and LGBTQ judges.

As we celebrate Asian American and
Pacific Islander Heritage Month, I
want to take a moment to recognize
that President Biden has appointed
more AAPI judges than any previous
President. This includes several
“firsts’” to the Federal bench: the first
ever Asian-American judge in the
Third and Seventh Circuits, the first
South Asian judge on the Ninth Cir-
cuit, and the first Asian-American
judge in Virginia.

Beyond this demographic diversity,
there is recordbreaking professional di-
versity. In the past 3 years, we have
confirmed more public defenders as cir-
cuit judges than all prior Presidents
combined. In addition, we have con-
firmed State court judges, Federal
magistrates, bankruptcy judges, and
prosecutors who have made significant
contributions to this country’s justice
system. We have confirmed jurists with
experience protecting the rights of vot-
ers, the rights of workers, civil rights,
women’s rights, and LGBTQ rights.

Another notable aspect of this record
is that the vast majority—nearly 90
percent—of these confirmations have
been bipartisan—nearly 90 percent.
This includes over three-quarters of
the appellate nominees.

In addition, I want to thank a num-
ber of my Republican colleagues who
have worked in good faith with the
White House, with me, and with the
committee to fill vacancies in their
States. This focus on qualified, con-
sensus nominees will go a long way to-
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ward restoring trust and faith in our
judiciary.

The American people deserve Federal
judges who not only look like America
but understand the American experi-
ence from every angle. We have accom-
plished this during the longest evenly
divided Senate in history and now with
a narrow majority. We celebrate these
200 judges, but we should not stop here.
We will continue elevating jurists who
are qualified, principled, and com-
mitted above all to protecting the Con-
stitution. The American people deserve
nothing less.

Mr. President, let me close by saying
it has been an honor to serve as chair-
man of the committee, but our success
in bringing these nominees to the floor
really belongs to the members of the
committee—10 Democrats and 10 Re-
publicans. Those Democrats in par-
ticular have dutifully come to the com-
mittee hearings and to the votes and
waited patiently for the opportunity to
vote and bring these nominees to the
floor. We wouldn’t be here without
them. I salute them and their dedica-
tion to the rule of law and our respon-
sibility on the Judiciary Committee.

NOMINATION OF ANGELA M. MARTINEZ

Mr. President, today, the Senate will
vote to confirm Judge Angela Martinez
to the U.S. District Court for the Dis-
trict of Arizona.

Born in Tucson, AZ, Judge Martinez
received both her B.A. and J.D. from
the University of Arizona.

After clerking for the late Judge
John M. Rolle on the U.S. District
Court for the District of Arizona,
Judge Martinez began her legal career
in private practice as an associate at
Lewis and Roca, LLP, where she liti-
gated employment and commercial
matters. She then joined the U.S. At-
torney’s Office for the District of Ari-
zona, where she represented the United
States in illegal immigration prosecu-
tions, alien and drug smuggling of-
fenses, and hostage taking and inter-
national kidnapping cases. She later
returned to private practice as an asso-
ciate at Farhang & Medcoff PLLC be-
fore serving as a law clerk for Judge
Jennifer G. Zipps on the U.S. District
Court for the District of Arizona.
Judge Martinez returned to the U.S.
attorney’s office for nearly a decade
before she was appointed to serve as a
U.S. magistrate judge on the same dis-
trict to which she is nominated.

The American Bar Association unani-
mously rated Judge Martinez ‘‘well
qualified,” and she has the strong sup-
port of her home State Senators, Ms.
SINEMA and Mr. KELLY. Judge Mar-
tinez’s deep ties to the Arizona legal
community, combined with her court-
room experience, will make her well-
positioned to serve on the Federal
bench with distinction.

I thank my colleagues for supporting
her nomination.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
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The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

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

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, this is
an amazing moment in the history of
the Senate and of all Senates because
in just a few moments, the Senate will
confirm Angela Martinez to be a dis-
trict judge for the District of Arizona.
Judge Martinez will be the 200th Fed-
eral judge under the Biden administra-
tion and this Democratic majority.
Reaching 200 judges is a major mile-
stone.

Simply put, our 200 judges comprise
the most diverse slate of judicial nomi-
nations under any President in Amer-
ican history. Our Federal judiciary is
now far more balanced, far more di-
verse, far more experienced than it was
just a few years before President Biden
took office.

I am so proud of the 200 judges. Mr.
President, 127 are women, and 125 are
people of color. That is a majority of
the judges—more than a majority. Over
60 percent are women. Two-thirds
women, two-thirds people of color; 58
Black judges, 37 Black women judges—
each a record; 36 Hispanic judges, 33
Asian American Pacific Island judges—
also a record. It is amazing.

Also, there is not just demographic
diversity but professional diversity. It
is not just a lot of White male partners
in big fancy law firms anymore; it is
people who are public defenders, civil
rights lawyers, labor lawyers, immigra-
tion lawyers, consumer lawyers. We
have so much greater diversity on the
bench, and that is so good for America
because the bench, the powerful Fed-
eral judiciary filled with lifetime ap-
pointments, should reflect America. It
has taken too long to get to this point.
We still have more ground to make up,
but we are getting there, and we are so
proud of it. And, of course, the first
Black woman to serve on the Supreme
Court, Justice Ketanji Brown Jackson.

Ever since I have gotten on the Judi-
ciary Committee, it has been my goal
to diversify the bench. The judges I
have chosen in New York have been
like that for over two decades. But
now, under the Biden administration
and under the great leadership of
Chairman DURBIN and his Judiciary
Committee, we have really moved for-
ward.

I want to give special consideration—
because she works full time on this—to
my nominations director—we work so
closely with the White House—and that
is Catalina Tam, who has been so im-
portant and so dedicated behind the
scenes in getting these judges con-
firmed.

This is a really fine day for America.
When you look at all the trouble and
all the things swirling around, and
then you realize so many fine people
who never would have even had access
to the Federal bench are getting on the
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bench, it gives you faith in the future
of this great country.

I yield the floor.

VOTE ON MARTINEZ NOMINATION

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

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
MANCHIN), the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ), and the Senator
from Montana (Mr. TESTER) are nec-
essarily absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Tennessee (Mr. HAGERTY), the
Senator from Missouri (Mr. HAWLEY),
and the Senator from Oklahoma (Mr.
MULLIN).

The result was announced—yeas 66,
nays 28, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 177 Ex.]

YEAS—66
Baldwin Hassan Peters
Bennet Heinrich Reed
Blumenthal Hickenlooper Risch
Booker Hirono Romney
Brown Hoeven Rosen
Butler Kaine Sanders
Cantwell Kelly Schatz
Capito King Schumer
Cardin Klobuchar Shaheen
Carper Lankford Sinema
Casey Lujan Smith
Cassidy Lummis Stabenow
Collins Markey Tillis
Coons Marshall Van Hollen
Cortez Masto McConnell Warner
Cramer Merkley Warnock
Crapo Moran Warren
Duckworth Murkowski Welch
Durbin Murphy Whitehouse
Fetterman Murray Wicker
Gillibrand Ossoff Wyden
Graham Padilla Young

NAYS—28
Barrasso Ernst Rubio
Blackburn Fischer Schmitt
Boozman Grassley Scott (FL)
Braun Hyde-Smith Scott (SC)
Britt Johnson Sullivan
Budd Kennedy Thune
gglt‘gg’rlll T;zfu Tuberville
Cruz Ricketts Vance
Daines Rounds

NOT VOTING—6

Hagerty Manchin Mullin
Hawley Menendez Tester

The nomination was confirmed.

(Mr. OSSOFF assumed the Chair.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HICKENLOOPER). Under the previous
order, the motion to reconsider is con-
sidered made and laid upon the table,
and the President will be immediately
notified of the Senate’s action.

———

CLOTURE MOTION

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

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:
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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. 571, Dena
M. Coggins, of California, to be United
States District Judge for the Eastern Dis-
trict of California.

Charles E. Schumer, Richard J. Durbin,
Sheldon Whitehouse, Richard
Blumenthal, Laphonza R. Butler, Alex
Padilla, Tim Kaine, Margaret Wood
Hassan, Christopher Murphy, Peter
Welch, Tammy Duckworth, Tammy
Baldwin, Christopher A. Coons, Tina
Smith, John W. Hickenlooper, Chris
Van Hollen, Mark Kelly.

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

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Dena M. Coggins, of California, to be
United States District Judge for the
Eastern District of California, shall be
brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
MANCHIN), the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ), and the Senator
from Montana (Mr. TESTER) are nec-
essarily absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Tennessee (Mr. HAGERTY), the
Senator from Missouri (Mr. HAWLEY),
and the Senator from OKklahoma (Mr.
MULLIN).

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 50,
nays 44, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 178 Ex.]

YEAS—50
Baldwin Graham Reed
Bennet Hassan Rosen
Blumenthal Heinrich Sanders
Booker Hickenlooper Schatz
Brown Hirono Schumer
Butler Kaine Shaheen
Cantwell Kelly Sinema
Cardin King :
Carper Klqpuchar Zgﬁsﬁ ow
Casey Lujan Van Hollen
Collins Markey
Coons Merkley Warner
Cortez Masto Murphy Warnock
Duckworth Murray Warren
Durbin Ossoff Welch
Fetterman Padilla Whitehouse
Gillibrand Peters Wyden
NAYS—44

Barrasso Fischer Risch
Blackburn Grassley Romney
Boozman Hoeven Rounds
Braun Hyde-Smith Rubio
Britt Johnson Schmitt
Budfi Kennedy Scott (FL)
Caplfco Lankford Scott (SC)
Cassidy Lee ) Sullivan
Cornyn Lummis Thune
Cotton Marshall N,

Tillis
Cramer McConnell Tubervill
Crapo Moran uberville
Cruz Murkowski Valnce
Daines Paul Wicker
Ernst Ricketts Young

NOT VOTING—6

Hagerty Manchin Mullin
Hawley Menendez Tester
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO). On this vote, the yeas are
50, the nays are 44.

The motion is agreed to.

————————

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the nomination.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Dena M. Coggins, of Cali-
fornia, to be United States District
Judge for the Eastern District of Cali-
fornia.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from West Virginia.

ISRAEL

Mrs. CAPITO. Madam President, last
week, on May 14, our friend and ally
Israel celebrated its 76th Independence
Day.

As we all know, Israel was founded in
the wake of the Holocaust to give the
Jewish people a homeland that would
allow them to return to their ancestral
land that they had been forcibly re-
moved from.

I am proud—very proud—that the
United States was the first country to
recognize Israel; and since then, we
have been steadfast allies that support
one another through times both pros-
perous and challenging.

However, this year’s Israeli Independ-
ence Day came during a time of great
turmoil, as Israel battles terrorist
forces that have ruthlessly waged war
against them since October 7.

We join them as they mourn the loss
of over 1,200 Israelis killed in that ini-
tial attack and pray for the safe return
of the hostages still kept in captivity
by Hamas.

In an alarming development, this
longstanding U.S.-Israel relationship is
now becoming unnecessarily strained
by President Biden’s quest to appease
those in his party who do not support
the State of Israel, a bastion of democ-
racy and freedom in the Middle East.

The October 7 attack marks the most
horrific attack Israel has suffered since
its founding and the deadliest day for
the Jewish people since the Holocaust.
So how did we get to this point?

The common refrain for those op-
posed to Israel now has been to call for
cease-fire now. We have seen it all
across our college campuses. And we
saw President Biden clap along to
these demands, again, as he delivered a
commencement address just this past
weekend.

And what is even more mind-boggling
is that those who are protesting, who
are they demanding a cease-fire from?
I haven’t heard a single campus protest
group call for Hamas to lay down its
arms or call for Hamas to release the
hostages.

Why? Why? Because they want Israel
to stop fighting, because they want
Israel to stop defending itself, and be-
cause they want Israel to lose. We can-
not forget the fact that a cease-fire was
in place on October 7, and that cease-
fire was broken by Hamas as they de-
liberately attacked innocent civilians
in the most brutal and barbaric ways.

The
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So let’s not forget that some of these
communities, the border towns in
Israel that were attacked by Hamas,
were some of the most ardent sup-
porters in Israel for the Palestinian
people.

They were some of the biggest advo-
cates for peace. Yet despite the reality,
here in the United States, our colleges
have become embroiled in controversy
over this and play host to anti-Israel
and anti-Semitic protests that ulti-
mately stopped Jewish students from
attending class and even led a rabbi at
Columbia University to recommend
Jewish students return home for their
own safety.

These protesters demand that Israel
drop their weapons, yet refuse to ac-
knowledge that Hamas is the insti-
gator of the war. But we now know
what Hamas’ entire plan was: to mini-
mize any chance of peace in the region,
to attack Israel’s most peace-pro-
moting citizens in the most brutal of
fashions, especially, and most dan-
gerously and horrifyingly, toward
Israeli women.

To undermine the incredible progress
that had been made possible through
President Trump’s Abraham Accords,
to stop an emerging normalization deal
with Saudi Arabia, and to conduct an
attack on Israel so horrific that Israel
had no other choice but to respond.

In what world would we ever expect a
country to be attacked in such a brutal
fashion and not fight to defend itself?
It is important to note that the chaos
and instability benefits one bad actor
above all else, and that is the Iranian
regime.

Without Iran’s help, both financially
and militarily, Hamas would not have
been able to execute their terrorist at-
tacks on the Israelis. Iran has further
supported Hamas’s efforts by launching
over 300 projectiles at Israel on April
13. And lest we forget, it was an Ira-
nian-made drone that Kkilled three
American soldiers in Jordan on Janu-
ary 29.

We must recognize that the deep ties
between Hamas and Iran and their
common goal of destroying Israel and
bringing harm to the United States and
our citizens. Calls for a cease-fire only
embolden Hamas and their stated aim
to repeat the October 7 attacks a sec-
ond, third, and fourth time. Israel must
defend itself, and they must root out
the evil that is Hamas.

So earlier this week, we learned that
the International Criminal Court
would seek arrest warrants for leaders
of Hamas and Israel for war crimes.

It is simply shocking to me that the
ICC would seek to establish a delu-
sional level of equivalency between the
actions of Israel and the actions of
Hamas. I have seen the footage of the
attacks on Israeli and American citi-
zens that occurred on October 7, and it
is clear that Hamas is the real criminal
involved in this conflict.

Hamas continues to show no regard
for its own people, spending billions of
dollars on over 300 miles of tunnel sys-
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tem, but yet they are refusing to allow
their Palestinian citizens to shelter
there; and they continue to use hos-
pitals, schools, places of worship for
military purposes, knowingly placing
citizens in harm’s way.

While Israel was founded on the prin-
ciple of promoting development for the
benefit of all of its inhabitants,
Hamas’s only mission is to destroy
Israel. The differences between their
founding principles, their leadership,
and their actions could not be any
more different. And it is abhorrent
that the ICC would attempt to argue
otherwise.

In these times of instability, you
would hope that the President of the
United States would display strength.
Instead, President Biden has decided to
play politics by placing a hold on secu-
rity assistance that this Congress most
recently approved.

This is just the latest foreign policy
blunder from an administration
plagued by weakness on the inter-
national stage. Shortly after this pol-
icy of withholding weapons was an-
nounced, Hamas steps away from the
negotiations on the safe return of the
hostages.

It seems like a pretty big coincidence
to me. Hamas is still holding American
hostages captive; although, I wonder
how many of these hostages are still
alive, as we discovered—I think it was
last week, four bodies were discovered.

And President Biden should be doing
everything within his power to bring
home those American hostages. In-
stead, he is publicly withholding weap-
ons from our ally and giving their ad-
versary cover.

When President Biden took office, he
pledged ironclad support for Israel, but
now he is publicly backing down from
that promise.

He is projecting to our allies and our
adversaries that the U.S. promises’ can
be subject to political pressure.

To further underscore the adminis-
tration’s lack of responsibility, my
EPW committee came across some-
thing very disturbing this week in our
ongoing oversight of President Biden’s
so-called Inflation Reduction Act. You
might wonder what EPW or the IRA
have to do with Israel in their battle
against terrorists. But we discovered
that the Climate Justice Alliance, a
group that received $50 million from
the Biden administration in December,
openly denies Israel’s right to exist and
actively supports the horrific actions
of Hamas. They even promote graphics
that glorify the bulldozers used by
Hamas on October 7.

It is despicable that the EPA is send-
ing millions of dollars through the IRA
to a group that perpetrates hatred and
violence under the guise of fighting cli-
mate change and this administration
would allow U.S. taxpayers’ dollars to
fund these anti-Semitic activities.

There is no doubt that the last 7
months have been an incredibly dif-
ficult time for the people of Israel and
Jewish Americans here at home. Never,
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never in my life, never would I have
ever expected to hear and see the anti-
Semitic discourse that I see being con-
ducted on our own land, our own Amer-
ican shores, and the violence and in-
timidation towards the Jewish commu-
nity.

Together we must condemn the rise
of anti-Semitism and make clear that
this hatred has no home in our country
and in our world.

My Republican colleagues and I will
continue to display our unwavering
support for Israel and push for the as-
sistance that they need to ensure their
survival and victory in this fight, as al-
lies do have needs, particularly in this
time of need.

So with that, I yield the floor to my
friend from North Dakota, Senator
HOEVEN.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I
am pleased to join my colleague from
West Virginia and others who you will
be hearing from—next, our colleague
from Nebraska—in regard to our abso-
lutely ironclad support for Israel and
why it is so important that we stand
and we stand strongly with our friend
and ally Israel.

On October 7, Hamas committed ap-
palling atrocities against Jews in
Southern Israel. I went to Israel one
month later to show my support for
our close ally during this very dark
hour, and I am still today very proud
to stand with Israel.

But I am very concerned about the
Biden administration holding up weap-
ons that need to be delivered to Israel.
That is why I have cosponsored two im-
portant pieces of legislation requiring
the President to expedite delivery of
defensive aid to Israel: first, Senator
COTTON’s Israel Security Assistance
Support Act and then the assistance
support act that Senator CRUZ put for-
ward as well; that is the Assuring Re-
supply of Munitions Act, or ARM Act.

Congress has moved decisively to
support Israel, and these bills make
crystal clear—there is no doubt about
it—our desire that Israel receive our
support without hesitation. We said
that October 7 can never happen again,
but if we say ‘‘never again,” we should
mean it. If we truly mean ‘‘never
again,” then the only path forward is
for Israel to win the war—to win the
war.

And that is why it is so important
that we give Israel the tools it needs to
win the war as soon as possible. De-
stroying Hamas means allowing Israel
to reestablish security for its people.
Destroying Hamas also means it can no
longer terrorize and repress the people
of Gaza. If we are concerned about the
lives of Jews and Gazans, the sooner
Hamas is defeated the better. The soon-
er Hamas is completely defeated, the
better.

Putting limits on military assistance
only means prolonging a conflict that
Israel must win, and it means greater
loss of life among both Israelis and
Gazans.
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Delaying or halting military aid also
sends the wrong message to both our
allies and our adversaries. Our allies,
like Israel, rightly wonder whether
U.S. promises will be kept when times
get tough. Our adversaries, like Hamas
and Iran, wonder if they can manipu-
late us into failure. When we hesitate
to keep our promises and give our en-
emies the chance to regroup, we
incentivize the very behavior that we
must oppose.

We have to wipe out terrorism. We
have to work with our allies—not just
Israel but all of our allies—to wipe out
terrorism.

If Hamas survives, it will certainly
seize more hostages in the future. That
is what Hamas does. If Hamas survives,
it will keep using innocent civilians as
shields. Think about that: using inno-
cent citizens as their shields. If Hamas
survives, it will see October 7 as a tri-
umph rather than a disaster.

The administration may believe that
pausing military assistance will save
lives or limit suffering, but it will only
sow the seeds of future conflict. There
is no substitute—there is no sub-
stitute—for victory over Hamas.

Congress has provided the resources
to support our ally Israel, and I call
upon the administration to keep our
promises, to act according to the will
of the American people, and to accept
nothing less than the complete defeat
of Hamas.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nebraska.

Mrs. FISCHER. Madam President,
this weekend, President Biden called
for an immediate cease-fire in Gaza.
What the President didn’t acknowledge
is that Israel and Gaza were not in a
state of war until October 7, when
Hamas broke a cease-fire. They
stormed Israel’s borders, and they
raped, tortured, and killed innocent ci-
vilians.

Far-left, pro-Hamas activists are
painting Hamas as freedom fighters
that want to liberate their fellow Pal-
estinians. Nothing could be further
from the truth. Hamas uses innocent
civilians—anyone from babies to the
elderly—as human shields. They shel-
ter themselves in schools and in hos-
pitals. They have no regard for human
life or dignity, not for Israelis and not
for Palestinians.

Members of Hamas film themselves
laughing as they maim and murder in-
nocent people. They use sexual assault
as a weapon of war. These are no free-
dom fighters; they are terrorists.

We saw a sobering example of that
this weekend. The Israeli military re-
covered the bodies of four hostages who
were captured, abused, and murdered
by Hamas. They found them lying in a
tunnel in Gaza. These included the
body of Shani Louk, a young woman
Hamas captured at the Nova music fes-
tival on October 7. She and the other
hostages ran from the armed terrorists,
who were killing people to their left
and to their right, but Hamas caught
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up with them. They sexually assaulted
and maimed Shani before they mur-
dered her.

This weekend, the Israeli military re-
turned the mutilated body of a young
daughter to her grieving parents. These
are not the deeds of freedom fighters.
These are the deeds of terrorists.

There are still over 100 hostages
being held in Gaza, many of whom are
believed to be dead. Eight of those hos-
tages are Americans, three of whom
are dead as well—three Americans.

When President Biden calls for a
cease-fire—one neither party has
agreed to yet—he is just calling for
Israel to surrender. He is emboldening
Hamas and abandoning the dozens of
people still being abused by these ter-
rorists. He is equivocating because of
political pressure.

President Biden must stop sacrificing
a moral backbone for political gain.
You don’t negotiate with terrorists.
Hamas is using hostages as political
pawns, and no amount of diplomacy is
going to change that.

The Biden administration should not
be telling Israel’s democratically elect-
ed government what they must do.
Israel must make those decisions to
protect their people and protect their
country.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nebraska.

Mr. RICKETTS. Madam President, I
rise today to join my colleagues in ex-
pressing my complete support for the
State of Israel and the war against
Hamas terrorists.

There was a cease-fire in place prior
to October 7. Hamas broke that cease-
fire. Hamas attacked Israel and mur-
dered over 1,200 Israelis and Americans.
They also took hundreds of hostages,
including Americans as well.

Hamas is responsible for every death
on October 7 and every death since that
day. They need to surrender. Hamas
must surrender.

If Hamas surrenders and releases the
hostages, aid can freely flow into Gaza
to support the Gazans. Instead, Hamas
continues to prosecute this war. In
fact, after October 7, they said they
would continue to do atrocities like
October 7, if given the chance. They
will continue to try to destroy Israel.
They will continue to murder Israeli
citizens.

They just don’t chant ‘‘Death to
Israel.” They chant ‘‘Death to Amer-
ica’ as well.

Terror groups like Hamas and
Hezbollah represent an existential
threat to Israel. They have repeatedly
declared their intention to wipe Israel
off the map.

Israel has the right and the obliga-
tion to destroy the terrorist group
Hamas. They must have the ability to
defend themselves. And they will be
doing the world a favor by destroying
Hamas.

We need to support Israel and their
efforts to do just that. Part of that sup-
port means pushing back on anti-Se-
mitic organizations, like the United
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Nations or the International Criminal
Court, that attack Israel’s legitimacy
and their sovereignty.

The International Criminal Court’s
ludicrous decision to apply for arrest
warrants for Israeli Prime Minister
Binyamin Netanyahu and Israel’s de-
fense chief is the most recent example
of their anti-Semitism. This out-
rageous decision not only emboldens
terrorists around the world but creates
problems for us here in the United
States as well.

In the statement, the ICC prosecutor
describes crimes that have been com-
mitted on ‘‘the territory of Israel and
the State of Palestine.” That is exactly
backward. He should have said ‘‘the
State of Israel and the territories of
Palestine.” But that was intentional.

It is a continuation of the rampant
anti-Semitism in these organizations,
like the ICC and the U.N. It is designed
to delegitimize the State of Israel.

And the crazy thing is, the ICC’s ac-
tion, in itself, is illegitimate. It lacks
legal basis. Under its own charter, the
ICC is banned from moving forward
with prosecutions unless the relevant
government is unwilling or unable to
police themselves.

The ICC knows Israel has a robust
and independent judiciary. The ICC
knows and has admitted that Israel has
trained lawyers who advise com-
manders and a robust system intended
to ensure compliance with inter-
national humanitarian law. By moving
forward with these arrest warrants, the
ICC is calling Israel’s laws, govern-
ment, and democracy illegitimate. It is
wrong.

There is no moral equivalency be-
tween the State of Israel, democracy,
and the terrorist organization Hamas.
There is no moral equivalency between
Hamas’s terrorist actions and atroc-
ities on October 7 and Israel’s right to
defend itself and to take action to de-
stroy that terrorist organization.

Hamas terrorists have shot unarmed
civilians, dismembered soldiers, raped
women, and massacred children. Mean-
while, Israel has fought its war while
taking great pains to avoid unneces-
sary civilian casualties.

We need to be supporting Israel in its
mission, not undermining the Israeli
Government. It is in our interest to do
S0.

Neither Israel nor the United States
are members of the ICC. Both countries
are outside of the ICC’s jurisdiction.
Yet the ICC is going after Israel any-
way. America should take note. If the
ICC can violate Israel’s sovereignty, it
can violate America’s sovereignty.

The ICC needs to face the con-
sequences of its anti-Israel policies.
While it is good that President Biden
has condemned the arrest warrants as
“‘outrageous,’’ Israel needs more than
words. It needs actions.

Last month, my Republican col-
leagues and I sent a letter to the ICC
with a warning: If the ICC moved for-
ward with arrest warrants for Israelis,
we would push to end all American sup-
port for this disgraceful organization.
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We are here today to tell President
Biden one simple thing: If your com-
mitment to Israel is really ironclad, as
you say, you will join us in holding
these anti-Semitic organizations ac-
countable. Let’s sanction the ICC’s em-
ployees and associates and prevent
them from coming to the United
States. Let’s work with our allies to
ensure that they refuse to honor the
ICC’s indictments against either Israel
or the United States. Let’s truly dem-
onstrate our ironclad support and
stand with our ally Israel in its hour of
need.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Carolina.

Mr. BUDD. Today is the 229th day of
captivity for eight American citizens
held hostage in Gaza by the terrorist
organization Hamas—229 days of being
deprived of food, water, and medical
care; 229 days of being subjected to un-
bearable violence, abuse, and psycho-
logical torture by Hamas terrorists; 229
days that mothers and fathers—many
of whom I have met—and husbands and
wives and brothers and sisters have had
to live with the pain, the anguish, and
the uncertainty of their loved ones’
well-being. But if you flip on main-
stream media tonight or if you watch
the protests on college campuses or if
you listen to the Biden White House,
the conversation has been dominated
by everything but securing the release
of American hostages.

We have seen the prosecutor for the
International Criminal Court seek ar-
rest warrants of Israeli leaders as well
as Hamas leaders. Equating the Israeli
Prime Minister with Hamas terrorists
is despicable, and it shows a complete
lack of moral clarity.

We have read about the State of
Qatar reportedly temporarily expelling
Hamas leaders from Doha, only to re-
verse course and welcome them back
later. To be clear, Qatar is hosting a
brutal terrorist organization with
American blood on their hands. This
continued dithering and flip-flopping is
not helping. Qatar must pressure
Hamas leaders to release the hostages
now or expel them from Doha. It is just
that simple. To do anything less, my
friends, is unbecoming of a major non-
NATO ally.

