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

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

f 

PRAYER 

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

Let us pray. 
Our Father, thank You for Your pa-

tience. You listen to our prayers even 
when we have insufficient faith. Guide 
our steps, particularly when we at-
tempt to shape our own destiny. 

Today, lead our lawmakers to the 
successful fulfillment of Your purposes. 
As they strive to honor You, strength-
en them with an endurance that will 
keep them strong in the face of com-
plex challenges. Lord, make them 
grateful that You have given them the 
honor of serving You and country. 

And, Lord, bless Senator KEVIN 
CRAMER with Your healing hands. 

We pray in Your mighty Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

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

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MULLIN). The Senator from Iowa. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO RON STEELE 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, 
today, I come to the Senate floor to 
congratulate a legend in the broad-
casting business. Ron Steele is a long- 
time journalist from my hometown TV 
station KWWL in Waterloo, IA. Tomor-

row will be his last day behind the an-
chor desk after more than 50 years of 
bringing news, weather, and sports to 
Iowans. 

Over the years, he has interviewed 
newsmakers from around the world and 
across our State, spanning U.S. Presi-
dents, Nobel laureates, Olympic medal-
ists, and hometown athletes. Iowa’s 
families in the Cedar Valley looked for-
ward to his weekly coverage of ‘‘Friday 
Night Heroes.’’ He also launched a pub-
lic affairs program called ‘‘The Steele 
Report,’’ where he interviewed more 
than 400 people, including this U.S. 
Senator. 

As an avid news consumer, I hold 
Ron’s work in high regard. He has re-
ceived recognition for his outstanding 
work, including the prestigious Jack 
Shelley Award from the Iowa Broad-
cast News Association as well as mul-
tiple Emmy Awards. 

Ron didn’t let grass grow underneath 
his feet behind the anchor’s desk. He 
leveraged his platform to become an 
invaluable civic leader across Cedar 
Valley, bringing particular focus to 
special needs kids. Ron’s program 
called ‘‘Iowa’s Child’’ series has helped 
200 children find their forever families. 
Like my work in the U.S. Senate on 
foster care, what I hear from foster 
care kids as they are shuttled from one 
family to another over the course of a 
year: I would like to have a mom and 
dad and a home. That is what Ron was 
helping these 200 children find. 

His leadership also was instrumental 
in raising enough money for the five 
Sullivan Brothers Iowa Veterans Mu-
seum in Waterloo. I don’t expect people 
in Washington to know about the Sul-
livan brothers, but they are the five 
brothers who were on the same de-
stroyer in 1942 in World War II. It sunk, 
and they all lost their lives. There are 
some trees planted out here, on the 
Capitol Complex, in their memory— 
five Japanese trees. 

So, from one small town kid to an-
other, I appreciate Ron’s commitment 

to our community and to the people of 
Iowa. He will certainly be missed be-
hind the news desk. My wife Barbara 
and I wish the entire Steele family the 
very best in the years ahead. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. 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. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader is recognized. 

f 

BUDGET 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, last 
night, almost every single House Re-
publican signed their names to what 
would be the largest Medicaid cuts in 
American history. The havoc, the dam-
age that that would do to tens of mil-
lions of American families would be al-
most unprecedented when it comes to 
Medicaid. 

Why did Republicans do it? So they 
could cut taxes for the billionaires 
club. The Republican agenda is quickly 
taking shape. Under Donald Trump’s 
Republican Party, billionaires win; 
American families lose. 

Last night proved that Senate Demo-
crats are right. It doesn’t matter if Re-
publicans go with 1 bill or 2 bills or 50 
bills. The endgame for Republicans has 
always been the same: cutting taxes for 
billionaires and forcing American fami-
lies to pick up the tab. 

Now the attention returns to the Re-
publican Senate. Republican Senators 
know these billionaire tax breaks are 
unpopular, particularly because it will 
push deep, nasty cuts to Medicaid. 
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When I hear the Republican leadership 
talk about the bills they propose, they 
never mention the tax cuts to billion-
aires, which is the crown jewel, in their 
minds, of what they are doing. But 
they are afraid to mention it because 
they know how unpopular it is with the 
American people. 

They know it is going to increase the 
deficit by up to $5 trillion. These def-
icit hawks over on the other side of the 
aisle and the House are willing to in-
crease the deficit by that much. 

So what are they doing about it, 
knowing how high it would increase 
the deficit, rising interest rates, rising 
costs, risk of economic downturn? 
What do they do? Instead of facing the 
problem head-on, they are resorting to 
budget gimmicks to hide the true cost 
of their billionaire tax cuts. 

They want to use something—some 
of them—called a current policy base-
line. In essence, current policy baseline 
is an attempt to magically turn $5 tril-
lion of deficit spending into zero dol-
lars on their balance sheets. The deficit 
would still be there. It would still go 
up by $5 trillion in actual terms, but 
this sleight of hand, this hocus-pocus, 
says it is not going to appear on a bal-
ance sheet because we are calling it 
current policy baseline. 

Congress—Democrat or Republican, 
liberal or conservative—has never used 
a ‘‘current policy’’ baseline for rec-
onciliation and for good reason. Any 
junior high school math student could 
tell you their current policy baseline 
gimmickry is utter nonsense. It is an 
attempt for Senate Republicans to hide 
the true cost of their billionaire tax 
cuts from the American people. 

At least House Republicans are being 
honest about the outrageous cost of 
their tax cuts in terms of the deficit. In 
fact, the House Freedom Caucus is 
being far more honest about the deficit 
than our Senate Republican colleagues. 
Maybe the Freedom Caucus should 
send the debt clocks that Representa-
tive THOMAS MASSIE wears on his lapel 
to the Senate Republicans. 

What happened in the House last 
night and what happened last week in 
the Senate is only the beginning. 
Democrats are going to fight these bil-
lionaire tax cuts tooth and nail. Demo-
crats are glad to have this debate be-
cause the American people will be 
aghast when they learn what is really 
in the Republican tax bill, and that is 
tax breaks—huge tax breaks—for their 
billionaire buddies who are all doing 
well, God bless them. The last thing 
America needs is another tax break for 
them—who are so rich already. 

Americans are worried that with 
these tax breaks, inflation is going to 
get worse. Americans are worried that 
Donald Trump will start a trade war 
with our allies and make trips to the 
grocery store an utter nightmare. 

We learned yesterday, for instance, 
that consumer confidence saw its big-
gest drop last month in 4 years—in 4 
years. So this idea that the Repub-
licans can hide what they are doing to 

the American people is not working, 
and we Democrats are going to make 
sure that Americans know exactly 
what they are doing in terms of their 
tax breaks for billionaires hurting the 
average American. 

The issues that Americans are actu-
ally worried about are costs, are infla-
tion, are getting decent healthcare. 
But what are the Republicans spending 
their time on here in Congress? Cutting 
taxes for billionaires and then hiding 
the true cost on the deficit with a 
sleight of hand. 

They are also slashing away at Med-
icaid and SNAP and so many other 
services that bring down the cost of 
living. This is absolutely not what the 
American people signed up for, and Re-
publicans know it because they don’t 
talk about it. 

Talk about how close to $2 trillion in 
your plan goes to the very wealthiest 
in America. You can’t talk about it. Do 
you know why you can’t talk about it? 
Because you know how unpopular it is. 

Yes, it is true that the small number 
of very wealthy, greedy people who 
want their taxes even lower has a dis-
proportionate hold on the Republican 
Party in the House and Senate. So they 
are doing it, but they are afraid to talk 
about it. 

And for sure, when it comes to these 
tax cuts, when it comes to the cuts in 
Medicaid, and so many other bad 
things their budget does, Democrats 
will fight tooth and nail to prevent 
them. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF GOVERNMENT 
EFFICIENCY 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, 
DOGE—day by day, Americans are get-
ting more alarmed by the slash-and- 
burn approach DOGE is taking to basic 
government programs. Americans cer-
tainly want a more efficient govern-
ment, but what DOGE and Donald 
Trump are doing is not efficiency. In-
stead, it is chaos. Americans did not 
sign up for chaos, that is for sure. 

Americans did not sign up for DOGE 
to take its chain saw, for instance, to 
aviation safety. There was another 
near miss, this time in Chicago, in the 
air. Thank God no one was hurt, but 
this shows you the immense impor-
tance of having a fully staffed FAA. 

How on Earth is it efficiency to fire 
aviation safety assistance or mainte-
nance mechanics or people who help 
with safety inspections and repairs? 
But that is just what DOGE did. I can’t 
imagine any American thinks that is 
efficiency. 

The only thing that is going to ac-
complish, of course, is making flying 
less safe. It is going to lead to delays 
and mixups at airports. 

And not even the 9/11 families who 
lost loved ones or were hurt as they 
rushed to the towers right after 9/11, 
not even these folks were safe from the 
DOGE buzz saw. 

DOGE tried to ax the workforce for 
the World Trade Center Health Pro-

gram. I am glad we pushed Donald 
Trump and DOGE to reverse. 

Later today, I will join Senator 
GILLIBRAND, Representatives GOLDMAN 
and GARBARINO to reintroduce the bi-
partisan 9/11 World Trade Center 
Health Program reintroduction, 2 
months after Elon Musk killed this 
program when he tanked the bipartisan 
funding bill in December. 

Mr. President, 9/11 families deserve to 
be treated with dignity, with respect, 
not with the contempt we see from 
DOGE. And no good business operator 
would take this slash-and-burn ap-
proach DOGE is taking. 

People’s Social Security benefits are 
also at risk. Their ability to see a doc-
tor is at stake. Their ability to put 
kids in daycare is at stake. The longer 
DOGE is allowed to rain chaos on the 
American people, the stronger the 
backlash will become. 

And let’s not forget, even by their 
most optimistic projections—and they 
have had to reduce them—the amount 
of money that DOGE will cut is far less 
than the amount of the deficit created 
by the huge Republican tax cut. So all 
this talk that they need to do this for 
deficit reduction is belied by their 
clinging to a whopping deficit creation 
by the tax cut. 

f 

METHANE 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, on the 

methane CRA, today, Senate Repub-
licans will advance a measure undoing 
one of the most important tools we 
have to lower energy prices and hold 
Big Oil and Gas accountable. 

The Republicans, once again, in obei-
sance to the oil and gas industry, are 
pushing a resolution to reverse the 
methane emissions charge, which 
Democrats passed in the Inflation Re-
duction Act. 

It makes big oil companies pay when 
they leak excessive and harmful levels 
of methane. Typically, the more meth-
ane a company leaks during drilling, 
the more these companies will have to 
charge for the methane they do deliver 
and the more gas prices will go up for 
families and businesses. 

The oil companies, they don’t believe 
in what our economists call 
externalities. They think they can just 
throw methane into the air and let ev-
eryone else pay the price in terms of 
climate change, in terms of bad health 
for people, et cetera. 

What they want to do, our Repub-
licans colleagues, will make gas prices 
go up for families and businesses. 

Our law was a reasonable, common-
sense, and a carefully tailored safe-
guard to prevent consumers from foot-
ing the bill of Big Oil’s methane waste, 
paired with Federal funding to help big 
oil companies reduce their waste. 

Reducing methane waste in the at-
mosphere saves consumers money. It 
protects local communities from pollu-
tion; and methane, as you know, is a 
superpotent greenhouse gas. 

Scientists agree that reducing meth-
ane is one of the best things we can do 
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to combat climate change. Its delete-
rious effects on the atmosphere are 
many, many times greater even than 
CO2 is. 

So why do Republicans want to over-
turn it so badly? Because, as typical, 
Republicans are putting the needs of 
big oil and gas companies over the 
needs of the American people, over the 
health of the American people, and 
over the health of our globe. 

Americans don’t want Big Oil and 
Big Gas running the show. Americans 
don’t want more pollution in their 
communities. Americans don’t want 
higher gas prices. But that is what the 
Republicans are doing with today’s 
CRA vote. Today’s vote will show the 
American people, once again, who is on 
your side and who is on the side of Big 
Oil and Gas. I hope everyone watches 
closely. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

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

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

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

f 

ENERGY 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, when 
it comes to American energy, the 
emergency siren is blaring. After 4 
years of reckless regulations and re-
strictions by the Democrat administra-
tion, energy prices have jumped 31 per-
cent. Families are feeling it all across 
the country. To most Americans, this 
is the definition of an energy emer-
gency. To Senate Democrats, it is an 
inconvenient truth. 

Today, Democrats are trying to re-
verse President Trump’s national en-
ergy emergency. They are bringing it 
right here to the floor of the U.S. Sen-
ate. They are trying to block common-
sense measures that are going to ad-
dress painfully high energy prices 
under which American families have 
been suffering. This national energy 
emergency is part of President Trump’s 
swift actions—actions to unleash 
American energy. It is part of this 
broader vision of affordable, reliable, 
available American energy. 

Democrats oppose all of that. They 
have opposed it for the last 4 years. 
They still oppose it. They have learned 
nothing from 4 years of failure. Demo-
crats remain the party of high energy 
prices. That is what they want. They 
think it is going to help the climate. 
Democrats remain the party of painful 
and punishing regulations. They re-
main the party of never-ending depend-
ence on foreign dictators for energy 
that we have right here. Democrats 
want to continue the war on American 
energy, and that is why they are going 
to line up today and oppose what Presi-
dent Trump is trying to do to bring en-
ergy prices down. 

Republicans know that the best way 
to lower prices for the American people 
is to support more American energy 
production. We have it here; we ought 
to use it. We have the energy. But not 
just do we have the energy, we have 
the workers—excellent, qualified, hard- 
working Americans—and they know 
how to produce American energy re-
sponsibly. 

Last week, Senate Republicans, here 
in this body, passed a budget to secure 
the border, to unleash American en-
ergy, to rebuild our military, and we 
are taking further action to address 
high energy prices and cut redtape. 

We are working today on two impor-
tant resolutions, doing it this entire 
week, using something called the Con-
gressional Review Act. The first is 
from Senator JOHN KENNEDY of Lou-
isiana. His resolution rolls back a bur-
densome Biden midnight regulation on 
energy production in the Gulf of Amer-
ica. The Senate passed it yesterday. 

The second is from Senator JOHN 
HOEVEN of North Dakota. His resolu-
tion cuts about $7 billion in new nat-
ural gas taxes on energy producers—$7 
billion of new taxes. Where did it come 
from? It came from the Democrats. 

This tax on American energy hits 
American families who use the energy 
to heat their homes. It was mandated 
by the Democrats’ reckless tax-and- 
spending bill. The Democrat tax penal-
izes oil and gas production in America, 
and in doing so, it punishes American 
families. 

The golden age of American energy is 
the foundation of our golden age for 
America. It is linked directly to the 
prices that we pay, to the technology 
we use, and to the world we live in. Re-
publicans are not going to allow the 
sticky thorns of redtape to entangle 
American energy. Republicans are re-
versing these punishing political regu-
lations. That is what we are doing 
today. We are taking the handcuffs off 
of American energy production. We are 
paving the way for affordable, reliable 
American energy production. 

Unleashing American energy means 
lower prices. It means more innova-
tion. It means more safety and sta-
bility in our communities and in our 
economy. 

America is an energy superpower. We 
need to act like it. 

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

ator from Rhode Island. 
f 

S.J. RES. 10 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, initially, I 
want to make a very brief comment on 
the legislation my colleagues Senator 
HEINRICH and Senator KAINE are ad-
vancing and which will be voted on 
later this afternoon. I am proud to be a 
cosponsor of this resolution, which 
would overturn President Trump’s 
really sham energy emergency. 

At a time when the United States is 
already producing record amounts of 
oil and gas, the President wants to by-

pass laws and explore eminent domain 
to fast-track fossil fuel projects—not 
alternate energy projects, fossil fuel 
projects—and really not to lower prices 
or create jobs but to benefit his Big Oil 
donors, whom President Trump report-
edly asked to donate $1 billion to his 
campaign. It sounds awfully like quid 
pro quo, which in the past was frowned 
upon by Presidents. 

The truth is, the President’s Execu-
tive orders on energy, including his un-
lawful pause on investments from the 
Inflation Reduction Act, threaten to 
raise prices, kill good-paying American 
jobs, and cede economic opportunities 
to China. 

This is true in my home State of 
Rhode Island, where offshore wind com-
panies worked hand in hand with the 
local communities, labor leaders, and 
local officials to invest in good-paying 
jobs for Rhode Island. The President’s 
actions threaten that process. 

So I look forward to voting in favor 
of this resolution when it comes up 
later today. 

f 

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND 
ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, my key 

topic this morning is to speak about 
the tremendous value that NOAA—the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration—provides the American 
people. 

Over the past few weeks, we have 
heard alarming reports that the Trump 
administration wants to make good on 
its Project 2025 promise to ‘‘break up 
and downsize’’ and privatize portions of 
NOAA, including the National Weather 
Service. Destroying NOAA in this way 
would be an enormous blunder that 
would hurt our economy, hamper inno-
vation, and increase the risks to Amer-
ican lives and property. 

The fact is that NOAA accounts for 
just one-tenth of 1 percent of the Fed-
eral budget. Yet it is delivering infor-
mation and research that are abso-
lutely vital to our economic pros-
perity. 

The reports we see on the local news, 
on the Weather Channel, and all our 
smart phones are built on forecasts and 
information generated by the National 
Weather Service and its array of sci-
entists, satellites, and equipment. 

NOAA’s tornado and hurricane warn-
ing systems provide local emergency 
managers critical information to pre-
pare and respond to storms, often up to 
a week in advance. 

NOAA’s aviation forecasts help en-
sure planes can take off and land at 
their destinations safely. 

NOAA’s seasonal forecasts help farm-
ers plant and grow our food. 