When we look to the President of the
United States, we continue to see
weakness and a lack of moral clarity
on this issue. In a total betrayal of our
friend and ally, the Biden administra-
tion withheld lethal aid to Israel ear-
lier this month. This signaled to
Hamas that they can drag their feet
and hold out because the so-called iron-
clad bond between the United States
and Israel, in Biden’s mind, is not so
ironclad after all.

I know firsthand that Biden is over-
ruling his national security team, and
he is letting a few radical activists on
his staff dictate foreign policy as
American lives hang in the balance. At
the end of day, there is nothing more
important in U.S. foreign policy than
protecting American citizens. The best
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way we can bring the hostages home
from Gaza is by increasing pressure on
Hamas.

On the international stage, we need
global bodies, like the ICC and the
U.N., to grow a moral core, identify the
evil being committed, and to rally the
community of nations to pressure
Hamas to release innocent hostages.
We need the State of Qatar to end its
straddling and doublespeak and to per-
manently expel Hamas leaders from
Doha. Here at home, we need the Jus-
tice Department to file charges and
hunt down every Hamas terrorist re-
sponsible for the murder of over 40
Americans on October 7 and the kid-
napping of 8 who remain in captivity.
We need the President of the United
States to show strength and to show
some moral leadership on this issue.

Friends, the line between good and
evil in this conflict is crystal clear.
President Biden needs to use every
lever of national power to secure the
hostages’ freedom.

After 229 days, let’s be united in
working for the release of these eight
hostages.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
ROSEN). The Senator from South Caro-
lina.

Mr. GRAHAM. Madam President, to
kind of continue on the theme of my
good friend from North Carolina, ap-
parently today or yesterday, the coun-
tries of Ireland, Spain, and Norway rec-
ognized a Palestinian State.

Here is my question: Who is in charge
of the state? Who is running the place?
What are its boundaries? Did you rec-
ognize Hamas being in charge of Gaza?
Do you want to keep the PA as we
know it now in the West Bank, as old
and corrupt? What did you recognize?

These are allies, but they need to
hear from a friend that what you did is
reprehensible. You are rewarding ter-
rorists.

On October 7, Hamas attacked the
State of Israel and murdered 1,200 inno-
cent people, put babies in ovens, raped
women, set people on fire, and recorded
it all. And your response is to create a
Palestinian State? You are rewarding
terrorists. The way a Palestinian State
will be created, if ever, is through di-
rect negotiations between the State of
Israel and Palestinians, not a unilat-
eral recognition of a Palestinian State
after the largest terrorist attack
against the Jewish people since the
Holocaust.

To my friends in Ireland, Spain, and
Norway, what you did was reward
Hamas. Here is the message you are
sending: Kill Jews, and you will get a
reward.

Again, tell me about the state you
just recognized. Who is in charge, and
what are the boundaries? You can’t an-
swer those questions, but you went
ahead and recognized the Palestinian
State for political reasons.

The world has turned upside down.

Madam President, you have been a
stalwart defender of Israel, and we ap-
preciate it.
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Here is what I would say: After Octo-
ber 7, Hamas is engaged in using the
Palestinian people as human shields at
a level I haven’t seen in warfare. The
response is to punish Israel, who is in a
no-win situation. The battalions have
to be destroyed. The tunnels are under-
ground. Why do you need a 2,000-pound
bomb? Because there are underground
tunnels that only a major bomb will be
able to destroy.

When it comes to civilian infrastruc-
ture, the destruction of it has been in
large part because Hamas has used
schools, mosques, and hospitals as
military sites, putting all that infra-
structure in jeopardy by militarizing
it.

On top of all of that, the Inter-
national Criminal Court has decided to
issue an arrest warrant for the Prime
Minister of Israel and the Defense Min-
ister of Israel as well as Hamas leaders.
Boy, has the world turned upside down.

To consider Israel like Russia—Putin
had an arrest warrant issued because
there is no rule of law in Russia. Peo-
ple fall out of windows who are opposi-
tion leaders. People get poisoned.
There is no rule of law in Russia.

There is a robust legal system in
Israel. It is probably the pride of the
world. The most independent judiciary
maybe on the planet lives and resides
in Israel.

So Israel is not Russia, and the
Prime Minister and the Defense Min-
ister of Israel are not Hamas, but in
the ICC world, they are all the same.
That is despicable.

Here is what has happened: Appar-
ently, a lot of legal experts, some well-
known, famous people, advised the ICC
that Israel needed to be charged—the
State of Israel, the Prime Minister and
the Defense Minister. They are legal
experts under international law. I
would not pay these people 5 cents
given my undersigning of their own
statute.

I, along with seven members—four
Republicans and four Democrats—en-
gaged the ICC weeks ago, arguing that
for you to bring a charge against the
State of Israel, you would have to be-
lieve that the judiciary in Israel is not
independent and that Israel is not act-
ing in good faith—they are acting in
bad faith—when it comes to allegations
against Israeli forces and policies of
Israel. It is called complementarity.

Israel is not a member of the ICC, nor
are we. In 2015, the ICC recognized the
Palestinians as a state for ICC purposes
even though they are not recognized by
the U.N. Why they did that, I don’t
know. But they took over jurisdiction
of this conflict, and where do we lie
now?

On May 20, a couple of days ago, a
representative of the ICC was supposed
to land in Israel to set up a meeting be-
tween legal officials, government offi-
cials of the State of Israel and the
prosecutor, Khan, next week.

The group that I was involved in
urged the ICC to sit down and talk
with Israel—called complementarity.
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Under their own statute, the ICC can-
not act unless the nation in question is
unable or unwilling to proceed with an
investigation or if the investigation is
conducted in bad faith. There is no way
you can find Israel is not acting in
good faith when they were willing to
meet you 2 days ago.

So here is what happened: We were
misled and lied to by the ICC.

This group thinks they have jurisdic-
tion of the entire world; they are going
to roam the globe and right wrongs.
They were created to deal with voids
where there is no rule of law or rogue
states like Russia, where the rule of
law has been destroyed, not come and
second-guess robust democracies like
Israel and the United States.

They threatened to come after our
soldiers in Afghanistan years ago, and
Senator ERNST, who was a member of
the U.S. Army serving abroad. We ob-
jected to high heaven.

We have a very robust military legal
system. We have a very independent ju-
diciary. Israel has the most inde-
pendent judiciary on the planet.

So they canceled the meeting. Israel
called and said: When will you get
here? The man in question for the ICC
said: I have been told I can’t come. And
Israel heard about the arrest warrant
on CNN. They had prerecorded this
interview—Mr. Khan had—with a CNN
reporter before the meeting.

Senator CARDIN has been awesome on
this.

We are trying to get Israel to engage
with the ICC, listen to their com-
plaints, and see if we can move for-
ward. They acted in bad faith. A meet-
ing was set up, the man did not attend,
and before Israel knew anything, they
heard it on CNN.

So I am hoping that we can come to-
gether—and I want to applaud Presi-
dent Biden, Secretary of State Blinken,
and Jake Sullivan for issuing strong
statements condemning the actions of
the ICC against the State of Israel.

Now it is time to impose sanctions
not only to help our ally but also to
help ourselves. I want everybody to
know that if you deal with the ICC in
this sham trial against Israel, you will
never come to this country. Your visa
will be revoked, and if you have assets
here, they will be lost. You have to
pick what I think is an abuse of the
rule of law over doing business with
America.

If we don’t do that as a body, we are
next. I have tried for months to find a
way forward with my colleagues, who
have been terrific, trying to find a way
for Saudi and Israel to recognize each
other, come up with a better deal for
the Palestinians, to end this conflict in
a permanent way.

In the middle of this sensitive mo-
ment, the ICC, in a very deceptive way,
brings charges against the Prime Min-
ister of Israel and the Defense Min-
ister, who are in a fight for their lives.
They are surrounded by Hezbollah,
Hamas, and Iran.

Where was the ICC when the Iranians
drug a young girl off the bus and beat
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her to death? Where are they in North
Korea? They pick Israel—a nation with
one of the most robust, independent
legal systems on the planet. They lied
to eight U.S. Senators. They cannot
get away with this. If you let them get
away with this, then you are going to
regret it.

So I look forward to working with
Republicans and Democrats and the ad-
ministration to send a clear signal: We
are not going to sit on the sidelines
while the rule of law is politicized,
turned upside down, to the detriment
of our allies and our own Nation.

With that, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

Ms. ERNST. Madam President, first,
I would like to thank the Senator from
South Carolina. We know that normal-
ization between Saudi Arabia and
Israel is incredibly important, and the
Senator from South Carolina has been
knee-deep in efforts to bring those two
nations together. I would like to thank
him first for that.

America’s promises mean some-
thing—or at least they should. Presi-
dent Biden has repeatedly promised
that his commitment to Israel is iron-
clad, but revoking much needed mili-
tary support for our closest Middle
Eastern ally says otherwise.

Let’s be clear: The Middle East—real-
ly, the entire world—right now is on
fire, and the blame lies, in large part,
on the shoulders of the administration.
President Biden’s weak leadership has
consistently appeased our enemies and
abandoned our allies.

This dangerous trend began with the
disastrous withdrawal from Afghani-
stan, where he left behind Americans
and Afghan allies to the mercies of
Taliban rule. As a result, terrorists
across the globe rejoice at Biden’s deci-
sions instead of trembling in fear of the
United States as they once did and
should.

Two weeks ago, I returned from
Israel, where I advocated for the re-
lease of American hostages held cap-
tive by Iran-backed Hamas. I stood be-
fore Israeli officials, including Prime
Minister Binyamin Netanyahu, and as-
sured them that America has your
back. Yet, as my words were still re-
verberating, the Biden administration
sent a far different, far more damaging
message to our ally: We are with-
holding key munitions.

Unbelievable and unconscionable.

Let’s not miss that the very weapons
that President Biden is withholding in-
clude kits that will convert bombs into
precision-guided weapons—tools that
would help Israel conduct very precise
strikes against Hamas, thus reducing
civilian casualties.

Mind you, reducing civilian casual-
ties is the administration’s stated goal
when it comes to how the IDF pros-
ecutes their rightful retaliation. Yet
the Biden White House is withholding
the very means Israel needs to accom-
plish this goal.

It is total hypocrisy, folks.
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As Prime Minister Netanyahu said to
me and to the world, the United States
withholding these precision-guided ca-
pabilities will not stop Israel from de-
fending itself.

But make no mistake, Biden’s deci-
sion will make it harder for Israel to
avoid civilian deaths. This, my friends,
is a very, very grim reality.

In April, Congress, with my help,
stood firmly with our ally by approving
critical weapons support for Israel.
Leading up to the passage of this bill,
President Biden himself declared the
aid to Israel was critical and called for
“swift and decisive action’ to ensure
Israel had everything it needed to de-
fend itself. Yet, now, when it is his
time to act, Biden fails to do so.

Since October 7, Israel has faced exis-
tential, Iran-backed threats on every
side. In the Gaza Strip, Hamas terror-
ists continue to attack our friend and
hold dozens of hostages, including
Americans—our American eight.
Hezbollah forces continue to bomb
northern Israel, forcing the evacuation
of 60,000 Israelis. Houthis have also at-
tacked dozens of ships crossing the Red
Sea in order to strangle the Israeli
economy. And, of course, Iran—the
supporter of all of these terrorist
groups—Ilaunched more than 300 projec-
tiles against Israel last month in an
unprecedented escalation, not to men-
tion the attacks by Iranian proxies on
our own servicemembers in the region.
Three American servicemembers were
killed at Tower 22 in Jordan. Let’s not
forget.

As Israel faces these dangers, we
must give her the arms needed to fight
and win—to destroy the Hamas terror-
ists that continue to hold our—our—
fellow citizens hostage, the American
eight.

What must not get lost in all the
noise is that the decision to withhold
weapons from Israel reeks of politics.
The President is choosing to capitulate
to an anti-Israel, pro-Hamas faction
within his own party. He does so at his
own peril and, more importantly, at
the peril of countless lives.

President Biden, you have made your
choice. You are choosing the side of
Iran-backed Hamas terrorists who bru-
tally rape women and burn children.
You are choosing the side of anti-
Semites who are ruining the lives of
Jewish students across this country.
You will live with the consequences of
your choices and, most gravely, so will
the American hostages and U.S. serv-
icemembers being targeted by Iranian
proxies every single day.

Republicans will not waver in our
support for Israel and our Jewish
friends. ‘“Never again’’ is not just a slo-
gan; it is a solemn vow, and in this piv-
otal moment, we will stand on the
right side of history.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

BORDER ACT OF 2024

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President,

nearly every day, Republicans come to
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this floor to tell us how much they
care about the border and how much
they believe in border security. Yet—
and yet—when they have an oppor-
tunity to do something about it, they
don’t just balk; they run for the hills.

If you care about securing the border,
then you actually have to pass legisla-
tion that secures the border. It doesn’t
secure itself by itself. Our statutes are
outdated. Our Border Patrol doesn’t
have enough resources. You have to
change the law. You have to put more
resources on the border. That is what
the bipartisan border security bill did.
I regret the fact that all but four Re-
publicans voted against it after they
requested that we engage in a bipar-
tisan process to develop that border se-
curity bill, after they demanded that
we pass bipartisan border security leg-
islation.

But because we believe that this
issue is so important—because the
American people believe that securing
our border and compassionately treat-
ing those who arrive at our border is
such an important issue—we are going
to bring this bill back for another vote
tomorrow. We are going to give Repub-
licans a second chance to do what they
say they want to do: work across the
aisle in a bipartisan way to provide
more resources to control our south-
west border.

So I am glad to be on the floor today
with a number of my colleagues who
believe as I do; that this is the time to
pass significant bipartisan legislation
to secure our border, to reform our bro-
ken immigration system. It is what the
American people want.

We should stop playing political
games. Republicans should choose the
security of this country ahead of their
Presidential candidate’s political pros-
pects, and we have the opportunity to
do that this week. So I am grateful to
have so many of my colleagues on the
floor.

I believe starting our remarks will be
Senator KAINE.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia.

Mr. KAINE. Madam President, I am
thrilled to join my colleagues on the
floor to talk about the importance of
this border security bill, but I am also
going to talk about my own naivete
and admit to being a very naive Sen-
ator.

When I came to the Senate in 2013
with Senator MURPHY, one of the first
things we did in June of my first year
in the Senate was to pass a significant
and bipartisan immigration reform
bill. That immigration reform bill was
comprehensive, including a $40 billion-
plus investment in border security. We
passed it in a bipartisan way in this
body with nearly 70 votes.

My naivety was this: Yes, there was a
Republican House. When the bill went
over there, having been a Governor and
having watched how State legislatures
worked, I assumed that the Republican
House wouldn’t just embrace our bill
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but that they would do their own
version of an immigration bill, and
then we would sit down in a conference
and hash out some middle ground. No.
I was wrong. The Republican majority
House decided to bottle the bill up in
committee. They never took it up and
never did their own bill. That was in
2013—the education of a naive Senator.

Years later, in 2018, during the
Trump administration, when we had a
Republican majority in this body, we
dealt directly with President Trump.
He wanted $25 billion in border security
over 10 years. We basically came up
with an offer that was, Can you take
yes for an answer?

I was part of an eight-member crew
negotiating a bipartisan deal: protec-
tion for Dreamers and $25 billion in
border security—every penny Donald
Trump asked for and not one penny
less. He told us that he supported
Dreamers. He told us that if the bill
got to him, he would sign it. Because
we had a Democratic House, if we could
get it through this body, we would get
it to President Trump’s desk. But as
soon as we rolled out the bill with
eight Democrats and eight Republicans
as cosponsors, President Trump did a
180, turn tail. He trashed the Dreamers.
He said the bill was awful and encour-
aged Republicans to vote against it,
and we couldn’t get to the 60-vote mar-
gin.

So, for the second time, we did a bi-
partisan deal that was going to do good
things and invest a whole lot in border
security that was Kkilled by President
Trump and now this most recent effort.

I so applaud Senator MURPHY, Sen-
ator SINEMA, Senator LANKFORD, and
others from the administration who
worked on this deal, a bipartisan bor-
der security provision with other im-
portant provisions: the normalization
of Afghan refugees. We have more in
Virginia than almost any other State.
There is really important work in this
bill—bipartisan.

It is not lost on me how hard it is to
do a deal where both the American Im-
migration Lawyers Association and the
Border Patrol union, which tend to be
quite opposite politically, take a look
at a compromise and say: You know,
this isn’t perfect, but we need to do
this.

I don’t know of another issue where
these two organizations have said: We
need to do this. That was the needle
that these Senators were able to thread
after months and months and months
of negotiation.

But just as in the first two instances,
a significant effort to protect our bor-
der and make our country safer in a bi-
partisan way got shot down when
President Trump came out and encour-
aged Republicans to oppose it. Even
though they had been briefed on the
negotiation every step of the way and
supported it, as soon as President
Trump said they should oppose it, folks
turned tail and ran. President Trump
was honest. I mean, I will give him
this. He was honest about the reason.
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He didn’t say to oppose it because he
didn’t like clause A or clause C. He
pretty much said: We don’t want to fix
this problem. We would rather raise
heck about this problem and blame Joe
Biden about this problem than fix this
problem.

We are sent here to solve problems,
and when we have a bipartisan solution
that fits this narrow window where
both left and right say it is the right
step to take, we should do it. I am so
glad that this is going to be up on the
floor for a vote tomorrow. I look for-
ward to joining my colleagues in sup-
porting it. I urge others to do the
same.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan.

Ms. STABENOW. Madam President, I
am really pleased to be here on the
floor with my colleagues who just want
to get something done on the border. I
mean, how long have we talked about
this? Senator KAINE talked about 2013.
I was here as well. It was an amazingly
difficult piece of legislation to nego-
tiate at the time, but it was com-
prehensive, and in the end, it was a big
bipartisan vote in the U.S. Senate.

I agree with Senator KAINE. When it
went to the House, we thought: OK. We
put together this comprehensive bill
that is not only border security, it is
about how we manage and create a
pathway to citizenship and address
young people who have been here their
whole lives—who have been here as
juniors—and for agriculture jobs,
which I work with all the time. Our
farmers need ag labor and want to
know there is a legal path to be able to
have people work here. It covered ev-
erything. At that time, Republicans in
the House didn’t want to deal with it,
didn’t want to solve it.

So we have been down this road be-
fore, but I really did think, this time,
in the context of the national security
bill, the demand from Republican col-
leagues, that they wouldn’t consider
the supplemental security issues with-
out a tough border bill. I said: OK, here
we go.

We all know, there were major nego-
tiations, months of negotiations. Sen-
ator MURPHY, Senator SINEMA, Senator
LANKFORD—everybody was stretching
and pushing and trying to get to a spot
for something that would really, really
make a difference.

They did, and the vast majority of us
said OK, we are going to support it. But
that was 105 days ago—105 days ago
that Republican colleagues had a
chance to solve the issue that they
come to the floor to speak on every
day. They keep coming to the floor
every day saying: We need you to do
something about the border. We need
you to do something about the border.

Well, we offered a bipartisan bill—a
tough bill—to do something about the
border, and at the last minute, they
said no.

I want to speak for a moment about
one piece in here that is so important.
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We think about the southern border,
and there is certainly funding in here
for the northern border. But one of the
things that is in here I know our Pre-
siding Officer cares deeply about as
well, affects every part of the coun-
try—it certainly affects Michigan—is
the capacity to stop the flow of deadly
fentanyl. It is so important, and it is in
this bill.

On April 2 the Justice Department
announced the largest law enforcement
seizure of fentanyl in the entire history
of Michigan, April 2. Forty kilos of
fentanyl were found—enough to Kkill
every single Michigan resident.

On April 19, a Michigan medical ex-
aminer raised the alarm on what was
quoted as a really bad patch of
fentanyl in Michigan and warned the
public that there had been 6 drug
overdoses in 11 days, raising the flag of
what was going on here. It only takes
one pill to be able to cause a death.

These are just two headlines from
last month in Michigan, and they do
not come close to encapsulating the
pain and the tragedy Michigan families
have faced over the years due to drug
overdoses.

So we have got to do more to combat
the fentanyl crisis. This bill does that.
This bill actually does that. We need to
give the U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection the tools they need to stop the
drug from crossing the border to com-
bat the fentanyl crisis. This bill would
invest in 2,400 more in Customs and
Border Protection officers—desperately
needed—and new innovative inspection
equipment to decrease detection. We
know there are all kinds of ways it is
coming in, from tires in every part of a
vehicle—every imaginable way it is
coming in—and there is equipment
that can detect that. We need that new
innovative equipment at the border to
help our agents.

Drug Enforcement Agency efforts to
disrupt drug trafficking networks in
Mexico, in this bill; enhanced lab anal-
ysis of fentanyl samples, in this bill;
improve technology for autonomous
capabilities, air assets, in this bill—in
the bill we will be voting on tomorrow.

So when we hear colleagues talking
about doing something about drug
overdoses, about fentanyl, they have a
chance tomorrow to vote to do that.

But it has been 105 days since Repub-
licans were given the opportunity for a
strong bipartisan bill that included
fentanyl efforts, and 105 days ago they
killed the bill.

We know why. We know why. It has
been said over and over again: Donald
Trump told them to. He called people,
and he said: “We don’t want to solve
this. We want chaos. That is my middle
name.”” Maybe it is his first name, I
don’t know. But chaos, chaos, chaos:
“We want people to be afraid. We want
chaos. We don’t care if people are get-
ting hurt or what is happening.”’

He actually was quoted as saying:
‘“Please blame it on me.” I want you to
vote against it. ‘‘Please blame it on
me,”” which we are more than happy to
do because it was him. It was him.
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We want to solve the challenges at
the border. We know they are serious,
and we want to give the Biden adminis-
tration additional tools to solve them.

They want that. In every single budg-
et since President Biden was elected—
every single budget—he has asked for
more resources to do the things in this
bill. And folks have said no, no, no, no,
no.

This legislation does what needs to
be done. And as I said before, it was
toughly mnegotiated in a bipartisan
manner, and we appreciate that.

Let’s be clear. This bill would signifi-
cantly improve our Nation’s security
in a number of important ways. It
would reform the broken asylum sys-
tem so that decisions would be made
more quickly on who should be allowed
to remain in the country and who
should be deported.

Those allowed to stay would be pro-
vided authorization to work so that
they could take care of themselves and
their families and fill crucial jobs in
our economy while waiting for their
cases to be resolved.

The legislation would create a new
emergency authority that would allow
the President of the United States to
pause the processing of asylum claims
of migrants who arrive between ports
of entry when cases rise above a cer-
tain point.

It would expand legal pathways to
citizenship and increase access to work
authorizations—something that Repub-
licans claim to support.

And those immigrants who serve in
our military—who serve in our mili-
tary—would gain quicker access to
citizenship—something I think we can
all agree they have earned.

People sometimes forget that Michi-
gan, my home State, is a border State.
This bill would provide up to $100 mil-
lion in grants to States and local and
Tribal law enforcement agencies to se-
cure the northern border, which is ex-
tremely important to me and the peo-
ple I represent.

Republicans say they care about
solving the challenges at the border.
Their actions, unfortunately, show oth-
erwise.

We stand ready to pass this legisla-
tion. We stand ready to strengthen our
border security and to keep our com-
munities safe. We are ready to do it.
Let’s go.

Tomorrow, our Republican colleagues
will be given another chance to join us
to pass this bipartisan bill, and I urge
them to vote yes.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Delaware.

Mr. CARPER. Madam President, for
years, many of our colleagues have said
on this Senate floor, they have said in
committee hearing rooms, they have
said on cable news shows that there is
a crisis at our southern border. And
they have been right.

Well, today, we actually have the op-
portunity to do something about it.
Once again, we have bipartisan legisla-
tion before us that works to address
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the challenges of a broken and decades-
old immigration system.

Along with our other colleagues here
this afternoon, I rise to urge all Mem-
bers of the Senate to put aside politics,
to do what I think we all believe to be
the right thing, and to vote in favor of
the bipartisan Border Act.

As a former chairman of the Senate
Homeland Security and Governmental
Affairs Committee, I know that we
have tried to come together in Con-
gress to fix our immigration system for
about as long as I can remember, under
Presidents and congressional leader-
ship of both parties.

Our colleagues have oftentimes heard
me say that bipartisan solutions are
lasting solutions, and that is true. And
in the case of fixing our Nation’s immi-
gration laws, that has never been more
true.

Thanks to the tireless work of a
Democrat from Connecticut, a Repub-
lican from OKklahoma, and an Inde-
pendent from Arizona, along with
members of their staffs, we have
reached a bipartisan compromise on
one of the toughest issues our country
faces today.

I am proud to say that after 4 long
months of negotiations between our
three colleagues and members of the
Biden administration, including the
Secretary of Homeland Security, we
have crafted the strongest border secu-
rity bill in decades.

The legislation produced during these
negotiations proved that bipartisan-
ship is not just aspirational; it is ours
for the grasp; it is ours for the taking.
The legislation produced during these
negotiations proves that bipartisanship
is not just aspirational, but it is actu-
ally possible.

Yet despite all of this hard work and
the countless hours our colleagues in-
vested in hammering out this critical
piece of legislation, many of our Re-
publican colleagues rejected this same
bill earlier this year, largely at the be-
hest of Donald Trump.

I would like to quote again, as Sen-
ator STABENOW has, what Donald
Trump said on his social media account
earlier this year. This is a quote:

Republicans should stop wasting their time
on immigration until after we elect more
Senators and Congressmen/women in Novem-
ber. Dems are just playing games, have no
intention of doing anything to solve this dec-
ades-old problem. We can pass great legisla-
tion after the Red Wave.

While Democrats, Republicans, and
Independents negotiated in good faith,
it was Donald Trump who decided he
would rather attempt to sow chaos—
chaos at the border, rather than to deal
with it and to fix it.

It was also incredibly disappointing
to see so many of our Republican col-
leagues, especially in the House, turn
their backs on this bipartisan approach
and play politics with our immigration
policy. They chose to put Donald
Trump first over what is best for our
country.

Fixing the crisis at our southern bor-
der requires tough policy choices, but
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it also gives us an opportunity to seek
some wisdom from the Scripture. I be-
lieve we need to look no further than
the New Testament’s Matthew 25,
where we find these words: When I was
a stranger in your land, did you wel-
come me? That is what it says: When I
was a stranger in your land, did you
welcome me?

Many immigrants seeking refuge
here oftentimes leave their home coun-
tries and brave horrible conditions at
home in order to seek a better life in
this country—a life of freedom and a
life of opportunity.

We know all too well the factors that
have contributed to the challenges at
our border. Among them are a global
pandemic, increased violence and
criminal activity, the smuggling of il-
licit narcotics, and our Nation’s own
devastating addiction to illegal drugs,
not to mention authoritarian govern-
ment rule and poverty throughout the
Southern Hemisphere. Those are just
some of the root causes.

If we are serious about addressing the
challenges of our immigration system,
it is imperative that we focus on these
root causes of migration.

The bipartisan Border Act before us
would finally work to make our coun-
try safer by increasing resources and
implementing policy changes both at
the border and to our immigration sys-
tem as a whole.

This legislation has numerous en-
dorsements from some unlikely places,
including the Border Patrol union and
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce.

So today, we now have another op-
portunity to choose policy over poli-
tics, to choose principle over politics.
Everyone on the Senate floor today
knows that improving the security of
our border is not just good policy; it is
the right thing to do.

In fact, some 84 percent of all voters
in this country believe that we should
be prioritizing reforms to our immigra-
tion system rather than sticking to the
status quo—84 percent.

As U.S. Senators, we are elected to
serve our constituents, the American
people, and we have an opportunity
today to meet that responsibility by
enacting the legislation that is before
us. Our three Senate colleagues have
proven that working together is pos-
sible, and now it is up to the rest of us
to do the right thing.

Let’s finish the job. Let’s implement
a lasting solution, and let’s do it to-
gether.

With that, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Hampshire.

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, I
agree with my colleagues. We have a
crisis at our southern border. And in
New Hampshire, it is affecting us be-
cause there are too many deadly drugs
flowing into our country and not
enough technology and equipment and
personnel to stop it.

So it is not every day that I agree
with my Republican colleagues on an
issue as big as the border, but on this
one, I agree.
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We needed to act. That is why a
group of negotiators—Republicans were
led by Senator LANKFORD; Democrats,
by Senator MURPHY and Senator
SINEMA. I appreciate the work that all
three of them did. They rolled up their
sleeves. They got to work. For months,
they passed paper back and forth. They
ironed out big and small details of the
bill that we voted on, that is before us.

And the final agreement is the strict-
est—I think that is worth repeating. It
is the strictest border security legisla-
tion that we have seen certainly since
my time in the Senate. It is a historic
agreement to supply the border with
critical resources that are necessary to
increase security, to stop the flow of il-
licit drugs, and to better protect all
Americans.

Now, our Republican colleagues were
for this bill until Donald Trump put his
thumb on the scale and said: Don’t fix
the border. I want to campaign on it as
a crisis.

And as we heard, he acknowledged
that we should blame him for the fact
that the border deal failed.

But, unfortunately, our -colleagues
walked away from the strictest border
security deal that we have had in dec-
ades, all because Donald Trump told
them to make it a campaign issue rath-
er than do what is in the best interest
of the country.

Now, we need to pass this bill be-
cause it includes more funding for
identifying, tracking, and stopping
fentanyl at the border. I don’t know
about all of our colleagues, but in my
home State of New Hampshire, we have
lost too many people because they have
died from fentanyl overdoses. In the pe-
riod from 2013 to 2023, New Hampshire
lost 4,616 people from drug overdoses—
4,616. The majority of those people died
as the result of fentanyl. About 70 per-
cent of those deaths were the result of
fentanyl.

And anything—anything—we can do
to cut down on the amount of fentanyl
that is coming into the United States,
we ought to be doing it. We know that
fentanyl is moved across the U.S.-Mex-
ico border in huge quantities, often in
cars and trucks, and we know that it
comes across—almost 100 percent—at
our ports of entry. And they can’t
search every vehicle in every way, and
that is why we need technology.

We need to be able to scan vehicles
for drugs and other contraband. We
need to make sure they can expand
these capacities, which is why there is
a provision in the bill to provide sig-
nificant increases in funding for CBP
to deploy more nonintrusive inspection
technology that would more efficiently
and effectively search for fentanyl and
other drugs.

The bill also gives Immigration and
Customs Enforcement increased fund-
ing to focus on counter-fentanyl inves-
tigations and enforcement, because we
need more boots on the ground dedi-
cated to finding fentanyl and other
drugs and dedicated to holding those
accountable who are bringing these
deadly drugs into our country.
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The danger of the continued fentanyl
epidemic demands more action from
Congress. We need more funding. We
need more agents on our borders. And
with this bill, we would do just that.

Now, New Hampshire doesn’t border
our southern border, but it does border
Canada, which has the longest inter-
national border in the world—over 5,000
miles. New Hampshire has a very short
piece of that, but there are many
stretches of the border, particularly in
New Hampshire, that are remote, that
are sparsely populated, and, unlike
many other borders, not militarized.

That means our northern border is
vulnerable to exploitation. And we
have a program that we have had in
past budgets called Operation
Stonegarden. It is in the Department of
Homeland Security. So Senator
PETERS, I know, knows that program.
But it helps police departments, pro-
viding annual grants to help them, par-
ticularly in rural areas that are really
struggling to fund normal operations,
let alone responsibilities along the bor-
der. These are funds that allow police
departments to pay overtime for offi-
cers to patrol the border along with the
U.S. Border Patrol.

Sadly, on the northern border, most
of those funds have been diverted to
the southern border, and many of our
agents who have patrolled the northern
border have been diverted to the south-
ern border. That is a challenge for
States like New Hampshire and others,
where we have large sections of that
border that are rural, where, in parts of
New Hampshire’s border, we don’t even
have access to internet. So there are
cameras on the border, but they can’t
pick up anything because we don’t
have a signal. But despite this pro-
gram’s importance, it has been under-
funded for a number of years, leaving
States without sufficient resources.

So one of the pieces that is in this
legislation that we are going to vote on
tomorrow is $100 million, with 25 per-
cent of it that would go to States that
are not on the southwest border—
States like New Hampshire—to make
sure that our law enforcement is also
supported and well funded.

So we have a lot to do with our bor-
der. Passing this bill tomorrow, getting
our Republican colleagues to join us,
would make a huge difference in ad-
dressing the challenges at our southern
border. I hope that they will join us,
that they will put aside the opposition
from Donald Trump, and that they will
do what is in the best interest of the
country, not what is in the best inter-
est of Donald Trump.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan.

Mr. PETERS. Madam President, to-
morrow, the Senate will consider legis-
lation that would send critical re-
sources to secure our borders. This leg-
islation was forged by serious bipar-
tisan negotiations, but when it first
came to the Senate floor this past Feb-
ruary as part of a foreign aid package,
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my Republican colleagues voted
against it and blocked us from even
having a debate on this most serious of
issues.

They plan, unfortunately, to do the
same tomorrow. They are, once again,
refusing to even come to the table to
help strengthen our border security
and support lawful trade and travel
that drives our economy.

This bill is not perfect. It is not com-
prehensive immigration reform. We
must keep working toward a broader
approach where we modernize immi-
gration laws and address the immigra-
tion system as a whole. But we cannot
let that hold us back from taking ac-
tion right now to secure our borders.
This legislation is a meaningful step in
the right direction. It would address
some of our most pressing challenges
on the issue and tackle them head-on.

The bill would allow us to hire more
than 2,000 CBP officers, addressing a
critical shortage of frontline personnel
who safeguard our national security at
points of entry each and every day. It
would provide $2 billion for advanced
screening technology. This would allow
CBP to expand use of these tools, help-
ing them to identify illegal cargo and
stop dangerous drugs like fentanyl
from reaching and poisoning our com-

munities. Fentanyl overwhelmingly
enters this country through our ports
of entry.

This bill also aims to change the asy-
lum application process, a priority that
Congress has been unable to pass for
decades.

Republicans in Congress certainly
like to talk about the need to secure
our borders, but they use this issue to
stoke fear in our communities all
across the country. But when you get a
commonsense bill, like the bill that we
have before us, to vote on—a bill that
aims to address the problems they
claim that they want to solve—they
simply walk away.

They talk the talk, but they refuse
to walk the walk. We need to walk the
walk. And that is why Republicans
walked away last February. They took
orders from Donald Trump, when he
told them to vote against this bipar-
tisan legislation. They made it abun-
dantly clear that Republicans would
rather campaign on this issue than ac-
tually fix it. They would rather throw
rocks than solve the problems facing
our country. And, unfortunately, it
looks like they are going to do it all
again tomorrow.

Americans deserve better. Our com-
munities deserve better. Our frontline
personnel deserve better. The victims
of the fentanyl crisis deserve better.
Those fleeing often horrendous condi-
tions in their home countries and seek-
ing asylum on our southern border,
they deserve better. And it is an abso-
lute shame that my Republican col-
leagues have decided not to act, be-
cause these challenges are not going to
go away on their own.

As chairman of the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee, I have worked hard to
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craft bipartisan bills and pass common-
sense border security legislation in my
committee. I have had the opportunity
to work with key Senators on this
issue, including Senators LANKFORD,
SINEMA, and MURPHY, who helped
broker this deal in the first place; and
I am going to keep working with any
Member of this Chamber who is willing
to come together and find common
ground and forge solutions to help our
country. And I hope some Republicans
join me.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin.

Ms. BALDWIN. Madam President, I
rise today in support of securing our
border and taking action to fix our bro-
ken immigration system.

Let’s back up for a minute. Fixing
our broken immigration system and se-
curing our border has evaded Congress
for decades. We have poured many
hours and much ink into trying to
solve the very real issues that we have,
and we have come close. I was proud to
advance the bipartisan Gang of 8 immi-
gration reform that would have tight-
ened border security, provided path-
ways to citizenship for those already
here, and expanded work visas. I, along
with many in this Chamber, also voted
for a bipartisan bill that would have
given a path to citizenship for the 1.8
million Dreamers who came to our
country as children.

We nearly passed the Common Sense
Plan, a bill that would have invested
$25 billion in border security and also
provided a pathway to citizenship for
our Dreamers. All of these efforts—
every single one of them—died at the
hands of congressional Republicans.

Recently, Democrats and Repub-
licans came to the table, yet again, to
find a path forward on border security
and fixes to our immigration system.
Together, my colleagues from both par-
ties worked hard to find a bipartisan
compromise, and they did. The result
was a strong measure, even endorsed
by the largest Border Patrol union,
that curbs the flow of fentanyl from
coming across our border, expedites
our asylum process, and boosts border
security. Then, many Republicans
walked away again, apparently decid-
ing that it was better politics not to
secure our border.

And what hits closest to home for me
and every family who has watched a
loved one pass away from fentanyl poi-
soning or an overdose is that we have a
real chance to disrupt the flow of these
dangerous drugs into our communities.

In the 2-year period from 2021 to 2022,
over 2,800 Wisconsinites died of an
opioid-related overdose. In just 2 years,
thousands of Wisconsin families lost a
loved one and gained an empty seat at
the dinner table.

I have heard from countless parents
devastated by losing their child. One
mother, Michelle, got a call one No-
vember morning in 2021 notifying her
that her son Cade, a freshman at UW-
Milwaukee, had passed away. The night
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before, Cade had gone out with friends
in his dorm. He took one pill that he
thought was Percocet. It turned out to
be 100 percent fentanyl.

Michelle told me earlier this year
that Cade ‘‘had his entire life ahead of
him. He was home from college the
weekend before he died talking about
changing his major to psychology and
how he wanted to travel the world. He
deserved to learn from his mistake, not
die from it. He didn’t overdose from
taking one pill. He was poisoned.”

That is the stark reality of fentanyl:
One pill can Kkill. In 2020, over 85 per-
cent of opioid deaths in Wisconsin were
connected to a synthetic or manufac-
tured opioid like fentanyl. We can and
we must do more to stop illicit drugs
from coming into our communities. We
have that chance in front of us right
now.

We are bringing this bill back up be-
cause this is what the American people
are demanding. While Wisconsin is not
on the southern border, we are im-
pacted by the flow of fentanyl coming
across that border, and Wisconsinites
want action. This bipartisan border
compromise is that action.

This legislation will invest in 100 new
cutting-edge inspection machines that
help detect fentanyl at our ports of
entry. This bill would also strengthen
border security with more than 2,400
new Customs and Border Protection of-
ficers at our southwest border and give
the President new authority to shut
down the border when the system is
overwhelmed.

Not only would this compromise
combat the fentanyl crisis, but this
also gives us the opportunity to take
on an immigration system that has
been broken for decades. If passed, this
bill would invest in asylum officers and
immigration judges to expedite the
process. We would also send more re-
sources to help communities across
this country struggling to provide crit-
ical services to newcomers and expe-
dite work permits for people who are in
this country and qualify so that new-
comers can provide for their families
and help us meet workforce demands
for Wisconsin businesses and farms.

With communities across Wisconsin
and the country receiving migrants,
this bill would deliver the necessary re-
sources so that our local boots on the
ground can effectively welcome those
legally entering this country and not
stress their often-stretched budgets.

Many Republicans walked away from
this deal that they negotiated more
than 100 days ago because some would
rather make this a campaign issue.
Well, I, for one, would prefer to make a
difference. Our constituents expect—
frankly, they demand—that we come
here and work in good faith and find
compromise where possible.

Our colleagues found a compromise
on immigration reform and securing
our border. Is it perfect? No. Would it
have been a huge step in the right di-
rection? Yes. I, nor anyone else, got ev-
erything that they wanted. This bill is
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a compromise, and there is more work
to do. Even if we pass this bill, we must
remain committed to fixing our immi-
gration system, including creating a
clear path to citizenship for immi-
grants already here, especially our
Dreamers.

But in this instance, we cannot let
the perfect be the enemy of the good.
We cannot allow politics to win out
over progress. We cannot allow the
same old Washington games to stop us
from saving lives. Right now, we have
a chance to take a step in the right di-
rection, a chance to do the right thing
for moms like Michelle and every par-
ent who has lost a child to fentanyl.
Let’s do something together right now
to secure our border, stop the flow of
fentanyl, fix our broken immigration
system, and make a real difference for
Americans.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Madam Presi-
dent, I am honored to join my col-
leagues in this colloquy and to support
this measure. We are nearing the end of
the debate for today. We are nearing a
vote tomorrow.

But the debate will continue, and we
will have other votes. Whether this
measure passes or not tomorrow, it is
only the beginning of what we need to
do. So that debate nationally and in
this body will continue. And there will
be votes on other steps that carry for-
ward the effort that this bipartisan se-
curity act reflects.

But we must act. Everyone agrees
that we must act to make our border
more secure, to fix our broken immi-
gration system, to find a path toward
earned citizenship for millions—tens of
millions—of undocumented people in
this country who are paying taxes and
playing by the rules and, of course, for
the Dreamers and for people seeking
visas so they can work here and fill
jobs that otherwise will be vacant.

We often hear Republicans talk about
the need to secure the border. I sit on
the Judiciary Committee where it
seems like my Republican colleagues
want to talk and talk and talk about
the border. Every hearing, every mark-
up, regardless of our actual agenda,
they want to talk. Republicans want to
talk about the border so much that
they sent us contrived Articles of Im-
peachment against a Cabinet Secretary
for the first time in 150 years. More
talk.

Politics is the reason that this body
failed to pass this measure just months
ago. So for Republican colleagues who
now claim politics is the reason we are
here—yes, their politics, their pre-
sumptive Presidential nominee saying
that they should not vote for it be-
cause of the political advantage they
would have from keeping it as an issue.
They made clear that all they want to
do about the border is talk and use it
politically.

Democrats spent months negotiating
with Republicans. I give great credit to
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my colleagues, Senator MURPHY, Sen-
ator SINEMA, Senator LANKFORD, and
others, who have worked on this issue
over the years.

I remember well in 2013, the Judici-
ary Committee overwhelmingly ap-
proved a bipartisan measure that then
was approved by an overwhelming bi-
partisan majority in this body, and it
went to the House where it died, not
because it was voted down but simply
because it had no vote. The Speaker of
the House refused to give it a vote.

We will have a vote tomorrow on a
measure that falls way short of what
that one did in 2013. We provided a path
to earn citizenship for 11 million then-
undocumented—for the Dreamers. We
provided billions of dollars for border
security. And we reformed visa and
asylum programs, among other ways,
by enabling more fairness in that asy-
lum system.

This bill is the strongest measure in
recent history. It was endorsed by the
National Border Patrol Council and the
union of Border Patrol agents.

Let’s be very clear-eyed. It was a
tough compromise. It limited asylum
claims in ways that many Democrats
and I remain concerned about doing.
But it includes some key Democratic
priorities, including providing new
pathways to citizenship for our Afghan
at-risk allies, ensuring legal represen-
tation to vulnerable children under 13
attempting to navigate the immigra-
tion process on their own, and pro-
viding for new ways for family mem-
bers to enter the United States legally
for short stays to visit relatives and at-
tend major life events. That is an issue
I have worked with colleagues across
the aisle for years as well as some of
those other provisions.

These are key parts of the Demo-
cratic vision for immigration: fix our
broken immigration system to con-
tinue growing our economy and main-
tain America’s international leader-
ship at a time of severe global unrest.

It will be tough for my Republican
colleagues to vote for this measure. It
will be tough for many of us. But that
is why we are here, and that is the
measure of why it is a compromise. A
lot of what is here, we would not
choose to include.

Let me conclude by saying, Donald
Trump wants to campaign on the bor-
der, not fix it. The question is whether
my Republican colleagues are so be-
holden to him that they will follow
that lead like lemmings off a cliff and,
at the end of the day, take the country
with them.

My Democratic colleagues and I are
not giving up. To the Dreamers, we will
keep faith with you. To the undocu-
mented millions around the United
States who are paying taxes, working
hard, following all the rules, we will
keep faith with you. To businesses that
want more visas so they can have
workers, skilled and others, we will
keep faith with you. We will keep faith
with America on this issue. We are not
abandoning this effort. We are not
going away.
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I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
BALDWIN). The senior Senator from
Minnesota.

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President,
I ask unanimous consent that the fol-
lowing Senators be permitted to speak
prior to the scheduled vote: Myself for
up to 5 minutes, Senator SCHUMER for
up to 2 minutes, Senator MURPHY for
up to 10 minutes, Senator BUTLER for
up to 5 minutes.

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

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President,
I rise today along with Senators MUR-
PHY and BLUMENTHAL and so many oth-
ers in support of bipartisan legislation
to improve our immigration system.

As we face global and domestic
threats, securing our borders and
points of entry must be a top priority.
As we have discussed, we had an oppor-
tunity in February to move forward in
a bipartisan manner on broad and im-
portant reforms and security measures
that Senators MURPHY, LANKFORD, and
SINEMA spent months negotiating.

I will note that this legislation, as
Senator BLUMENTHAL noted, included
my bipartisan bill to keep our cov-
enant with the thousands of Afghans
living in the United States who fought
shoulder to shoulder with our troops. It
is a top priority of the VFW and top
priority of the American Legion, a top
priority of those who have served in Af-
ghanistan. These were their inter-
preters. These were the ones that gath-
ered their intelligence. And now 80,000
of them are in our country, living with
a trapdoor under them, not knowing if
they will be sent back to the Taliban.
They are working, yes, but what they
need is permanent status.

And that is what this bill that I have
with Senator GRAHAM, with support, on
the Afghan Adjustment Act. As cospon-
sors, there are Senators like Senator
MULLIN and Senator WICKER, the rank-
ing member of Armed Services, and
Senator RISCH, the ranking on Foreign
Relations. They are all on this bill.

When it comes to our Dborders,
though, as we are talking about today,
this comprehensive legislation would
have invested in hiring more Border
Patrol agents and immigration judges
while giving law enforcement the tools
and technologies they need to make a
safe border—order at the border. It
would have fixed our broken asylum
system, providing 250,000 new employ-
ment and family visas.

Yes, Madam President, we have an-
other opportunity to actually right
this wrong and get this bipartisan bill
done. Border security demands that we
invest in both our southern and north-
ern borders, which is something I like
about this legislation, having lived in a
State that borders Canada—the longest
border in the world, America and Can-
ada. A strong, secure northern border
is critical for maintaining our trade re-
lations, for maintaining the terror
screening database.

And we have witnessed terrible in-
stances of drug smuggling and human
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trafficking. Last year, Border Patrol
agents and sheriff deputies in Kittson
County, MN, stopped a human smug-
gling attempt. That is why this legisla-
tion is so important.

And of key importance to me and I
know you, Madam President, and the
State of Wisconsin is fentanyl and the
work that can be done if this bill
passes. It not only gives the President
emergency powers to shut down the
border but also ensures that we take on
fentanyl trafficking.

These pills are getting in the hands
of schoolchildren. These pills are get-
ting in the hands of people who have no
idea that the pills they have are laced
with fentanyl.

Fentanyl is the leading cause of
death for Americans ages 18 to 45. Syn-
thetic opioids like fentanyl kill more
than 150 people a day, and a dose of
just 2 milligrams—small enough to fit
on the tip of a pencil—can be lethal.

These aren’t just numbers. It is 22-
yvear-old Alex Davis of West St. Paul,
who died of a fentanyl overdose while
he was a student at the University of
North Dakota; 32-year-old Katie Flick
from Erskine, MN, who was killed by a
fake pill laced with fentanyl; Devin
Norring from Hastings, who bought a
Percocet over Snapchat that wasn’t
really a Percocet, laced with fentanyl.
It killed him. He was only 19.

That is why we call on our colleagues
to join us in support of the Border Act.
This legislation, supported by Border
Patrol agents, gives law enforcement
officers significant funding and support
to hire more officers and intercept
fentanyl coming into our country.

I thank Senators LANKFORD, MURPHY,
and SINEMA for their work on this bill.
I thank Senator SCHUMER and Senator
MCcCONNELL for their leadership.

There is not controversy about this
bill except on the political side. If you
look at this from the viewpoint of
Americans and what makes people
safer and what will stop kids from
dying because they take one pill and
they don’t know there is fentanyl in it,
the answer is simple: Vote for this bill.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
Democratic leader.

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President,
first, I want to thank Senator MURPHY
for organizing this important floor
block. I want to thank all of my col-
leagues who participated. I see Senator
BLUMENTHAL, of course Senator KLo-
BUCHAR, and others who participated.

What we are talking about is the
need to pass our bipartisan border bill
to crack down on fentanyl entering our
country. Every one of us in our States
has talked to families who have lost
loved ones because of fentanyl, particu-
larly young people, and it breaks your
hearts. Some of these family members
didn’t even know their loved ones had
taken fentanyl and were dead within 24
hours—just gone. I have experienced
that with some families.

So now we have a chance to do some-
thing with it in this bill. Tomorrow,

The

S3835

Senators face an important decision:
Will both sides come together to ad-
vance a bipartisan border security bill
or will partisanship get in the way yet
again?

Three months ago, Donald Trump
told his Republican allies to block the
strongest bipartisan border bill Con-
gress has seen in a generation—some-
thing that would have done a great
deal to stop the flow of vicious
fentanyl into the United States.

So we are trying again tomorrow be-
cause we hear about these families that
Senator KLOBUCHAR mentioned, that I
mentioned, that others have men-
tioned. We have to. And I hope this
time our Republicans will join us to
achieve a different outcome.

Unlike H.R. 2, a very partisan bill,
this bipartisan bill was written with
the goal of getting 60 votes in the Sen-
ate. It had input from both Repub-
licans and Democrats. H.R. 2 can’t
claim that. It was totally put together
by Republicans, got virtually no Demo-
cratic support. If anything is political,
it is H.R. 2—has been used politically
but never seriously to get something
done.

So let’s be perfectly clear. Our bipar-
tisan border bill represents a real
chance—in fact, the best chance in dec-
ades—to act on border security.

The bill would make huge strides to-
wards cracking down on the scourge of
fentanyl, deliver billions for the DEA,
for DHS, to hire officers to focus exclu-
sively on drugs, and billions—we now
have state-of-the-art equipment that
can detect the flow of drugs at the bor-
der. Why the heck aren’t we allocating
the money to pay for it instead of play-
ing political games? We should be
doing that right now.

I thank my Democratic colleagues
who today are here highlighting how
this bill does more than anything we
have done thus far to deal with the
scourge of fentanyl.

If you told me a year ago that this
was the kind of bill that we had before
us, that really cracked down on
fentanyl, which we must fight, I would
have thought we would have had a good
chance, and we thought Republicans
would have leapt at the opportunity to
enact this bill into law. By objective
measure, it is strong, it is necessary.

So, tomorrow, we are going to have a
clear choice. Tomorrow, we will see
who is serious about actually wanting
to fix the border, who is serious about
actually cracking down on fentanyl,
and those who prefer to merely talk
about it.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, to-
morrow, we are going to have a chance
to come together, Republicans and
Democrats, to be able to secure our
border, make better sense of our immi-
gration system. This is what the Amer-
ican people want us to do. They don’t
elect us to hold press conferences. They
don’t elect us to post on social media.
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They don’t elect us to argue. They
elect us to solve problems.

To my great gladness, there are Re-
publicans who are willing to solve
these problems. Senator LANKFORD is
one of them. Senator SINEMA, an Inde-
pendent, Senator LANKFORD, and I sat
in a room for 4 months, and we nego-
tiated a Dbipartisan compromise—a
compromise—that would allow us to
get tougher on our southern border, to
make sure that only the right people
are coming into the United States,
those that have a legitimate claim of
asylum, those that are legitimately
fleeing terror and torture. That would
create a more compassionate, more ef-
fective, more efficient system of immi-
gration.

We were engaged in this process be-
cause Republicans demanded it. Repub-
licans said: We want you to pass bipar-
tisan immigration reform. We want
you to get to a result. We will vote for
it if you achieve that result.

They selected Senator LANKFORD as
the chosen negotiator.

We achieved that result. Senator
McCONNELL was in the room for those
negotiations. It was endorsed by some
of the most conservative outlets and
organizations in the country, including
the Chamber of Commerce, the Wall
Street Journal, and the very conserv-
ative Border Patrol union. But it only
got four Republican votes.

So I want to talk for just a minute
about why that happened, what the bill
does, and why it is important that we
have another vote this week.

First, let’s just talk briefly about
what this bill does.

Probably first and most importantly,
it fixes the broken immigration sys-
tem, the asylum system in particular.
Right now, you come to this country
and apply for asylum, it takes some-
times as long as 10 years before you get
your claim heard. That is not fair.
That is not fair for the individual who
is applying, but that is not fair for oth-
ers who are waiting outside of the
country to try to come to the United
States. It is not fair for communities
that ultimately have to house and pro-
vide services for all of those individ-
uals who are waiting to apply for asy-
lum. So this bill fixes that broken sys-
tem. It takes that 5- or 10-year wait
down to weeks or months.

This bill gives the President emer-
gency authorities to close down por-
tions of the border when crossings get
too high. You can’t handle 10,000 people
a day at the border. We all know that,
Republicans and Democrats. The Amer-
ican public knows that. They saw that
chaos at the end of last year. This bill
says the President, whether you are
Republican or Democrat, has the emer-
gency authority to close down the bor-
der during times of high crossings.

This bill makes significant invest-
ments in combating fentanyl. My col-
leagues have talked about the scourge
of fentanyl, hundreds and hundreds of
people dying in my State, thousands
across this country. This bill invests
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significant new resources in stopping
the flow of drugs across our border. It
is a $20 billion investment overall.
Much of that money is targeted toward
fentanyl.

Then it just takes a bunch of com-
monsense steps to treat those who are
coming to the United States in a more
humane way. It says that if you are
coming here and you have a legitimate
claim of asylum, you should be able to
work while your claim is being proc-
essed, that you should have a right to
a lawyer during that process, that we
should provide a little bit of money for
young Kids, for 8-year-olds to have rep-
resentation. It provides a pathway to
citizenship for certain really critical
populations, including Afghans, includ-
ing the children of H-2B holders.

Inside this bill are a number of really
important reforms, and the system just
makes more sense, it is more effective,
it is more humane. But at the founda-
tion of this bill is border security—
making sure we have a border that is
manageable, that is not chaotic.

I agree with my colleagues—this bill
does not do everything we need to do to
reform our broken immigration sys-
tem. Of course I want a pathway to
citizenship for people that are living in
the shadows. I want to make sure that
those kids who know nothing except
for being Americans have a chance to
stay here permanently. But this bill is
a really important downpayment—a
really important bipartisan downpay-
ment on border security and immigra-
tion reform.

The question is, Why did it fail? Why
did a bill that had the support of Sen-
ator LANKFORD, the appointed nego-
tiator, and had the support of Senator
MCCONNELL fail? And the answer is
simple: Donald Trump told Republicans
to kill the bill. Donald Trump told Re-
publicans that their party would be
better off if the border was a mess, if
nothing passed, because more Repub-
licans would get elected this November
if there were scenes of chaos at the bor-
der. So even though you have a bipar-
tisan border bill, kill it because politi-
cally it is better for Republicans if the
border is a mess.

That is not my analysis; that is lit-
erally what Republicans have said on
the record repeatedly. Senator McCON-
NELL said it himself, said: Donald
Trump told us to do nothing. Senator
MCcCONNELL didn’t say: Donald Trump
told us to write a better bill; he said:
Donald Trump told Senate Republicans
to do nothing.

So that is why we are here today, be-
cause the American public wants us to
pass bipartisan border security legisla-
tion, Democrats want to pass bipar-
tisan border security legislation, but as
far as I can tell, Republicans do not be-
cause they want the border to be a
mess.

We will see tomorrow. We will have
another chance. If this is an emergency
like Republicans say, then let’s give it
one more shot.