On the seas, NOAA’s nautical chart-
ing and mapping services are used by 
everyone, from recreational boaters to 
international shipping companies. Its 
exploration of uncharted portions of 
the ocean floor give us insight into 
parts of our planet that are still as 
mysterious—maybe even more mys-
terious than outer space. 
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NOAA works to protect our fishing 

industry and bring American seafood 
to kitchen tables around the world, 
supporting 1.7 million fishing jobs, a 
quarter of a trillion dollars in seafood 
industry sales, and $117 billion in 
value-added impacts. 

And the list goes on and on and on. 
A study by the American Meteorolog-

ical Society found that every dollar in-
vested in the National Weather Service 
produces $73 in value to the American 
people. 

NOAA isn’t a creature of Wash-
ington, DC. It is in Norman, OK, where 
NOAA’s Storm Prediction Center 
tracks severe weather and tornado 
warnings. It is in Florida, where 
NOAA’s National Hurricane Center 
monitors incoming storms to save lives 
and mitigate property loss. It is in 
Alaska, where scientists at NOAA’s 
Fisheries Science Center work to main-
tain healthy fish populations to sup-
port local fishermen. 

It is in my home State of Rhode Is-
land, the Ocean State, where NOAA is 
building Atlantic Marine Operations 
Center, which will centralize its oper-
ations and take advantage of the exper-
tise found in Rhode Island and our 
nearby States. 

We have an incredible concentration 
of oceanographic and marine scientists. 

We have the Naval Undersea Warfare 
Center in Newport. They are leaders in 
research for underseas vessels, issues 
that are critical to our national secu-
rity. The University of Rhode Island, 
just across the bay, has a nationally 
recognized School of Oceanography, 
and they have just devoted millions of 
dollars to upgrade and improve that. 
They will receive a new research vessel 
shortly. 

We have a partnership with Woods 
Hole in Massachusetts, just probably 45 
minutes away. This is where the sci-
entific center on oceanography is 
gradually emerging, and so NOAA’s ar-
rival will be beneficial. But it won’t be 
a result simply of their efforts; it will 
be the combination of what we have al-
ready put in place. 

NOAA is, as I said, situated in an 
area where—the Blue Economy, which 
includes our Graduate School of Ocean-
ography at the University of Rhode Is-
land, the Naval Undersea Warfare Cen-
ter, small shipyards, and one of the 
most important fishing ports on the 
east coast. They will become an inte-
gral part of that. So they will be sus-
tained and supported at the same time 
they sustain and support our current 
efforts. 

As we face new and ever-growing 
challenges, including those driven by 
climate change and extreme weather, 
NOAA’s work is more vital than ever. 

The President and Mr. Musk’s reck-
less threats to NOAA’s workforce, its 
budget, and its scientific research will 
make us less prepared and cost more 
money and, indeed, lives. 

Craig McLean, who served as NOAA’s 
top scientist during the first Trump ad-
ministration, said of the threats posed 
by the President and Elon Musk: 

It’s dire. . . . The way that this is being 
handled is with ignorance and a sledge-
hammer rather than the appropriate discre-
tion that’s necessary. 

Protecting NOAA and its workforce 
is an investment in our future, an in-
vestment in our ability to predict and 
prepare for natural disasters and in the 
resilience of our planet. 

I urge the President and my col-
leagues to protect NOAA and ensure it 
can continue to carry out its mission 
and continue to provide valuable serv-
ices to the American people. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SHEEHY). Morning business is closed. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

TERMINATING THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY DECLARED WITH 
RESPECT TO ENERGY 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources is dis-
charged from further consideration of 
S.J. Res. 10, and the Senate will pro-
ceed to the consideration of the joint 
resolution, which the clerk will report 
by title. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

A joint resolution (S.J. Res. 10) termi-
nating the national emergency declared with 
respect to energy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be six 
hours for debate only, with the time 
equally divided between the leaders or 
their designees. 

The Senator from Texas. 
TRUMP ADMINISTRATION 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I know 
there is a lot going on in Washington, 
DC, these days given the speed and the 
aggressiveness with which President 
Trump and his administration have at-
tacked his agenda, and I use that in a 
very positive way. It gets a little con-
fusing to figure out what is important 
and what is maybe not quite so impor-
tant. 

But I would like to talk about one 
thing that has been very top of mind 
for a lot of us here in the House and the 
Senate; and that, of course, is the proc-
ess to implement President Trump’s 
‘‘America First’’ agenda. 

This is what the election was about, 
just on November 5. And, of course, a 
lot of ink has been spilled on the me-
chanics of the process, talking about 
budget resolutions, reconciliation in-
structions, and things that are gib-
berish to most Americans, but this is 
the process by which we do the job of 
implementing President Trump’s 
‘‘America-First’’ agenda. 

Last week, my Senate colleagues and 
I were here late into the night and into 
the early morning voting on amend-

ments to the budget passed out of the 
Senate Budget Committee on which I 
serve. 

Our colleagues in the House voted to 
pass their version last night, so now we 
find ourselves at a critical juncture 
with a different budget resolution in 
the House from that passed by the Sen-
ate. 

And, of course, as I said, we have 
been spending a lot of time and energy 
talking about procedural questions up 
to this point. Questions over whether 
the Republicans will enact President 
Trump’s agenda in one bill or two, 
whether the bill that eventually 
reaches the President’s desk would 
originate in the House or the Senate. A 
great deal of discussion and debate has 
been ongoing about all of these details 
and more. 

But what is most important is to 
keep our eye on the prize, what we are 
actually trying to accomplish. As I 
mentioned at the beginning, last No-
vember, millions of Americans went to 
the polls and elected President Trump 
and to turn the page on the last 4 years 
of the Biden administration’s disas-
trous inflationary policies. 

We finally reached a point where, as 
Admiral Mullen, the former chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff about 10 
years ago, when asked what our biggest 
threat to our national security was, he 
said it was the debt. And at the time, 
I think many of us, me included, 
thought, well, that is kind of an inter-
esting take. Well, we have finally come 
to a point where Admiral Mullen’s 
statement and reality have converged, 
where we are now paying more interest 
on the national debt than we are on de-
fense of our Nation, in a dangerous 
world which seems to be getting more 
dangerous all the time. 

We spend about 2.8 percent of our 
gross domestic product on national de-
fense, and there is no question in my 
mind that we are going to have to up 
that figure substantially, but we can’t 
do it by continuing to borrow against 
our Nation’s credit card and to crowd 
out other investment and to pass that 
debt on to our children and grand-
children. That is just flat immoral. 

So now the task at hand is to enact 
the policies that the American people 
voted for. And what are those policies? 
Well, first and foremost, we have to se-
cure the southern border. I represent a 
State of about 31 million people with a 
1,200-mile common border between the 
United States and Mexico. 

We know in Texas what the price 
that we have had to pay—not just at 
the border, not just in Texas, but 
throughout the Nation—for the open 
border policies of the Biden adminis-
tration. Customs and Border Protec-
tion encounters with illegal migrants 
increased more than 40 percent from 
fiscal year 2021 to fiscal 2023, totaling 
more than 10 billion encounters nation-
wide. 

And when we say this is an encoun-
ter, this is people showing up, claiming 
asylum, only to be released into the in-
terior of the United States and given a 
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court date that may be 10 years off or 
simply paroled, which means released 
into the United States, given a work 
permit. In other words, in the words of 
the Border Patrol when I asked them, 
what do you think the best solution is 
to deal with this flood of humanity 
coming across the border, they used 
one word. They said ‘‘consequences.’’ 
There have to be consequences to com-
ing to the United States outside of 
legal immigration channels. 

And during the Biden administration, 
there simply were no consequences. It 
was like having a big, green traffic 
light on the border telling people from 
anywhere around the world: Come on 
in. 

And, of course, the people who facili-
tated that are these criminal organiza-
tions, the cartels that have now been 
designated as foreign terrorist organi-
zations by the Trump administration. 
And, oh, by the way, not only did they 
traffic in human beings for all sorts of 
purposes—including human trafficking 
of children, young girls, young boys— 
these were the same people who facili-
tated the movement of drugs across the 
border in massive quantities that took 
the life of more than 100,000 Americans 
last year alone. About 70,000 of those 
were from fentanyl, a word that has be-
come more common lately because it is 
ubiquitous; it is everywhere. It is in 
States like Montana, States like 
Texas. And many of my colleagues 
have said: Well, as a result of the disas-
trous border policies of the Biden ad-
ministration, every State is now a bor-
der State. 

Well, on top of all the people who 
were simply released—basically enrich-
ing the cartels, who charge by the 
head, and making it easier for them to 
smuggle drugs into the United States— 
more than 1.7 million ‘‘got-aways’’ 
evaded Border Patrol. What that 
means, basically, is they were seen on 
a camera or some sort of sensor, but by 
the time the Border Patrol showed up, 
they were gone. 

And, of course, these are the people 
who, frankly, are up to no good. 
Whether they have criminal records, 
whether they were carrying drugs, 
whether they had some other reason to 
evade law enforcement, these are not 
honest, hard-working people who just 
simply wanted a better way of life—1.7 
million ‘‘got-aways.’’ 

The human and drug trafficking fa-
cilitated by the Biden administration’s 
open border policies have caused im-
measurable suffering to the people of 
Texas and the people of the Nation. 
The fentanyl manufactured with Chi-
nese precursors smuggled through the 
open borders has taken tens of thou-
sands of American lives. It is a shock-
ing statistic to me that, out of the 
70,000 or so—young people, mainly— 
who died as a result of ingesting 
fentanyl, unbeknownst to them, they 
thought they were actually consuming 
something else—a Percocet, some other 
relatively innocuous drug—only to find 
out the hard way that it was contami-

nated with fentanyl, a deadly drug, 
which is now the leading cause of death 
for young people between the ages of 18 
and 45. 

We know where it comes from. The 
chemicals come from China. We know 
where it goes to be manufactured and 
made to look like relatively innocuous 
pills that are then taken by our young 
people. It comes across the border from 
Mexico. And yet the Biden administra-
tion’s open border policies made it 
easier, not harder, for that to happen, 
and the results, as I said, have been 
disastrous. 

Well, now it is up to us to right the 
ship by enacting President Trump’s 
border security agenda, but we also 
have other work to do. We have to ex-
tend the expiring tax provisions of the 
Tax Cuts and Jobs Act, a bill that we 
passed in 2017. And after 5 years, many 
provisions of that tax bill expire. 

If Congress fails to extend the tax 
cuts championed by President Trump 
in his first term and passed by Repub-
lican majorities in the House and Sen-
ate, Americans will face the highest 
tax increase in recent history. A family 
of four making around $80,000 a year 
will see a $1,700 a year tax hike if these 
provisions expire. 

Let me say that again: A family of 
four making $80,000 a year will see a 
tax increase of $1,700 next year if these 
provisions expire. 

Now, the reason why I emphasize 
that is because to listen to our Demo-
cratic colleagues, you would think it is 
all about billionaires and millionaires. 
But, no, 62 percent of American tax-
payers would pay more taxes if we ex-
perience a multitrillion-dollar tax in-
crease as a result of the expiration of 
these provisions in 2025. 

Well, after 4 years of the highest in-
flation we have had in the last 40 years, 
families have struggled to keep up. In 
fact, many of them have been stuck 
with an effective pay cut and a reduc-
tion in their standard of living because 
the same dollars in their pocket have 
had less purchasing power than they 
used to, as a result of this insidious, se-
cret, or invisible tax known as infla-
tion. 

So now is not the time to slap these 
American families with a tax increase. 
That would be insult to injury. After 
Washington Democrats eroded the pur-
chasing power of American families, it 
would only add insult to injury to go 
back to those same families in Texas 
and elsewhere and insist that the gov-
ernment needs to take even more of 
their hard-earned paycheck come tax 
day. 

I was proud to work with President 
Trump in 2017, along with all of my col-
leagues. I happened to be the chief vote 
counter back then, as majority whip, 
when we passed the Tax Cuts and Jobs 
Act and made sure that it had the nec-
essary support to get across the finish 
line. It wasn’t easy, but it was impor-
tant. And it had a huge impact on the 
quality of life and the standard of liv-
ing of millions and millions of Ameri-
cans. 

And so I look forward to working 
with my colleagues here in the Senate 
to extend those expiring provisions, 
now during President Trump’s second 
term. 

Last but not least, we have to begin 
the process of getting our spending and 
debt under control in order to get a 
grip on the historic, runaway inflation 
caused by President Biden and Wash-
ington Democrats’ reckless spending 
spree, and I also mentioned the impact 
it has on our ability to provide for the 
common defense and our national secu-
rity. Ronald Reagan famously said: 
Peace—which is something we all as-
pire to—peace comes through strength. 
Weakness is a provocation and an invi-
tation to the world’s tyrants and bul-
lies—people like Vladimir Putin, peo-
ple like President Xi in China. If they 
sense weakness, they will take advan-
tage of it. And what we would need to 
do in America and with our allies is to 
reestablish deterrence. That is what 
‘‘peace through strength’’ means, and 
we can’t do it by continuing to spend 
borrowed money and racking up debt 
on our Nation’s credit card. 

We have a once-in-a-generation op-
portunity to address not only discre-
tionary spending—which is what we do 
on an annual basis, which is about 28 
percent of what the Federal Govern-
ment spends—but mandatory spending. 
The Federal Government spends an 
enormous amount of money each year. 
It is in excess of $6.5 trillion. 

Now, I don’t have the brain capacity 
to conceive of what $6.5 trillion is, and 
I doubt anybody does. But it is a lot of 
money, and there is no way we are 
going to be able to get our spending 
problem and our debt problem under 
control by addressing 28 percent of 
what the Federal Government spends. 

So we need to look not only at the 
discretionary spending; we need to look 
at the so-called mandatory spending, 
which is on auto pilot. And, yes, Medi-
care and Social Security are off the 
table. We are not going to be talking 
about those. We need to address those 
at some point, but we can only do that 
with bipartisan support. 

And then there are things like the 
Tax Code, which is more than just de-
ductions and credits. Our Democratic 
colleagues have now turned the Tax 
Code into a welfare benefit scheme. 
The child tax credit and the earned in-
come tax credit are refundable tax 
credits, which means it is not a credit 
against income. It is not a deduction. 
It is a check that is handed out. And 
there are $200 billion worth of refund-
able tax credits paid out on an annual 
basis by the Federal Government—$200 
billion. We need to get ahold of that. 
We need to get that under control. 

We also need to return to common-
sense requirements that were bipar-
tisan back in the days of Bill Clinton, 
which is meaningful work require-
ments for means-tested programs. We 
need to help people who need help. But 
if people are able to help themselves by 
working and providing for their family 
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and they don’t need to be a burden on 
the taxpayers, then they should be con-
tributing like everybody else and not 
living off of the American taxpayer. 

Americans across the country voted 
to end the reckless policies of the 
Biden administration. So now it is up 
to us to deliver. We have kicked the 
can down the road so far, we have run 
out of road, and now we have a once-in- 
a-generation opportunity, with Presi-
dent Trump and Republican majorities 
in both Houses, to do something about 
it. 

The House and the Senate have the 
same goal. The American people have 
given this administration a mandate, 
and the clock is ticking. At the end of 
the day, what matters is not whether 
the talking heads in the media or peo-
ple across the country see this as a 
Senate bill or a House bill. That is in-
consequential. What matters is that it 
is President Trump’s agenda that we 
are implementing, as mandated by the 
American people last November 5. 

We need to get this across the finish 
line to secure the border, to provide for 
the common defense, to avoid a mas-
sive tax increase on middle-class fami-
lies, and to get our national debt under 
control once and for all. That is what 
Texans voted for on November 5, and I 
believe that is what Americans voted 
for on November 5. That is our man-
date, and we have no option but to get 
this job done. 

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

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

call the roll. 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

NOMINATION OF JAMIESON GREER 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I rise in 

opposition to the nomination of 
Jamieson Greer to serve as U.S. Trade 
Representative. If confirmed, he would 
be the top official on one of the Presi-
dent’s signature issues: trade and tar-
iffs. 

Donald Trump was elected President 
largely on the promise of lowering 
prices for American families and re-
making the global economy to Amer-
ica’s benefit. Six weeks into his Presi-
dency, what he has shown is a willing-
ness to impose staggering costs on our 
families, workers, and businesses in 
order to settle scores on issues that 
have nothing to do with trade or the 
economy. He gets headlines; his 
wealthy friends get tax breaks; and 
American families get stuck with high-
er prices and bigger bills. 

I oppose this nomination. I certainly 
have nothing against Mr. Greer person-
ally. I just believe, in this position, he 
will be a rubberstamp for the Trump 
tax, the knee-jerk decision to slap tar-
iffs on nearly everything Americans 
buy, and make high prices even higher. 
Mr. Greer has embraced the Trump 

chaos strategy, which is a slap in the 
face to farmers, manufacturers, and 
communities across the country. They 
are sounding the alarm about how the 
Trump program is already costing 
them sales overseas and jobs here at 
home. Our country needs a U.S. Trade 
Representative who will be the point 
person on trade for this administra-
tion, and I just don’t have the con-
fidence in Mr. Greer for that job. 

Let me start with the first key point. 
The Trump administration’s across- 
the-board tariffs are going to cost 
Americans big time—up to $2,600 a 
year, according to one estimate. That 
could devastate American jobs. One ap-
praisal is that they could destroy 
344,000 American jobs. 

Donald Trump has already ordered 
tariffs on Canada, Mexico, and China. 
The China tariffs went into effect last 
month. Now, he is promising that 25 
percent tariffs on everything Ameri-
cans buy from Mexico and Canada will 
go into effect next week. Get ready for 
gas prices to go up, power prices to 
spike, auto supply chains to be thrown 
out of whack, and fresh fruits and vege-
tables to get more expensive. 