Let me end with this because I do
think it is important to just explore
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for a minute why keeping this issue of
immigration unsolved, Kkeeping the
border chaotic, is so important to Re-
publicans and in particular to Donald
Trump. The reason is that making
Americans afraid of each other, turn-
ing us against each other, is the cen-
terpiece of Donald Trump’s message
and thus, for this election at least, the
centerpiece of the Republican plat-
form.

The idea is to keep the border bro-
ken, to keep the immigration system
broken because it helps breed and
maintain resentment towards immi-
grants, towards people that are dif-
ferent from you.

Just last month, Trump said this. He
said: Immigrants are not human; they
are animals.

I mean, if a major political figure
said that 20 years ago, there would be,
I think, Republicans and Democrats
both standing up and condemning that
kind of language. Donald Trump calls
immigrants animals, says they are not
human—he says it on a regular basis—
and he is celebrated by Republicans.

I wish this weren’t true. I wish it
weren’t a foundational aspect of mod-
ern republicanism to try to turn us
against each other, to try to make us
afraid of people who are coming to this
country just to save their families’
lives, but that is where we are. That is
where we are. But that doesn’t obviate
us from the responsibility to govern.

So Republicans can complain that we
are asking them to vote on a nego-
tiated, bipartisan compromise, because
it is inconvenient for them to vote
against a bill that was endorsed by
high-profile Senate Republicans and by
high-profile conservative groups. It is
inconvenient for them to vote against
a bill that actually brings security to
the border, that fixes the problem that
they want to be fixed, but that is our
job.

Our job is to come here and not just
do press conferences, not just search
for clicks online. Our job is to fix prob-
lems, and the broken border and our
broken immigration system is a prob-
lem. This bill doesn’t fix all of those
problems, but it is the biggest fix we
have had a chance to vote on in a gen-
eration.

So, yes, we need to vote on this again
to give Republicans the chance to do
the right thing, to choose the security
of this country, to choose fixing a prob-
lem that they identify instead of
choosing to try to gain some political
advantage in this election, instead of
choosing to continue to double down on
this strategy of dividing Americans
from each other. That is why we are
voting tomorrow.

I am hopeful that Republicans and
Democrats will come together to sup-
port this important, bipartisan border
security legislation.

I yield the floor.

NOMINATION OF DENA M. COGGINS

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President,
today, the Senate will vote to confirm
Dena Coggins to the U.S. District
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Court for the Eastern District of Cali-
fornia.

Born in Sacramento, Judge Coggins
received her B.S. from California State
University, Sacramento, and her J.D.
from the University of the Pacific
McGeorge School of Law. She then en-
tered private practice, where she
worked on general litigation and fam-
ily law matters. From 2013 to 2015, she
worked as a deputy legal affairs sec-
retary for then-Governor Jerry Brown.
Judge Coggins later served as a super-
vising attorney and hearing officer at
the California Victim Compensation
Board and as an administrative law
judge at the State of California’s Office
of Administrative Hearings. As an ad-
ministrative law judge, she presided
over more than 150 evidentiary hear-
ings or trials that resulted in proposed
or final decisions. Since 2021, Judge
Coggins has served as a judge on the
Superior Court of California in Sac-
ramento County. In that role, she has
handled assignments in both the crimi-
nal division and juvenile court. Judge
Coggins has presided over approxi-
mately 100 juvenile dependency trials,
and she has served as the presiding
judge of the Juvenile Court since 2023.

The American Bar Association rated
Judge Coggins as ‘“‘well qualified” to
serve on the Eastern District of Cali-
fornia. She has deep ties to the dis-
trict, and she enjoys the strong support
of her home State Senators and the
California legal community.

Judge Coggins’s litigation back-
ground and her courtroom experience
as an advocate, administrative law
judge, and State court judge ensure
that she will be an asset to the district
court. I am proud to support her nomi-
nation, and I ask my colleagues to join
me in my support.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The jun-
ior Senator from California.

NOMINATION OF DENA M. COGGINS

Ms. BUTLER. Madam President, in
just a few moments, this Chamber is
going to consider the confirmation of
Judge Dena Coggins to be U.S. judge
for the Eastern District of California,
and I would proudly want to rise and
speak in support of her confirmation.

Before I begin, I do want to appre-
ciate that Judge Coggins’s family is
watching proudly and eagerly the Sen-
ate floor today. Her mother, Cynthia
Ambrose, Judge Coggins’s son Elias
and her daughter Elaya, who I met dur-
ing their nominations hearing—I know
they are excited about the opportunity
today for their mother to continue her
public service at the highest levels in
one of the busiest districts in the State
and in the country. And so I just want
to take the time to thank Ms.
Coggins’s mother, Ms. Ambrose; Elias;
and Elaya for supporting their mom,
their daughter. She, indeed, is an in-
credible woman.

If confirmed, Judge Coggins will join
the Federal bench at a critical moment
for California’s Eastern District. The
Eastern District of California is cur-
rently seeing an average of 803 filings
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for each judgeship on the court. That
caseload level is the sixth highest in
any Federal district in the country.

And given her remarkable track
record serving Californians from all
walks of life, I have the utmost cer-
tainty and confidence in Judge
Coggins’s readiness for this role. Her
work ethic, integrity, and unwavering
commitment to the rule of law make
her an exceptional nominee to meet
this moment with the urgency that it
demands, and I am confident that she
will be successful.

Born and raised in Sacramento,
Judge Coggins has devoted her career
to serving the community in which she
was raised. She completed her under-
graduate degree at California State
University Sacramento, received her
Juris Doctorate degree from the Uni-
versity of the Pacific McGeorge School
of Law in Sacramento. Judge Coggins
began her career in general litigation
and family law, where she built a
strong reputation as a skilled litigator
with experience in both Federal and
State court.

From 2015 to 2017, and again from 2018
to 2021, Judge Coggins served as an ad-
ministrative law judge at the State of
California’s Office of Administrative
Hearings. In this capacity, Judge
Coggins presided over more than 150
evidentiary hearings and trials. She
also served as supervising attorney and
hearing officer for the California Vic-
tim Compensation Board, where she
oversaw legal proceedings and ensured
that victims of violent crimes receive
the compensation and the support that
they needed.

Since 2021, Judge Coggins has served
in the Superior Court of California in
Sacramento County. She has handled
assignments in both the criminal divi-
sion and the juvenile court. And since
2023, she has served as the presiding
judge of the juvenile court, presiding
over 100 juvenile dependency trials.

I will also note that if Judge Coggins
is confirmed, she would be filling the
seat currently held by Chief Judge
Kimberly J. Mueller, who was the first
woman to ever serve on the district
court of California and for whom Judge
Coggins served as an extern early in
her legal career.

Judge Coggins is an experienced ju-
rist who has seamlessly transitioned to
and excelled in numerous roles on the
State bench. The respect and reverence
she has earned is validated by the over-
whelming support she has received
since her nomination, including a let-
ter written by several of her colleagues
at the State bench addressed to the
Senate Judiciary Committee.

Speaking of her service on the juve-
nile court as a juvenile court judge,
they said:

She is a humble and quiet leader, not seek-
ing the spotlight or the fanfare, simply
working day in and day out to improve the
court. We know when she speaks, she has put
considerable thought into her words and that
her reasoning and judgment are sound.

They go on to say:
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In the courtroom, she also demonstrates
her steady and fair temperament. She is
thorough and diligent. Judge Coggins is effi-
cient with her time on the bench and has
handled substantial caseloads. She analyzes
issues in a careful and balanced manner and
provides thoughtful, well-reasoned, and com-
mon-sense decisions. She is compassionate
to all who appear before her and takes time
to understand the impact each decision will
have on them.

Judge Coggins is exactly the kind of
jurist that we need in the Eastern Dis-
trict and has exactly the kind of expe-
rience California’s Federal bench
needs. Her legal intellect, her
composure, her record as an effective,
efficient, thoughtful jurist makes her a
strong nominee.

And her appointment to the bench
comes at a historic time. Just this
morning, we marked the milestone of
confirming President Biden’s 200th ap-
pointment to the Federal judiciary, in-
cluding 1 Supreme Court Justice, 42
Circuit Court judges, 1565 District Court
judges, and 2 judges to the U.S. Court
of International Trade.

President Biden has nominated and
the Senate has confirmed 126 non-
White Federal judges, more than any
President in history. The majority of
these judges are women—127 exception-
ally qualified jurists. Notably, the pro-
fessional diversity of these confirma-
tions are so remarkable and unprece-
dented, including public defenders and
other legal backgrounds whose perspec-
tives and experiences have not been
fully represented on our Federal bench.

With this in mind, confirmation of
Judge Coggins’s nomination is a part of
our broader work to strengthen our ju-
dicial system. So I urge my colleagues
to join me in supporting her confirma-
tion to the Eastern District of Cali-
fornia.

I yield the floor.

VOTE ON COGGINS NOMINATION

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

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
MANCHIN), the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ), and the Senator
from Arizona (Ms. SINEMA) are nec-
essarily absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Tennessee (Mr. HAGERTY), the
Senator from Missouri (Mr. HAWLEY),
and the Senator from OKlahoma (Mr.
MULLIN).

The result was announced—yeas 50,
nays 44, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 179 Ex.]

YEAS—50
Baldwin Blumenthal Brown
Bennet Booker Butler
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Cantwell Hirono Sanders
Cardin Kaine Schatz
Carper Kelly Schumer
Casey King Shaheen
Collins Klqpuchar Smith
Coons Lujan Stabenow
gortigz M?}slto ﬁarl]ify Tester
uckwor erkley
Durbin Murphy mﬁn}éﬁuen
Fetterman Murray Warnock
Gillibrand Ossoff
Graham Padilla Warren
Hassan Peters Welch
Heinrich Reed Whitehouse
Hickenlooper Rosen Wyden
NAYS—44
Barrasso Fischer Risch
Blackburn Grassley Romney
Boozman Hoeven Rounds
Braun Hyde-Smith Rubio
Britt Johnson Schmitt
Budfi Kennedy Scott (FL)
Caplfco Lankford Scott (SC)
Cassidy Lee ) Sullivan
Cornyn Lummis Thune
Cotton Marshall s
Cramer McConnell Tillis .
Crapo Moran Tuberville
Cruz Murkowski Vance
Daines Paul Wicker
Ernst Ricketts Young
NOT VOTING—6
Hagerty Manchin Mullin
Hawley Menendez Sinema

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. BUT-
LER). Under the previous order, the mo-
tion to reconsider is considered made
and laid upon the table, and the Presi-
dent will be immediately notified of
the Senate’s action.

—————

CLOTURE MOTION

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

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 552, Melissa
Griffin Dalton, of Virginia, to be Under Sec-
retary of the Air Force.

Charles E. Schumer, Jack Reed, Richard
J. Durbin, Tammy Duckworth, Tammy
Baldwin, Catherine Cortez Masto,
Brian Schatz, Cory A. Booker, Mark R.
Warner, Patty Murray, Gary C. Peters,
Elizabeth Warren, Margaret Wood Has-
san, Jeanne Shaheen, Kirsten E. Gilli-
brand, Angus S. King, Jr., Debbie Sta-
benow, John W. Hickenlooper.

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

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Melissa Griffin Dalton, of Virginia,
to be Under Secretary of the Air Force,
shall be brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
MANCHIN), the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ), and the Senator
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from Oregon (Mr. MERKLEY) are nec-
essarily absent.

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Tennessee (Mr. HAGERTY), the
Senator from Missouri (Mr. HAWLEY),
and the Senator from Oklahoma (Mr.
MULLIN).

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 56,
nays 38, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 180 Ex.]

YEAS—b56

Baldwin Heinrich Rosen
Bennet Hickenlooper Rounds
Blumenthal Hirono Sanders
Booker Hoeven Schatz
Brown Hyde-Smith Schumer
Butler Kaine Shaheen
ganctlayvell Eelly Sinema

ardin ing Smith
Carper Klqt;uchar Stabenow
Casey Lujan Tester
Collins Markey
Coons Moran Van Hollen
Cortez Masto Murkowski Warner
Cramer Murphy Warnock
Duckworth Murray Warren
Durbin Ossoff Welch
Fetterman Padilla Whitehouse
Gillibrand Peters Wyden
Hassan Reed Young

NAYS—38
Barrasso Ernst Risch
Blackburn Fischer Romney
Boozman Graham Rubio
Braun Grassley Schmitt
Britt Johnson Scott (FL)
Budf‘l Kennedy Scott (SC)
Caplpo Lankford Sullivan
Cassidy Lee ) Thune
Cornyn Lummis Tillis
Cotton Marshall Tuberville
Crapo McConnell
Cruz Paul V%nce
Daines Ricketts Wicker
NOT VOTING—6

Hagerty Manchin Merkley
Hawley Menendez Mullin

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO). On this vote, the yeas are
56, the nays are 38.

The motion was agreed to.

———

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the nomination.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Melissa Griffin Dalton, of
Virginia, to be Under Secretary of the
Air Force.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia.

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. OSSOFF. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the confirma-
tion on the Dalton nomination occur at
11 a.m. tomorrow, Thursday, May 23;
further, that the cloture motion with
respect to the motion to proceed to S.
4361 ripen at 2 p.m. tomorrow.

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

BORDER ACT OF 2024

Mr. OSSOFF. Madam President, for
years, too many Democrats have been
in denial about the national security
risks at our southern border. And I
have been critical of fellow Democrats
who have failed to acknowledge these
risks, who have failed to recognize that
knowing and controlling who enters
our territory is fundamental to our
sovereignty and our national security.

The
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But now the situation has changed.
There are more than enough Demo-
cratic Senators ready and willing to
pass a strong bipartisan border secu-
rity bill—a border security bill coau-
thored by a conservative Republican
Senator, Senator LANKFORD of OKkla-
homa, who has done extraordinary
work in crafting this legislation; a bill
that would surge enforcement re-
sources to the southern border; that
would tighten asylum standards; that
would expedite the removal of those
who abuse asylum to enter our country
unlawfully; that would hire urgently
needed Border Patrol officers and take
the fight to the drug cartels flooding
our communities with fentanyl.

This is a bipartisan bill to help de-
fend the Nation against terrorists who
would exploit weakness at our south-
ern border to enter our country and
kill Americans. And now it is Repub-
lican Senators who have already once
blocked and this week are threatening
again to block bipartisan border secu-
rity legislation.

Why, the American people ask, would
Republicans in Congress block border
security legislation amidst a national
security crisis?

The answer is simple. Asked recently
on FOX News why Senate Republicans
were blocking the Border Act, Senator
LANKFORD, the Republican coauthor of
the bill, put it very simply:

President Trump said: Don’t fix anything
during the Presidential election.

President Trump said: Don’t fix anything
during the Presidential election.

The former President would rather
wield the border as an election issue
than see Congress secure it, and Repub-
licans in Congress appear to be falling
in line even though it leaves the coun-
try at grave risk. I urge my Republican
colleagues to reconsider their position.

Just as I have criticized Democrats
who for years buried their heads in the
sand about the threat at the southern
border, just as I have criticized the
Biden administration for its failures at
the southern border, this is a time for
Republican Senators to stand up to
President Trump and say: No, we will
not obey your command to leave the
country at risk. Instead, we will do
what is right for the Nation.

The threat of terrorism associated
with unlawful entry at the southern
border is real; it is pressing. If the Sen-
ate fails to pass border security legisla-
tion, refuses to tighten asylum stand-
ards, refuses to hire more Border Pa-
trol officers, refuses to expedite the re-
moval of those who abuse our asylum
system to enter the country unlaw-
fully, our Nation faces a grave national
security risk.

The first vote we will take later this
week on the Border Act will not even
be a vote on the passage of the bill. It
will be a vote on whether the Senate
agrees to debate and consider amend-
ments to the legislation. Senate Re-
publicans think this bill is imperfect.
If they want to offer amendments, they
will have that opportunity.
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I urge my Republican colleagues: 1g-
nore the former President.

President Trump said: Don’t fix any-
thing during the Presidential election.

He is not your boss. He is not your
constituent. We have an obligation to
national security. The country is at
risk. Let us debate the Border Act.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alabama.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 696

Mr. TUBERVILLE. Madam Presi-
dent, it is great to hear my Democratic
colleague come out against what is
happening at the border. It is a dis-
aster, and it is a national security
threat.

Three weeks ago, two illegal immi-
grants attempted to break into the Ma-
rine base at Quantico in Virginia. Both
individuals are Jordanian nationals
who were apprehended by Customs and
Border Protection at the southern bor-
der and released into the TUnited
States. One of them was allegedly on
the Terrorist Watchlist.

Now, how did we get here? How did
we get to the point where two people
who entered the country illegally and
were not screened or vetted tried to
drive a truck onto a military base?

Let me say that again: These people
are not being screened or vetted. We
have no idea who these people are.

But here is what we do know about
the people who have invaded our coun-
try: 25,000 Chinese nationals have en-
tered our country since October 1, 2023;
184,000 Haitians have entered under Joe
Biden’s mass parole program; along
with 101,000 Venezuelans, 91,000 Cubans,
and 75,000 Nicaraguans. And this
doesn’t count the 76,000 Afghans who
came here after Joe Biden’s disastrous
withdrawal from Afghanistan.

As I have repeatedly said, I have no
problem with legal immigration, nor
do my Republican colleagues. America
is the land of freedom and opportunity.
If people want to come here legally, we
will welcome them; but we cannot—we
cannot—have terrorists crossing our
borders unverified. Ask the FBI.

Beyond the safety concerns, we sim-
ply cannot afford to support the 11 mil-
lion illegal immigrants who have ille-
gally crossed our borders in the past
3% years. I don’t know if Joe Biden
missed the memo, but, folks, we are
dead broke—dead broke—yet we are
shelling out hundreds of billions of dol-
lars to support these 11 million illegal
immigrants, and this does not count
the millions of what we call ‘‘got-
aways.”” Obviously, if they can come
across and not be apprehended, why in
the world would they go somewhere
and run from the Border Patrol? It is
because they are criminals.

A recent report from the House Com-
mittee on Homeland Security esti-
mated the southern border surge is
costing the American taxpayers about
$450 billion a year. You got that right.
It is costing the American taxpayers
$450 billion a year. After 10 years, we
are looking at a $5 trillion bill. In
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terms of actual benefits, it is estimated
that illegals receive $42 billion in wel-
fare annually, $68 billion in education,
and $7 billion in healthcare. We are
spending hundreds of billions of dollars
to support all of these people. The
American taxpayers simply cannot af-
ford it.

So why are Joe Biden and the
globalist Democrats allowing this to
happen? Why is this going on?

It is simply because Democrats care
more about keeping power than they
do about safety and protecting the
American taxpayer and the American
citizen. A New York Congressman con-
firmed this. She said that she welcomes
illegal immigration because it helps
with redistricting.

The President and his progressive
left Democratic Party know that the
more people they can get into this
country, the longer they will stay in
power—by increasing the population in
the blue districts. It is a simple fact.

But enough is enough. Too many
American lives have been lost due to
the blatant disregard of U.S. law by the
Biden administration. It is time elect-
ed officials fulfilled their obligation
and the oath of office, starting with
protecting the country from all en-
emies, foreign and domestic. This bill,
the Border Act of 2024 that SCHUMER is
forcing us to vote on, is basically an
absolute joke.

By the way, President Trump has
never told me—and I talk to him week-
ly. He has never said one word about
the border. I don’t know where my col-
league from Georgia got this informa-
tion, but it is false. If he had told any-
body, he would have told me.

This bill, the Border Act of 2024,
doesn’t even have the word ‘‘security”
in the title. That is because this bill
will only make the crisis at the south-
ern border worse. It is a border inva-
sion bill; it is not a border bill. It is a
border giveaway paid for by the Amer-
ican taxpayers in the trillions of dol-
lars.

It also weakens the power of the
President by suggesting the President
close the border only when Customs
and Border Protection has apprehended
4,000 illegal immigrants a day. Yes, you
heard that—a day. So we are going to
pass a bill that is going to allow 4,000
people to come here a day. That is in-
sane. The last time I checked, the Com-
mander in Chief already has full au-
thority to secure the border. There is
nothing new about that. That is sup-
posed to be a basic requirement of his
job: to protect the American citizens;
to protect our borders; to protect our
country.

The bill also includes zero funding for
the border wall—zero, and it codifies
dangerous catch-and-release policies.

So how did we get here? How is a bor-
der bill crafted that does nothing to se-
cure the border?

Republican leadership put together
this bill. They pushed things without
telling the rest of the caucus and said:
At the end of the day, this is the bill
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that we have come up with—and we re-
jected it. Most of us didn’t even know
what was in the bill even at almost the
time of the vote. The bill is just an-
other public relations stunt from
globalist Democrats pretending to care
about the border during an election
year.

We need to get serious about the na-
tional security disaster created by
open borders—serious. If we don’t be-
lieve that, we need to ask our allies
over in Europe who have pretty much
had their countries destroyed by immi-
gration.

The American people don’t want an-
other messaging exercise. They want to
feel safe in their neighborhoods. They
pay our bills. They deserve it. We are
here for them.

Over the last 3 years, Americans have
watched in disbelief as Joe Biden has
intentionally erased our borders and
invited millions of illegal immigrants
to invade our country. My bill, the
Border Safety and Security Act, would
shut down our borders until the De-
partment of Homeland Security re-
gains operational control because, as
we speak, the border is being overrun.
That means the border would be com-
pletely closed until DHS is able to
track exactly who is coming into the
country by either detaining them or
setting up a program similar to ‘‘Re-
main in Mexico.” It is that simple.

If Democrats are serious about secur-
ing the border, they will support the
Border Safety and Security Act.

Madam President, as in legislative
session and notwithstanding rule XXII,
I ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be discharged
from further consideration of S. 696 and
that the Senate proceed to its imme-
diate consideration; further, that the
bill be considered read a third time and
passed and that the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
OSSOFF). Is there objection?

The majority whip.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, in re-
serving the right to object, the back-
ground that leads up to this moment is
worth a minute or 2 to be explained.

It was October. We faced some omi-
nous challenges around the world. Our
allies and friends were in conflict, and
the United States wanted to stand by
them.

President Biden made a request for a
defense supplemental and said: We need
to move on this quickly. For example,
our friends in Ukraine, who are fight-
ing off the barbaric tactics of Vladimir
Putin, need our continued help. We
shouldn’t waste any time.

At the time, several Members of the
Senate on the other side of the aisle
said: No, you cannot even consider
helping Ukraine fight this war against
Putin unless you do something about
our border. There has got to be a
change in our border policy.

So there eventually emerged a group
that took on the task of writing a bi-
partisan bill.

(Mr.
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Make no mistake, legislation on a
subject as serious as this will never
pass as a partisan piece of legislation.
It has to be bipartisan. Both sides of
the aisle decided to enlist our col-
leagues to sit down in a deliberative ef-
fort to write a bipartisan border bill to
address the crisis we face at the border.

The Republicans chose as their
spokesperson, as their negotiator,
JAMES LANKFORD of Oklahoma. JAMES
LANKFORD is a certifiable conservative
Republican who is respected on both
sides of the aisle. I join in that chorus
of respect for him.

The Republicans said to us: None of
these freewheeling efforts. JAMES
LANKFORD is our man. He will nego-
tiate this, and we will stand by him.

At that point, CHRIS MURPHY, a Dem-
ocrat from Connecticut, was enlisted to
be part of that negotiating effort,
along with the Senator from Arizona.
They sat down and started a three-way
effort to find a bipartisan bill. They
worked on it not just for weeks but for
months.

During that period of time, I met
with them from time to time, not to
interject my efforts or any ideas I had,
but just to measure their progress.
They were not happy about the course
of business and how quickly they could
reach a conclusion, but the fact of the
matter is they did. They reached a bi-
partisan agreement, one which I don’t
agree with in many aspects, but it is a
good one—a heartfelt, serious effort; a
bipartisan Democratic and Republican
effort.

We were prepared and did call on the
floor of the U.S. Senate this bipartisan
bill that Senator LANKFORD had led the
Republicans into establishing. I believe
it ended up with four votes—four votes.

The Republicans were told: Keep
your hands off, Democrats, when it
comes to Lankford’s efforts. Let him
do the work.

When he finally produced an effort, a
good-faith effort, they rejected it,
walked away from it.

The Senator from Alabama just ex-
plained that they didn’t have time to
read it. If I recall, several days had
passed where that bill was available for
our staffs to analyze and others to look
at. Most of us who wanted to knew the
contents of it. I thought it was a step
in the right direction moving forward.
But it was rejected by the same Repub-
licans who initiated the process by say-
ing that there will be no supplemental
for defense until there is a bipartisan
bill, and the bipartisan bill is to be put
together by the Senator from Okla-
homa. When it finally appeared before
us, they walked away from it. They
walked away from this bipartisan bill.

I would just tell the Senator from
Alabama, I have worked on this issue
for a number of years. The only effort
I have seen that finally resulted in
comprehensive immigration reform
that came to the floor was totally bi-
partisan. A gang of eight Senators,
which I was part of, led by Senator
McCAIN on the Republican side, pro-
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duced a good bill that received over 65
votes. It wasn’t taken up by the Repub-
licans in the House, but it was a good-
faith, bipartisan effort. That is the
only way we can pass legislation that
is meaningful when it comes to immi-
gration.

The bill that the Senator from Ala-
bama produces here today will not se-
cure our border. It will not prevent the
flow of illicit drugs through ports of
entry or improve public safety. It
would allow the Secretary of Homeland
Security to suspend the entry of all
asylum seekers at the border anytime
the Secretary deems it necessary to
achieve ‘‘operational control” of the
border—whatever that phrase means.

Let’s be clear. No Secretary of Home-
land Security, including the Secretary
under President Trump, has ever
achieved operational control of the
border.

The bill also requires the suspension
of entry at the border of all asylum
seekers if all asylum seekers cannot be
detained and placed in expedited re-
moval. One again, no administration,
Republican or Democratic, has ever
been able to detain and place in expe-
dited removal all or even most asylum
seekers—not even President Trump. It
couldn’t be done. No Congress has been
willing to provide the funding that
would be necessary to do it.

This bill would indefinitely end asy-
lum protection without additional re-
sources for the Department of Home-
land Security, without any alter-
natives for desperate women and chil-
dren fleeing persecution, and without
any additional consequences for those
who violate our laws.

We have learned from past experience
that attempting to shut down the bor-
der is inhumane and simply doesn’t
work. To assume that this is one big
wall that we could close the gate on is
just wrong. It is not the reality. Our
experience with title 42 emergency
health authorities demonstrated this.
Repeated attempts at unlawful cross-
ings soared despite title 42, as did the
number of noncitizens who successfully
evaded Border Patrol, often referred to
as ‘‘got-aways.”

Recent data from CBP shows that in
fiscal year 2024, the daily number of
“got-aways’’ was 70 percent lower than
the period immediately before the end
of the use of title 42.

The reality is that our current laws
for processing asylum seekers at the
border are fundamentally broken, and
measures like this bill will not fix
them.

The bottom line is, the buck stops
here. The buck stops here in the U.S.
Senate and the House of Representa-
tives.

The last time we passed meaningful
immigration reform was over 30 years
ago, and we wonder why this broken
system continues to be broken. It is be-
cause of our dereliction.

In contrast, we have the opportunity
to vote on a bipartisan border bill,
which will be offered tomorrow. It was
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written by Senator LANKFORD, a Re-
publican of Oklahoma, Senator MUR-
PHY, and Senator SINEMA.

This legislation would actually help
secure the border and provide essential
national security funding. It would re-
form broken laws that are not working
to process asylum seekers at our bor-
der, and it would provide desperately
needed resources to our Agencies to
allow them to implement these new
provisions.

While these new processes are being
implemented, the bipartisan border bill
would provide for a temporary suspen-
sion of asylum in between ports of
entry if the number of asylum seekers
arriving at the border exceeds the ca-
pacity of DHS to process.