And there is more. Donald Trump has 
promised new tariffs on steel and alu-
minum, which go into everything from 
soda cans to cars. Yesterday, he pro-
posed tariffs on copper, which is used 
in everything from housing to medical 
devices and cars. They largely come 
from Chile and Canada. And he is push-
ing something called reciprocal tariffs 
on . . . maybe . . . everything. 

The only thing we can be sure about 
with Trump’s tariffs is that they are 
going to hit working Americans the 
hardest. Donald Trump, Elon Musk, 
and their billionaire friends are barely 
going to notice the price hikes. 

If you ask people at a Fred Meyer’s 
store in Gresham, OR, or who are buy-
ing groceries in Charlotte or in Kala-
mazoo, they don’t need an economist 
to know that Donald Trump isn’t help-
ing prices. Less than a third of Ameri-
cans approve of the job Donald Trump 
is doing on inflation, according to a 
poll released this week. Consumer sen-
timent—a particularly important 
measure—fell by 10 percent this month. 
More and more Americans are rightly 
worried that tariffs are going to drive 
more inflation. 

If this trade war continues, there is 
no doubt many U.S. workers, farmers, 
and ranchers are going to lose their 
jobs when our trading partners retali-
ate and slap tariffs on ‘‘Made in the 
USA’’ products. That is what happened 
the last time Donald Trump was in of-
fice. American producers of everything 
from rice to bourbon to motorcycles 
got hammered. They sold less overseas, 
made less money, and workers ended 
up paying the price. 

There is a right way to approach tar-
iffs that punishes bad actors like China 
and targets the products that will 
change other countries’ behaviors 
while minimizing the cost to American 
families. Donald Trump is doing the 

opposite. He is maximizing price spikes 
for regular Americans, with no plan or 
strategy. 

One other point with respect to trade 
chaos: Mr. Greer has endorsed this, and 
it is already hurting farmers and small 
businesses. Now, I had four townhall 
meetings in my State recently and 
talked with lots of small businesses 
and farmers. 

I am hearing one message over and 
over again: They are already losing 
sales and losing markets to Donald 
Trump’s bluster. Last year, our State 
exported $34 billion in blueberries, ha-
zelnuts, and other goods overseas—al-
most an alltime high. Now, instead of 
building on that success, our producers 
and innovators prepare for the worst. 

This story comes up again and again. 
The Washington Post quoted an Iowa 
farmer who has seen prices of seed, fer-
tilizers, and equipment increase while 
prices for soybeans are flat. ‘‘Our goal 
is to make Iowa and U.S. soybean 
farms profitable,’’ said this Iowa farm-
er, ‘‘and to do that, we need these 
international markets. We need to 
keep growing demand.’’ 

The State economist in Georgia said 
this month that the greatest threat to 
that State’s economy—and I will re-
peat that—the greatest threat to the 
economy is Trump’s trade threats. Tar-
iffs mean higher prices for consumers 
while trade wars mean other countries 
buy less of what Georgia makes, in-
cluding aerospace components, pulp 
and paper, and auto parts. 

Pittsburgh-based aluminum manu-
facturer Alcoa said Trump’s tariffs will 
cost 100,000 jobs in the United States 
and won’t lead to more production 
here. ‘‘This is bad for the aluminum in-
dustry in the [United States]. It’s bad 
for American workers’’—not according 
to some Member of the Senate, but 
that is what the Alcoa CEO said. There 
are similar reports of communities 
fearing the worst in Wisconsin, North 
Carolina, and all across America. 

One final reason I oppose the Greer 
nomination: It is not clear to me that 
he will be the final voice in the room 
with Donald Trump on trade. There are 
an awful lot of trade cooks in that 
kitchen. Peter Navarro, Treasury Sec-
retary Bessent, and Commerce Sec-
retary Lutnick all have claimed re-
sponsibility for trade. It reminds me of 
an old saying that gets attributed to 
John Madden: 

If you’ve got two quarterbacks, you have 
none. 

Well, if you have four chief trade offi-
cials, you have none. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Greer did little in 
his confirmation process to build con-
fidence that the buck stops with him 
on trade. He said it is not a trade mat-
ter when Donald Trump uses tariffs to 
settle scores about the border, immi-
gration, and diplomatic issues. So Mr. 
Greer said these decisions aren’t some-
thing he would expect to be involved 
with if confirmed. If the U.S. Trade 
Representative isn’t going to be in the 
room when tariff decisions are at 
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stake, it is not clear to me what influ-
ence over critical trade decisions Mr. 
Greer will have in the Trump adminis-
tration. 

Americans need a trade policy that 
puts workers and families first and a 
chief trade official who has the author-
ity to deliver actual results for our 
workers and families. Unfortunately, 
neither of those is on offer today. That 
is why I oppose this nomination. 

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

ator from Idaho. 
Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I rise 

today to urge my colleagues to vote in 
favor of the confirmation of Mr. 
Jamieson Greer, who is nominated to 
serve as the U.S. Trade Representative. 

I think I ought to just probably set a 
couple of facts straight about Presi-
dent Trump’s utilization of the various 
policies that he used in the past term 
when he was President the first time. 

It was said that wages went down, 
prices went up, and that people are 
going to face terrible, dire con-
sequences if he is able to follow his 
trade policies again in this term. The 
reality is that under President Trump, 
wages went up, jobs went up, unem-
ployment went down, benefits went up, 
the economy grew dramatically, and 
we had the strongest economy in our 
lifetimes because of the policies Presi-
dent Trump pursued. So I don’t think 
people should let the politics of fear— 
saying that everything President 
Trump does is going to hurt people— 
convince them otherwise. 

The Office of the U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative, which was created in 1962 
by Congress, develops and coordinates 
U.S. international trade policy and 
oversees trade negotiations with other 
countries. 

The U.S. Trade Representative—the 
role for which Mr. Greer is nomi-
nated—historically and statutorily 
serves as the United States’ principal 
adviser, negotiator, and spokesperson 
on trade issues. Mr. Greer is well suited 
for these roles, as demonstrated during 
his previous tenure as USTR Chief of 
Staff when he worked with both sides 
of the aisle in negotiating and securing 
congressional approval of the United 
States-Mexico-Canada Agreement, 
which passed the Senate 89 to 10. 

I would note that the previous U.S. 
Trade Representative, who is now 
being replaced by Mr. Greer, and Presi-
dent Biden himself for the past 4 years 
refused to actually negotiate any bilat-
eral trade agreements with other na-
tions—none. 

Throughout the nomination process, 
Mr. Greer demonstrated his strong 
commitment to working with Congress 
in a bipartisan fashion to advance the 
interests of our farmers, ranchers, fish-
ers, and workers. In particular, I ap-
plaud Mr. Greer’s commitment to 
change that pattern of the last 4 years 
and to negotiate and work on opening 
markets for our farmers and manufac-
turers around the globe, negotiating 
new bilateral trade agreements and en-

forcing existing ones—something we 
have not seen for 4 years. 

I fully welcome a return to the USTR 
that performs its statutory obligation 
of creating new opportunities for 
Americans, and I look forward to the 
USTR’s forthcoming reviews of foreign 
trade barriers that stymie U.S. invest-
ments and imports. 

I urge my colleagues to join me now 
in advancing Mr. Greer’s nomination. 
It is critical that the United States 
have a USTR at the helm of these in-
vestigations and to support the admin-
istration’s return to an active and ro-
bust trade agenda that prioritizes 
America’s farmers, ranchers, workers, 
and businesses. 

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

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

roll. 
Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I ask 

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

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

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

The bill clerk read the nomination of 
Jamieson Greer, of Maryland, to be 
United States Trade Representative, 
with the rank of Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary. 

VOTE ON GREER NOMINATION 

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

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from North Dakota (Mr. CRAMER). 

The result was announced—yeas 56, 
nays 43, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 94 Ex.] 

YEAS—56 

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

Fischer 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hickenlooper 
Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 

McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Peters 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sheehy 
Slotkin 
Sullivan 

Thune 
Tillis 

Tuberville 
Whitehouse 

Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—43 

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

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

Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Cramer 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

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

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

TERMINATING THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY DECLARED WITH 
RESPECT TO ENERGY 

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

The Senator from Virginia. 
S.J. RES. 10 

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I rise to 
begin a discussion that will take place, 
during today, about S.J. Res. 10, which 
is a resolution that my colleague Sen-
ator HEINRICH and I have filed to chal-
lenge President Trump’s day-one dec-
laration of a U.S. energy emergency. 

And you will hear from a number of 
our colleagues today, expressing the 
basic point that the declaration is a 
sham. There is, in fact, no emergency, 
but it has been declared so as to gut 
various environmental laws passed by 
Congress, still part of U.S. statutory 
law, in order to advantage certain 
kinds of energy—i.e., oil, gas, and 
coal—and punish other forms of en-
ergy—wind, solar, et cetera. 

I am very, very happy to have the 
support of my colleague Senator HEIN-
RICH, who is the energy expert on the 
Democratic side in this body, and very, 
very happy to have so many colleagues 
who will be speaking on this matter 
today on the Senate floor. 

President Trump took a number of 
actions on his first day in office, and 
many of them got a lot of attention. 
One that didn’t get so much attention 
was his decision, on day one—on day 
one—to declare that the United States 
was in an energy emergency and, there-
fore, we needed to bypass environ-
mental laws. 

I want to dig into the sham nature of 
the emergency declaration and then ex-
plore why President Trump actually 
has done this, and, finally, conclude 
with a request to my colleagues that 
the article I branch should not just roll 
over and play dead when a President 
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declares an emergency that does not 
actually exist. 

So let’s first talk about the claim 
that President Trump has raised that 
the United States is in an energy emer-
gency. 

This is a chart that shows U.S. en-
ergy production from 1950 until essen-
tially today. The chart goes through 
about 2023 and does not include the 2024 
numbers. But I am proud to stand here 
and tell you, especially as one who has 
supported many of the policies that 
have led to this growth in American 
energy, that America is producing 
more energy today than at any point in 
the history of this Nation. America is 
the leader in the world in energy pro-
duction, and for the last few years, we 
have been an energy surplus nation, 
producing more than we consume. 

You will see that the chart includes 
different kinds of energy—oil, gas, 
coal, renewable—but the direction of 
the chart shows steady increase in pro-
duction. 

Let’s go into the kinds of energy we 
are talking about here. In 2024, Amer-
ica produced more natural gas than at 
any time in the history of this country. 
In 2024, America produced more petro-
leum than at any time in the history of 
this country. And in 2024, America de-
ployed more renewable energy than at 
any time in the history of this country. 
In fact, in 2024, more than 90 percent of 
the energy added to the Nation’s en-
ergy grid was from renewable sources— 
wind, solar, and battery storage. 

The United States, recently, in the 
past few years became—there may be a 
technical term for this, but I call it an 
energy surplus nation. We produce 
more than we consume. That moment 
happened in 2019, when our production 
started to outpace consumption. In 
every year since 2019, that surplus has 
grown, and the surplus in 2024 was at 
record levels. And it is a good thing to 
produce significantly more than we 
consume. 

Why is it a good thing? Because we 
are able to sell energy to others, reduc-
ing our trade deficit. 

I participated with Senators in lift-
ing the ban on export of crude petro-
leum a few years ago, and that plus ex-
ports of liquid natural gas have helped 
us with our trade deficit. But more di-
rectly related to this moment in time, 
the export of American energy has also 
helped us help other nations that are 
reliant on energy from petrol dictators. 
The nations in Europe that had to rely 
on Vladimir Putin, nations in other 
parts of the world that have had to rely 
on Iran or Venezuela, now, increas-
ingly, are able to access U.S. energy. 

I was in Finland over the weekend, 
visiting Virginia Guard troops exer-
cising with the Finnish Army. Finland 
is importing liquid natural gas from 
the United States and using it for their 
own energy needs and also for the en-
ergy needs of other European nations. 

So where is the emergency? More oil 
than ever, more natural gas than ever, 
more renewables than ever, and a 

record surplus of production over con-
sumption. 

Where is the emergency? The emer-
gency is not in the energy sector. The 
emergency is Donald Trump self-cre-
ating an emergency, because Donald 
Trump in other actions taken in the 
first week of his administration has 
gone full tilt to challenge energy 
projects that are creating jobs and low-
ering prices all across this country. 

Donald Trump and his administra-
tion are attacking wind projects. They 
are attacking solar projects. They are 
attacking clean energy projects that 
aren’t oil, coal, natural gas, and nu-
clear. And by doing so, they are reduc-
ing supply and likely raising prices on 
American consumers. 

There are a number of projects in 
Virginia, as an example, that have ben-
efited from tax breaks that were in-
cluded either in the Inflation Reduc-
tion Act, for clean energy projects, or 
the bipartisan infrastructure law, for 
rollout of electric vehicle charging, for 
example. President Trump’s adminis-
tration has attacked those projects, 
has put them on hold, and the Vir-
ginians who were intending to invest 
billions of dollars hiring people to 
build these projects are now uncertain 
about what they can do. 

Why would a President declare an en-
ergy emergency and then attack home-
grown clean energy projects in my 
State and elsewhere? And that is ex-
actly what President Trump is doing. 

Why would he do that? Well, we don’t 
have to speculate about the answer. We 
know the answer. 

In the summer of 2024, President 
Trump held a meeting at Mar-a-Lago 
with the CEOs of major oil and gas 
companies, and they reported upon the 
substance of that meeting. And here is 
a headline from the Guardian, and 
other publications carried the same 
news: ‘‘Trump promised to scrap cli-
mate laws if U.S. oil bosses donated $1 
billion’’ to his campaign. 

One of the oil executives at the meet-
ing quoted Donald Trump saying: 
‘‘You’ll get it on the first day.’’ Oil and 
gas will get preferential treatment on 
the first day, with end runs around en-
vironmental laws passed by Congress 
that are still part of the statutes we 
take an oath to implement in our jobs. 
And, in fact, the oil and gas guys did 
get it on the first day. 

What did the Trump fake energy 
emergency deliver to those he had 
promised to support? Here is what was 
delivered in the emergency order. The 
President said: There is an emergency, 
and so we need to bypass laws passed 
by Congress. We need to bypass the 
Clean Air Act. We need to bypass the 
Clean Water Act. We need to bypass 
the Endangered Species Act, the Ma-
rine Mammal Protection Act, the Na-
tional Historic Preservation Act, the 
National Environmental Policy Act. 

Because of this fake emergency that 
he has created out of thin air, we need 
to take all of these laws that Congress 
has passed—many of which have been 

in statute, like the Clean Water Act, 
for more than 50 years—and we need to 
give energy producers and transmitters 
the ability to bypass these laws in 
order to produce and transmit energy. 

It is interesting, though. When you 
read the Executive order, it talks 
about energy production, but you have 
to go to the last section of the order to 
read what ‘‘energy’’ means. And Presi-
dent Trump is calling for a national 
emergency and bypassing all of these 
laws, if you want to produce using oil 
or gas or coal or nuclear or hydro, but 
not for wind, not for solar, not for 
clean battery storage. If your home-
grown American low-cost energy is 
wind, solar, and battery storage, you 
don’t get to bypass environmental 
laws. You have to comply with the let-
ter of the law as Congress intends. We 
are only giving a break to the guys 
who supported Donald Trump, the fos-
sil fuel industry. 

Donald Trump is so willing to give 
away the farm to Big Oil and Gas that 
he even, in the first provision in the 
emergency order, said: We also need to 
bypass property rights. He encouraged 
Federal Agencies to make aggressive 
use of eminent domain to produce fos-
sil fuel energy. 

Those watching understand what this 
means. Eminent domain is the govern-
ment taking the land from private 
property owners, and there is a set of 
rules in the Federal Code about when 
you can use eminent domain for energy 
projects, but Donald Trump has said: 
You know what, if you want to do oil, 
coal, and gas, you don’t have to follow 
the rules. You can even take people’s 
private property by bypassing the rules 
for oil, gas, and coal—but, of course, 
not for wind and solar, not for wind, 
solar, and battery, the clean energy 
that has been 95 percent of the power 
added to the grid just last year. 

So we know what the game is. 
‘‘You’ll get it on the first day,’’ Big 
Oil, and they did. And Donald Trump is 
now giving them an E-ZPass lane to 
speed by clean energy projects that are 
lower cost and cleaner because he told 
them he would do it if they supported 
his campaign. 

This is no emergency. It was declared 
for a corrupt purpose, and it is an un-
acceptable effort to undermine laws 
passed by the article I branch. And so 
I am on the floor with my colleague 
Senator HEINRICH—and I am going to 
yield to him in a second—to just ask 
Congress: Be Congress. Be the article I 
branch. If a President can just stand up 
and make up an emergency and then 
gut laws that Congress passed, what is 
to stop President Trump from making 
up another emergency and gutting 
other laws? What is to stop any Presi-
dent, Republican or Democrat, from 
fabricating a complete emergency and 
using it to gut laws that Congress has 
passed? 

You know, if President Trump 
doesn’t like the Clean Water Act—I 
happen to like it. I don’t think it is 
perfect. But the Clean Water Act has 
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helped us to restore the James River in 
the city of Richmond, where I live, 
which won an international river prize 
a couple years ago as the most im-
proved river in the United States. A 
river that was a sewer, that was closed 
off to fishing for 50 years, now has fish-
ing, swimming, rafting, kayaking, bald 
eagles that had been extinct along the 
river because of chemicals now breed-
ing in one of the most dense population 
of bald eagles in the United States. I 
like the Clean Water Act. I think it 
served a valuable purpose for 50-plus 
years, but maybe President Trump, 
who was elected, has decided that the 
Clean Water Act or the Clean Air Act 
or property rights protections have 
outlived their usefulness. 

And if he has decided that these laws 
have outlived their usefulness, well, he 
has got two Republican Houses. He can 
introduce a bill to repeal the Clean Air 
Act or repeal the Clean Water Act. 
That would be the right way to do this, 
not invent a bogus fake emergency and 
unilaterally gut these laws. 

But the President has got a problem. 
If he introduced the bill to repeal the 
Clean Air Act and the Clean Water Act, 
not even Republicans—some Repub-
licans would—but not even Republicans 
would support it. In two Republican 
Houses, he would have zero luck in re-
pealing these laws that have protected 
the public health and the environment. 
So his attitude is, Wow, I could benefit 
my Big Oil cronies by repealing these 
laws, but that is a nonstarter in the ar-
ticle I branch. So why don’t I kick the 
article I branch to the side, create a 
fake emergency, end-run them, and 
that is how I benefit my cronies. 

Congress should stand up against this 
and vote for S.J. Res. 10 because it is 
the right policy, and we shouldn’t gut 
these provisions, except by doing it in 
the course of ordinary legislative busi-
ness, should that be the will of the ap-
propriate majority of both bodies. That 
would be the way to do this. 

So I am asking my colleagues to 
stand up and support S.J. Res. 10. This 
would be horrible policy. But more 
than a horrible policy on these laws, it 
would also set a horrible precedent, a 
precedent that a President of either 
party can invent a sham emergency 
and then grab away from Congress 
powers that Congress has under article 
I. 

Let’s not be sheep in this place. Let’s 
not have this be the ‘‘Silence of the 
Lambs,’’ just doing whatever Donald 
Trump says he wants to do, with the 
article I branch not saying or mum-
bling a word, not willing to issue a 
peep, not showing a backbone, not 
showing a voice. We have got a back-
bone; we have got a voice; but more im-
portantly, we took an oath to a Con-
stitution that gives Congress certain 
powers. We should not let the Presi-
dent trample on those powers. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

SHEEHY). The Senator from New Mex-
ico. 

Mr. HEINRICH. Mr. President, I want 
to thank my colleague from Virginia 
for bringing this resolution to the 
floor. 

And it was a little less than a year 
ago, I met with workers at several 
manufacturing facilities in New Mex-
ico. These are the workers who are 
making the solar and wind tech-
nologies that are generating record 
quantities of clean, affordable, Amer-
ican-made energy. And at a 
groundbreaking ceremony for Array 
Technologies, at their factory in Albu-
querque, I met with over a dozen New 
Mexicans, and they told me about the 
impact of our investments on their 
lives, their abilities to support their 
families. 

I talked with folks like Ramon Ro-
mero, who joined Array Technologies 
as an entry-level machinist, worked his 
way up to have a career as a produc-
tion manager. 

I met with Daniel Beltran, who ex-
plained how Array’s expansion has cre-
ated new job opportunities for himself 
and many others in his community. He 
told me that the company’s growth has 
been ‘‘life-changing’’ for him. 

And I met with Ray Muddaluri, who 
spoke about how significant a role 
Array has played in supporting her 
growth as a young professional and her 
ability to serve her community. 

Here is what every one of those New 
Mexicans had in common: They were 
able to create better lives for them-
selves, better lives for their families, 
because of the jobs that were available 
for them. This is what I mean when I 
say these industries, these clean indus-
tries, are creating careers that New 
Mexicans and other Americans can 
build their families around in their 
home communities. 

And thanks to the investments that 
Democrats made in the last few years, 
we have seen record growth in new 
American manufacturing facilities. 
More than 400,000 new jobs have been 
announced across the country as a part 
of this ‘‘Made in America’’ clean and 
affordable energy manufacturing boom. 
In New Mexico, we celebrated the first 
wind towers coming off the line at 
Arcosa Wind Towers, a new factory in 
Belén. It was a shuttered plastics fac-
tory. And now Arcosa’s workers are 
creating the huge steel towers. They 
are heading straight to the SunZia 
Wind and Transmission Project, a 31⁄2 
gigawatt project. That project, SunZia, 
brought in more than $20 billion to 
States like New Mexico and Arizona in 
capital. 

And when it comes online, it is going 
to generate more clean power with its 
wind turbines than the Hoover Dam. It 
is the largest ever built clean energy 
project in the Western Hemisphere. 
America is actually building big things 
again. So these projects have enormous 
scope. 

But our affordable, American-made 
energy boom is already under threat 
because of the uncertainty that Presi-
dent Trump has foisted on the energy 
sector. 

And if you are thinking about open-
ing a new factory, like Array or Arcosa 
did in my State, you don’t know what 
your tax structure will be after the Re-
publicans take up their Trump tax bill. 
If you are trying to site and build a 
new transmission line, the Federal 
Agencies and the staff that you work 
with just had their expert staff sacked, 
making it hard to get a permit when no 
one is on the other end of the phone. 

And thanks to Trump’s so-called na-
tional energy emergency, many of the 
lowest cost, 100-percent clean additions 
to our grid can’t get permits. 

Make no mistake, Americans’ elec-
tric bills are going to go up. I am going 
to say that again: Americans’ electric 
bills are going to go up because Trump 
and his loyal Republicans are picking 
winners and losers on the power grid. 

That is why I am joining my friend 
and colleague Senator KAINE to force a 
vote to put an end to all of this before 
any more damage is done. 

And I want to be clear about some-
thing, and certainly Senator KAINE 
raised this point, but America is the 
world’s leading energy producer. And 
before Trump injected all of this uncer-
tainty, our country was producing 
record quantities of both conventional 
and clean advanced energy. There is no 
energy emergency. It was made up to 
skirt the law. It was made up to favor 
some sources and not others. 

But if Trump gets his way, his faux 
declaration may very well create a real 
emergency, an energy emergency and 
an economic emergency. 

I also want to be clear to my col-
leagues across the aisle that this clean 
energy phenomenon has created 400,000 
jobs around the country. But most of 
them—most of them—are in Repub-
lican-led States. This is not a red 
States or a blue States issue. This is 
about good-paying, blue-collar, skilled 
jobs in all of our States. 

So what is at risk because of all of 
this? Let’s take a look. In North Caro-
lina, there is a new nearly $13 billion— 
with a ‘‘b’’—$13 billion Toyota battery 
plant, which will employ 5,000 workers. 

Where are we getting our batteries 
now? We are getting them from China. 
This is progress. This is putting Ameri-
cans to work to make batteries here. 

In Louisiana, First Solar announced 
a billion dollars for a new solar energy 
project that is projected to create 700 
new jobs, making that technology here, 
not being dependent on China. 

In Kentucky, Ford is building a new 
battery plant, which will employ an-
other 5,000 workers and manufacture 
batteries here instead of China. 

In Georgia, an estimated billion dol-
lars in projects to modernize the power 
grid—and our power grid needs a heck 
of a lot of modernization. We are going 
to have more and more demands on 
this grid in coming years, especially 
with the growth of data centers and 
AI—a billion dollars sidelined to up-
grade that power grid in Georgia. 

Do we really want all these jobs to 
disappear because President Trump 
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wants to create a war on affordable, 
American-made, clean energy? Do we 
want to import more batteries from 
China? I don’t because that is what is 
going to happen if we turn our backs on 
these factories and these energy 
sources. 

And among other things, Trump’s so- 
called national energy emergency dec-
laration would allow his administra-
tion to use eminent domain, one of the 
most controversial powers that a gov-
ernment can have, to take private land 
for oil and gas infrastructure at the ex-
pense of our American jobs and liveli-
hoods. 

As we speak, President Trump’s 
chaos and incompetence are jeopard-
izing and fueling the real energy emer-
gency in our country. Trump’s plans to 
eliminate dozens of advanced energy 
tax credits, those have unleashed more 
than $165 billion in private sector cap-
ital, moving into over 1,000 factories 
and expansions across the country. 

The President has also halted many 
of the Department of Energy’s loan 
guarantees, which will further jeop-
ardize the U.S. energy manufacturing 
expansion and will lead to higher en-
ergy bills for millions of Americans. 

This is blatant hypocrisy, as Trump’s 
favorite billionaire ‘‘bro’’ Elon Musk 
actually took a $465 million Federal 
loan guarantee from that same Depart-
ment that literally saved Tesla from 
bankruptcy in 2010. 

And when these massive, multibil-
lion-dollar construction projects stall, 
it is not Trump’s billionaire friends 
who will suffer; it is everyday Ameri-
cans who work in these factories. It is 
all the families who will be stuck with 
higher electric bills. 

I want to emphasize something that 
my colleague from Virginia raised. 
More than 90 percent of the electricity 
generation projects currently in line to 
connect to the grid all across this Na-
tion—in red States and in blue States— 
waiting interconnection are clean en-
ergy projects. They are wind, solar, 
storage, nuclear. 

Just last year, 93 percent—93 per-
cent—of new electricity generation was 
carbon-free. That is a record. We added 
52 gigawatts—50 nuclear power gener-
ating station quantities’ worth—of 
solar, wind, and storage to the grid in 
the last year alone. There is a reason 
for that. In addition to being clean and 
carbon-free—and many of the big com-
panies that procure energy care about 
that—these power sources are cheaper, 
they are faster, they are less capital- 
intensive than older technologies, like 
coal-fired plants or gas turbines. 

Put simply, clean energy is the 
cheapest electricity on the grid. You 
can see it right here. Onshore wind and 
solar are by far the cheapest. We have 
combined cycle natural gas. 

Guess what? You can’t get a gas tur-
bine these days. If you order a com-
bined cycle natural gas turbine today, 
you are going to wait 3, 4, 5 years be-
fore that is actually delivered, without 
permitting. 

Nuclear is great. I hope we build 
more of it, but we have to get the cost 
down. It is 18 cents a kilowatt hour, av-
erage. 

If we don’t plug these clean sources 
into the grid, especially at a time of 
surging demand, the outcome is obvi-
ous: Prices will go up. And it is not 
physically possible to stand up enough 
costly gas plants to keep growing 
power demands and keep prices down. 
As I said, the wait times to just get a 
turbine is 4 or 5 years. 

If Trump has his way and he keeps 
blocking American-made clean energy 
projects, we know that significantly 
higher energy and electricity costs are 
on the way. Is that what we want to 
do? We want to impose on working 
families that are already struggling to 
pay for eggs—if they haven’t crossed 
that off their grocery list already—the 
rising cost of milk, groceries going 
through the roof, rent payments going 
up—we are going increase their electric 
rates because that is what this fake 
emergency is going to do. 

A couple of weeks ago, an Alabama 
utility company sent a letter to cus-
tomers saying: Sorry, you owe us an-
other $100 because what we credited 
you based on the law is no longer valid. 
Trump’s EO took that away, so pony 
up. Write us another $100 in your elec-
tric bill this month. 

That is just the tip of the iceberg. 
Advanced groups who do the anal-

ysis, folks like the Rhodium Group, 
have looked at what his crusade will 
mean regarding American clean energy 
investments and electricity costs. And 
they say that, on average, American 
families’ electricity bills could go up 
by nearly $500 a year as a result of 
these actions. 

Trump’s war on American-made 
clean energy is going to kill thousands 
of jobs in the skilled trades. Huge con-
struction projects are going to get 
stalled. The biggest winner in all of 
this is going to be China. China wants 
to become even more dominant in the 
global renewable energy marketplace. 
They will happily take the private in-
vestment that could have gone to the 
United States and take those jobs back 
overseas. The biggest loser from this is 
our economic competitiveness, our na-
tional security, our families. 

Trump has claimed that his so-called 
natural energy emergency order is 
needed to unleash more American fos-
sil fuel development. He is also wrong 
about that. Not only is our produc-
tion—13 million barrels a day on aver-
age; a little over that—not a record- 
producing number, but oil and gas ex-
ecutives will tell you the truth. 

Look at what ConocoPhillips’ CEO 
said in response to a question about 
this: Would he really increase produc-
tion with the gloves coming off? He 
said, ‘‘Not really.’’ Why is that? Be-
cause American oil and gas production 
is already at a record high, and it is 
not economically advantageous to push 
production further. I know this first-
hand because we are producing more 

oil and gas in New Mexico than most 
other States combined, with the excep-
tion of one. 

Clearly, we need to put an end to this 
stuff that will fuel a real energy emer-
gency, kill thousands of jobs, and raise 
electricity costs on American families. 
The most important decision of our en-
ergy future—worth hundreds of billions 
of dollars in private sector investment, 
factories, thousands of high-quality 
jobs—remains in the hands of our Sen-
ate Republican colleagues. 

If you want to have an ‘‘all of the 
above’’ approach, if you want to con-
tinue to bring down energy costs, if 
you want to protect jobs for hard- 
working Americans in our States, and 
to help America remain the global 
leader in energy production, I would 
urge you to vote in support of this res-
olution and against higher electricity 
bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I rise 
today in support of my colleagues’— 
Senator HEINRICH and Senator KAINE— 
resolution. I appreciate their part of 
the presentations, but I strongly sup-
port this resolution. I want to also ac-
knowledge one of many reasons we 
vote for this resolution is because it is 
also Senator KAINE’s birthday. I think 
nothing would be a better birthday 
present for my friend of 40, 45 years 
than having this body make a firm 
statement about being against rising 
utility costs. 

The resolution—I know they both 
spoke on it extensively—would repeal 
President Trump’s flawed and mis-
guided national emergency declara-
tion. 

We all know on the first day in the 
midst of signing Lord knows how many 
Executive orders, President Trump de-
clared a ‘‘National Energy Emergency’’ 
and issued an Executive order titled 
‘‘Unleashing American Energy.’’ 

Let me be clear. Frankly, I have 
some fights on this side of the aisle be-
cause I actually support all of the 
above in terms of our energy mix. Part 
of that does mean LNG—and for na-
tional security reasons, to make sure 
we ship it to our partners in Europe. 

It also means we need to bring more 
of these energy jobs back here to 
America. I was at a fascinating presen-
tation yesterday with the CEO of Com-
monwealth Fusion. Commonwealth Fu-
sion is a company out of Massachu-
setts, but they are making a major de-
velopment in Virginia. We have been 
talking about fusion since the seven-
ties. Those kind of jobs ought to be 
here in America, and they can provide 
an abundance of energy. 

But if you actually read the Presi-
dent’s Executive order, you will see he 
is not really about promoting energy 
security. He is interested in, frankly, 
only favoring certain parts of the en-
ergy sector. I think that is a huge mis-
take. 

I have the honor of having been the 
chair of the Intelligence Committee. I 
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am now the vice chair of the Intel-
ligence Committee. One of the things 
we tried to do on the Intelligence Com-
mittee is redefine national security so 
it is not simply who has the most 
tanks and guns but who wins the battle 
for technology. If we are going to win 
the battle for technology and, particu-
larly, in AI, that is going to require 
enormous amounts of additional en-
ergy in the United States. 

It is terribly important that the 
United States remains in its role now 
as being the world’s energy leader. But 
the truth is, China has also made this 
kind of commitment. In certain ways, 
China—although they are still using, 
many times, coal-based power—they 
have made massive investments in re-
newable energy. 

Today, China is the world’s top sup-
plier of long-duration energy storage 
batteries, solar panels, and wind tur-
bines. Just last year, China added 357 
gigawatts of solar and wind generation. 
That is nearly 100 more gigawatts of 
renewable energy than the United 
States added. 

That is why Congress said: We have 
to catch up. In a very bipartisan way, 
with both the Infrastructure Invest-
ment and Jobs Act and the Inflation 
Reduction Act, we made a record set of 
investments to incentivize the build- 
out of a 21st century energy economy 
here in the United States so we can ac-
tually beat China in these fields. 

Unfortunately, the President’s 
‘‘Unleashing American Energy’’ Execu-
tive order is actually attempting to 
rein in or potentially reverse much of 
the progress that has been made. His 
Executive order actually calls for the 
pause of any disbursement of funds 
lawfully appropriated and obligated by 
the Inflation Reduction Act or the In-
frastructure Investment and Jobs Act. 
That unlawful withholding of funds, 
which already has been rejected by the 
courts—I know my colleague from Vir-
ginia has already said this—really jeop-
ardizes a whole lot of large-scale manu-
facturing projects around the country. 
I don’t know if Senator KAINE men-
tioned, but a number of those projects 
are in Virginia. We worked years with 
our Republican Governor to try to get 
these projects funded. They include 
things in solar, in wind that are ex-
traordinarily important. They were 
funded because they would support this 
growth of American energy. 

This is printed on both sides of the 
paper. I will cut to the chase. 

The fact is, what President Trump 
did on that first day by putting out 
this Executive order which denies the 
fact that America is already the energy 
leader in the world—we need to make 
additional investments in cutting-edge 
additional energies where China is 
making these investments—solar, 
wind, battery. I am a big advocate for 
small modular nukes, both efficient 
and fusion, which I have talked about. 

A lot of that comes from blending the 
infrastructure bill and the IRA. Why in 
the heck would we put a halt on all of 

that? Why in the heck would we cut 
back on cutting-edge energy invest-
ment in the United States? Why would 
we cut back on American energy jobs? 

I am all for the natural gas jobs com-
ing out of the Presiding Officer’s State. 
I am all for ‘‘all of the above.’’ Why re-
strain us though in areas where we 
have some catching up to do? 

I think about fusion again. We are 
going to spend about $800 million— 
hopefully—in some of this legislation. 
China is spending about twice that 
amount. If we want to truly create the 
ample sources of energy that is needed 
in the United States, if we want those 
jobs to be in America, if we want to 
think about a National security regime 
where we are the leader in the world in 
cutting-edge energy, then we have to 
support Senator KAINE and Senator 
HEINRICH’s resolution to overturn this 
phony national energy emergency. If 
we don’t and we give up on these 
projects that have been vetted—some 
for years—then we, frankly, are going 
to allow our national security to fall 
behind China, because I can assure 
you—I get classified briefs on a regular 
basis—China is not giving up in invest-
ment in all these new domains. China 
is pedal to the metal on the ‘‘all of the 
above’’ energy strategy. That should be 
our strategy, as well. 