I have some concerns about the bill,
but it reflects a genuine, bipartisan ef-
fort to create solutions to outdated
laws and underfunding that have
plagued our immigration system for
years.

I was really disappointed, as I am
sure Senator LANKFORD was, to see
most of my Republican colleagues vote
against that bipartisan bill. Although
the bill was written by Senate Repub-
licans’ designated negotiator, Senator
LANKFORD, and endorsed by the Na-
tional Border Patrol Council—the
union that represents Border Patrol
agents—the Speaker of the House de-
clared it ‘‘dead on arrival” in the
House before the text was even re-
leased. To think that the Border Patrol
agents said that this will improve the
situation—the Lankford bill—and the
Republicans still voted against it tells
us the whole story.

I hope my colleagues will work with
me to pass immigration legislation
that the American people deserve, one
that supports our frontline law en-
forcement, addresses the needs of our
economy, provides a path to citizenship
for Dreamers and immigrant farmer
workers, and lives up to our Nation’s
legacy of providing safe harbor to refu-
gees fleeing for their lives.

The American people are tired of par-
tisan posturing and bickering over im-
migration. That is why this bipartisan
bill, which was encouraged by the Re-
publicans and the Democrats, needs to
be the starting point of our negotia-
tion. They want us to work together to
secure the border, support our econ-
omy, and stand by America’s funda-
mental values.

I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Alabama.

Mr. TUBERVILLE. Well, there you
have it. The American people have
their answer. Democrats don’t care
about securing the border. They never
have, and they never will. They pre-
tend to. They continue to choose open
borders—more crime, more fentanyl
overdoses, more human trafficking,
and more American deaths.

Democrats will say Republicans
tanked the bill that would have se-
cured the border. You just heard that.
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This is a blatant lie. This bill, crafted
by Democrats, would have done abso-
lutely nothing to strengthen the bor-
der—not one thing. In fact, it would
have made things worse. It would cod-
ify the problems that we have had the
last 3% years.

My Republican colleagues have of-
fered real solutions for the last month
to fix the problem. We have a huge
problem. Somebody needs to recognize
that. But my Democratic colleagues
have voted against and objected to
every single thing that we have
brought up.

Don’t buy into this lie.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 505

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, let’s
start at the grassroots of Iowa.

The question that comes up fre-
quently at my county meetings—and
next week, I am going to hold a Q&A in
12 of Towa’s 99 counties, and I expect I
will get this question that I am going
to pose to you: Senator, what are you
going to do about the open border, peo-
ple illegally entering our country?

My answer is usually pretty short—
that long before I came to the Con-
gress, Congress passed laws saying you
can’t come to our country without our
permission. In fact, I add that we are a
very favorable country toward immi-
gration because about 1 million people
come here every year, and maybe we
should have more who come here under
our laws, within those laws, not break-
ing our laws by entering the country il-
legally.

I don’t get much of a pushback from
that because I explain to them that we
pass laws, and then the President en-
forces those laws under our Constitu-

tion.
The President has decided not to en-
force the immigration laws. It

shouldn’t surprise us that he has taken
that position for 3% years because he
told us before the election that he was
going to open the border.

But there are some things Congress
can do about immigration. That is why
I am here on the floor today to ask
unanimous consent for a piece of legis-
lation that I put in. Maybe if this legis-
lation becomes law, the President still
might decide not to enforce it, like
every other law.

Since day one, the Biden administra-
tion has pursued an open border policy.
The result has been utter chaos and a
crisis at the southern border. This cri-
sis has become an indelible hallmark of
President Biden’s America.

However, President Biden, as I have
said, has the authority to secure the
border. He is already empowered under
current law to do that. He could do it
today if he really wanted to. It is the
same authority that President Trump
used to secure our border just a few
years ago.

The Constitution makes very clear
that the President takes an oath that
he shall take care to faithfully execute
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the laws. President Biden doesn’t fol-
low that constitutional oath to take
care in regard to the immigration laws.
Trump did take that oath very seri-
ously.

Under the Biden administration,
some 9 million migrants have been al-
lowed to illegally enter our country.
That is about three times the popu-
lation of my home State of Iowa. The
President has done that for 3% years.
Let me repeat that that 9 million fig-
ure is like the entire population of
Iowa nearly three times over.

So instead of taking care that the
laws be faithfully executed, enforcing
these immigration laws already on the
books, this administration chooses to
ignore our border and abuse our Na-
tion’s immigration parole and asylum
system. That is what my bill deals
with, the parole system.

Immigration parole is supposed to
allow the executive branch to tempo-
rarily grant individuals entry into the
United States on a limited but case-by-
case basis for urgent humanitarian rea-
sons or significant public benefit. But
instead of case by case, the Biden ad-
ministration uses this program to
admit entire categories of people as a
means to bypass the legal immigration
pathways outlined by Congress—in
other words, not doing it on a case-by-
case basis.

The actions of President Biden are
completely out of line with what Con-
gress intended to be the parole author-
ity. So to address this loophole, I have
introduced S. 505, the Immigration Pa-
role Reform Act.

My bill will close this loophole and
ensure compliance with Congress’s
original intent as a limited authority
for exceptional circumstances. My bill
outlines specific parameters for what
constitutes an urgent humanitarian
reason or significant public benefit.
This bill would also provide clarity on
the timing and extension of immigra-
tion parole, among other reforms.

So at this point, Mr. President, as in
legislative session and notwithstanding
rule XXII, I ask unanimous consent
that the Committee on the Judiciary
be discharged from further consider-
ation of S. 505 and the Senate proceed
to its immediate consideration; fur-
ther, that the bill be considered read a
third time and passed and the motion
to reconsider be considered made and
laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from California.

Mr. PADILLA. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, this week has
given the American people yet another
clear window into the Republican mind
when it comes to immigration: They
are not serious about addressing immi-
gration or about having secure or hu-
manely managed borders.

Instead, Republicans only seem to be-
lieve in highlighting the challenges at
our border instead of actually taking
action to address them, and it is be-
cause they are prioritizing how it may
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impact the results at the ballot box
this November. That is their goal: to
stoke more and more fear of immi-
grants every month between now and
election day.

So I have asked before, and I will ask
again: My Republican colleagues, when
are you ready to get serious about im-
migration reform?

All but ending the practice of parole
and cutting off legal pathways to im-
migrants is not a serious approach to
the immigration problem. They know
it can’t happen in practice, and maybe
that is exactly why they are calling for
it.

Let’s be clear what this is and what
this isn’t. This is not updating the am-
nesty process, which is legal but in dire
need of additional resources, so that we
can provide due process for those who
may be seeking amnesty and provide
them determinations on their requests
sooner rather than later.

This is not updating work visa pro-
grams, because I know that all of us
are hearing from employers across in-
dustries that there is a need for addi-
tional workers to Kkeep our economy
thriving.

What we are talking about here with
this measure is parole in place. Every
President since Eisenhower has used
the parole authority on a case-by-case
basis to allow a safe and secure path
for immigrants who are fleeing natural
disasters or who need urgent, special-
ized medical care to come to the
United States. That is what we are
talking about. Both Republican and
Democratic Presidents have used it be-
cause it is a humane way to help ad-
dress global crises.

I will give you some more recent ex-
amples. We have been able to provide
protections for families of our military
members. We have been able to provide
protections for people fleeing the war
in Ukraine. We have been able to pro-
vide protections for people who fled Af-
ghanistan after the Taliban takeover,
and for Haitians, more recently, and
Venezuelans and those of other nation-
alities seeking refuge from violence
and instability in their home coun-
tries.

Taking it away will actually force
more people to come to the southern
border, instead of using other lawful
pathways like parole to come in a more
orderly way. Is that what Republicans
really want—because that is what
would happen—to force more people to
go to the border so they can continue
to point fingers at a crisis of their own
making?

The President’s ability to grant pa-
role on a case-by-case basis to people
fleeing horrific and dangerous condi-
tions is actually fundamental to Amer-
ica’s continued leadership and our
proud history of embracing strategic
immigration as part of our success.

This bill represents a lack of respect
for humanity and the laws of our Na-
tion, and, therefore, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.
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Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I
would like to speak for 30 seconds be-
fore I yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I re-
gret that there was objection because
fixing the Biden border crisis begins
with regaining operational control and
security at the border. This responsi-
bility ultimately falls to President
Biden, as head of the executive branch,
to enforce the border and immigration
laws already on the books. In other
words, I would ask President Biden to
honor his oath, where he said, in up-
holding the Constitution, he would
take care to faithfully execute the
laws.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Carolina.

Mr. BUDD. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BUDD. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 2494

Mr. BUDD. Mr. President, in order to
be a strong nation, we have to have
strong borders, and right now we don’t
have that. We haven’t had that for 3%
years. In fact, we are in the middle of
the worst border crisis in American
history.

This is a crisis of President Biden’s
own making. Starting on his first day
in office, he has intentionally and re-
peatedly undermined security at the
southern border. During his first 100
days in office, President Biden took 94
Executive actions to open the border,
and, 3% years later, nearly 10 million
illegal aliens have entered our country.

Now, those 10 million include an un-
known number of dangerous individ-
uals, hundreds on the Terrorism Watch
List, countless transnational cartel
members, drug smugglers, and human
traffickers. It is a laundry list of evil.
And perhaps the worst consequences
that we have seen over the past 3%
years are the tragedies: the innocent
men and women taken from their fami-
lies by an illegal alien who should have
never been here in the first place.

So imagine being a mother or a fa-
ther. You send your daughter off to
college. You are beaming with pride,
but you are also a little heartsick that
they are going to be out there on their
own. Then, a few months later, you get
the worst call in your life. And that is
the reality for the family of Laken
Riley.

Or another situation: Let’s imagine
that your uncle is a sheriff’s deputy.
You couldn’t be prouder of him. You
know he gets up and he goes to work
every day to defend and protect his
community. One day, you see his name
on the news as a victim of a pack of il-
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legal alien gang members who brutally
murdered him while he was on duty.
That is the reality for the family of
Wake County, NC, Deputy Sheriff Ned
Byrd.

Now, I recognize that the debate
around illegal immigration is full of
passion and sometimes antagonism,
but I believe we can all agree that if an
illegal alien commits the crime of as-
saulting a police officer, he or she must
be subject to immediate deportation.

And that is why I stand here today to
propose that the Senate pass the PO-
LICE Act. It is a straightforward bill.
The POLICE Act simply states that an
illegal alien can be deported for as-
saulting a police officer, firefighter, or
other first responder. The bill has al-
ready passed the House, and it can be
sent to the President’s desk by passing
it right now. Any Senator who claims
to support the police should have no
problem supporting this bill. So let’s
help remove dangerous individuals be-
fore another tragedy strikes.

Mr. President, notwithstanding rule
XXII, I ask unanimous consent that
the Senate resume legislative session
and that the Committee on the Judici-
ary be discharged from further consid-
eration of H.R. 2494 and the Senate pro-
ceed to its immediate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, this is an inter-
esting bill to be offered for unanimous
consent because it actually does noth-
ing. It does nothing.

Why? Because individuals are already
subject to deportation for assault—
whether they assault a police officer,
whether they assault a milkman,
whether they assault your family
member. People who are convicted of
serious assaults of law enforcement are
already deported. They already can
face both State and Federal criminal
allegations.

Under current law, if an individual is
convicted of any crime of violence and
sentenced to a year or more in prison—
that is an aggravated felony—that per-
son is deportable. Even more so, any
crime of ‘““moral turpitude,” where the
crime is punishable by imprisonment
of 1 or more years, is subject to depor-
tation.

Additionally, any noncitizens that
are convicted of any aggravated felony,
including misdemeanor offenses—in-
cluding misdemeanor offenses—are
subject to deportation.

This bill doesn’t do anything. If you
are here waiting for an asylum claim
or on a green card and you assault a
police officer, you are subject to depor-
tation under existing law.

So why are we considering taking
this up under UC? Well, I think Sen-
ator BUDD referenced it in his under-
lying remarks. It is part of an effort to
try to make Americans believe that
there is a specific dangerous threat
posed to you by immigrants; that you
should be afraid of immigrants; that
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there is a crime wave sweeping this
country caused by people who are com-
ing to this country to seek a better
life.

Listen, I spent 5 months negotiating
a bipartisan border deal because I be-
lieve that we need to come together in
a bipartisan way to bring greater order
to the southwest border. So I won’t
take a backseat to anybody when it
comes to making the tough decisions
necessary to bring some border secu-
rity to this country.

But the Senator offering this motion
voted against that bipartisan bill. So
did almost every other of his Repub-
lican colleagues. We had an oppor-
tunity to do something about bipar-
tisan border security, and Republicans
rejected it.

Why? Because President Trump said:
No. Let’s keep the border chaotic. Let’s
keep this an open political issue. Do
nothing until the election.

We had a chance to come together, in
a thoughtful way, on a bipartisan bor-
der bill, and we did not.

The facts are this. Whether you
choose to want to believe the facts or
not, that is not my decision; it is your
decision.

But immigrants commit crimes in
this country at a rate lower than nat-
ural-born citizens. You may not believe
that if you watch FOX News every
night, but I hate to tell you, it is the
truth. So if you want a safe town or a
safe neighborhood, you are better off—
you are statistically safer—if you have
immigrants because they commit
crimes of violence at a rate lower than
people who are born in the United
States.

I don’t know why we are being asked
to vote on this bill because it doesn’t
do anything other than feed this idea,
this false narrative, that this country
has something to fear from families
that are coming to the United States
fleeing either economic desperation or
violence or terror or torture for a bet-
ter life.

For that reason, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from North Carolina.

Mr. BUDD. Mr. President, it is such
an honor to serve the people in North
Carolina, all 100 counties, all from dif-
ferent backgrounds. I don’t profess to
know what it is like in Connecticut,
but I thank my colleague for his re-
marks.

But it is disheartening to hear that a
simple piece of legislation, the Police
Act, which states that an alien—illegal
alien—could be deported for assaulting
a police officer, firefighter, or first re-
sponder is nothing. I don’t profess to
understand that. Perhaps it is different
in Connecticut than North Carolina. I
don’t know.

I don’t want to put words in the
mouth of the family of Laken Riley or
the family of Deputy Sheriff Byrd, but
I don’t believe it is nothing.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.
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UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 4292
Mr. LEE. Mr. President, as in legisla-
tive session, notwithstanding rule
XXII, I ask unanimous consent that
the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration be discharged from further con-
sideration of S. 4292 and the Senate
proceed to its immediate consider-
ation; further, that the bill be consid-
ered read a third time and passed and
that the motion to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. PADILLA. Reserving the right to
object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

Mr. PADILLA. Mr. President, I read
the measure that is being attempted to
be brought up by this motion. I want to
make one thing perfectly clear. It is al-
ready a Federal crime for noncitizens
to vote in Federal elections. Every
Member of the Senate should know
that. In fact, any noncitizen convicted
of even registering to vote could face
up to 5 years in prison.

Every single State has a law prohib-
iting noncitizens from voting in Fed-
eral elections. The consequences for
noncitizens go beyond prison time.
Claiming to be a U.S. citizen, under
penalty of perjury, while registering to
vote or while actually voting are de-
portable offenses. So it is already
against the law with significant con-
sequences for violations.

And, in fact, experts have found that
voting by noncitizens is exceedingly
rare. A study of the 2016 election, for
example, found that noncitizen votes
accounted for—let me get this right—
0.0001 percent. Doing the math, that is
about 30 incidents of suspected—not
even proven, suspected—noncitizens
voting out of 23.5 million votes cast.

What does that tell us? It tells us
that our current laws are working.
Don’t just take my word for it. The
Cato Institute agrees. In November of
2020, the Cato Institute found that
“noncitizens don’t illegally vote in de-
tectable numbers.”’

So, colleagues, plain and simple, this
bill is a solution in search of a prob-
lem. What it attempts to do is, once
again, make it harder for eligible
Americans to vote or to discourage
people from voting, particularly Amer-
ican citizens who happen to be experi-
encing homelessness, for U.S. citizens
of color, for U.S. citizens without driv-
er’s licenses. Do they have any less of
a right to vote than any of us or less of
a claim to our country?

I speak today, Mr. President, as both
a former California secretary of state
as well as being a Member of this body.
I have always believed that our democ-
racy works best when as many eligible
people participate. That is why I, along
with several of our Democratic col-
leagues, introduced the Freedom to
Vote Act. Now, the Freedom to Vote
Act does not extend registration or
voting rights to noncitizens. What does
the Freedom to Vote Act do? It in-
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cludes pro-voter policies for eligible
Americans, like early voting, vote-by-
mail. Imagine that, making it easier
for eligible U.S. citizens to exercise
their franchise. That is the American
way. Whereas, this bill would only
serve as yet another barrier to partici-
pation by imposing not just extremely
burdensome but unnecessary require-
ments on registering to vote.

Therefore, Mr. President, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Utah.

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, it is unfortu-
nate that it didn’t have the chance to
pass this today. I would have loved to
have passed it. The reason I would love
to have passed it is because, as my
friend and distinguished colleague, the
Senator from California, just noted, it
is illegal for a noncitizen to vote. Be-
cause it is illegal for a noncitizen to
vote, we need to make sure that it
doesn’t happen.

The fact that it is prohibited by a
law with Federal criminal penalties at-
tached to it doesn’t mean that it
doesn’t happen. It doesn’t mean that it
couldn’t happen. It doesn’t mean that
it is not more likely to happen when
we bring a whole lot more noncitizens
into the country. There are now an es-
timated 30 million or so noncitizens in-
side the United States.

My friend and colleague from Cali-
fornia cites a couple of studies. One of
those studies is from the Cato Institute
from 2020. This was about 12 million
noncitizens ago. Under this administra-
tion, we let in an additional 12 million
or so noncitizens into the United
States. That rapid of an influx can
cause problems.

He also cites another study from 2016.
That 2016 study was probably 15 or 16
million noncitizens ago. Things do
change.

Now, the Cato study, the one from
2020 that he mentioned, says that there
is no evidence that noncitizens are vot-
ing in detectable numbers. It doesn’t
mean it is not happening. It may mean
that they are difficult to detect. But
the more noncitizens we have, the
more time that elapses when the Na-
tional Voter Registration Act, or
NVRA, remains intact, the more pre-
dictable, foreseeable, and, indeed, like-
ly it becomes that many people, some
of them perhaps maliciously, know-
ingly intend to violate the law. Others
who might be in sort of a gray area,
not quite realizing what they are doing
or the fact that it is illegal, might end
up registering to vote.

Let’s remember, in 1993, Congress
passed the so-called motor voter law,
the National Voter Registration Act.

It made it very easy to register to
vote in Federal elections. All you have
to do is check a box and sign your
name. It is all on the honor system. If
you do that, you are registered to vote.

Now fast-forward two decades. The
Supreme Court of the United States de-
cides a case interpreting the National
Voter Registration Act as prohibiting
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the States—preempting the field in
such a way that States may not re-
quest any proof, any evidence of citi-
zenship when registering someone to
vote such that they would be eligible
to cast a vote in a Federal election.

Meanwhile, we have a change in
trend. Decades ago when the NVRA was
passed, No. 1, we had far fewer illegal
aliens in the country, and we also, No.
2, had a lot of States that wouldn’t
issue a driver’s license or were reluc-
tant to do so to someone who was ille-
gally in the United States. It is now
the case that at least 19 States issue
driver’s licenses to individuals who are
unlawfully, illegally in the TUnited
States. All 50 States plus the District
of Columbia issue driver’s licenses to
noncitizens generally.

What that means is that somewhere
in the neighborhood of 30 million peo-
ple, or at least the adult segment—that
portion of the nearly 30 million people
who are noncitizens inside the United
States today—all they have to do is go
get a driver’s license, which most of
them, if they have any interaction
with other members of society, are
likely to do, to go get a driver’s li-
cense—you need a driver’s license for
all kinds of things. Once they do that,
if they check that box and sign their
name, all on the honor system, they
are registered to vote. Not only does
the State not necessarily know that
they are noncitizens and ineligible to
vote, the State is legally constrained,
legally prohibited from asking for any
evidence establishing whether or not
they are citizens.

So this really is concerning. We
shouldn’t treat it lightly. And the fact
that it is difficult to detect makes it
more important, not less, to require
evidence supporting citizenship.

Look, we have to do this in other
contexts. Anyone that travels abroad
or might at some point in the future
travel abroad will have to apply for a
U.S. passport. To do that, you are
going to have to produce some sort of
evidence of U.S. citizenship.

When you start a new job in the
United States, you have to fill out an
I-9 form. Under the I-9 form, if you are
a noncitizen, you have to produce evi-
dence of your visa and your eligibility
under your visa program to work. If
you are not here on a visa and you are
an American, then you have to produce
evidence that you are, in fact, a citizen
of the United States.

So if you have to produce that stuff
to get a passport, if you have to
produce that stuff whenever you start
a new job, why would it not make sense
to require proof of citizenship upon
registering to vote in a Federal elec-
tion? How else are we supposed to pro-
tect our elections, our sacred elections
within our constitutional Republic,
from foreign interference?

Look, one person, one vote. One cit-
izen, one vote. This is how it is sup-
posed to work. This is a foundational
principle, and it is under unprece-
dented threat today. It is under threat
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specifically because President Biden
and Secretary Mayorkas have refused
willfully to enforce the law. Now we
face a direct threat to our electoral
system as a result.

Consider  this: Since President
Biden’s inauguration, over 9.5 million
undocumented immigrants have en-
tered the United States illegally and
have been observed. An estimated 12
million or so have come in. That in-
cludes the people estimated to have en-
tered without being observed. This fig-
ure exceeds the populations of 36 U.S.
States, creating a crisis that has been
met with just troubling silence and in-
action from many across the aisle.

With millions of unauthorized en-
trants on U.S. soil, the potential for
election fraud through ineligible vot-
ing is not just a hypothetical risk, it is
a looming reality.

Instead of urging the President of the
United States to address this crisis,
Democrats seem to prefer to resurrect
the so-called Orwellian-named Border
Security Act, a bill that has already
failed in this body and will do nothing
to mitigate the border issues at hand—
the border issues created and then ex-
acerbated by this administration.

With the influx of noncitizens under
this administration, even if just a frac-
tion—say 1 in 100—were to vote, this
could translate to hundreds of thou-
sands of votes, enough certainly to
sway tightly contested elections and
potentially alter the outcome even in
something as significant and with na-
tionwide implications as far-reaching
as a Presidential election.

This is concerning considering that a
recent study found noncitizens have
ample openings to illegally vote. Some-
where between 10 percent and 27 per-
cent of noncitizens are registered to
vote, and somewhere between 5 percent
and 13 percent of noncitizens vote in
Federal elections, including Presi-
dential elections.

Across the Nation, instances abound
where States have inadvertently facili-
tated the crisis. I say inadvertently,
but in some ways, their hands are tied.
“Inadvertently’ here sort of refers to
the fact that they don’t necessarily
mean to; it is that they are prohibited
from asking for proof of citizenship.

From unsolicited voter registration
forms mailed to noncitizens, to driver’s
licenses issued without adequate
checks, practices relying merely on the
honesty of noncitizens, including ille-
gal aliens, have opened the floodgates
to voter fraud.

While it is true that it is already ille-
gal for noncitizens to vote in Federal
elections, there really are no effective
systems in place to verify the citizen-
ship of voters. A mere check on a box
is all it takes, with little risk—very
little risk—of being caught due to inad-
equate State election infrastructure.

Federal law even prevents States
from requiring proof of citizenship
when registering voters via Federal
forms.

An increasing number of localities
permit noncitizens to vote in local
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elections, further blurring the distinc-
tions meant to protect the integrity of
our elections.

Prominent Democrats have openly
discussed these tactics as not just ex-
isting elements but as things that are
beneficial to their agenda. Only
months ago, every Senate Democrat
voted to count illegal aliens in the cen-
sus to help them shore up more seats in
Congress and more electoral votes in
the electoral college.

This cannot continue. It is our re-
sponsibility, it is our moral imperative
to close these gates. My bill, the Safe-
guard American Voter Eligibility Act—
also known as the SAVE Act—would be
a vital step in securing the electoral
process, ensuring that in every State,
every vote cast is legitimate and every
voter is duly registered.

The SAVE Act proposes amending
the National Voter Registration Act to
enable States to require proof of citi-
zenship when registering voters for
purposes of Federal elections.

Under the SAVE Act, we mandate
that States obtain concrete documen-
tary proof of citizenship at the time of
voter registration. It specifies accept-
able documentation that really is des-
perately needed. It is far more inju-
rious, if you want to compare the two.
If you want to talk about the amount
of burdensome paperwork that goes on
relative to what it is that needs pro-
tecting, I think it is at least as harm-
ful, if not far more so, to fail to require
documentation and proof of citizenship
in the context of voting in a Federal
election than it is when completing an
I-9, which everyone has to do when
they start a new job, citizen and non-
citizen alike.

Furthermore, the SAVE Act compels
States to proactively remove nonciti-
zens from voter rolls and introduces
Federal penalties for those who inten-
tionally register noncitizens.

This bill echoes the sentiments of the
American people from coast to coast. It
transcends political affiliations and
speaks directly to the core of what
makes our country great: fair, free, and
secure elections.

This is about preserving the integrity
of our elections and ensuring that each
State will have the opportunity to par-
ticipate in a way that involves each
vote being cast to reflect the American
will.

If this administration insists upon
keeping America’s borders open, then
the administration must also ensure
that none of these illegal immigrants
are thwarting our free and fair elec-
tions.

Look, this border crisis—make no
mistake—was deliberately engineered
and has been willfully perpetuated by
this administration. Now, they
shouldn’t want open borders. There are
a lot of good reasons why this is a bad
idea, a lot of reasons why we shouldn’t
allow this. There are a lot of people
like Laken Riley who have lost their
lives or have otherwise endured heart-
ache, trauma, and devastating con-
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sequences because of people who should
not have been here to begin with.

But if this is what they want, then
for the love of all that is sacred and
holy, please, they should at a minimum
have the decency to their fellow Amer-
icans to make sure that those same
people who they have willfully allowed
to enter our country against our law
and against the will of the American
people at least not be able to vote in
our elections because they are not citi-
zZens.

Every day we delay, the foundation
of our electoral processes erodes a lit-
tle more. We can’t wait for this admin-
istration to enforce the law because
this administration isn’t enforcing the
law.

By passing the SAVE Act, we send a
clear message that in the TUnited
States, voting is not just a right and a
privilege of citizenship, but it is also a
protected and a cherished one—one
that our own government won’t delib-
erately allow to be diluted and made
less meaningful.

As debates about election integrity
rage, the SAVE Act stands out by guar-
anteeing that only American citizens
will have a say in our elections, there-
by keeping those elections free from
foreign interference—something we all
care about.

American elections must be decided
by American voters, full stop.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 4387

Mr. LEE. Our country is in the grips
of the worst border security crisis in
our history. President Biden’s open
border policies have caused an unprece-
dented humanitarian disaster, with
grave consequences for public safety,
national security, and, indeed, for the
rule of law.

For years, Democrats have stood by
and watched as President Biden pre-
sided over and intentionally exacer-
bated this historic crisis. They know
that President Biden has the authority
to secure the border. Yet, instead of
taking him to task, they remain silent.

No, instead of calling on the Presi-
dent to fix the problem, we are here at-
tempting to revise the so-called Border
Security Act—a bill that has already
failed to pass muster in this body and
will do nothing to secure the border
and, if anything, would likely make it
worse if, heaven forbid, it became law.
It would certainly make it worse when
administered under this administration
because of the amount of executive
branch discretionary authority this
bill creates.

Look, let’s be honest here. This is a
political exercise, not a serious debate,
because that bill is going nowhere, and
we all know that.

Since President Biden’s inaugura-
tion, over 9.5 million undocumented
immigrants have entered the United
States illegally. Those are just the
ones that we know about, just the ones
that have been observed, that have
been recorded by our border security
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personnel. It is larger than the popu-
lation of 36 States. Most of our States
are smaller than the number of people
who have been observed and recorded
as crossing into our country through
our southern border unlawfully just
since January 20, 2021.