I urge all my colleagues to support 
Senator KAINE and Senator HEINRICH’s 
resolution. I look forward to that vote 
later today. 

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

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I ask 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
WASTE EMISSIONS CHARGE FOR PETROLEUM AND 

NATURAL GAS SYSTEMS 
Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I come 

to the floor today to discuss our con-
tinued efforts to reverse the Biden ad-
ministration’s regulatory overreach, 
specifically as it relates to energy. 
This includes our efforts to work with 
President Trump to unleash America’s 
full energy potential and truly make 
our Nation energy dominant—not just 
energy secure but energy dominant. 
Energy security is national security, 
and so it is vitally important for our 
country. 

We have worked diligently in the 
Senate to swiftly confirm President 
Trump’s Cabinet officials, and we con-
tinue to do that. We made it a priority 
to ensure that the President’s Depart-
ment heads are in place as we work to 
empower the United States to produce 
more energy from all of its abundant 
and affordable coal, oil, and gas re-
serves. 

The key to this effort was confirming 
Doug Burgum of North Dakota—my 
State—as Interior Secretary, Chris 
Wright to be Energy Secretary, and 

Lee Zeldin to serve as Administrator of 
the EPA. We look forward to working 
with President Trump’s newly estab-
lished National Energy Dominance 
Council, chaired by Secretary Burgum 
and vice-chaired by Secretary Wright. 

We also continue legislative efforts 
to get our country back to energy 
dominance. 

Soon, the Senate will vote on my res-
olution to nullify the Democrats’ nat-
ural gas tax rule, using the Congres-
sional Review Act. We will be voting on 
that today. This new tax was mandated 
by the Democrats in their so-called In-
flation Reduction Act. It should have 
been called the Inflation Acceleration 
Act. Not only did it increase spending 
for their Green New Deal, it also put 
taxes on things like natural gas. No 
wonder, under their watch, inflation 
went up to 9 percent. That hits low-in-
come, hard-working Americans the 
hardest of all. So we are going to 
change that. 

This tax actually puts a fee on emis-
sions from facilities that produce nat-
ural gas. It starts at $900 a ton and goes 
up from there, eventually up to $1,500 
per ton. So essentially what you are 
looking at is putting a 5-percent-plus 
added tax on natural gas. Now, think 
about that. Everybody uses natural gas 
to heat their homes or to cook their 
meals and for many other purposes as 
well. So it is a tax on every consumer, 
and it is regressive. It hits low-income 
individuals the hardest. 

This, of course, has a dispropor-
tionate effect on small oil and gas pro-
ducers in States like mine, in North 
Dakota, Montana, and other States. It 
hits small businesses the hardest. Of 
course, ultimately, it is paid by con-
sumers. 

It will impact the energy bills of con-
sumers across the country who, as I 
said, are already struggling with high 
inflation because of the Biden adminis-
tration. 

Today, the United States is the 
world’s largest oil and gas producer, 
and at the same time, we have led the 
world in emissions reduction. 

Here is a stat I am going to talk 
about for a minute, and it is important 
to focus on this because at the very 
same time that the Biden administra-
tion is putting additional taxes and 
fees on natural gas, we are reducing 
emissions from natural gas. 

Since 1990, we have reduced emissions 
from methane by 20 percent. Now, that 
sounds pretty good, right—a 20-percent 
reduction in methane emissions since 
1990. But think about this: In that 
same time, we have doubled how much 
natural gas we produce. So we have 
doubled the amount of natural gas we 
produce and still reduced overall emis-
sions by 20 percent. Remarkable. Re-
markable. 

Biden’s and Democrats’ response to 
that is, well, gee whiz, let’s raise taxes 
on everybody that uses natural gas. 

Obviously, not only does that drive 
up prices, it curtails production. In-
stead, what we need to do is support 
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the innovation and empower the tech-
nology development that has enabled 
us to reduce emissions while producing 
more natural gas. That is the answer. 
That is the solution. That is exactly 
what President Trump and Republicans 
have done and will continue to do, and 
that is an important part of, again, 
making our country truly energy domi-
nant. 

We are also working with the Trump 
administration to replace the Biden ad-
ministration’s rules that closed off ac-
cess to vast areas of taxpayer-owned 
energy resources. That includes both 
offshore and onshore. 

For example, in my State, the Bu-
reau of Land Management’s—BLM— 
public lands rule essentially enables 
environmental groups to lock away 
Federal coal, oil, and gas reserves 
under the argument that they are 
somehow undertaking conservation. 
The reality is, in North Dakota, for ex-
ample, this Biden administration— 
what they call their Resource Manage-
ment Plan closes off leasing to 45 per-
cent of the Federal oil and gas acreage 
in our State and nearly 99 percent of 
Federal coal. 

But it doesn’t just end there. When 
they close off those Federal lands from 
development, they also impact every-
body else because Federal minerals are 
often colocated in our State and other 
States with privately owned minerals 
under non-Federal surface acreage. 
Their Resource Management Plan pre-
vents other mineral holders and own-
ers, private owners, from exercising 
their private property rights and limits 
the ability to develop minerals that are 
owned by the State, by the Tribes, and 
by private individuals. 

That is why I am working with Sen-
ator CRAMER, Congresswoman 
FEDORCHAK, and Secretary Burgum to 
overturn the BLM’s Resource Manage-
ment Plan and maximize access to 
North Dakota’s energy resources. That 
approach is not just important in my 
State, it is vital for energy-producing 
States across the country. 

This truly is about taking the hand-
cuffs off our energy producers and em-
powering them to increase supply and 
help bring down prices for American 
families and businesses. 

There is an energy component in 
every product and service we consume, 
and when we make energy more plenti-
ful and bring down that price, that 
helps reduce inflation. When we bring 
down energy and make it more plenti-
ful, that helps us grow our economy, 
create more jobs and opportunities, 
and, in fact, not only provide for na-
tional security through energy secu-
rity but help our allies as well so that 
they are not dependent on Russia or on 
OPEC or on Venezuela or anyone else— 
any of those bad actors—for their en-
ergy because they can get it from the 
United States. 

All these things go with producing 
more energy. All those benefits, all 
those things go with truly making 
America energy dominant. That is ab-

solutely what President Trump and 
that is absolutely what Republicans in-
tend to do. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

BANKS). The Senator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, 

President Biden liked to be able to say 
over and over again that we are pro-
ducing record amounts of oil and gas. 
Some of my Democratic colleagues 
have even come to this floor in the last 
couple of days and have said: We don’t 
have an energy emergency. 

Those two things together are kind 
of a message going out to the American 
people: There is nothing to see here. 
Move along. Everything is fine on en-
ergy. 

But if you talk to electricity-genera-
tion companies, regional distribution 
networks, and ask them ‘‘How are 
things going with electricity genera-
tion? How are we doing with capac-
ity?’’ they will give you a very dif-
ferent story. 

The feeling is, when you walk into 
your own house and flick on the lights 
and the lights turn on, you are like: 
Yeah, the lights are fine; there is no 
emergency. But if you talk to the elec-
tric company behind it and say ‘‘Two 
years from now, what does it look like 
for capacity for you?’’ they will prob-
ably shake their head and say ‘‘We 
have a problem coming.’’ 

Now, we can either deal with that 
problem 2 years from now when we are 
having brownouts and don’t have 
enough electricity or we can deal with 
it now. I would rather deal with it now 
so we don’t have the challenges ahead. 

How do you do that? Continue to be 
energy dominant in, actually, the en-
ergy that we are producing here in the 
United States and to be able to make 
sure that we are producing truly ‘‘all of 
the above’’ energy but we are actually 
producing energy at a price Americans 
can afford and at the amount Ameri-
cans need. 

If we are going to be the world leader 
in AI, if we are going to be the world 
leader in data centers, if we are going 
to be world leaders in innovation, you 
can’t be that if you don’t have the 
power behind it. You can’t be that if 
the price continues to go up, up, up for 
continuing subsidies. 

Under the Biden administration, the 
price of gasoline went up 30 percent—30 
percent in 4 years. Under the Biden ad-
ministration, in 4 years, the price of 
electricity nationwide went up 28 per-
cent. Every American feels it. When we 
pay our light bill, when we put gas in 
our car, we feel it. 

So now the question is: What do we 
do about it? How do we actually engage 
to be able to make this better? 

Well, there are multiple things that 
we can do. We have already started 
some of those already. Quite frankly, 
President Trump, in his earliest days 
in office, stepped in and started the 
process of turning around some of the 
policies to increase more American en-
ergy so we can begin to bring prices 

down and availability up, because 
sometimes it is not just about price; it 
is making sure, 2 years from now, we 
are not running out and we are not 
having brownouts all across the entire 
Nation in our electric grid. 

So there are a couple things Presi-
dent Trump did right away. He actu-
ally changed all the cancellation of 
leases in Alaska to actually drill in the 
area literally set aside, decades ago, 
for drilling. That is an area that should 
be a no-brainer, but the Biden adminis-
tration stepped in and said: No, we are 
not going to allow anyone to drill in 
the area set aside for oil exploration in 
Alaska. They canceled that. 

President Trump canceled the man-
date for electric vehicles, not because 
he hates electric vehicles. There hap-
pens to be a guy who hangs around him 
a lot that runs a company that sells 
electric vehicles. The problem is not 
electric vehicles. The problem is the 
mandate to try to force Americans to 
be able to shift to that when we don’t 
see that in the grid. 

Quite frankly, the electric grid is not 
prepared, even, for Americans to be 
able to do all-electric vehicles, and 
frankly, most Americans aren’t either. 
If you talk to Oklahomans in rural 
areas and say, ‘‘Are you willing to have 
an electric vehicle when it is 35 miles 
to the next town from where you are 
and to be able to take the risk?’’ they 
are not. 

And even for a lot of our farmers and 
ranchers that will say, ‘‘Well, there is 
an electric pickup out there,’’ if you 
ask the question, ‘‘How far does that 
electric pickup go if you are towing a 
trailer?’’ the answer you will get from 
the manufacturers is 80 miles. Do you 
know what? Our farmers and ranchers 
need to go a little farther than 80 miles 
with their vehicles. 

So there are a lot of issues that are 
out there. To be able to take the man-
date away and say, ‘‘Let people choose 
what vehicle they want to be able to 
choose,’’ we think is a better option, 
and, quite frankly, with our grid not 
prepared for the strain on that long 
term, it is a wiser option for everybody 
in the process. 

Decisive action has taken place on 
the issue of drilling in Federal waters. 
President Biden, literally in the final 
hours of his administration, put a ban 
on actually drilling on 625 million 
acres offshore. So 625 million acres 
that have oil and gas in them, Presi-
dent Biden just banned it. 

Well, President Trump flipped that 
and said: No, we are going to allow 
that to be able to happen—quite frank-
ly, as every other President has on 
that. 

So these are basic things the Presi-
dent can do and has done, but what do 
we, as Congress, need to be able to do? 

We have engaged in several areas al-
ready. We have chipped away at what 
we call the methane fee that has been 
put on. Every single homeowner that 
has a hot water tank that uses natural 
gas—or even if their electricity that is 
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coming into their house is produced by 
natural gas or they cook with natural 
gas—had a new fee added on to them at 
the end of the Biden administration. 
We have now voted to be able to take 
that away and say: We are not going to 
raise the prices of everybody because 
they happen to use natural gas to cook 
their food or to be able to heat their 
homes or heat their hot water or that 
they get electricity from as well. 

We have also now voted on, quite 
frankly, a regulation that was done by 
the Biden administration at the very 
end of their time that was inten-
tionally designed to be able to raise the 
price of offshore oil drilling, where 
they intentionally placed a new fee on 
any company that is drilling offshore. 
That could be $1 million per well. The 
reason for that is to try to block more 
development offshore on that. 

What does that actually do? That 
doesn’t decrease the need that we have 
in the country. It increases the number 
of imports that are coming into our 
country. So we are buying more from 
Saudi Arabia, more from Venezuela, 
rather than actually producing from 
our own jobs and our own locations. 

I don’t have a problem with ‘‘all of 
the above’’ energy. In fact, I have had 
this conversation with multiple people 
in this body. I am willing to put the 
Oklahoma portfolio for energy against 
any State that is here, as far as our use 
of renewables versus fossil fuels. Forty- 
five percent of the electricity produced 
in my State today is done with wind. 
We do wind, solar. We do hydro. We do 
oil, gas, coal. But we are working to be 
able to make sure that we can actually 
produce electricity that is needed for 
manufacturing and for our homes. That 
shouldn’t be a difficult issue for us. 
That should be what it is actually all 
about. 

Quite frankly, the frustration that 
we have had is this has been a chal-
lenge for energy companies just to 
produce energy in the last 4 years. This 
is something that should be normal. 
America needs energy. Every single 
American needs energy. Every person 
sitting in this room or watching this 
right now is using energy. We need ac-
cess to that. So let’s find the best ways 
to be able to do it. 

A couple of things that we are work-
ing on right now: One is that I have a 
bill dealing with what we are talking 
about, with the tax treatments that we 
are all debating right now, as well, on 
this floor, called Promoting Domestic 
Energy Production Act. That act is 
very straightforward. It treats oil and 
gas companies the exact same way for 
taxation as every other manufacturer 
is treated. 

Now, a lot of Americans may say: 
Well, they are not treated the same 
now? No. When Democrats passed the 
Inflation Reduction Act—which was 
bizarrely named because, actually, in-
flation spiked after that, with all they 
put into it. When the Inflation Reduc-
tion Act was passed, it created a new 
tax on oil and gas companies, specifi-

cally designed to be able to reduce new 
wells coming into America and in-
crease the price of oil and gas. That 
was the design of it because their goal 
was, if they could make it so expensive 
to get gasoline, then more people 
would actually run to an electric vehi-
cle, and they would buy an electric ve-
hicle. 

Well, guess what is happening. The 
more expensive gasoline is definitely 
happening, but more and more people 
aren’t running to an electric vehicle. 
They want to be able to choose. And 
that is a pretty fair option for them for 
that. So the bill that I have actually 
moves us back to treating oil and gas 
companies the exact same way as every 
other manufacturer is treated in our 
tax policy. 

There is another bill that is not just 
an oil and gas bill. It is called the 
ALIGN Act. This handles what we call 
bonus depreciation. When a company 
actually buys a big piece of capital 
equipment, they are going to pay their 
tax that year on it, but they have to 
decide, for that big piece of equipment, 
how many years it takes to be able to 
depreciate the value of that. The 
ALIGN Act just says: In the year that 
you bought it, you can also depreciate 
it, and you can take it off your taxes. 

Now, this doesn’t change the amount 
of income coming into the Federal 
Treasury one bit. You are either going 
to have it over several years or you are 
going to have it over one year. It 
doesn’t change the amount at all, but 
it does make a huge difference to that 
business, in the year they do a big cap-
ital investment, that they also get to 
write that off on that same year. 

Well, I think it is just good policy to 
be able to say: Let’s incentivize every 
manufacturer to be able to do addi-
tional manufacturing. Our economy 
needs it right now because, when they 
do more manufacturing, that is more 
jobs in the country. And for energy, 
that means more pipelines, more capa-
bilities to be able to move energy at a 
cheaper rate. Those are commonsense 
things that don’t hurt our deficit as a 
nation but actually benefit our econ-
omy and benefit jobs. 

Energy policy should be just com-
monsense conversation. It shouldn’t be 
political. It should be: What do Ameri-
cans need? And we should look beyond 
just today that the lights are on. We 
should at least look 2 years in the fu-
ture to say what is about to happen in 
the country with our electric grid, an-
ticipate the problems that are coming, 
and make changes in policy here to 
make sure we don’t have an emergency 
there. 

So let’s declare the American energy 
emergency. Let’s fix it before we have 
the challenges that are coming in just 
a few short months. 

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

ator from Nebraska. 
(The remarks of Mrs. FISCHER per-

taining to the introduction of S. 750 are 
printed in today’s RECORD under 

‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

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

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

roll. 
Mr. JUSTICE. 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. JUSTICE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be allowed to 
address the Senate while seated when 
necessary. 

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

Mr. JUSTICE. Mr. President, well, to 
this great Senate body and to all of 
you, I will speak from my heart. I 
won’t have hardly any notes, but I will 
speak from my heart about something 
that I think is absolutely key to Emer-
ald City, and that is all about energy. 

Absolutely, I am an energy guy. I am 
from an energy State. In my backyard, 
two-thirds of the population of this en-
tire country is within a rocks’ throw of 
West Virginia. If we don’t watch out, 
we are going to awaken to a situation, 
as far as energy in this country, that is 
really, really, really bad. I believe this 
with all my soul. 

Secretary Burgum is a really good 
man, and I always called him ‘‘the pick 
of the litter.’’ I think President 
Trump’s nominees are absolutely 
great, but with all that being said, I 
think about Doug Burgum—our Sec-
retary of the Interior—a guy that is 
supersmart, really, really experienced, 
compassionate, and has an unbeliev-
able knowledge. 

Now, with all that being said, if we 
could just go back to just this, we 
could think about Chris Wright. Chris 
Wright gets it. He knows what we need 
to do, and if you just step one step fur-
ther, I would just say just this: Presi-
dent Donald Trump understands it. He 
knows exactly just this, and this is all 
there is to it: Energy is everything. It 
is everything right now. 

It solves the inflation bubble. It insu-
lates us from the standpoint of wars all 
over the place. Why in the world do we 
in America need to blow our own legs 
off and turn China loose, India loose, 
whomever it may be? That is what we 
are doing. 

I am an absolute believer—and you 
have seen it in West Virginia, if you 
are paying attention. I am an absolute 
believer to embrace all the energy 
forms. We did 100 percent. 

But if you believe today that we can 
do without our fossil fuels—our great 
fossil fuels—and absolutely if you 
think we can do without them today, I 
say you are living in a cave. You are 
absolutely living in fantasyland. 

Absolutely, if you don’t believe that 
today—a year and a half from today— 
that we are going to have a crisis in 
this country, off the chart, as far as 
electricity, you need to wake up be-
cause that is what is coming. 
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Now, let me go one step further, and 

let me just say just this: Let’s just say 
we awaken to an opportunity of AI, 
data centers, whatever it may be, in-
dustry, manufacturing, whatever it 
may be. Do we want to say: Nope. We 
can’t do that. We can’t do that because 
we are going to be in a situation with 
our grid and with our energy produc-
tion in a year and a half from today. I 
promise you, a year and a half from 
today, we are going to be in a situation 
that we are going to have to decide: 
Are we going to have opportunity and 
jobs and manufacturing and AI and 
data centers—are we going to have 
that—or are we going to choose with 
our electricity amounts that we have— 
we are either going to be able to sup-
port industry or we are going to have 
to support homes. 

For God’s sake of living, we don’t 
want to go and get cold. We don’t want 
to be hot in the summer. We don’t need 
a choice between industry and our 
homes. What we need to be doing is ex-
actly what I am saying. We have got to 
realize that energy is the key to every-
thing here. That is all there is to it. 

You know, it does solve all the things 
that I have already said, whether it be 
inflation or the war situation or our 
national security and on and on and on, 
but there is something else that it 
does. And it just goes just simply just 
this: We have a $37 trillion—none of us 
has any comprehension what a trillion 
dollars really is. None of us has any 
comprehension—can possibly imagine 
what a trillion dollars is. 

We have got a $37 trillion deficit. 
How are we going to get out of it? 
Please tell me. Please tell me how are 
we going to get out of it? First of all, 
what we should do is mind the store. 
That is what we have got to do. Mind 
the store. That is the first thing you 
have to do. 

That means cut as much waste as we 
possibly can. But after we do all of 
that, I will bet you this in every way. 
See, I am a business guy. I am not a 
politician. You can tell by the way I 
talk. For crying out loud, I am a busi-
ness guy. With all that being said, I 
have never seen—never have I seen a 
situation to where you can cut your 
way out of a problem. 

We will absolutely have to mind the 
store. President Trump is dead on 
point. The DOGE is absolutely real, 
and we can absolutely make a real 
dent, but it won’t be a dent nearly big 
enough. At the end of the day, the only 
way you can truly get your way out of 
a mess—mind the store, and it grows. 
That is what we have got to do. You 
have got to grow revenue. 

Say what you want, but at the end of 
the day, you have got to grow revenue. 
How are you going to grow revenue in 
America? For God’s sake of living, the 
last thing on the planet that anybody 
would ever want to do is raise taxes. 
That would be the worst thing we could 
possibly do. That would kill us in every 
way imaginable. 

We need to be supportive of President 
Trump’s tax cuts. We absolutely need 

to grow revenue one way. This is the 
only way to do it in West Virginia. You 
won’t hear me all the time just stand-
ing up on a soapbox going on and on, 
but really this is a West Virginia guy 
that is telling America and telling the 
world just this: We sit on so much en-
ergy it is off the chart. Why can’t we 
be Saudi Arabia? I mean, for crying out 
loud, it absolutely is the answer, pe-
riod. If you want to grow revenue in 
this country, absolutely it will start 
with energy, and it will end with en-
ergy. That is all there is to it. 

Think about this for just 1 second: 
Every single country in the world—the 
gigantic countries or the real small 
countries—every country in the world 
today, the people will live longer and 
the people will be healthier if they 
have more energy—guaranteed. Every 
single country in the world, the more 
energy they have, the longer their peo-
ple live, and the healthier they are. 

Absolutely just go back and think 
just one more thing: Civilization only 
progressed—only progressed with abun-
dant, cheap energy, and now it is abun-
dant, cheap, clean energy. America 
produces the cleanest energy on the 
planet. Our coals are so clean it is un-
believable compared to China’s coals or 
other countries. 

Absolutely our natural gas is so 
good, it is off the chart. Embrace all 
the alternatives. All the wind, all the 
solar, embrace them all, but for gosh 
sake of living, you cannot—you can-
not—forget the very thing that God 
above gave us in our fossil fuels. 

So with all that being said—I didn’t 
even look at the notes—but I would 
just say to you just this: We have a 
real opportunity in America today, a 
real opportunity to move forward in a 
way that absolutely can solve a lot of 
the riddle. The riddle is tough. 

The riddle is tough, and absolutely 
when you step back from it and you 
think about, Well, what are we going 
to do? Here is a guy that has come to 
you not as a politician. I came to you 
not as a 40-year-old, you know, aspir-
ing to someday being the chairman of 
some committee. I came to you with 
white hair as a 73-year-old because of 
one reason and one reason alone: I 
meet up with being a patriot. I am the 
real deal. I challenge the media all the 
time: Tell me something that, know-
ingly, I have told you is not true. They 
can’t do it because I am going to tell 
the truth. 

My parents taught me that. It is not 
OK to just tell anything and say: Oh, it 
is just politics in my world. It is not. I 
am telling you from my heart as a 
business guy and absolutely as a West 
Virginian but first and foremost as an 
American: I love you with everything 
in me. I love this country with every 
single thing in me. I want nothing but 
goodness. 

I don’t want one thing for me—noth-
ing. I don’t want the next hot tip. I 
don’t need the next perk. I don’t need 
the next invite. I don’t want a thing for 
me. I am telling you, energy is our 

ticket. It is everything. It always has 
been everything. 

Now, we have got to do something 
about it. America, you have got to lis-
ten to me on this one. We have got to 
do something about it, and we have got 
to do something about it right now. I 
mean, there is a bad day coming, and it 
is coming right at us like a freight 
train. Let’s do something about it, 
America. God bless each and every one 
of you. Thank you so much for having 
me. 

Mr. President, I will follow these 
guidelines correctly and make sure I 
do. 

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

ator from Utah. 
S.J. RES. 10 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, the Amer-
ican people are being told once again 
not to trust their own eyes. Democrats 
are telling them not to worry about 
their soaring electricity bills, telling 
them to ignore rolling blackouts. Re-
publicans are just fearmongering, they 
say. But, of course, the reality is that 
Americans have seen the power short-
ages. They have paid the higher bills. 
They have felt the weight of the past 4 
years of the failed policies of the Biden 
administration, and we cannot ignore 
the resulting crisis anymore. 

The power grid is buckling, energy 
demand is exploding, and the very peo-
ple who created this mess are now tell-
ing us, quite audaciously, that there is 
no emergency. Why? Well, they claim 
that the United States is producing 
more energy than we have in American 
history, but what they conveniently 
omit is that we are consuming more 
energy than at any time in American 
history, and we are expected to need 
much, much more within just the next 
few years—much more than we are pro-
ducing, much more than we ever have 
produced. 

So it is not enough to just look at 
how much we are producing relative to 
what we have produced in the past 
when you don’t take into account the 
demand, what we need, and what we 
need is going way, way up. 

Now, according to Goldman Sachs, 
artificial intelligence alone—just arti-
ficial intelligence, nothing else; not 
population growth, not any other uses, 
household or industrial, of energy—just 
artificial intelligence alone is likely to 
drive a 160-percent increase in data 
center power demand by 2030. The larg-
est data centers can consume more 
power than 700,000 households. That is 
equivalent to the energy use of a city 
of 1.8 million people. 

But there is no emergency, according 
to them. According to the sponsors of 
this resolution, this is just a handout. 
It is a handout to Big Oil, as they char-
acterize it. 

Now, good luck with that. Try telling 
that to the American families and busi-
nesses that struggled during the Janu-
ary 2025 polar vortex when the U.S. 
power grid was pushed to its absolute 
limits. Electricity demand hit historic 
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highs, forcing grid operators to rely 
heavily on coal and natural gas—the 
very sources of power that Democrats 
want to eliminate and have been work-
ing aggressively, with some effective-
ness, to do precisely that: to elimi-
nate—just to keep the lights on. 

It is not Big Oil that will suffer in 
the winters if we fail to keep the power 
on. 

Across multiple power market re-
gions, electricity demand during that 
event set new single-day records, as 
heating demand across sectors spiked. 
In response, grid operators had to rely 
heavily on dispatchable generation— 
primarily coal and natural gas—to en-
sure system reliability and stabilize 
supply during the extreme event. 

Now, during that time, coal-fired 
powerplants dramatically increased 
their electric power output—that is, 
those coal-fired powerplants that have 
not yet been torn down at the demand 
of Democratic-backed policies. In 
many regions, coal capacity factors 
soared above 80 percent, far exceeding 
typical winter levels. 

On the other hand, wind and solar 
were challenged by unfavorable weath-
er conditions. On peak days, wind and 
solar generated only 3 percent and 0.2 
percent of the incremental electricity 
needed to meet demand. 

But what exactly are Democrats wor-
ried about? What is their concern 
amidst that very emergency? If that is 
not an emergency, I don’t know what 
is. What is it they are worried about? 
Not grid failures. Not surging energy 
costs. Not the reliability of our power 
supply. No. No. They are concerned 
that President Trump is making things 
worse by canceling the wind and solar 
projects that failed to generate enough 
power to meet demand at those peak 
moments when it was so badly needed. 

They are using the same old play-
book that they always have: Do any-
thing to prevent President Trump from 
getting a win regardless of whether his 
policies might actually bring relief to 
the American people, which, of course, 
they would. 

I have spent my career fighting 
against unchecked Executive power. I 
authored the ARTICLE ONE Act to 
curb the abuse of Presidential emer-
gency declarations, requiring congres-
sional approval within 30 days. But let 
me be clear. This is not an abuse of 
those powers—not by a mile; not at all; 
not in any way, shape, or form. It is a 
real emergency, and if President 
Trump’s declaration were put to a vote 
today, this Chamber would affirm it. 

Congress has had countless chances 
to fix this problem and failed every 
time. Republicans have fought for 
years to reform our outdated permit-
ting laws, only to be met with Demo-
cratic resistance at every turn. NEPA, 
the Clean Water Act, the Endangered 
Species Act—Democrats treat these 
laws as if they were sacred texts, un-
touchable even when they are clearly 
broken; a sacred text that can’t be not 
just repealed but even amended mean-

ingfully to avert the disaster that they 
have created—especially created in the 
hands of the previous administration. 

Now, at this moment, we hear that 
they are ready to play ball. Now and 
only now do they say: Oh, yeah, we 
need to deal with this. Now, if that is 
true, great, but let’s see. If Democrats 
are serious about fixing it, now is the 
time to prove it. Until Congress acts, 
how can anyone really blame the Presi-
dent for stepping in to address this 
emergency? Which it is, which it has 
become, which it undeniably is. In 
some cases, an emergency can be cre-
ated by the government itself or at 
least severely exacerbated, and that is 
the case here. 

His Executive order tells Agencies to 
do exactly what Congress has neglected 
to do for years, exactly what Congress 
has been unable to do—in large part be-
cause Democrats have resisted that, 
getting back to the sacred text theory 
of these same laws that have become 
part of the problem. 

However, rather than working with 
President Trump and Republicans in a 
productive way to try to make energy 
more accessible for Americans and 
more reliable and, of course, remain af-
fordable, Senate Democrats are forcing 
a vote on a resolution to terminate 
President Trump’s declaration and re-
instate the restrictive energy policies 
from the Biden administration’s Green 
New Deal. 

Look at where those policies have 
left us, where they have put us, where 
we are, and where we are headed. En-
ergy prices increased by 30.54 percent, 
gasoline prices increased by 30.5 per-
cent, electricity prices increased by 
28.55 percent, and natural gas prices in-
creased by 33.3 percent. 

Meanwhile, Democrats’ message to 
American families is clear: Pay more, 
expect less. 

That is the sort of gospel of scarcity, 
the idea that we have to live off of 
scarcity because that is what they de-
mand because government wants it 
that way for reasons that only they 
can fully articulate but that the Amer-
ican people do not find persuasive. 

This is a problem. The United States 
is, in fact, in an energy emergency— 
not because of a lack of resources but 
because the Biden administration’s un-
relenting regulatory assault on domes-
tic oil and gas production in blind ad-
herence to the climate cartel has put 
us in this position. 

Now, President Biden’s Executive or-
ders—including orders he issued on his 
very first day as President of the 
United States back in January of 2021— 
pausing all new oil and gas leasing on 
Federal lands, where nearly 25 percent 
of U.S. oil production occurs, signifi-
cantly hindered U.S. energy independ-
ence. 

Even after courts mandated the re-
sumption of these leasing programs es-
sential to our energy development, 
Secretary Haaland slow-walked the 
process, offering the fewest acres for 
lease since World War II and holding a 

record-low number of offshore lease 
sales. 

The chilling effect of the Biden ad-
ministration’s anti-production policies 
is as undeniable as it is indefensible as 
a matter of public policy. Oil compa-
nies are withdrawing from investments 
in Federal lands due to the uncertainty 
created by erratic leasing decisions and 
hostile regulatory policies. 

Now, let’s remember, of course, this 
is made more severe by virtue of the 
fact that the U.S. Government is not 
just the largest landowner in the 
United States, but it owns around 28 
percent—between one-quarter and one- 
third of all land in the United States. 
We compound that by giving enormous 
discretion to Federal land management 
Agencies, to the executive branch, and 
then you put in place an administra-
tion that wants to preach and live by 
the gospel of scarcity, and that is a 
recipe for disaster. 

Biden’s EPA contributed meaning-
fully to the problem as well. The Biden 
EPA introduced methane fees starting 
at $900 per metric ton in 2025 and in-
creasing to $1,500 over just a fairly 
short period of time. That imposes sig-
nificant financial burdens on pro-
ducers, particularly small operators. 

Now, lest anyone led by the Demo-
cratic talking points might be tempted 
to look at this and say ‘‘Oh, but they 
are businesses. They can afford it. 
Suck it up. Just deal with it,’’ that is 
not really who pays for this, no. These 
things get passed on. The wealthy 
folks—at least the wealthy folks who 
own these businesses—they are not the 
ones hardest hit by this. Those hardest 
hit are American families, particularly 
in low- and middle-income brackets, 
those who, like so many Americans, 
live paycheck to paycheck. It is those 
people whose way of life, whose liveli-
hood, whose ability to afford life is so 
dramatically affected by these regu-
latory intrusions into the marketplace. 
Those are the people who get hurt, and 
that really is a problem. 

Meanwhile, as our domestic produc-
tion slows, our reliance on foreign oil 
increases. In 2023, we imported 1.3 mil-
lion barrels per day from OPEC, up 
nearly 50 percent from 2020 levels. 
Meanwhile, critical mineral depend-
encies on foreign nations—particularly 
China—threaten everything from tita-
nium in pacemakers, to cobalt in bat-
teries, to copper in transmission lines 
and antimony in semiconductors. The 
absence of just one of these minerals 
would devastate the sectors they serve. 
Yet the Biden administration, with its 
vast discretion as it invented and re-
invented Federal regulations and as it 
presided over this Byzantine labyrinth 
of Federal regulations—laws put in 
place by unelected, unaccountable bu-
reaucrats—can make those things 
much worse, and it did make those 
things much worse, and the American 
people, hard-working Americans, are 
paying too high a price. 

The American people are done. They 
are done with Joe Biden’s failed poli-
cies. Over 77 million Americans voted 
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for President Trump just a few months 
ago, and a recent poll shows that 60 
percent of Americans support expand-
ing American oil and gas production. 

Senate Republicans will not let 
Democrats delay and obstruct any 
longer. They have created and exacer-
bated an emergency. President Trump 
is addressing it, as the law allows him 
to do. We will ensure the President has 
the tools necessary to deliver the re-
sults that the American people justifi-
ably expect, demand, and truly do de-
serve, because the facts are undeniable. 
America is in an energy emergency be-
cause of the Federal Government and 
specifically because of the previous ad-
ministration’s failed policies. 

Instead of embracing abundant, af-
fordable, and reliable energy, Demo-
crats—again preaching and living by 
the gospel of scarcity to which they are 
so closely wedded—are doubling down 
on a radical agenda to make every-
thing, from gasoline to electricity, 
more expensive for working families. 

Remember, as the price of those en-
ergy inputs goes up, so, too, does the 
price of everything else because it be-
comes more expensive to make, to 
process, to buy, to sell, to transport all 
of those same things. 

Instead of learning from those fail-
ures, Senate Democrats are trying to 
block President Trump from taking ac-
tion to fix it. What? Are they too 
afraid that their own policies will be 
exposed as the source of a significant 
amount of the problem? You will have 
to ask them about that. But one could 
certainly make that argument, and it 
certainly appears to many that this is 
the case. 

They are standing in the way of relief 
for American families, hoping that if 
they delay long enough, the American 
people will simply accept high costs as 
the new normal. Only in Washington 
could you light the house on fire and 
then act shocked when someone else 
tries to put it out. Make no mistake, 
that is exactly what is happening here. 

We refuse to let that happen. We ap-
plaud President Trump for taking ac-
tion to address an emergency created 
by our own government—presided over, 
directed, embraced, and now defended 
by the Democratic Party. 

I urge my colleagues to vote no on 
this resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
join my colleague from Utah, the 
chairman of the Energy Committee, in 
speaking today in clear opposition to 
S.J. Res. 10, which would terminate the 
energy emergency that has been de-
clared by President Trump. 