The magnitude of the border security
crisis is hard to comprehend. What is
not hard to comprehend is that this is
a public safety crisis, and it should be
treated as such. Our constituents from
our various States know this, and we
know it from them. They feel strongly
about it, and they don’t like it.

So let’s not pretend that President
Biden lacks authority to secure the
border and needs new legislation or
else he won’t be able to do anything
about it. That isn’t true. That is
science fiction fantasy. That is a fraud-
ulently produced statement. It is a
truth-free assertion.

President Biden, you have the power
right now to secure this border. You
have it and you know that you have it
and you deceive the American people
when you suggest otherwise.

Let’s not waste the American peo-
ple’s time by debating a bill that
stands to make the crisis even worse—
even worse—by giving you, sir, more
power to make this worse, which it
would do. And we know already how
you would utilize that discretionary
authority because we know how you
utilized the discretionary authority
you have already been given.

We should be considering measures
that force this administration to actu-
ally secure the border, that stay the
President’s hand, and that force him to
do his job, which is to secure the bor-
der. We can do just that or at least
move in the right direction on that
front simply by passing my legislation,
known as the VALID Act.

Thanks to the Biden administration,
inadmissible aliens are not just enter-
ing the United States on foot, they are
being flown on commercial flights—
often at government expense—into and
throughout the country. The CBP One
mobile app, which was never intended
to be used by migrants seeking entry
into the TUnited States, has been
repurposed into a tool by the Biden ad-
ministration to facilitate the entry of
even more illegal aliens into the
United States.

Today, migrants can download the
app, put in whatever identifiable infor-
mation they would like—no matter the
accuracy of the information, regardless
of whether they just made it up, just
like they walked into a party and
wrote their name down on a name tag
saying: Hello, my name is thus and
such. And then they can use the app as
their sole exclusive form of ID nec-
essary to enter the United States.

So the rest of us, if we travel outside
the United States, need a passport to
come back into the United States. But
if you are an illegal alien: No docu-
ments, no citizenship, no visa, no prob-
lem; we got you covered. All you have
got to do is color inside the lines. Just
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write down whatever information you
want to make up. Put it on the app.
That is your ticket. You are getting in.

I can’t tell you how many times my
constituent service operation in my
State office back in Utah gets calls
from frantic, concerned American citi-
zens. They are somewhere outside the
United States. They lose their pass-
port. It is a real crisis. We do our best
to help them. We can almost always
figure out a way to solve the problem,
but it creates real difficulty.

The American citizens don’t have ac-
cess to the CBP One mobile app, but do
you know who does? Illegal aliens, and
it helps them get into the country.

Now, not only can illegal immigrants
use the app to enter the United States
by plane, but they can also use it to
travel throughout the United States,
within the United States, on domestic
flights paid for by the U.S. Govern-
ment. Migrants don’t need a legitimate
ID or a passport. They can board a
plane using Biden’s CBP One mobile
app, which the TSA now proudly adver-
tises at airports nationwide.

Of course, if you are an American cit-
izen, you will have an entirely different
airport experience. You will be ex-
pected to wait in long security lines,
show proof of valid identification, and
then potentially be subjected to an ad-
ditional invasive security screening.
Americans are expected to follow our
country’s laws. Yet illegal immigrants
who are in the United States only be-
cause they broke our country’s laws
that govern how you get into this
country are held to a lower standard. It
is almost an insult to standards to call
it a standard at all. It is a nonstandard.

The Biden administration is reward-
ing people illegally entering our coun-
try with their own personalized form of
TSA PreCheck. But it is better than
TSA PreCheck; it is free. You don’t
have to provide any documentation.
You don’t have to have any real secu-
rity review.

This backward policy has real con-
sequences. Hundreds of thousands of
otherwise inadmissible aliens have en-
tered the United States using the CBP
One mobile app as their sole form of
identification for travel authorization.

Among those who have entered by
using the app include a Haitian mi-
grant who, after entering the United
States through the CBP One mobile
app, was arrested for committing a
double homicide in New York. Cory Al-
varez, another man who entered the
country through the app, was arrested
for sexually assaulting a disabled 15-
year-old girl.

Americans deserve the right to fly
without fear, which is impossible when
we have a President who allows people
without verifiable information to enter
our country against our laws.

My bill can end this unacceptable
lapse in security and public safety, and
it can do it today. All I am asking for
is a vote, a vote on legislation that
would prohibit individuals from flying
from foreign countries into the United
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States if they are using the CBP One
mobile app, a notice to appear order, or
a notice to report order as their sole
form of identification or travel author-
ization.

This shouldn’t be a hard idea to get
behind. This shouldn’t be controver-
sial, not remotely. Before you board a
plane, you should prove who you are,
just like the rest of us have to do. We
do it all the time. We have to prove
who we are when we go to the doctor’s
office, the pharmacy, when we check
into a hotel, pick out a rental car, if we
get pulled over on the highway for
speeding. Anytime we do just about
anything of significance, it seems we
have got to produce identification to
show who we are.

Look, this has been a pretty wide-
spread practice that Americans have
been required to follow for a long time
at airports, certainly since 9/11. Every-
body just understands it is what you
have got to do.

Even for a U.S. citizen to fly from
one U.S. city to another, he or she
must establish identification, proving
identity. President Biden is reversing
that standard and importing crime into
every community in America. No com-
munity in our country should be forced
to fear that foreign nationals whose
identities we cannot confirm can travel
free throughout the United States—
freely, often at government expense;
freely, without even having to produce
so much as identification papers.

BEarlier this month, one of our col-
leagues was quoted as saying: There is
only one party that is serious about
border security. It is the Democratic
Party. We are going to ask Republicans
to join us.

Look, I will pose the same question
that he asked and impose it now to all
my Democratic colleagues. If you are,
as you claim, the party that is serious
about border security, then, for the
love of Pete, prove it. Step up. Go on
record and show the American people
where you stand on this commonsense
border security reform, and let’s pass
the VALID Act.

(Ms. HASSAN assumed the Chair.)

So to that end, Madam President,
notwithstanding rule XXII, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate resume
legislative session and that the Senate
proceed to S. 4387, which is at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object, I have a
great deal of respect for my colleague
from Utah. He and I have collaborated
on a number of really important pieces
of legislation, especially in the na-
tional security space. So I say all of
this with tremendous respect for the
Senator from Utah.

First, let’s go to the heart of the ar-
gument that he is making because he
makes an argument that you hear very
often on this floor, that tens of thou-
sands of people are entering the coun-
try illegally. They are entering the
country illegally.
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The Senator knows the law, I would
probably guess, better than most here,
and so he knows that those people who
are entering the United States without
permission also have a corresponding
right to apply for asylum. So, tech-
nically, they enter the United States
without permission, but then they are
allowed to apply for asylum. And that
right to asylum is a superseding right.

And so there has been no dispute—
whether the President is Joe Biden or
the President is Donald Trump—that if
you enter the United States and claim
asylum and have a valid claim of asy-
lum that you are able to make, thus
passing the credible fear screen, you
get to stay in the United States to
process that claim.

And so this idea that people coming
to the United States to apply for asy-
lum are here illegally is obviated by
longstanding law that, in fact, requires
the United States to allow those people
to stay here while that claim is being
processed.

I just think it is important for every-
body to understand what the law is and
that both Democratic and Republican
administrations have allowed people
with wvalid claims of asylum to stay
here and to process those claims.

As to the specifics of this bill the
Senator is asking for unanimous con-
sent on—again, I say this with great re-
spect for my friend—I have no idea
what the Senator is talking about. I
literally have no concept of the prob-
lem that he just described because it
doesn’t exist. There are not hundreds
of thousands of people coming to the
United States using CBP One as their
only form of identification. That is not
true, and I would suggest that the Sen-
ator check with his staff.

In order to qualify for CBP One, you
have to have a passport. In fact, you
have to have another means of identi-
fication in order to qualify for the CBP
One program.

CBP One papers are not an accepted
form of documentation by TSA. Indi-
viduals who are showing up at the air-
ports are showing up with a passport or
another means of acceptable identifica-
tion.

The Senator may have examples of
exceptions, but there are certainly not
hundreds of thousands of people com-
ing to the United States with only CBP
One documentation to present to TSA.
It is just not true.

CBP One, in fact, is the way by which
we assure that individuals who are
coming to the United States are, in
fact, who they say they are. Many of
the programs, through which we use
CBP One, include a vetting process—a
vetting process, frankly, that, admit-
tedly, often does not take place outside
of CBP One. When people come to the
border and claim asylum, if you don’t
have detention capability—as has been
the case under both President Trump
and President Biden—many of those
people are allowed into the country to
process their asylum claim without the
kind of vetting that is done in the CBP
One program.
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I just don’t recognize the problem
that the Senator is trying to solve here
today, and I do think it creates a pret-
ty problematic misimpression that you
have the idea that there are hundreds
of thousands of people showing up at
TSA and plopping down a CBP One doc-
ument, coming to the United States
with only that document.

In fact, the only way you get the CBP
One document is to have shown and
verified your proper documentation.

In addition, this amendment just
feels kind of unworkable. And if there
is a specific workaround to the existing
system that requires documentation,
proof of identity in order to get a CBP
One document, then I am happy to
work with the Senator on it, but this
amendment or this bill makes the re-
quirement operative on the airline. The
airline is not actually the entity that
checks documentation. Those are enti-
ties run by the Department of Home-
land Security.

So I just don’t see the same problem
that the Senator does. In fact, I think
the CBP One program is an incredibly
important way to validate identity to
be able to do important vetting. And
through certain processes through
which we use CBP One documentation,
it is a way to control the number of
presentations at the border.

Remember, through CBP One and the
CHNV Program, we have been able to
greatly reduce the number of people
who are showing up in an unplanned
way at the border, in particular Cu-
bans, Haitians, and Nicaraguans.

I understand Republicans have a pol-
icy disagreement with the mechanism
by which we use the CBP One Program
to fly individuals into the country with
a sponsor, with vetting, so they don’t
show up in an unplanned way at the
border, but it is, in fact, greatly reduc-
ing the number of people who are
stressing our resources at the south-
west border.

So I will continue to defend the use
of CBP One as a very legitimate way to
make sure that we have an ability to
vet individuals and we have an ability
to relieve pressure on the southwest
border.

I just see this bill as attempting to
tackle a problem that I have not been
able to exist—I am happy to talk to the
Senator offline to see if there is a more
limited problem that he has identified
that we can perhaps discuss and work
together on.

But my broader frustration is this: If
the Senator would just vote yes on the
motion to proceed tomorrow, we could
work on this in the context of a bipar-
tisan foundation. If the Senator is
upset about the underlying parole pro-
gram, well, the bipartisan border secu-
rity  bill—megotiated by Senator
LANKFORD, Senator MCCONNELL, my-
self, Senator SINEMA—it makes signifi-
cant changes to that parole program.
In fact, it eliminates for all intents and
purposes the parole program used in
between the ports of entry, the 236(a)
program. It makes other substantial
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reforms to the parole programs that
limit the use of parole to true humani-
tarian purposes. That was vigorously
negotiated by Senator LANKFORD and
Senator GRAHAM and others.

I understand that the bipartisan bill
is not perfect. It is not everything Sen-
ator LEE would want, not everything
Senator LANKFORD would want, and not
everything I would want. But it is a
compromise. The vote tomorrow is just
to begin debate, just to get on the bill
so that we can see what amendments
might be able to get to 60.

Maybe there is a more limited
version of this—I would argue—badly
crafted bill that could be added on to
the bipartisan border bill, but we can’t
even have that debate, we can’t even
get to the bipartisan foundation be-
cause, almost to a person, Republican
Senators are choosing—are choosing—
to vote against this bipartisan bill,
even considering the bipartisan bill.

Maybe this is not true for the Sen-
ator from Utah, but certainly others
have been pretty clear about the fact
that President Trump has decided that
he wants no compromise, no changes in
border policy before the election be-
cause he wants the border to be a mess.
He thinks that is good politics for him.
He wants Republicans to vote against
everything—everything—in order to
preserve this issue for political pur-
poses.

I think we would be better off having
a debate next week, getting onto the
bipartisan border bill, which does have
Republican support and has Demo-
cratic support—not all Democratic sup-
port because it is a real compromise.
There are many of my Members who
don’t support the bipartisan border
bill. But we could choose to get on this
bill tomorrow, take the Senator’s idea,
vet it, work it out between the two par-
ties, and have an old-fashioned Senate
debate. But we are not going to do that
because Republicans are going to vote
almost to a person to reject even tak-
ing up the bipartisan border bill.
Maybe not for every Republican Sen-
ator, but for many, that seems to be
because President Trump wants to
keep the border a mess for political
purposes. And I regret that. I think the
American people regret that.

I am looking forward to having a
conversation with the Senator I have
worked with on a lot of other issues,
but this bill seems to attack a problem
that I can’t yet identify. For that rea-
son, I would object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from Utah.

Mr. LEE. Madam President, I appre-
ciate the thoughtful analysis—con-
sistent with his always thoughtful, an-
alytical approach to matters—that has
been offered up by my friend and col-
league, the distinguished Senator from
Connecticut. Yes, he and I have worked
together on a lot of things, including in
the national security space. It reminds
me, he and I need to talk about one of
those things sometime soon.
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I do, however, disagree with a num-
ber of conclusions that he has reached.
I think I see where he is going, and I
understand how he gets there, but I
think he is mistaken on a couple of
points.

No. 1, there have, in fact, been hun-
dreds of thousands of people who have
entered the United States using the
CBP One mobile app as their basis for
entering the country and as their form
of identification—hundreds of thou-
sands.

In fact, my understanding is that be-
tween October of 2022 and the end of
September of 2023, that calendar year,
there were a total of 221,456 such people
who did that just from four countries
alone—from Venezuela, Haiti, Cuba,
and Nicaragua—people being brought
in and then paroled. These were people
who, as I understand it—the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security has ac-
knowledged—had no valid basis for en-
tering the country, and that is why
they had to be paroled into the coun-
try. They were using immigration pa-
role illegally, illegitimately, to bring
them in because to actually use immi-
gration parole, the statute requires
that it be made on an individualized
basis, not a categorical one. These were
brought in categorically.

With respect to his assertion regard-
ing entry into the United States fol-
lowed by an assertion of a right to pro-
ceed under our asylum laws, that is a
different question altogether. First of
all, if you enter the United States un-
lawfully and then apply for asylum,
you still have entered unlawfully.

He describes, then, these individuals
as having a right to asylum. Nobody
has a right to asylum in the United
States. We do have asylum laws. Those
laws allow the Department of Home-
land Security, through authority that
goes through the Secretary of Home-
land Security, to extend asylum status
on a discretionary basis. There is no
statutorily conferred right, certainly
no constitutionally conferred right to
asylum.

In effect, what we do have is that if
you enter the United States without
documentation and then you apply for
asylum, you have to have your asylum
claim adjudicated. That can take
years. In fact, a number of people who
are entering the United States now, if
they apply for asylum after entering,
they are often told that their court
date may not occur until well into the
2030s.

We know that most asylum applica-
tions are denied. Most people who
apply for asylum are ultimately
deemed not eligible for asylum.

You can’t call this a statutorily or a
constitutional right—a statutorily con-
ferred or a constitutionally conferred
right—nor can you say that they are
asylees as of the moment that they
apply.

Under our asylum laws, while there
is some complexity to them, I think
that the most natural reading of them
is that they are supposed to be de-
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tained while their asylum applications
are pending and until they are finally
resolved, which, as I just noted, most
asylum applicants are ultimately de-
nied that.

So to tell them: OK, fill out this form
using the app. That could be your form
of identification. You may enter the
country using that as your ID. You
may fly about the country at will using
that ID.

To say that that is based on some
sort of lawful immigration status isn’t
accurate, and it certainly ignores the
fact that we are flouting in countless
circumstances either immigration pa-
role or asylum in order to get them to
that point.

As to the suggestion that those en-
tering the country with the CBP One
mobile app—if I understand my col-
league’s assertion correctly, I think he
is saying you have to have other forms
of ID, perhaps a foreign passport or
something akin to that, in order to use
the CBP One mobile app to enter the
United States. That is not my under-
standing at all. I have had countless
conversations—I as well as my staff—
with officials within the Department of
Homeland Security when we have
raised these concerns. I have never
heard any suggestion anywhere that
the ability to use the app in that fash-
ion is conditioned upon the ability to
show, to produce a foreign passport or
other official form of foreign identi-
fication.

I would add here, I am quite certain
that that is not the case for the addi-
tional reason—not only because that
would have come up by now in the
countless conversations we had about
this but also for an additional reason.
You see along our southern border peo-
ple ditching their identification pa-
pers—their identification cards, pass-
ports, driver’s licenses, whatever they
are—from their home jurisdictions at
the moment they cross the border.
They ditch them. They ditch them be-
cause they don’t need them. They ditch
them because that way, they can fill
out the CBP One mobile app and make
their name or their date of birth or
whatever it is whatever they want.
This is a very known phenomenon.
These are varied widely observed facts
along the southern border.

He said that these are not hundreds
of thousands who have been here.
Look, this is not my understanding.
Madam  President, 221,000-some-odd
people flew in just from the four coun-
tries I mentioned alone and just for the
12-month interval I mentioned. We
have many hundreds of thousands who
have come in using the CBP One mo-
bile app.

Look, at the end of the day, we do
have a problem. We have a problem be-
cause we have so many people coming
in here who don’t have a visa to be
here, who don’t have citizenship, don’t
have status as lawful permanent resi-
dents or otherwise, and they are enter-
ing without documentation, without
any other legal right.
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The fact that this administration has
chosen to paper over the fact that in
any other administration, in any other
era of American history or at least
modern American history since these
things started happening, those would
be regarded as illegal aliens, which, of
course, they are.

In this administration, they do their
best to try to paper over that by either
declaring them eligible for immigra-
tion parole even though they are not
because you are not allowed to use im-
migration parole that way—you use
immigration parole in two instances,
both of which are specific, neither of
which may be categorical.

There is the humanitarian use. For
example, your mother is in the United
States. You are outside the United
States. You don’t have a visa. You are
not a citizen. You are a citizen of an-
other country. You want to come in be-
cause your mother is sick. She is about
to pass away. For humanitarian pur-
poses, they will let you in for a brief
period of time, understanding that it is
momentary. The other is a public use
purpose—public use. Let’s say you
speak a language that is needed in the
United States—I don’t know, interpret
at somebody’s trial, translation serv-
ices or something like that. Either
way, it has to be a specific individual-
ized determination.

This administration is using these
things by the hundreds of thousands to
say: Come on in. If you are from Ven-
ezuela, Haiti, Cuba, Nicaragua, one of
the other favorite countries on this,
just come on in.

So papering over them doesn’t make
them legal. They are still illegal
aliens, and we are still facilitating the
process by which they enter the United
States and making it easier for them
to enter the United States without
proper identification. This would fix
that. This bill would fix that.

Now, I ask today not that we pass it
by unanimous consent; I asked only
that we turn to it, that we get on to it.
Even that drew an objection. That is
most unfortunate.

Finally, I want to make the point
with reference to the 45th President of
the United States. I, like many—I be-
lieve like most of my Republican col-
leagues, have grave concerns with the
so-called border security measure—it is
really more of an immigration bill
than a border security measure—that
Democrats want us to turn to next,
that they want us to get onto. I have
grave concerns with that, and most of
my Republican colleagues do.

I will say this: Most of us had real
concerns with this long before the 45th
President of the United States weighed
in on it.

My objections, though, had nothing
do and still have nothing to do with
the preferences of the 45th President of
the United States with regard to that
bill. They have everything to do with
what that bill actually said.

Now, I understand a number of people
put a lot of time into that bill. I get it.
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But that bill didn’t do what most of us
as Republicans asked that it do, which
is that it remove the President’s vast
discretion to make it easier to paper
over and document illegal aliens to
make them appear legal when, in fact,
they are not.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, I
know my other colleagues are waiting
to speak. Very quickly, I know termi-
nology matters a lot to my colleague,
so I want just to put a fine point on
this.

Republicans may have an objection
to the way in which the President uses
his parole authority, but the President
has always had broad parole authori-
ties. And the individuals who are here
under CBP One are not illegal. They
have been granted the ability to be in
the United States under the Presi-
dent’s parole authority. You can have a
policy objection to that, and the courts
may opine on whether the President
has the authority to use parole in the
way that he is using it, but those indi-
viduals are not here illegally.

That is really important. Again, it is,
I think, an unfortunate misimpression
to present.

Second, there is a difference between
people using CBP One as the legal
means to enter the TUnited States
versus using CBP One as their docu-
mentation to get on an airplane.

It is true. Tens of thousands of people
from those four countries have used
CBP One as the mechanism to be law-
fully in the United States. It is not
true that they are not providing docu-
mentation in order to use CBP One and
in order to board an airplane. They are
using passports and other documenta-
tion for those two purposes. So those
are two different issues.

Yes, tens of thousands of people use
CBP One as the means to come into the
United States legally. No, hundreds of
thousands of people do not use CBP
One as their identification mechanism
to get on an airplane. I just think it is
important to distinguish between the
two.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wyoming.

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President,
let me just defer to my colleague from
Utah for a few short moments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

Mr. LEE. Madam President, I will be
brief, and I appreciate my friend and
colleague for indulging me on this as I
have just a couple of points.

Look, they are entering unlawfully.
Again, this administration is using
other laws to paper over their ille-
gality. The fact that President Biden is
unlawfully using immigration parole
to make them appear legal still doesn’t
make it legal.

I believe it was Mark Twain who
asked rhetorically: If you count the
tail of a dog as a leg, how many legs
does the dog have? I would respond
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that it is still just four legs. It is still
a tail and not a leg.

Somebody who enters unlawfully
isn’t made lawful in the United States
just because the President of the
United States is unlawfully using an
authority that doesn’t allow him to
make them legal to do that.

As to the suggestion that those who
enter using the CBP One app have uni-
formly provided a passport, it just isn’t
true. In fact, I had it confirmed right
now with the person who helps me with
these things, who helps constituents—
the people in my State—who confirmed
just now that it is not a requirement.
They are not required to provide a
passport in order to do this, and we
know that this has been used over and
over and over again by people who do
not have documentation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, I
have a handful of unanimous consent
requests to get out of the way.

———

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to legislative session and
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.

——
VOTE EXPLANATION

Mr. TESTER. Madam President, I
was absent due to a personal matter
when the Senate voted on vote No. 177
on confirmation of Angela M. Martinez,
of Arizona, to be U.S. District Judge
for the District of Arizona. On vote No.
177, had I been present, I would have
voted yea.

Madam President, I was absent due
to a personal matter when the Senate
voted on vote No. 178 on the motion to
invoke cloture on Dena M. Coggins to
be U.S. District Judge for the Eastern
District of California. On vote No. 178,
had I been present, I would have voted
yea.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

75TH ANNIVERSARY OF WVTM 13

® Mrs. BRITT. Madam President, I
wish to recognize and honor Alabama’s
longest continuously broadcasting sta-
tion, WVTM 13, on its 756th anniversary.

WVTM 13 originally began as WAFM-
TV, an affiliate of CBS, on May 29, 1949,
becoming the first television station to
broadcast in the Birmingham area and
across our entire State. For over seven
decades, the central Alabama region
has benefitted greatly from WVTM’s
legacy of local reporting.

A few iterations later, the station’s
call letters became WVTM for ‘“Vulcan
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Times Mirror” on March 28, 1980, and
have remained for decades. The “V”
references the location of the station,
on top of Red Mountain at Vulcan
Park, and Vulcan statue, the largest
cast iron statue in the world that ex-
emplifies Birmingham’s important iron
and steel heritage.

Similarly, WVTM represents a sig-
nificant piece of central Alabama’s his-
tory, as well as its future. I am con-
fident that just as this station has dili-
gently served our local communities
for 75 years, WVTM will serve Alabam-
ians for the next 75 years.

From the station’s founding to cur-
rent leadership under Susana Schuler,
WVTM has benefited from incredible
professionals and stewards of its com-
munity. Now an affiliate of NBC,
WVTM embodies its mission under
Hearst Television each and every day
to provide quality local news and infor-
mation in an independent, fair, and un-
biased manner.

On behalf of the people of Alabama, I
offer my heartfelt thanks to the re-
porters, television anchors, video edi-
tors, producers, and entire WVTM staff
who remain committed to broadcasting
accurate, timely news to the commu-
nities they serve. Alabamians are
proud to invite WVTM into their
homes each and every day because the
station has truly earned their trust
through decades of diligence and excel-
lence. Thank you, WVTM 13, for 75
years of exemplary service to our
State.®

——————

TRIBUTE TO DR. GEORGE E. LEWIS

e Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, I
rise today to honor Dr. George E.
Lewis, for his outstanding service to
our Nation and Maryland as he steps
down as chair of the Chesapeake and
Ohio Canal NHP Federal Advisory
Commission. Dr. Lewis began his serv-
ice in 1966, when he was commission as
a second lieutenant in the Army. As an
Army officer, Dr. Lewis contributed to
significant advancements to protect
and treat our Nation’s warfighters and
citizens.

He proudly accepted in 1989 the Pen-
tagon responsibilities of both the exec-
utive assistant to the Assistant Sur-
geon General for Medical Research and
Development and the Army Surgeon
General’s liaison to the Assistant Sec-
retary of the Army for Research, De-
velopment and Acquisition. Dr. Lewis
also was the senior medical biological
warfare defense expert in the Pentagon
during Operations Desert Shield and
Storm.

In 1991, Dr. Lewis served as a U.S.
delegate to the 1991 United Nations Bi-
ological Weapons Convention Review
Conference. In August 1992, he was as-
signed as program manager for combat
medical systems and assumed com-
mand of the U.S. Army Medical Mate-
rial Development Activity at Fort
Detrick. In 1996, he retired after 30
years of military service.

Colonel Lewis’s record of service and
leadership extends well beyond his
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military service. He has led efforts to
preserve historical landmarks, to pro-
mote good citizenship, and to support
tourism and the arts in Frederick
County. He has been a critical partner
to the C&0O Canal NHP and Maryland’s
congressional delegation in the success
of major initiatives including the res-
toration of the Catoctin and
Conococheague Aqueducts, the recon-
struction of the towpath at Big
Slackwater, and the completion of a
new park headquarters near the canal’s
midpoint in Williamsport.

In recognition of his years of service
to our country and Maryland, Dr.
Lewis was the recipient of the Depart-
ment the Army Research and Develop-
ment Achievement Award, and his per-
sonal military decorations include the
Legion of Merit, two oakleaf clusters;
the Joint Service Commendation
Medal; and the Army Commendation
Medal, one oakleaf cluster.

In conclusion, I extend my gratitude
to Dr. George E. Lewis for his out-
standing service to his country and
community.e

——

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE

At 12:10 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has agreed to
the following concurrent resolution
without amendment:

S. Con. Res. 36. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of Emancipation Hall in
the Capitol Visitor Center for an event to
celebrate the birthday of King Kamehameha
I.

The message further announced that
the House has passed the following
bills, in which it requests the concur-
rence of the Senate:

H.R. 807. An act to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to mint coins in commemora-
tion of the invaluable service that working
dogs provide to society.

H.R. 3019. An act to establish an inspec-
tions regime for the Bureau of Prisons, and
for other purposes.

H.R. 3317. An act to amend title 49, United
States Code, to remove the lifetime exemp-
tion from the prohibition on procurement of
rolling stock from certain vehicle manufac-
turers for parties to executed contracts.

H.R. 5527. An act to amend section 1078 of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2018 to increase the effectiveness
of the Technology Modernization Fund, and
for other purposes.

H.R. 5754. An act to designate the United
States courthouse located at 350 W. 1st
Street, Los Angeles, California, as the
“Felicitas and Gonzalo Mendez United
States Courthouse”.