I think my colleagues here on both 
sides of the aisle know that I am not 
afraid to suggest when I think that the 
President may be heading in the wrong 
direction. But, folks, on this one, he 
absolutely, positively clearly hit the 
mark, and I think that the chairman of 
the Energy Committee has outlined in 
pretty good detail how that has come 
about. 

We know that our country is blessed 
with extraordinary—extraordinary—as-
sets. We have the potential to become 
the world’s leading resource super-
power. But in order to do that, we have 
to be able to produce more energy do-
mestically, and that means we have to 
be able to extract more minerals. We 
have to be able to build more trans-
mission lines. We need to be able to 
overhaul what is clearly a broken Fed-
eral permitting process. And we can do 
this. We can do this in a way that is 
cheaper, that is more reliable, more 
clean, really, than any other nation in 
the world. But we have got to kind of 
dig out now from where we have been 
over these past 4 years, where we saw 
setback after setback for resource-pro-
ducing States like mine, the State of 
Alaska. 

Let me give you a little detail in 
terms of what we are facing in the 
State of Alaska—a State that, again, is 
known for its resource wealth. But 
right now, in the south central part of 
the State, we are on the verge of im-
porting LNG to meet the needs of some 
75 percent of our population during the 
colder winter months. 

I will just repeat that. Alaska, the 
place where everybody knows we have 
got extraordinary oil resources—we 
have extraordinary natural gas poten-
tial, not only in the North Slope but 
down in Cook Inlet. Well, Cook Inlet 
reserves are on the decline, and we are 
actually talking about importing LNG 
from Canada. That ought to just be 
considered a nonstarter for anyone who 
knows and understands the extraor-
dinary potential for resource develop-
ment that we have in our State with 
the wealth that we have. 

Right now, in some of our remote 
communities across the State, resi-
dents are truly in what I would de-
scribe as an energy emergency. They 
might not use that term anymore be-
cause they have just gotten so used to 
the fact that they are paying so much 
to keep their lights on and to keep 
warm. We have residents in many com-
munities that are spending up to one- 
half of their incomes on energy just, 
again, to keep the lights on and to 
keep warm. 

Think about what that means when 
you are spending half of what you 
make for just the basic necessities. It 
means that you have less to feed your 
family, to educate your kids. We have 
got communities where power costs 10 
times the national average, where gas-
oline can easily exceed $10 a gallon, 
and that includes diesel as well. 

And those costs, of course, impact ev-
erything—everything—because you 
have got to move your food, your 
goods, usually by airplane, sometimes 
over the water, sometimes you are able 
to drive it. But when you are paying 
this much for diesel, for gasoline, for 
avgas, it impacts everything. So it is 
not unusual to go into a village store, 
and if you can find a gallon of milk, see 
that it costs 18 bucks a gallon. 

I do my comparison shopping by 
checking the prices of a box of Tide. 

People need to be able to wash their 
clothing just for sanitary purposes. Al-
most in every village that I am going 
to, you are looking at prices over $50 a 
box—$50 for a box of Tide laundry de-
tergent—and it is not because Tide is 
any more expensive than anything else. 
It is just the reality of what we are 
paying here. So I think we have got an 
energy emergency when it comes to af-
fordability. 

Right now, in our State, we have an 
oil pipeline that is one-quarter filled. 
We have this pipeline that has been 
pumping oil safely from the North 
Slope to delivery down in Valdez, going 
to other parts of the country for refin-
ing. That oil pipeline was completed in 
1974 and has been producing for Amer-
ica ever since. But right now, it is 
about one-quarter full. 

That pipeline starts in, again, one of 
the most geologically prospective re-
gions on the Earth. But what is hap-
pening is you have Federal Govern-
ment control that surrounds most of 
the lands there, and it has led to de-
creased opportunities to expand pro-
duction up there and a pipeline that, 
again, is about one-quarter full. 

I mentioned the benefits of oil here 
and talked about natural gas, but we 
also have known deposits of about 50 
critical minerals, the building blocks 
of our modern society and our national 
security. We have just about every-
thing that our Nation needs to break 
its deep dependence on China, to be 
able to rebuild our supply chains. But 
if you can’t access it, you can’t 
produce it, and we can’t benefit from 
it. 

When we try to build a road from the 
Dalton Highway to the Ambler Mining 
District—this is explicitly provided by 
a 1980 Federal law—we did this as part 
of a grand compromise. The road cor-
ridor was in exchange for the creation 
of a massive national park and pre-
serve. But we can get that project ap-
proved in one administration, only to 
have the next one come in, reopen it, 
ignore the law, and then make a polit-
ical decision to reject it. 

And then, here in Congress, we run 
into a partisan wall with some less in-
terested in the rule of law than the 
whims of the very same environmental 
groups that pushed this resolution. 

And then, meanwhile, what is hap-
pening when we are not able to produce 
in our own home States, China is cut-
ting us off from its mineral exports, in-
cluding the gallium and the germa-
nium that we could produce from the 
Ambler District, if only the Federal 
Government would uphold its promise 
to allow Alaskans to responsibly access 
it. 

So, yes, when I look at my home 
State, when I look at Alaska, I do see 
an energy emergency—I see several, ac-
tually—and I see even more reasons to 
be concerned nationally. 

As the chairman of the Energy Com-
mittee just noted, electricity demand 
is growing, and yet we can’t permit 
new powerplants or build transmission 
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lines. We can’t build pipelines in the 
Northeast or almost anything, particu-
larly mines, on Federal lands in the 
West. 

And, you know, I guess I am listening 
to some of the arguments that are 
being presented here, and maybe I 
would feel differently if my home State 
was producing more than 2 million bar-
rels of oil per day, as some are. But we 
are not, and it is not because we can’t. 
It is because we have been denied the 
opportunity to do so. And that is why 
I am very thankful for President 
Trump and the administration for the 
focus that they have given to the State 
of Alaska with a specific Executive 
order to allow us to unleash Alaska’s 
energy and resource potential. 

I have shared with the Secretary of 
the Interior, as well as the Secretary of 
Energy, that we need to stop treating 
energy like it is some kind of an evil or 
a bad thing. We need to recognize that 
it is good. When I was chairman of the 
Energy Committee, we had a little 
bumper sticker, and I summed up my 
whole policy with ‘‘Energy is good.’’ 

I haven’t deviated from that policy. 
Energy makes us stronger, makes us 
less vulnerable, and it is an asset, not 
a liability, like we have seen it treated 
as such. We need to be unleashing our 
resources, including—including—all of 
our renewables, because that is all part 
of the energy basket as well. So it is 
not an either-or in my view. It is all of 
the above. And that is good for our 
economy. It is good for our security. It 
is good for our geopolitical power. 

America’s resource production is 
good for the global environment be-
cause, when we are producing our re-
sources—where we stop paying coun-
tries that have little to no environ-
mental standards, no interest in reduc-
ing their emissions, and that often rely 
on child or slave labor and that, frank-
ly, don’t even like us—so why not seize 
the opportunities that we have here, 
benefit our own people, our own econo-
mies, and, again, benefit the global en-
vironment as well. 

So if an energy emergency helps us 
figure this all out, then I am good with 
that. And if it helps us take the Fed-
eral sanctions that we have seen placed 
on Alaska and return my State to the 
heart of our national strategy for re-
source production, then that is also 
good. I think we will all be better off. 

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

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

come to the floor today in support of S. 
J. Res. 10, which would terminate the 
misguided national energy emergency 
that President Trump signed on his 
first day in office. 

It has been 37 days since President 
Trump declared, for the first time in 
this Nation’s history, a national en-
ergy emergency. This is an attempt to 
throw red meat to the base of the Re-
publican Party and to seem like Don-
ald Trump is the oil and gas President. 

But there is no evidence to support 
that. In fact, the evidence we have 

points in exactly the opposite direc-
tion. This emergency was declared de-
spite the fact that the United States is 
producing more oil than any other 
country ever in this Nation’s history. 
And we have been doing that for the 
past 7 years. 

The emergency was declared despite 
the fact that the United States is in 
the midst of a clean energy boom and a 
manufacturing renaissance. We gen-
erated 17 percent more electricity in 
2023 than the high point of the first 
Trump administration. Clean energy 
jobs are growing at twice the rate of 
the economy overall. And this emer-
gency was declared despite the fact 
that, as the Wall Street Journal head-
line noted after the election: ‘‘Trump’s 
Oil and Gas Donors Don’t Really Want 
to ‘Drill, Baby, Drill.’ ’’ 

They are very happy to lock in de-
mand for the long term. But increase 
supply and potentially undercut prof-
its? Not so much. 

So we find ourselves with an emer-
gency declaration in search of an emer-
gency. But it is not without con-
sequences. President Trump has as-
sumed vast power for the executive 
branch through this emergency des-
ignation. He is encouraging the use of 
eminent domain that could literally 
allow the government to take your 
land away. He is waiving away key pro-
tections for clean water. And he is sug-
gesting that a timeline of just 7 days is 
sufficient for public comment on 
projects that could cause irreparable 
harm to historic and cultural re-
sources. 

President Trump campaigned on 
‘‘lowering the cost of everything’’ and 
he promised: 

Your energy bill within 12 months, will be 
cut in half. 

Voters responded to those promises, 
and Americans do want to see lower en-
ergy costs. I am all for that. I focused, 
as Governor, on how we could address 
the high energy prices in New Hamp-
shire. We permitted two gas pipelines 
through the State—both gas coming 
from Canada. And we negotiated a deal 
with our largest utility company that 
lowered rates 16.5 percent. 

I am all for lowering energy costs. 
We absolutely should be talking about 
that. But let’s take a step back here, 
and let’s talk about what President 
Trump’s energy policies actually are 
and how they affect the American peo-
ple. In the first 37 days, we have seen 
the Trump administration cut off fund-
ing for solar, wind, and clean manufac-
turing projects that are cheaper and 
faster to build than fossil fuel infra-
structure. We have seen him halt en-
ergy efficiency programs and we know 
energy efficiency is the cheapest, fast-
est way to deal with our energy needs. 

He has prepared a 10-percent energy 
tax in the form of tariffs on heating 
oil, propane, gasoline, and other energy 
we import from Canada. And that hits 
New Hampshire really hard because of 
the energy sources we get from Canada. 
I talked about the two gas pipelines 

that come down from Canada. And be-
cause we have so many households that 
burn No. 2 fuel oil to heat our homes 
and because it is cold in New Hamp-
shire at this time of year, that hits us 
really hard. 

He has fired more than 1,000 workers 
at the Department of Energy, including 
those who were keeping State energy 
programs and weatherization up and 
running to respond to emergencies and 
to help folks like we have in New 
Hampshire stay warm this winter. 

And tomorrow, what we expect is 
that Senate Republicans will roll back 
a commonsense fee on venting or flar-
ing of methane rather than capturing 
it for productive use. If that passes and 
the President signs it, it will cost the 
taxpayers $2.3 billion over the next 10 
years, effectively lighting money on 
fire to save Big Oil a few bucks. 

In New Hampshire, as in other 
States, President Trump’s actions have 
sown chaos and uncertainty. They are 
raising costs for families, for farmers, 
for small businesses, and for town 
budgets. 

For example, the tariffs that are set 
to go into effect—and I understand the 
President has now decided he is going 
to wait until April—but they could 
mean about $150 to $250 more for the 
average family in New Hampshire who 
are using heating oil just to keep warm 
through the winter. President Trump’s 
efforts to cancel promised funding for 
electric charging infrastructure in New 
Hampshire harms our travel and tour-
ism sector, particularly in northern 
New Hampshire where ski areas and 
other outdoor recreation drive our 
local economies. A recent study found 
that the State risks losing an esti-
mated $1.4 billion in overall economic 
impact if we don’t build up our charg-
ing infrastructure. 

One small business owner in Bar-
rington, in the seacoast of New Hamp-
shire, told me that he has nearly $3 
million in projects. Those projects are 
on hold this year, including work for 
school districts with the State and 
with other customers to install solar 
projects that provide long-term tax-
payer savings. They are on hold be-
cause of what President Trump has or-
dered. 

Farms and local shops across rural 
areas of New Hampshire are nervous 
about receiving promised reimburse-
ments for energy-saving work through 
the Rural Energy for America Pro-
gram, the REAP program. At least one 
business owner at Seacoast Power 
Equipment has been covering interest 
with the bank until his grant—which 
he has a signed commitment for—is ac-
tually paid out. Of course, this is af-
fecting his bottom line. 

Then we have Super Secret Ice Cream 
in Bethlehem, NH, the northern part of 
our State—an award-winning small 
business that provides the best ice 
cream you have ever eaten. They were 
gearing up to install solar panels using 
$15,000 in Federal funds. Now that 
project is on hold. Many family-owned 
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businesses like Super Secret Ice Cream 
have very tight margins, and this small 
investment of $15,000 would help 
Kristina and Dan grow their business 
and lower the electric costs that they 
are paying to store their ice cream. 

Then we have the town of Peter-
borough in the western part of New 
Hampshire. They plan to use funding 
from the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law 
to enhance much-needed workforce de-
velopment. But, of course, they have 
had to wait far too long for Federal ap-
provals. 

And in rural towns like Berlin in the 
northern part of our State, residents 
eagerly signed up for federally funded 
projects that will insulate and add 
solar arrays to their manufactured 
homes. This is a real solution to their 
high utility bills. But these projects 
are now on hold because the contrac-
tors are uncertain that they are going 
to be paid. 

I could go on, as I know my col-
leagues could, but since we have people 
waiting, I want to close with a point of 
agreement. In his Executive order, 
President Trump stated: 

We need a reliable, diversified, and afford-
able supply of energy to drive our Nation’s 
manufacturing, transportation, agriculture, 
and defense industries and to sustain the ba-
sics of modern life and military prepared-
ness. 

That makes sense to me. I agree with 
that. But, unfortunately, that is about 
the only thing he said related to en-
ergy in the past 37 days that does make 
sense. Lowering energy costs, creating 
good jobs, and increasing America’s 
economic competitiveness in the 
world—those ought to be things that 
we can all agree on. But if we give up 
our leadership on clean energy now, 
the People’s Republic of China, who 
President Trump claims is our greatest 
competitor—and I agree with him on 
that. I just don’t understand how the 
Trump administration policies are al-
lowing us to be competitive—but China 
is going to be more than happy to fill 
the void for its own economic advan-
tage. 

I think we should also agree Ameri-
cans deserve clean air, clean water, and 
a chance to have a say in what happens 
in their communities. 

I want to work with my colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle on these 
goals. That work starts by ending this 
disastrous, misguided emergency dec-
laration and by stopping the chaos. I 
hope my colleagues will join me in vot-
ing to restore Congress’s appropriate 
role in setting energy policies that ben-
efit the American people by supporting 
this resolution. 

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

ator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 

am here to join my colleagues in ob-
jecting to President Trump’s fake en-
ergy emergency, which is part of the 
Trump continuing strategy to hurt 
families and help billionaires—in this 
case, the fossil fuel billionaires who 

put at least $100 million into getting 
him elected, probably a good deal more 
because so much of the money was 
dark money. We don’t know. But there 
is every reason to believe it was mul-
tiple hundreds of millions of dollars 
spent to get him elected and it is pay-
back time for the big donors. 

Tough bounce to the families whose 
bills are going to go up as a result. 

How are families bills going to go up? 
For starters, renewables are less expen-
sive than fossil fuel. When you add 
them to the mix, the grid runs on a 
cue, and it takes the cheapest sources 
and puts them in the line. And as you 
demand more and more electricity, you 
finally get to the more expensive en-
ergy sources. And inexpensive renew-
ables coming in drives out the expen-
sive fossil fuel from the top, and it low-
ers energy costs overall. 

So when you stop doing that, the 
most expensive plants have to come 
back online, and that will raise utility 
bills but, most importantly to Trump, 
profits for fossil fuel billionaires. 

We make ourselves, with this, more 
vulnerable to the OPEC fossil fuel car-
tel, the oil and gas cartel. They raise 
prices by manipulating international 
markets. The American oil and gas 
companies follow up. Even if they don’t 
need to make that much money, they 
will follow the OPEC prices. As a re-
sult, they have declared the biggest 
profits in the history of humankind at 
the expense of American families both 
at the fuel pump and at home on their 
electric bills. It doesn’t matter to this 
administration. It is a win for the fos-
sil fuel billionaires who paid good 
money to get this administration in, 
and families will be hurt to help the 
fossil fuel billionaires. 

Another one is LNG export. What 
happens in the natural gas market 
when you take our natural gas, liquefy 
it, and send it offshore someplace else? 
It doesn’t go into the pipelines here in 
America. It pinches the supply avail-
able to Americans, which raises prices 
for Americans, unless you want to re-
peal the economic laws of supply and 
demand. 

So over and over and over again, 
these pro-fossil fuel, mega donor poli-
cies hurt American families, raise fam-
ilies’ electric utility bills, and provide 
huge benefits back to the big donors 
who spent good money to get him into 
office. 

Who gets hit the most when you at-
tack solar and attack wind power? 

Well, here are the top solar States by 
installed capacity. Start with Cali-
fornia. Obviously, it is the fifth biggest 
economy in the world, but the next 
four are Texas, Florida, North Caro-
lina, and Arizona. There are a lot of red 
voters in those States who are going to 
pay the price for this bad policy. Look 
over to wind. The top State is Texas, 
the next is Iowa, the next is Oklahoma, 
and the next is Kansas. Again, red 
States will pay the price for this donor- 
oriented policy. 

The Trump administration doesn’t 
even concede that solar and wind power 

are energy. When they use the word 
‘‘energy,’’ they only mean fossil and 
nuclear. They have literally defined 
solar and wind out of the energy mix 
by a process of vocabulary magic. 