H.R. 5799. An act to designate the check-
point of the United States Border Patrol lo-
cated on United States Highway 90 West in
Uvalde County, Texas, as the ‘“‘James R.
Dominguez Border Patrol Checkpoint’’.

H.R. 5863. An act to provide tax relief with
respect to certain Federal disasters.

H.R. 5887. An act to amend chapter 3 of
title 5, United States Code, to improve Gov-
ernment service delivery, and build related
capacity for the Federal Government, and
for other purposes.

H.R. 6248. An act to require Amtrak to re-
port to Congress information on Amtrak
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compliance with the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act of 1990 with respect to trains and
stations.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Senate Concurrent Resolu-
tion 34, 118th Congress, and the order of
the House of January 9, 2023, the
Speaker appoints the following Mem-
bers on the part of the House of Rep-
resentatives to the Joint Congressional
Committee on Inaugural Ceremonies:
Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana, Mr. SCALISE
of Louisiana, and Mr. JEFFRIES of New
York.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED

At 5:58 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed
the following enrolled joint resolution:

H.J. Res. 109. Joint resolution providing for
congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Securities and Exchange Com-
mission relating to ‘‘Staff Accounting Bul-
letin No. 121",

——————

MEASURES REFERRED

The following bills were read the first
and the second times by unanimous
consent, and referred as indicated:

H.R. 807. An act to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to mint coins in commemora-
tion of the invaluable service that working
dogs provide to society; to the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

H.R. 3019. An act to establish an inspec-
tions regime for the Bureau of Prisons, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H.R. 3317. An act to amend title 49, United
States Code, to remove the lifetime exemp-
tion from the prohibition on procurement of
rolling stock from certain vehicle manufac-
turers for parties to executed contracts; to
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs.

H.R. 5527. An act to amend section 1078 of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2018 to increase the effectiveness
of the Technology Modernization Fund, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

H.R. 5754. An act to designate the United
States courthouse located at 350 W. 1st
Street, Los Angeles, California, as the
“Felicitas and Gonzalo Mendez United
States Courthouse’; to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works.

H.R. 5799. An act to designate the check-
point of the United States Border Patrol lo-
cated on United States Highway 90 West in
Uvalde County, Texas, as the ‘“‘James R.
Dominguez Border Patrol Checkpoint’; to
the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs.

H.R. 5863. An act to provide tax relief with
respect to certain Federal disasters; to the
Committee on Finance.

H.R. 5887. An act to amend chapter 3 of
title 5, United States Code, to improve Gov-
ernment service delivery, and build related
capacity for the Federal Government, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

H.R. 6248. An act to require Amtrak to re-
port to Congress information on Amtrak
compliance with the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act of 1990 with respect to trains and
stations; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.
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MEASURES PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR

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

S. 4381. A bill to protect an individual’s
ability to access contraceptives and to en-
gage in contraception and to protect a
health care provider’s ability to provide con-
traceptives, contraception, and information
related to contraception.

———

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated:

EC—4692. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Draw-
bridge Operation Regulation; Reynolds Chan-
nel, Atlantic Beach, NY” ((RIN1625-AA09)
(Docket No. USCG-2022-0854)) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office
of the President of the Senate on May 10,
2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4693. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Secu-
rity Zone; Cooper River, Charleston, SC”’
((RIN1625-AA87) (Docket No. USCG-2024-
0228)) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 10, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4694. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Secu-
rity Zone; Corpus Christi Ship Channel, Cor-
pus Christi, TX” ((RIN1625-AA87) (Docket
No. USCG-2024-0314)) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 10, 2024; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4695. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Heavy Weather and Natural or Other
Disasters in San Juan Captain of the Port
Zone, Sector San Juan” ((RIN1625-AA00)
(Docket No. USCG-2023-0269)) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office
of the President of the Senate on May 10,
2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4696. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Ohio River Mile Marker 6.2-13.3, Pitts-
burgh, PA” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No.
USCG-2024-0004)) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 10, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4697. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Gulf of Mexico, Marathon, FL”’
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2024-
0079)) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 10, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4698. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
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Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Vineyard Wind 1 Wind Farm Project
Area, Outer Continental Shelf, Lease OCS-A
0501, Offshore Massachusetts, Atlantic
Ocean’” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-
2023-0269)) received during adjournment of
the Senate in the Office of the President of
the Senate on May 10, 2024; to the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4699. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Sabine River, Orange, TX” ((RIN1625—
AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2024-0224)) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on May 10,
2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4700. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Panama City, FL” ((RIN1625-AA00)
(Docket No. USCG-2024-0138)) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office
of the President of the Senate on May 10,
2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4701. A communication from the Legal
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Oceanside Pier, Oceanside, CA”
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2024-
0318)) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 10, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4702. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Kokosing ROV Survey Operation,
Straits of Mackinac, MI” ((RIN1625-AA00)
(Docket No. USCG-2023-0204)) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office
of the President of the Senate on May 10,
2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4703. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Presque Isle Bay, Erie, PA” (RIN1625—
AA00) (Docket No. USCG—2024-0294)) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on May 10,
2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4704. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Gordie Howe Bridge Construction, De-
troit River, Detroit, MI” ((RIN1625-AA00)
(Docket No. USCG-2024-0293)) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office
of the President of the Senate on May 10,
2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4705. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Zone; Submarine Power Cables Stone Laying
Project, Straits of Mackinac, MI" ((RIN1625—
AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2024-0278)) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on May 10,
2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4706. A communication from the Legal
Tech, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Secu-
rity Zone; 2024 NFL Draft, Detroit River, De-
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troit, MI” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No.
USCG-2023-0204)) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 10, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4707. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Rulemaking Operations, National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘“Uniform Procedures for State Highway
Safety Grant Programs’ (RIN2127-AM45) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 14, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4708. A communication from the Con-
gressional Affairs Specialist, Office of Sus-
tainable Fisheries, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Revised Management
Measures for the 2020 Guided Sport Pacific
Halibut Fisheries in International Pacific
Halibut Commission Regulatory Areas 2A,
2C, and 3A” (RIN0648-BJ89) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on May
8, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4709. A communication from the Con-
gressional Affairs Specialist , Office of Sus-
tainable Fisheries, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Snapper-Grouper
Fishery of the South Atlantic Region; Gold-
en Crab Fishery of the South Atlantic Re-
gion; Dolphin and Wahoo Fishery of the At-
lantic; Acceptable Biological Catch Control
Rules’” (RIN0648-BL98) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on May 8, 2024;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

EC-4710. A communication from the Con-
gressional Affairs Specialist , Office of Sus-
tainable Fisheries, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘“‘Pacific Island Fish-
eries; 2019-2021 Annual Catch Limits and Ac-
countability Measures’” (RIN0648-BJ41) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 8, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4711. A communication from the Assist-
ant Division Chief, Wireline Competition Bu-
reau, Federal Communications Commission,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Safeguarding and Securing
the Open Internet; Restoring Internet Free-
dom” ((RIN3060-AK41) (WC Docket Nos. 23-
320 and 17-108)) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 10, 2024; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC—4712. A communication from the Chief
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Television
Broadcasting Services; Missoula, Montana’
(MB Docket No. 23-380) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on May 14,
2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4713. A communication from the Fed-
eral Register Liaison Officer , Alcohol and
Tobacco Tax and Trade Bureau, Department
of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish-
ment of the Comptche Viticultural Area’
(RIN1513-ACT77) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 10, 2024; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-4714. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Rulemaking Operations, National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
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‘“Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards;
Automatic Emergency Braking Systems for
Light Vehicles” (RIN2127-AM37) received in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
May 14, 2024; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4715. A communication from the Con-
gressional Affairs Specialist, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Na-
tional Marine Sanctuary Regulations; Cor-
rections and Correcting Amendments”
(RIN0648-AV85) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 10, 2024; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-4716. A communication from the Con-
gressional Affairs Specialist, Office of Sus-
tainable Fisheries, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘“‘Fisheries of the Car-
ibbean, Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlantic;
Snapper-Grouper Fishery of the South At-
lantic Region; Amendment 49° (RIN0648-
BL93) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 10, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4717. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Office of Proceedings, Surface
Transportation Board, Department of Trans-
portation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Reciprocal Switch-
ing for Inadequate Service’ ((RIN2140-AB60)
(Docket No. EP 711)) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on May 16, 2024;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

EC-4718. A communication from the Attor-
ney Adviser, Federal Railroad Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule
entitled ‘‘Notice of Funding Opportunity for
the FY 2023-2024 Consolidated Rail Infra-
structure and Safety Improvements Pro-
grams’’ (FR-CRS-24-001) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on May 1,
2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4719. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense (Legislative Af-
fairs), transmitting legislative proposals
that the Department of Defense requests be
enacted during the second session of the
118th Congress; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4720. A communication from the Chief
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘All-In
Pricing for Cable and Satellite Television
Service” ((MB Docket No. 23-203) (FCC 24—
29)) received in the Office of the President of
the Senate on May 2, 2024; to the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4721. A communication from the Biolo-
gist, National Marine Fisheries Service, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Ap-
proach Regulations for Humpback Whales in
Waters Surrounding the Islands of Hawaii
Under the Marine Mammal Protection Act”
(RIN0648-BF98) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 9, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4722. A communication from the Na-
tional Listing Coordinator, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Department of Commerce,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Endangered and Threatened
Species; Designation of Critical Habitat for
the Nassau Grouper” (RIN0648-BL53) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 9, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.
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EC-4723. A communication from the Spe-
cial Assistant, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Takes of Marine Mammals Incidental
to Specified Activities; Taking Marine Mam-
mals Incidental to the Revolution Wind Off-
shore Wind Farm Project Offshore Rhode Is-
land; Correction’ (RIN0648-BL52) received in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
May 9, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4724. A communication from the Spe-
cial Assistant, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Taking or Importing of Marine Mam-
mals: Coast Guard’s Alaska Facility Mainte-
nance and Repair Activities’’ (RIN0648-BK57)
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 9, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4725. A communication from the Biolo-
gist, National Marine Fisheries Service, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Taking of Marine Mammals Incidental to
Commercial Fishing Operations; Atlantic
Large Whale Take Reduction Plan Regula-
tions”’ (RIN0648-BM31) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on May 9, 2024;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

EC-4726. A communication from the Ma-
rine Resources Management Specialist, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Takes of Ma-
rine Mammals Incidental to Specified Activi-
ties; Taking Marine Mammals Incidental to
the Coastal Virginia Offshore Wind Commer-
cial Project Offshore of Virginia’ (RIN0648—
BL74) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 9, 2024; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-4727. A communication from the Ma-
rine Resources Management Specialist, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Takes of Ma-
rine Mammals Incidental to Specified Activi-
ties; Taking Marine Mammals Incidental to
the Ocean Wind 1 Project Offshore of New
Jersey’’ (RIN0648-BL36) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on May 9, 2024;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

EC-4728. A communication from the Biolo-
gist, National Marine Fisheries Service, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Takes of Marine Mammals Incidental to
Specified Activities; Taking Marine Mam-
mals Incidental to the Empire Wind Project,
Offshore New York” (RIN0648-BL97) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on May 9, 2024; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4729. A communication from the
Branch Chief, National Marine Fisheries
Service, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions;
Prohibition of Commercial Fishing in the
Northeast Canyons and Seamounts Marine
National Monument” (RIN0648-BL70) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 9, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4730. A communication from the Chief,
Space Bureau, Federal Communications
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘“‘Amendment of
Parts 2 and 25 of the Commission’s Rules to
Enable GSO Fixed-Satellite Service (Space-
to-Earth) Operations in the 17 .3-17.8 GHz
Band, to Modernize Certain Rules Applicable
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to 17/24 GHz BSS Space Stations, and to Es-
tablish Off-Axis Uplink Power Limits for Ex-
tended Ka-Band FSS Operations” ((IB Dock-
et No. 20-330) (IB Docket No. 22-273)) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on May 9 , 2024; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4731. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
Rolls-Royce Deutschland Ltd & Co KG En-
gines; Amendment 39-22725 ((RIN2120-A A64)
(Docket No. FAA-2024-0993)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on May
1, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4732. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
MHI RJ Aviation ULC (Type Certificate Pre-
viously Held by Bombardier, Inc .) Airplanes;
Amendment 39-22710" ((RIN2120-A A64)
(Docket No. FAA-2024-0026)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on April
30, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4733. A communication from the Dep-
uty Chief, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Taking and Importing Marine Mammals;
Taking Marine Mammals Incidental to Geo-
physical Surveys in the Gulf of Mexico”
(RIN0648-BL68) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on April 30, 2024; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4734. A communication from the Gen-
eral Attorney, Office of the Secretary, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘“Enhancing Transparency of Airline Ancil-
lary Service Fees’” (RIN2105-AF10) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on May 1, 2024; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4735. A communication from the Gen-
eral Attorney, Office of the Secretary, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Refunds and Other Consumer Protections”
(RIN2105-AF04) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 1, 2024; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-4736. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, Office of General Counsel, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Administrator, Fed-
eral Motor Carrier Safety Administration,
Department of Transportation , received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office
of the President of the Senate on April 25,
2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4737. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, Office of General Counsel, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Assistant Secretary
for Governmental Affairs, Department of
Transportation, received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on April 25, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4738. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, Office of General Counsel, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Administrator, Fed-
eral Highway Traffic Safety Administration,
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Department of Transportation, received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office
of the President of the Senate on April 25,
2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4739. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, Office of the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Disadvantaged Business Enterprise and Air-
port Concession Disadvantaged Business En-
terprise Program Implementation Modifica-
tions” (RIN2105-AE98) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on April 26, 2024; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation .

EC-4740. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment of Class C Air-
space; San Juan Luis Munoz Marin Inter-
national Airport, PR ((RIN2120-AA66)
(Docket No. FAA-2023-1906)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on April
30, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4741. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘“Airman Certification Stand-
ards and Practical Test Standards for Air-
men; Incorporation by Reference” ((RIN2120-
ALT74) (Docket No. FAA-2023-1463)) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on April
26, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4742. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
Leonardo S.p.a. Helicopters; Amendment 39—
22684 ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-
2023-2245)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on April 30, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4743. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
Leonardo S.p.a. Helicopters; Amendment 39—
22697 ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-
2023-2244)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on April 30, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4744. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
Airbus Canada Limited Partnership (Type
Certificate Previously Held by C Series Air-
craft Limited Partnership (CSALP); Bom-
bardier, Inc.) Airplanes; Amendment 39-
226997 ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-
2023-1818)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on April 30, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4745. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
General Electric Company Engines, and Var-
ious Restricted Category Rotorcraft; Amend-
ment 39-22723"" ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No.
FAA-2024-0774)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on April 30, 2024; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.
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EC—4746. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
Diamond Aircraft Industries Inc. Airplanes;
Amendment 39-22724” ((RIN2120-AA64)
(Docket No. FAA-2024-0991)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on April
30, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4747. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
The Boeing Company Airplanes; Amendment
39-22706"" ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-
2023-1413)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on April 30, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4748. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
Airbus Canada Limited Partnership (Type
Certificate Previously Held by C Series Air-
craft Limited Partnership (CSALP); Bom-
bardier, Inc.) Airplanes; Amendment 39-
227017 ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-
2023-2135)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on April 30, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4749. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
Airbus SAS Airplanes; Amendment 39-22716"’
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2024-0764))
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on April 30, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4750. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
Airbus SAS Airplanes; Amendment 39-22712”°
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2024-0009))
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on April 30, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4751. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
BAE Systems (Operations) Limited Air-
planes; Amendment 39-22715" ((RIN2120-
AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2023-2400)) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on April 30, 2024; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4752. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
Rolls-Royce Deutschland Ltd & Co KG;
Amendment 39-22704" ((RIN2120-A A64)
(Docket No. FAA-2023-2233)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on April
30, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4753. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments; Amendment No.
4108 ((RIN2120-AA65) (Docket No. 31540)) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
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Senate on April 30, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4754. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments; Amendment No.
4107 ((RIN2120-AA65) (Docket No. 31539)) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on April 30, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4755. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘“‘Amendment of Class D and
Class E Airspace; Wallops Island, VA”
((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2023-2204))
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 1, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4756. A communication from the Fish-
eries Regulations Specialist, National Ma-
rine Fisheries Service, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Revised Management
Measures for the 2020 Guided Sport Pacific
Halibut Fisheries in International Pacific
Halibut Commission Regulatory Areas 2A,
2C, and 3A” (RIN0648-BJ89) received during
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of
the President of the Senate on May 6, 2024; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4757. A communication from the Fish-
eries Regulations Specialist, National Ma-
rine Fisheries Service, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Pacific Island Fish-
eries; 2019-2021 Annual Catch Limits and Ac-
countability Measures” (RIN0648-BJ41) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
May 6, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4758. A communication from the Attor-
ney for Regulatory Affairs Division, Office of
the General Counsel, Consumer Product
Safety Commission, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Standard Mandating ASTM F963 for Toys”’
(Docket No. CPSC-2017-0010) received during
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of
the President of the Senate on May 5, 2024; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4759. A communication from the Attor-
ney for Regulatory Affairs Division, Office of
the General Counsel, Consumer Product
Safety Commission, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety
Standard for Automatic Residential Garage
Door Operators” (Docket No. CPSC-2015-
0025) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 5, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4760. A communication from the Chief
of the Industry Analysis Division, Media Bu-
reau, Federal Communications Commission,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Annual Employment Re-
port” (MB Docket No. 98-204) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on April
30, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4761. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Northeastern United
States; Atlantic Mackerel, Squid, and
Butterfish; Amendment 20’ (RIN0648-BH16)
received during adjournment of the Senate
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in the Office of the President of the Senate
on May 3, 2024; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4762. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Northeastern TUnited
States; Framework Adjustment 29 to the At-
lantic Sea Scallop Fishery Management
Plan” (RIN0648-BH56) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4763. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Northeastern TUnited
States; Framework Adjustment 12 to the At-
lantic Mackerel, Squid, and Butterfish Fish-
ery Management Plan” (RIN0648-BI41) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
May 3, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4764. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Northeastern TUnited
States; Northeast Skate Complex; Frame-
work Adjustment 4’ (RIN0648-BHO03) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on May 3,
2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4765. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Northeastern TUnited
States; Atlantic Deep-Sea Crab Fishery; 2019
Atlantic Deep-Sea Red Crab Specifications”
(RIN0648-XE900) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4766. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Revisions to Framework Adjustment 57 to
the Northeast Multispecies Fishery Manage-
ment Plan and Sector Annual Catch Entitle-
ments; Updated Annual Catch Limits for
Sectors and the Common Pool for Fishing
Year 2018 (RIN0648-XGb503) received during
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of
the President of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4767. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Northeastern TUnited
States; Northern Gulf of Maine Measures in
Framework Adjustment 29 to the Atlantic
Sea Scallop Fishery Management Plan”
(RIN0648-BH51) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-4768. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
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“Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation
and Management Act Provisions; Fisheries
of the Northeastern United States; North-
east Multispecies Fishery; Framework Ad-
justment 57 (RIN0648-BH52) received during
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of
the President of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4769. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Northeastern TUnited
States; Atlantic Surfclam and Ocean Quahog
Fishery; 2018-2020 Fishing Quotas’ (RIN0648-
XF641) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 3, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4770. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions; Fish-
eries Off West Coast States; Tribal Usual and
Accustomed Fishing Areas’” (RIN0648-BHI7)
received during adjournment of the Senate
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on May 3, 2024; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4771. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries Off West Coast States; Coastal
Pelagic Species Fisheries; Annual Specifica-
tions” (RIN0648-XG121) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4772. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries Off West Coast States; Highly Mi-
gratory Fisheries; California Drift Gillnet
Fishery; Implementation of a Federal Lim-
ited Entry Drift Gillnet Permit” (RIN0648-
BG81) received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 3, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4773. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Northeastern TUnited
States; Northeast Multispecies Fishery; Ad-
justment of Southern New England/Mid-At-
lantic Yellowtail Flounder Catch Limits”
(RIN0648-XF987) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4774. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to a vacancy in the position of Under
Secretary of Transportation for Policy, De-
partment of Transportation, received during
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of
the President of the Senate on May 5, 2024; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4775. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Chief Counsel, National Institute of
Standards and Technology, Department of
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Preventing the
Improper Use of CHIPS Act Funding”
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(RIN0693-AB70) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-4776. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal
Aviation Administration, Department of
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of VOR Federal Airway V-132 and Rev-
ocation of VOR Federal Airways V-131, V-
307, and V-350 in the Vicinity of Chanute,
KS” ((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2023-
2247)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 8, 2024; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-4777. A communication from the Man-
agement and Program Analyst, Federal
Aviation Administration, Department of
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Establish-
ment and Amendment of United States Area
Navigation (RNAV) Routes; Eastern United
States” ((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-
2023-2040)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 8, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4778. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments; Amendment No.
4109 ((RIN2120-AA65) (Docket No. 31541)) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 8, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4779. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments; Amendment No.
4110 ((RIN2120-AA65) (Docket No. 31542)) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 8, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4780. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
Britten-Norman Aircraft, Ltd. Airplanes;
Amendment 39-22736" ((RIN2120-A A64)
(Docket No. FAA-2024-0044)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on May
8, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4781. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
CFM International, S.A. Turbofan Engines;
Amendment 39-22727" ((RIN2120-A A64)
(Docket No. FAA-2023-1991)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on May
8, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4782. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
GA 8 Airvan (Pty) Ltd. Airplanes; Amend-
ment 39-22728"" ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No.
FAA-2024-0035)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 8, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4783. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
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tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
Hamilton Sundstrand Corporation Propel-
lers; Amendment 39-22721"" ((RIN2120-AA64)
(Docket No. FAA-2023-1820)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on May
8, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4784. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
General Electric Company Engines; Amend-
ment 39-22720"" ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No.
FAA-2024-0771)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 8, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4785. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Legislative Affairs, National Institute
of Standards and Technology, Department of
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Preventing the
Improper Use of CHIPS Act Funding: Revised
Definition of Material Expansion’’ (RIN0693—
ABT0) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 7, 2024; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-4786. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Legislative Affairs, National Institute
of Standards and Technology, Department of
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Preventing the
Improper Use of CHIPS Act Funding”
(RINO0693-ABT70) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 7, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4787. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Legislative Affairs, National Institute
of Standards and Technology, Department of
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘CHIPS Incen-
tives Program—Facilities for Semiconductor
Materials and Manufacturing Equipment
[Note: The Department has concluded that
this notice is not a ’rule’ within the meaning
of 5 U.S.C. 804(3). Nevertheless, out of an
abundance of caution, the Department is
submitting it to each House of Congress and
to the Comptroller General consistent with
the procedures set forth in 5 U.S.C. 801(a).]”’
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 7, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4788. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Legislative Affairs, National Institute
of Standards and Technology, Department of
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Notice of Fund-
ing Opportunity CHIPS Incentive Program -
Commercial Fabrication Facilities [Note:
The Department has concluded that this no-
tice is not a ’rule’ within the meaning of 5
U.S.C. 804(3). Nevertheless, out of an abun-
dance of caution, the Department is submit-
ting it to each House of Congress and to the
Comptroller General consistent with the pro-
cedures set forth in 5 TU.S.C. 801(a).]”
(RIN0693-ABT70) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 7, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4789. A communication from the Assist-
ant Chief Counsel for Regulations and Secu-
rity Standards, Transportation Security Ad-
ministration, Department of Homeland Se-
curity, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘“‘Flight Training Se-
curity Program” (RIN1652-AA35) received in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
May 8, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.
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EC-4790. A communication from the Attor-
ney Advisor of the Regulatory Affairs Divi-
sion, Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safe-
ty Administration, Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Pipeline Safety: Peri-
odic Updates of Regulatory References to
Technical Standards and Miscellaneous
Amendments’” (RIN2137-AF13) received in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
May 8, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC—4791. A communication from the Dep-
uty Chief Counsel, National Institute of
Standards and Technology, Department of
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Preventing the
Improper Use of CHIPS Act Funding; Revised
Definition of ‘Material Expansion’”’
(RIN0693-ABT70) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 8, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4792. A communication from the Acting
Chief Counsel, Federal Transit Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule
entitled ‘‘Public Transportation Agency
Safety Plans’ (RIN2132-AB44) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on May
2, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4793. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Federal Trade Commission,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Telemarketing Sales Rule”’
(RIN3084-AB19) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-4794. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airman Certification Stand-
ards and Practical Test Standards for Air-
men; Incorporation by Reference’ ((RIN2120-
AA66) (Docket No. FAA-2022-1463)) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on May 3,
2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4795. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘“‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone
Off Alaska; Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands;
2018 and 2019 Harvest Specifications for
Groundfish” (RIN0648-XF636) received during
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of
the President of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4796. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Pacific Halibut Fisheries; Pacific Halibut
Catch Limits for Area 2A Fisheries in 2018
(RIN0648-BHT71) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC—4797. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Safety Management Sys-
tems’” ((RIN2120-AA66) (Docket No. FAA-
2021-0491)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 8, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.
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EC-4798. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
Pilatus Aircraft Ltd Airplanes; Amendment
39-22740 ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-
2024-0045)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 8, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4799. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
MHI RJ Aviation ULC (Type Certificate Pre-
viously Held by Bombardier, Inc.) Airplanes;
Amendment 39-22729” ((RIN2120-AA64)
(Docket No. FAA-2024-0031)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on May
8, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4800. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
International Aero Engines, LLC Engines;
Amendment 39-22719” ((RIN2120-A A64)
(Docket No. FAA-2023-1989)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on May
8, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4801. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
The Boeing Company Airplanes; Amendment
39-22726" ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-
2023-1214)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 8, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4802. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
Airbus SAS Airplanes; Amendment 39-22717"
((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-2024-2240))
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 8, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4803. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives;
Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes; Amendment 39—
22740 ((RIN2120-AA64) (Docket No. FAA-
2023-2139)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 8, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4804. A communication from the Fish-
eries Regulations Specialist, National Ma-
rine Fisheries Service, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Magnuson-Stevens
Act Provisions; Prohibition of Commercial
Fishing in the Northeast Canyons and
Seamounts Marine National Monument”
(RIN0648-BL70) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-4805. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
““Pacific Halibut Fisheries; Catch Sharing
Plan” (RIN0648-BHb53) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to the
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Committee on Commerce,
Transportation.

EC-4806. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘“Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions; Fish-
eries Off West Coast States; Pacific Coast
Groundfish Fishery; Groundfish Bottom
Trawl and Midwater Trawl Gear in the Trawl
Rationalization Program” (RIN0648-BHT74)
received during adjournment of the Senate
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on May 3, 2024; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-4807. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Pacific Halibut Fisheries; Catch Sharing
Plan” (RIN0648-BH58) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4808. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone
off Alaska; Yellowfin Sole Management in
the Groundfish Fisheries of the Bering Sea
and Aleutian Islands” (RIN0648-BH02) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
May 3, 2024; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-4809. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone
off Alaska; Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands;
Final 2020 and 2021 Harvest Specifications for
Groundfish” (RIN0648-XHO080) received during
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of
the President of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4810. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone
off Alaska; Pacific Halibut and Sablefish In-
dividual Fishing Quota Program; Commu-
nity Development Quota Program; Modifica-
tions to Recordkeeping and Reporting Re-
quirements’ (RIN0648-BG94) received during
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of
the President of the Senate on May 3, 2024; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-4811. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions; Fish-
eries of the Northeastern United States;
Northeast Multispecies Fishery; Approval of
New Gear Under Small-Mesh Fisheries Ac-
countability Measures’” (RIN0648-BF57) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 8, 2024; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. CARPER, from the Committee on
Environment and Public Works, without
amendment:

Science, and
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S. 3564. A Dbill to amend title 40, United
States Code, to include Indian Tribes among
entities that may receive Federal surplus
real property for certain purposes, and for
other purposes.

By Mr. CARPER, from the Committee on
Environment and Public Works, with an
amendment in the nature of a substitute:

S. 3880. A bill to amend the Federal Assets
Sale and Transfer Act of 2016 to make im-
provements to that Act, and for other pur-
poses.

By Mr. CARPER, from the Committee on
Environment and Public Works, without
amendment:

S. 4359. A Dbill to amend the National Dam
Safety Program Act to reauthorize that Act,
and for other purposes.

By Mr. CARPER, from the Committee on
Environment and Public Works, with an
amendment in the nature of a substitute:

S. 4367. A bill to provide for improvements
to the rivers and harbors of the United
States, to provide for the conservation and
development of water and related resources,
and for other purposes.

H.R. 4688. An act to direct the Adminis-
trator of General Services to sell the prop-
erty known as the Webster School.

————

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Ms. WARREN (for herself, Ms.
HIRONO, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. WYDEN,
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. WELCH, and
Mr. MARKEY):

S. 4385. A bill to reform pattern or practice
investigations conducted by the Department
of Justice, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MORAN:

S. 4386. A bill to amend the Agricultural
Research, Extension, and Education Reform
Act of 1998 to direct the Secretary of Agri-
culture to establish a program under which
the Secretary shall award competitive
grants to eligible entities for the purpose of
establishing and enhancing farming and
ranching opportunities for veterans, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry.

By Mr. LEE:

S. 4387. A bill to prohibit transportation of
any alien using certain methods of identi-
fication; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself,
Mr. BOOKER, Mr. PADILLA, Mr.
WELCH, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. SANDERS,
Ms. SMITH, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. MERKLEY,
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr.
WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. DURBIN):

S. 4388. A bill to improve the administra-
tion of justice by requiring written expla-
nations by the Supreme Court of its deci-
sions and the disclosure of votes by justices
in cases within the appellate jurisdiction of
the Supreme Court that involve injunctive
relief, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TILLIS (for himself and Mr.
WARNER):

S. 4389. A Dbill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to promote the increased
use of renewable natural gas, to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions and other harmful
transportation-related emissions that con-
tribute to poor air quality, and to increase
job creation and economic opportunity
throughout the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.
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By Mr. BLUMENTHAL:

S. 4390. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to prohibit the President, Vice
President, Members of Congress, and other
senior Executive branch personnel from ac-
cepting any foreign emoluments, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs.

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and Mr.
KAINE):

S. 4391. A Dbill to amend the Workforce In-
novation and Opportunity Act to recognize
digital skills and digital literacy as critical
adult education and literacy objectives, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mr.
ScoTT of South Carolina, Mr. COTTON,

Ms. LuUMMIS, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr.
LANKFORD, Mr. RISCH, and Ms.
ERNST):

S. 4392. A Dbill to establish the Southern
Border Wall Construction Fund and to trans-
fer unobligated amounts from the
Coronavirus State and local fiscal recovery
funds to such Fund to construct and main-
tain physical barriers along the southern
border; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr.
DURBIN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr.
WYDEN, Ms. WARREN, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr.
MARKEY, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. SAND-
ERS, Ms. HIRONO, and Ms.
DUCKWORTH):

S. 4393. A bill to provide protections for
children in immigration custody, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Ms. CANTWELL (for herself and
Mr. MORAN):

S. 4394. A bill to support National Science
Foundation education and professional de-
velopment relating to artificial intelligence;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

———

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. CARPER (for himself, Mrs. CAP-
1TO, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. CARDIN, Mr.
CRAMER, Mr. KELLY, Mr. WICKER, Mr.
WHITEHOUSE, and Ms. LUMMIS):

S. Res. 701. A resolution designating the
week of May 19 through May 25, 2024, as ‘‘Na-
tional Public Works Week’’; considered and
agreed to.

————

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 704

At the request of Ms. ROSEN, the
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms.
CoLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S.
704, a bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to provide for inter-
est-free deferment on student loans for
borrowers serving in a medical or den-
tal internship or residency program.

S. 789

At the request of Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
the names of the Senator from New
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) and the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island (Mr. REED)
were added as cosponsors of S. 789, a
bill to require the Secretary of the
Treasury to mint a coin in recognition
of the 100th anniversary of the United
States Foreign Service and its con-
tribution to United States diplomacy.
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S. 1193
At the request of Mr. BENNET, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. LUJAN) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1193, a bill to prohibit discrimina-
tion against individuals with disabil-
ities who need long-term services and
supports, and for other purposes.
S. 1266
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
name of the Senator from California
(Mr. PADILLA) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1266, a bill to amend titles 10 and
38, United State Code, to improve bene-
fits and services for surviving spouses,
and for other purposes.
S. 1673
At the request of Ms. CORTEZ MASTO,
the name of the Senator from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. WICKER) was added as a
cosponsor of S. 1673, a bill to amend
title XVIII to protect patient access to
ground ambulance services under the
Medicare program.
S. 2150
At the request of Mr. REED, the name
of the Senator from Delaware (Mr.
CooNs) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2150, a bill to establish an Interagency
Council on Service to promote and
strengthen opportunities for military
service, national service, and public
service for all people of the United
States, and for other purposes.
S. 2371
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
names of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. TESTER) and the Senator from
North Dakota (Mr. CRAMER) were added
as cosponsors of S. 2371, a bill to amend
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to
exclude from gross income interest re-
ceived on certain loans secured by
rural or agricultural real property.
S. 2539
At the request of Mr. LANKFORD, the
names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr.
MARSHALL) and the Senator from Indi-
ana (Mr. BRAUN) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 2539, a bill to clarify that, in
awarding funding under title X of the
Public Health Service Act, the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services
may not discriminate against eligible
States, individuals, or other entities
for refusing to counsel or refer for
abortions.
S. 3283
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the
name of the Senator from New York
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 3283, a bill to amend the Work-
er Adjustment and Retraining Notifica-
tion Act to support workers who are
subject to an employment loss, and for
other purposes.
S. 3452
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the
name of the Senator from California
(Mr. PADILLA) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 3452, a bill to authorize the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to determine
the eligibility or entitlement of a
member or former member of the
Armed Forces described in subsection
(a) to a benefit under a law adminis-
tered by the Secretary solely based on
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alternative sources of evidence when
the military service records or medical
treatment records of the member or
former member are incomplete because
of damage or loss of records after being
in the possession of the Federal Gov-
ernment, and for other purposes.
S. 3502
At the request of Mr. REED, the
names of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. TILLIS) and the Senator from
Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN) were added as
cosponsors of S. 3502, a bill to amend
the Fair Credit Reporting Act to pre-
vent consumer reporting agencies from
furnishing consumer reports under cer-
tain circumstances, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 3679
At the request of Mr. KAINE, the
names of the Senator from Wisconsin
(Ms. BALDWIN) and the Senator from
Minnesota (Ms. SMITH) were added as
cosponsors of S. 3679, a bill to reauthor-
ize the Dr. Lorna Breen Health Care
Provider Protection Act, and for other
purposes.
S. 3757
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
names of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. SMITH) and the Senator from New
York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) were added as
cosponsors of S. 3757, a bill to reauthor-
ize the congenital heart disease re-
search, surveillance, and awareness
program of the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention, and for other
purposes.
S. 3765
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the
names of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL), the Senator from
Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN) and the Sen-
ator from Kansas (Mr. MARSHALL) were
added as cosponsors of S. 3765, a bill to
amend the Public Health Service Act
to reauthorize the Emergency Medical
Services for Children program.
S. 3775
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
names of the Senator from Wisconsin
(Ms. BALDWIN) and the Senator from
Minnesota (Ms. SMITH) were added as
cosponsors of S. 3775, a bill to amend
the Public Health Service Act to reau-
thorize the BOLD Infrastructure for
Alzheimer’s Act, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 3779
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 3779, a bill to authorize the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services
to award grants to establish or expand
programs to implement evidence-
aligned practices in health care set-
tings for the purpose of reducing the
suicide rates of covered individuals,
and for other purposes.
S. 3959
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 3959, a bill to require the
Transportation Security Administra-
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tion to streamline the enrollment proc-
esses for individuals applying for a
Transportation Security Administra-
tion security threat assessment for cer-
tain programs, including the Transpor-
tation Worker Identification Creden-
tial and Hazardous Materials Endorse-
ment Threat Assessment programs of
the Administration, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 4074
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr.
BRAUN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
4074, a bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to authorize the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs to approve inter-
state commerce carrier apprenticeship
programs for purposes of veterans edu-
cational assistance, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 4084
At the request of Mr. WELCH, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 4084, a bill to amend the Public
Works and Economic Development Act
of 19656 to authorize the Secretary of
Commerce to make grants to profes-
sional nonprofit theaters for the pur-
poses of supporting operations, employ-
ment, and economic development.
S. 4091
At the request of Ms. ROSEN, the
names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. ROUNDS) and the Senator
from Pennsylvania (Mr. CASEY) were
added as cosponsors of S. 4091, a bill to
strengthen Federal efforts to counter
antisemitism in the United States.
S. 4206
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
the name of the Senator from New
York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a
cosponsor of S. 4206, a bill to amend the
Lacey Act Amendments of 1981 to pro-
hibit certain activities involving pro-
hibited primate species, and for other
purposes.
S. 4251
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. WELCH) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 4251, a bill to establish a payment
program for unexpected loss of markets
and revenues to timber harvesting and
timber hauling businesses due to major
disasters, and for other purposes.
S. 4258
At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr.
BRAUN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
4258, a bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to punish criminal of-
fenses targeting law enforcement offi-
cers, and for other purposes.
S. 4296
At the request of Mrs. BRITT, the
name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr.
CRAPO) was added as a cosponsor of S.
4296, a bill to amend the Public Health
Service Act to provide more opportuni-
ties for mothers to succeed, and for
other purposes.
S. 4300
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
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BROWN) and the Senator from Nevada
(Ms. CORTEZ MASTO) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 4300, a bill to require the
Secretary of Labor to maintain a pub-
licly available list of all employers
that relocate a call center or contract
call center work overseas, to make
such companies ineligible for Federal
grants or guaranteed loans, and to re-
quire disclosure of the physical loca-
tion of business agents engaging in cus-
tomer service communications, and for
other purposes.
S. 4321

At the request of Ms. ERNST, the
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr.
LEE) was added as a cosponsor of S.
4321, a bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to prohibit the payment
of annuities and retired pay to individ-
uals convicted of certain sex crimes.

S. 4323

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 4323, a bill to amend title
38, United States Code, to expand eligi-
bility for a housing loan guaranteed by
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to
certain individuals who performed ac-
tive duty for training.

S. 4333

At the request of Mr. VANCE, the
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. HASSAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 4333, a bill to provide for
the discharge of parent borrower liabil-
ity if a student on whose behalf a par-
ent has received certain student loans
becomes disabled.

S. 4368

At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name
of the Senator from North Carolina
(Mr. BUDD) was withdrawn as a cospon-
sor of S. 4368, a bill to amend title XIX
of the Social Security Act to require,
as a condition of receiving Federal
Medicaid funding, that States do not
prohibit in vitro fertilization (IVF)
services, and for other purposes.

At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name
of the Senator from Mississippi (Mr.
WICKER) was added as a cosponsor of S.
4368, supra.

S. 4371

At the request of Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
the name of the Senator from Maine
(Ms. CoLLINS) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 4371, a bill to amend the Investor
Protection and Securities Reform Act
of 2010 to provide grants to States for
enhanced protection of senior investors
and senior policyholders, and for other
purposes.

S.J. RES. 82

At the request of Mr. PAUL, the
names of the Senator from Alabama
(Mr. TUBERVILLE), the Senator from
Alabama (Mrs. BRITT), the Senator
from North Carolina (Mr. BUDD), the
Senator from Missouri (Mr. SCHMITT),
the Senator from Tennessee (Mrs.
BLACKBURN) and the Senator from Kan-
sas (Mr. MARSHALL) were added as co-
sponsors of S.J. Res. 82, a joint resolu-
tion providing for congressional dis-
approval under chapter 8 of title 5,
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United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration relating to ‘‘Medical Devices;
Laboratory Developed Tests”.
S. RES. 505

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the
names of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) and the Senator from
Massachusetts (Ms. WARREN) were
added as cosponsors of S. Res. 505, a
resolution condemning the use of sex-
ual violence and rape as a weapon of
war by the terrorist group Hamas
against the people of Israel.

S. RES. 574

At the request of Mr. ScoTT of Flor-
ida, the name of the Senator from Ohio
(Mr. VANCE) was added as a cosponsor
of S. Res. 574, a resolution expressing
support for starting and growing a fam-
ily through in vitro fertilization.

——————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and
Mr. KAINE):

S. 4391. A Dbill to amend the Work-
force Innovation and Opportunity Act
to recognize digital skills and digital
literacy as critical adult education and
literacy objectives, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions.

Ms. COLLINS. Madam President, I
rise today to introduce the Investing in
Digital Skills Act, a bill that would
help strengthen computer skills in the
American workforce. This bill, which I
am introducing today with my col-
league Senator TiM KAINE, would make
important updates to the Workforce In-
vestment and Opportunity Act, known
as WIOA, to help workers meet the dig-
ital skills demands of today’s jobs.

A key goal of WIOA is to help Ameri-
cans overcome barriers to obtaining
high-quality jobs and careers. The law
requires State and local service pro-
viders to offer adult education and
skills development programs that ac-
celerate achievement of diplomas and
credentials among American workers.
This Investing in Digital Skills Act
would allow information literacy and
digital skills to be included among the
skills development programs within
these adult education programs.

Our legislation would help prepare
individuals for the evolving demands of
the digital economy, enhancing their
employability and skill sets in a tech-
nologically advanced job market. Re-
cent research conducted in partnership
between National Skills Coalition and
the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta
found that 92 percent of jobs require
digital skills, yet more than 30 percent
of workers lack even foundational dig-
ital abilities. The research also found
huge financial incentives for this
upskilling: Jobs that require at least
one digital skill earn 23 percent more
than a job requiring none.

This issue is important to Mainers.
Lisa Robertson, the director of York
Adult Education, wrote to me, saying,
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“Your bill would address a significant
gap in current workforce development
initiatives by recognizing the impor-
tance of digital skills training for
adult learners. In today’s rapidly
evolving job market, proficiency in
digital literacy is no longer just a valu-
able asset; it is essential for individ-
uals to succeed. .. .” I appreciate
Lisa’s insights about today’s workforce
needs. By modernizing WIOA with new
tools to teach digital skills, the Invest-
ing in Digital Skills Act would help
Americans maintain their competitive
edge in workforce.

I urge my colleagues to support our
legislation.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 701—DESIG-
NATING THE WEEK OF MAY 19
THROUGH MAY 25, 2024, AS “NA-
TIONAL PUBLIC WORKS WEEK”

Mr. CARPER (for himself, Mrs. CAP-
ITO, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. CARDIN, Mr.
CRAMER, Mr. KELLY, Mr. WICKER, Mr.
WHITEHOUSE, and Ms. LUMMIS) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which
was considered and agreed to:

S. RES. 701

Whereas public works professionals work
around the clock to ensure the vital infra-
structure, facilities, and services of commu-
nities to deliver dependable, sustainable, and
resilient human needs that include the
health, safety, and well-being of the people
of the United States, while advancing the
quality of life for all;

Whereas public works infrastructure, fa-
cilities, and services could not be provided
without the dedicated efforts of public works
professionals who represent Federal, State,
and local governments, and private sector
organizations throughout the United States;

Whereas public works professionals design,
build, operate, and maintain the transpor-
tation systems, water infrastructure, sewage
and refuse disposal systems, public buildings,
sanitation and waste management systems,
and other structures and facilities that are
vital to the people and communities of the
United States;

Whereas many public works professionals
are first responders and are the first to ar-
rive and last to leave a natural disaster area
or incident scene; and

Whereas understanding the role that public
infrastructure plays in protecting the envi-
ronment, improving public health and safe-
ty, contributing to economic vitality, and
enhancing the quality of life of every com-
munity of the United States is in the inter-
est of the people of the United States: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) designates the week of May 19 through
May 25, 2024, as ‘‘National Public Works
Week’’;

(2) recognizes and celebrates the important
contributions that public works profes-
sionals make every day to improve—

(A) the public infrastructure of the United
States; and

(B) the health, safety, and well-being of
our communities that public works profes-
sionals serve; and

(3) urges individuals and communities
throughout the United States to join with
representatives of the Federal Government
and the American Public Works Association
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in activities and ceremonies that are de-
signed—

(A) to pay tribute to the public works pro-
fessionals of the United States; and

(B) to recognize the substantial contribu-
tions that public works professionals make
to the United States.

———

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, I
have 11 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 ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC
WORKS

The Committee on Environment and
Public Works is authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
Wednesday, May 22, 2024, at 9:456 a.m.,
to conduct a business meeting.

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC
WORKS

The Committee on Environment and
Public Works is authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
Wednesday, May 22, 2024, at 10 a.m., to
conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE

The Committee on Finance is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Wednesday, May 22, 2024, at
10 a.m., to conduct a hearing.

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 Wednesday, May 22, 2024, at
2:30 p.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

The Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs is au-
thorized to meet during the session of
the Senate on Wednesday, May 22, 2024,
at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS

The Committee on Indian Affairs is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Wednesday, May 22,
2024, at 2:30 p.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

The Committee on the Judiciary is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Wednesday, May 22,
2024, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing on
nominations.

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND
ENTREPRENEURSHIP

The Committee on Small Business
and Entrepreneurship is authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on Wednesday, May 22, 2024, at 3:15
p.m., to conduct a business meeting.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE

The Select Committee on Intel-
ligence is authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, May 22, 2024, at 2:30 p.m., to con-
duct a closed business meeting.
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SUBCOMMITTEE ON ECONOMIC POLICY
The Subcommittee on Economic Pol-
icy of the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Wednesday, May 22, 2024, at
2:30 p.m., to conduct a hearing.
SUBCOMMITTEE ON STRATEGIC FORCES
The Subcommittee on Strategic
Forces of the Committee on Armed
Services is authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, May 22, 2024, at 4:45 p.m., to con-
duct a hearing.

————

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that Alexandra
Gelber, a detailee to the Senate Judici-
ary Committee, be granted floor privi-
leges for the remainder of the 118th
Congress.

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

————

NATIONAL PUBLIC WORKS WEEK

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of S.
Res. 701, submitted earlier today.

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

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 701) designating the
week of May 19 through May 25, 2024, as ‘‘Na-
tional Public Works Week”’.

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

Mr. MURPHY. 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.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.”’)

———

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, MAY 23,
2024

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate completes its business today, it
stand adjourned until 10 a.m. on Thurs-
day, May 23; that following the prayer
and pledge, the morning hour be
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the time
for the two leaders be reserved for their
use later in the day, and morning busi-
ness be closed; that upon the conclu-
sion of morning business, the Senate
proceed to executive session to resume
consideration of the Dalton nomina-
tion postcloture and that if the nomi-
nation is confirmed, the motion to re-
consider be considered made and laid
upon the table and the President be im-

701) was
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mediately notified of the Senate’s ac-
tion.

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

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, if
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask that it stand ad-
journed under the previous order fol-
lowing the remarks of Senator BAR-
RASSO and Senator WYDEN.

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

The Senator from Wyoming.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
S. 4392

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I
come to the floor today to continue
this discussion of the crisis at our
southern border.

When Joe Biden walked into the
White House, the southern border was
secure. Tragically, for our country, he
then signed 94 Executive orders in his
first 100 days. He rolled out the wel-
come mat, and millions and millions of
illegal immigrants flooded into our Na-
tion. The Democrats in Congress joined
him. They joined the President. They
worked with him. They aggressively
rolled back Republican-led policies
that had worked to keep our country
safe. Our southern border is now a pipe-
line for illegal crossings. Since Joe
Biden took office, almost 10 million il-
legal immigrants have invaded Amer-
ica.

The Democrats’ uncontrolled illegal
immigration strains our tax dollars; it
undermines the safety of our citizens;
and it endangers our communities.
Hard-working American taxpayers are
now paying. They are paying for hous-
ing; they are paying for healthcare;
they are paying for government hand-
outs—all for illegal immigrants. Ac-
cording to one study, the Democratic
border crisis costs States and cities
close to $450 billion each and every
year.

The heaviest costs of this crisis are
borne by families, by communities, and
by local law enforcement. Day after
day, lives are cut short or changed for-
ever. Just 2 weeks ago, in Florida, an
11-year-old girl was kidnapped and sex-
ually assaulted by a 20-year-old illegal
immigrant brought into this country
under the catch-and-release program of
President Biden. He is here because of
this dangerous program.

The local sheriff in Florida had this
to say:

The Federal Government is victimizing the
people who live in this country by letting
these people in.

To my Democratic colleagues, 1
would say: You voted for open borders.
I would ask you, What if this were your
daughter or what if this were your
granddaughter who had been kidnapped
by an illegal immigrant brought in by
catch-and-release—a 20-year-old here.
Terrible. Frightening.
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Fortunately, this young girl’s moth-
er was able to identify the situation,
and she ran desperately to get that
daughter who had been kidnapped.

We are here fighting to secure the
border to make our communities safer.
Democrats in this body have done
nothing to secure the border. They
have done nothing to stop the flood of
illegal immigrants. The record by the
Democrats in this body is appalling,
and let me start with H.R. 2.

H.R. 2 is, of course, the House bill. It
is called the Secure the Border Act of
2023. It is the strongest border security
bill in our history. It completes the
wall because walls work. It surges new
technology to the border. It hires more
Border Patrol agents and gives them a
bonus. It ends catch-and-release, and it
reinstates the successful plan of ‘“‘Re-
main in Mexico.” If signed into law,
H.R. 2 would stop the flood of illegal
immigrants.

Now, the House of Representatives
passed this bill, the Secure the Border
Act of 2023, on May 11 of 2023. Well,
that was over a year ago. The Senate
majority leader refuses to bring this
House-passed bill to the floor, and he
has been blocking the bill for over a
year.

Of course, it is not just blocking the
Secure the Border Act that is the prob-
lem. Democrats will not vote for real
border security measures. For 3 years
now, open border Democrats—each and
every one of them—have rejected solu-
tions aimed at fixing the border crisis
not once, not twice but in 22 different
recorded votes. Democrats banded to-
gether to say no to finishing the wall,
no to ending catch-and-release, and no
to restoring the ‘“‘Remain in Mexico”’
policy. They blocked the Laken Riley
Act.

Meanwhile, they have embraced poli-
cies that have tried to smooth the flow
of illegal immigrants when people all
across America are saying: Stop this
flood. This includes sending illegal im-
migrants cash payments paid with tax-
payer dollars. The Democrats continue
to fund sanctuary cities. For 3 years,
my Democratic colleagues have seemed
to welcome the crisis at our southern
border. They now want to run away
from their record, and we know why. It
is because election day is less than 6
months away, and they can read the
polls. Democrats can run, but they can-
not hide.

The majority leader recently said
that the situation at the border is un-
acceptable. I am not sure he actually
believes that. After all, one of his first
comments after the 2022 election was
that he endorsed amnesty for illegal
immigrants. The majority leader said
at the time that opening our country
to illegal immigrants is ‘‘the only way
we are going to have a great future in
America.” It is ‘““the only way.”” That is
what the majority leader said. It is
‘““the only way we are going to have a
great future in America’’—amnesty for
illegal immigrants.

The Democrats have no desire to se-
cure the border. Every single Democrat
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in this Capitol is responsible for the
drugs, the deaths, and the destruction
brought on by the invasion of our Na-
tion by illegal immigrants.

This is a cycle of suffering that Sen-
ate Republicans are determined to
stop. This week, I introduced a bill
called the Build the Wall Act. We know
that the border wall works. My pro-
posal finishes the wall. It pays for it by
clawing back unused COVID funding.
This wall is absolutely vital to our Na-
tion’s security.

You know, once upon a time, Senator
SCHUMER actually supported a border
wall. Many of his Democratic col-
leagues supported a border wall. When
Joe Biden was then-Senator Joe
Biden—and I served with him in this
body—he actually voted for a border
wall. They have all flip-flopped, and we
know why—politics, plain and simple.

To my Democratic colleagues, I say
this: You are responsible for innocent
Americans being victimized by illegal
immigrants in communities all across
the Nation. If Democrats are serious
about securing the border, they should
start by voting for a policy that actu-
ally works and is paid for. That is the
reason to vote for the bill I have intro-
duced, the Build the Wall Act.

Madam President, I ask unanimous
consent that notwithstanding rule
XXII, the Senate resume legislative
session and proceed to the immediate
consideration of S. 4392, which is at the
desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object, I share our
colleague’s view that the southern bor-
der is serious business. I strongly favor
smart, effective policies to deal with it.

The reason I can’t support what he
has proposed is that defunding infra-
structure does not make sense, and
that has long been the position of the
Senate.

The money that is being discussed
here has been supported unanimously
over three particular initiatives here in
the Congress. The authors of this, and
I would say this specifically, have been
Senator CORNYN, a member of the lead-
ership on the other side of the aisle,
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and our colleague from California, Sen-
ator PADILLA.

Let me repeat that. We have gone
through this three times with strong
bipartisan support from Republican
leadership—our colleague from Texas,
Senator CORNYN—and Senator PADILLA
from California. The reason why is that
we have said we can come up with
smart policies on the border and also
maintain our infrastructure.

Unfortunately, the funding that my
colleague is talking about would harm
the effort to ensure we build the roads
and the bridges and that we deal with
lead pipes in schools. That is what we
are talking about. That is why the
States and the localities have been
such strong supporters of this.

My colleague serves on the Finance
Committee. There are a number of
areas where we have worked together. I
will note that this week in the Finance
Committee, a number of our colleagues
on the other side of the aisle have
talked about how they want to gen-
erate more growth—a smart idea. Put
me down as interested and wanting to
work in a bipartisan way.

Well, the reality is, you can’t gen-
erate big-league economic growth with
little-league infrastructure, and that,
unfortunately, is what is going on here.
Where we agree that we ought to be
tackling a very serious issue—the
southern border—we disagree on the
method of funding that effort.

I think defunding infrastructure is
the end result of what my colleague is
talking about, and it turns upside down
the bipartisan coalition that has al-
lowed us to use that money at the
State and local levels with Republican
leadership and our friend from Cali-
fornia.

So that is why I have to object.
Therefore, I do object this evening.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President,
let me be very, very brief in just point-
ing out that this bill calls for using
unspent COVID money, specifically as
a result of the COVID pandemic that
hit our Nation, money sent to be spent
for that. It does seem to me and to
probably just about every American
that we are way beyond that period of
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time, and money designated for that
purpose has not yet been spent. It
should be readily available for a
project like this.

I would also note that my friend and
colleague who is on the floor was,
along with President Biden and Sen-
ator SCHUMER, one of those who did
vote on September 29, 2006, for a bill, at
the time, that was called the Secure
Fence Act of 2006.

I yield the floor.

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, just
very briefly, having participated in
these debates—this specific discussion
now, on several occasions—again, my
friend and I just have a difference of
opinion. Senator CORNYN and Senator
PADILLA have repeatedly talked about
this being for the roads and bridges and
dealing with lead pipes in schools. That
is so central to the brighter future we
all—Democrats and Republicans—want
for our country.

So as we wrap up, I want it under-
stood that I share my colleague’s view
about how serious the southern border
is. What we differ on is how we are
going to pay for it. And defunding in-
frastructure—which Senator CORNYN
and Senator PADILLA set out to do, and
I think in a very smart way—is not the
way to go.

I yield the floor.

Mr. BARRASSO. I yield the floor.

————

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M.
TOMORROW

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
adjourned until 10 a.m.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 7:47 p.m.,
adjourned until Thursday, May 23, 2024,
at 10 a.m.

————

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate May 22, 2024:
THE JUDICIARY

DENA M. COGGINS, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT
OF CALIFORNIA.

ANGELA M. MARTINEZ, OF ARIZONA, TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARI-
ZONA.
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