So we are headed for a bad place, and 
consumers are going to pay—all to 
make big fossil fuel barons even richer 
than they are. 

The shame here is that there actu-
ally is an emergency out there. There 
actually is an energy emergency out 
there, and the energy emergency is 
happening because fossil fuel emissions 
are changing the weather and the nat-
ural systems of the Earth so that the 
risk of weather disasters, whether it is 
wildfire or flooding, is getting so bad 
that property insurers can’t keep up. 
So we are having a crisis in property 
insurance markets that is fully devel-
oped in Florida, and California is not 
far behind. 

What the chief economist for our 
mortgage giant, Freddie Mac, has 
warned of is that the property insur-
ance crisis morphs into a mortgage cri-
sis because if you can’t get property in-
surance on a property, guess what else 
you can’t get on a property—you can’t 
get a mortgage on it. And the mort-
gage crisis devolves into a property 
values crash because if you can’t find 
buyers because nobody can get a mort-
gage on that property, your property’s 
value just collapsed. Then that morphs 
into a nationwide economic crash on 
the scale of 2008. That is what they said 
just about coastal property values. 
Now we have the wildfire risk coming 
along side by side—the evil sibling. 

So is there an emergency? Yes. It is 
coming on, and it is coming on soon 
enough that the Fed Chair, in testi-
mony just over a week ago here in the 
Senate, said: After a decade goes by, 
there will be regions of the United 
States of America where you can’t 
even get a mortgage any longer. 

What is that going to do to property 
values and people’s homes? By the way, 
if that is the case for 10 years out, mar-
kets are going to start to move sooner. 
So this is a problem that is on us now. 
We have a real emergency coming. It is 
going to clobber us economically. 

Our friends on the Republican side 
don’t want to listen to us because of all 
the fossil fuel money that goes into 
their party. The President doesn’t 
want to listen to it because he got paid 
so many hundreds of millions of dollars 
in political funds to get himself elect-
ed. But nature’s rules can’t be repealed 
by man. This is coming on. We ought 
to be prepared for it. 

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

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

am pleased to follow my colleague and 
friend from Rhode Island and to join 
with the Senator from Virginia, Sen-
ator KAINE, in supporting S.J. Res. 10, 
which is a joint resolution to termi-
nate President Trump’s illegal Execu-
tive order declaring an energy emer-
gency. 
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It is not only nature’s rule that is 

being violated, as Senator WHITEHOUSE 
just said so eloquently; it is also this 
Congress’s rule. In effect, the President 
is flouting and defying this Congress— 
this independent, separate body of the 
U.S. Government—in the money that 
has already been appropriated for 
projects that will help avoid an energy 
emergency in the future and reduce the 
prices of energy for American families. 

To the families of America, let’s just 
be very clear. President Trump is ille-
gally withholding appropriated funding 
for for projects in your communities 
and your neighborhoods, not only 
projects to increase energy efficiency 
but also to strengthen the electrical 
grid that brings electricity into your 
home and projects to build out Amer-
ica’s clean energy infrastructure that 
will avoid pollution in your neighbor-
hoods. 

This funding freeze sweeps a range of 
programs having nothing to do with 
unleashing American energy, whatever 
President Trump thinks it is—we are 
talking about funding for clean drink-
ing water projects that will enable bet-
ter drinking water for your homes; 
brownfield remediation so that busi-
nesses can be developed in places that 
now are polluted; heating assistance 
for low-income households during the 
end of this winter—causing confusion 
and consternation across the country. 

But make no mistake, if this funding 
is withheld, the projects and the needs 
and the challenges don’t go away. 
There will still be a need to clean up 
those brownfields, to deliver through 
the electric grid, to make energy effi-
ciency real in communities and neigh-
borhoods, but you will pay. Your taxes 
will be increased at the State level and 
the local level, and those projects will 
become more expensive. So there is a 
double and triple whammy here. In-
crease the costs now and in the future 
for projects that are absolutely essen-
tial to the health as well as the energy 
efficiency of our country. 

The Republicans say they are for an 
‘‘all of the above’’ approach to energy, 
but then they turn around and they at-
tack renewables. They say they are for 
cleaning up brownfields, but then they 
support this kind of Executive order 
that is illegal and also stymies or stops 
that brownfield remediation. 

Like all of the actions by Executive 
order President Trump has taken in his 
first month of office, it isn’t actually 
solving the problem; it is exacerbating 
it. It is lining the pockets of his bil-
lionaire buddies—in this case, oil and 
gas executives—at the expense of ev-
eryday Americans. If there is an energy 
emergency, it will be created by Presi-
dent Trump—it won’t be solved by 
him—and congressional Republicans 
will be complicit in it. 

There is also an effect on jobs. In 
fact, thousands of jobs are threatened 
by this Executive order. Repealing the 
Inflation Reduction Act by Executive 
edict threatens 400,000 new jobs that 
have been announced since August of 

2022. Connecticut alone has around 
50,000 workers in the clean energy sec-
tor. All of those jobs are at risk. They 
are threatened by President Trump’s 
attack on the industry. 

To my colleagues across the aisle, 
make no mistake, this is going to af-
fect your constituents as well. Studies 
have found that a majority of clean en-
ergy jobs created during the first full 
year after the Inflation Reduction Act 
passed actually were in the South, in 
Republican States. Jobs in clean en-
ergy are not in one State or just blue 
States; they are across the country. 
Eight out of ten congressional districts 
that received the most funding under 
these laws were represented by Repub-
licans. 

It shouldn’t be a partisan issue. It is, 
as we say all the time, an American 
issue. We stand ready to work with 
anyone who wants to lower costs for 
consumers and support domestic en-
ergy production by building on historic 
investments made by the Infrastruc-
ture Investment and JOBS Act and the 
Inflation Reduction Act, but President 
Trump’s order in no way helps; it sim-
ply harms that effort. 

I urge my colleagues to vote yes on 
this resolution. 

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

ator from Colorado. 
Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. President, 

the United States is in an energy 
boom. Our Nation has never produced 
more electricity or oil and gas than we 
are producing right now. This ‘‘all of 
the above’’ approach to energy using 
everything—including solar, wind, and 
geothermal—is keeping energy prices 
as low as possible for working families 
but at the same time is recognizing 
that climate change is real and moving 
toward a clean energy future. 

Excluding coal, the United States 
produced more energy than any other 
country in the history of the world in 
2023. It appears that some in this ad-
ministration are determined to undo 
that progress. 

Despite American leadership in en-
ergy, the President signed an Execu-
tive order on his first day declaring a 
national energy emergency. That 
sounds dramatic, almost theatrical, be-
cause it is meant to be. Let’s call this 
political theater for what it is—an at-
tempt to accelerate oil and gas 
projects while at the same time hold-
ing back our renewable energy. 

Of course, there are things that we 
need to be doing to keep energy clean-
er, prices lower, and to cement Amer-
ican energy independence. 

For starters, we need to increase en-
ergy production. We need to meet our 
energy future by streamlining the per-
mitting of our new energy projects—of 
all of our energy projects—while at the 
same time being mindful of the envi-
ronmental impacts and giving im-
pacted communities a public forum. We 
need to upgrade our grid. We need to 
increase clean, domestic, critical min-
eral production. But that is not what 

this Executive order will do. In fact, it 
won’t do a single one of these things. 

They claim we are in an emergency, 
an energy emergency, but they con-
tinue to block Federal wind and energy 
permits. They claim we are in an emer-
gency, an energy emergency, but then 
they ship oil and gas overseas. They 
claim we are in an energy emergency, 
and yet their actions would cede com-
plete control of what eventually will be 
an enormous global market in renew-
able energy to China. 

The administration has also fired 
thousands of government workers who 
play vital roles in American energy— 
all in the name of government effi-
ciency and giving tax cuts to the 
ultrawealthy. 

Listen, I am all for making the gov-
ernment more efficient. I have worked 
on that most of my public life. If you 
want to seriously look at how we spend 
money and where we can actually cut 
fraud, waste, and abuse, I am game. 
But hastily, almost randomly firing 
Department of Energy employees or 
letting go 300 workers who maintain 
our nuclear security and safety—I 
don’t think that is the way to do it. 

Our office has even heard from a pri-
vate company that worried that the 
Federal employee responsible for man-
aging their permitting process is about 
to be fired, placing the entire success 
of their project at risk. They help bring 
energy to our local communities. This 
will stop them dead in their tracks and 
raise prices for households at the same 
time. 

America’s energy economy is boom-
ing, in large part because of the bipar-
tisan infrastructure law and the Infla-
tion Reduction Act—bills that make 
historic investments in American- 
made energy. 

These bills have created more than 
400,000 good-paying jobs. Yet there is 
an effort by some in the Congress— 
mostly Republicans; I should say all 
Republicans—and the administration 
to slash and impede the progress that 
we have made, even though an esti-
mated 70 percent of the benefits—the 
jobs, the investments, the increased en-
ergy—are going to red States. 

Cutting funding from these critical 
pieces of legislation is going to hit our 
rural communities the hardest, where 
it could provide the greatest benefit. It 
will shrink county government rev-
enue; it will force layoffs; and, ulti-
mately, it will increase the cost of en-
ergy. 

Clean energy isn’t just some liberal 
boogeyman. It is not some notion. In 
fact, most of the energy that is ready 
to go as we expand our capacity—it is 
ready to go—is clean and affordable. 

Solar, wind, and storage, they make 
up 95 percent of the capacity of new en-
ergy ready to connect to our grid. Wind 
generates 10 percent of our electricity 
now and will provide much more af-
fordable renewable energy if more per-
mits were made available. 

Withholding funds already appro-
priated by Congress through these laws 
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could balloon energy bills by up to 12 
percent for American families. That is 
at least $240 a year for working fami-
lies that they will have to come up 
with one way or another. When you are 
struggling to afford eggs at the grocery 
store, trying to balance your check-
book at the end of the month, the last 
thing you need is an increase in your 
energy bill. 

Some in Congress, some Republicans, 
have introduced their budget which 
strips critical services for Coloradoans 
while adding $4 trillion to our national 
debt, all primarily so they can give tax 
breaks, which more than half go to the 
ultrawealthy who, at least many in 
Colorado, don’t even want them. 

I put an amendment on the floor that 
would strip any provision from their 
budget that would raise energy costs 
for Americans. How can people be op-
posed to that? Yet every Republican 
voted against it. I think they are put-
ting politics over people. 

We are able to keep energy prices low 
for working families because we use ev-
erything: oil, gas, geothermal, wind. So 
rather than limiting energy sources, 
proclaiming a false emergency, or fir-
ing critical government employees, 
let’s meet the moment and usher in a 
new energy future that helps everyone, 
a future marked by a resilient energy 
grid built by American innovation that 
delivers low-cost, reliable energy for 
every Coloradan, for every American. 

If this administration is looking for a 
bipartisan roadmap on this, we have 
one. We should pass permitting reform 
that streamlines review for all energy 
projects, not just oil and gas. We can 
build a modern electric grid that will 
reduce energy prices for all. 

Let’s continue supporting emerging 
technologies like advanced geothermal 
and nuclear so that we can remain 
dominant in the markets that are 
emerging. 

And let’s stop picking winners and 
losers. The vast majority of new elec-
tricity is coming from low-cost solar, 
wind, and energy storage. Let’s follow 
the law and let the investments in en-
ergy from the past few years go to the 
communities that need them. 

Let’s cut the nonsense. This isn’t an 
energy emergency; it is an emergency 
opportunity. This administration’s ac-
tions certainly would cause an emer-
gency for many Coloradoans and Amer-
ican working families. 

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

ator from Maryland. 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I 

want to start by thanking my col-
league from across the Potomac River, 
Senator KAINE of Virginia, and also 
Senator HEINRICH of New Mexico for 
bringing this resolution before the U.S. 
Senate. 

We are now witnessing in realtime 
two of the most corrupt bargains in 
American history. One of those corrupt 
bargains is the one that President 
Trump made with Elon Musk. 

Elon Musk spent $280 million to help 
elect Donald Trump President of the 

United States—$280 million—and Presi-
dent Trump has handed the keys of 
Federal Agencies over to Elon Musk. 
He even appeared at the Cabinet meet-
ing today with other members of the 
Cabinet that went through the advice- 
and-consent process of the U.S. Senate. 
Elon Musk didn’t do that, but he did 
spend $280 million to help elect Presi-
dent Trump. 

And now the actions that Elon Musk 
is taking are designed to rig govern-
ment Agencies to do the bidding of peo-
ple like Elon Musk and other billion-
aires. In fact, we have been reading 
more and more about the billions of 
dollars of Federal contracts that Elon 
Musk has gotten and more to come. 
Just within the last 48 hours, we are 
talking about an FAA contract for 
Starlink. 

This has nothing to do with govern-
ment efficiency. If it did, you would 
not start by firing all the inspectors 
general across the U.S. Government 
whose job it is to look out for waste, 
fraud, and abuse. In fact, what you 
would do when you get rid of the in-
spectors general is open the door to 
waste, fraud, and abuse. 

So we should be on full alert here in 
the U.S. Senate as to what is hap-
pening. 

As others have said, we are also 
watching them claim to make savings, 
which actually they have had to 
change their, sort of, tally board every 
day because of misrepresentations. But 
they do want to clear the way to pro-
vide tax cuts to very, very wealthy 
people like Elon Musk at the expense 
of everybody else in America. And, of 
course, the House just passed a budget 
resolution to set up that process last 
night. 

So that is one corrupt bargain that is 
playing out right now, and thousands 
of patriotic Federal employees around 
the country who do the people’s work 
are being fired based on lies. I say 
‘‘lies’’ because they are claiming they 
are firing them based on performance, 
only to find out that these Federal em-
ployees are coming forward with glow-
ing performance reports as part of 
their most recent assessments. So that 
was a lie because that was the standard 
that had to be met, even if they had to 
make it up. 

All these cases are now finding their 
way through the courts. We have over 
60 court proceedings. Many Federal 
judges have issued temporary restrain-
ing orders to put a halt to this ram-
page of illegal activity. 

The other corrupt bargain is the one 
that brings us to the Senate floor 
today because it was in May of last 
year, during the campaign, that Can-
didate Trump promised the Big Oil ex-
ecutives that he would deliver their 
wish list if they spent a billion dollars 
to return him to the White House. 

So much has happened since then, I 
think some people forget, but here is 
the Washington Post headline from 
May 9, 2024: 

What Trump promised oil CEOs as he 
asked them to steer $1 billion to his cam-
paign. 

The story describes how the CEOs 
there were stunned—stunned—when he 
went on to say: 

You are all wealthy enough . . . that you 
should raise $1 billion to return me to the 
White House. [And] he vowed to immediately 
reverse dozens of President Biden’s rules and 
policies. 

And as the article indicates, among 
the things he promised to scrap were 
the efforts to develop more clean vehi-
cles, more electric vehicles, and to de-
velop more wind energy. So he prom-
ised to provide more opportunities for 
the big oil companies while harming 
their competitors in the clean energy 
industry. 

He promised he would do all of this 
on day one. He also made another 
promise as to what he would do on day 
one. He promised the American people 
he was going to lower prices on day 
one. We all know that that is just not 
happening. Prices are going up. Gro-
cery prices are going up. Rents are 
going up. Home prices are going up. 
The price of eggs is through the roof. 
So President Trump is not delivering 
on that day-one promise. 

He is delivering on his promise to the 
Big Oil executives to issue that order 
that has made it even easier for them 
to produce, when they are already pro-
ducing close to maximum current lev-
els. 

In fact, as my colleagues have said, 
for the past 6 years in a row, the 
United States has been producing more 
crude oil than any other nation at any 
other time ever, ever. In fact, the last 
administration actually approved more 
oil and gas leases during those 4 years 
than Donald Trump did during his first 
term in the White House. 

And there is plenty of room to grow. 
Under existing leases, about half of 
U.S. oil and gas leases are currently 
not being used. 

So here he issues an Executive order 
to allow even more to move forward, 
even when a lot of potential is still not 
being tapped, but doing it in a way 
that will negatively impact the public 
health, sacrifice clean air and clean 
water. 

That is only half the problem. That 
is half the problem because what Presi-
dent Trump is doing is not only giving 
a blank check to the big oil companies, 
he is also sabotaging clean energy in 
the United States of America. They, of 
course, provide competition to the big 
oil companies. 

So by throttling and sabotaging ef-
forts when it comes to solar power or 
wind power or electric vehicles, you are 
actually producing less overall energy. 
You are actually giving the big oil 
companies a competitive advantage. 
That means prices go up, not down. 

I can tell you that in my State of 
Maryland, people are feeling the im-
pacts of higher electricity prices. We 
need to generate more electricity. We 
have got data centers coming onboard. 
AI consumes a lot of energy. So why in 
the world would President Trump be 
trying to cripple the clean energy in-
dustry? 
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Well, that is what he told the Big Oil 

executives he would do: He is going to 
crack down on wind power. 

I will tell you that solar and wind en-
ergy are among the cheapest forms of 
energy in the country. And at a time 
when American pocketbooks are tight, 
renewable energy will help keep energy 
bills down. 

In fact, renewable energy is expected 
to save Americans $38 billion on elec-
tricity bills by the year 2030 and 
produce more than 350,000 jobs in 
America. So why is President Trump 
trying to sabotage bringing that addi-
tional energy onto the grid and to 
Americans? 

In Maryland, we are planning invest-
ments in offshore wind that will create 
2,600 local jobs and power over 718,000 
homes. That is wind power energy. 
That is what Donald Trump is trying 
to sabotage. 

So if you really want to create more 
energy and you want to reduce energy 
prices, you wouldn’t be doing what 
Donald Trump is doing when it comes 
to putting the screws to clean energy 
production. 

I do want to mention one other way 
in which this is really going to harm 
America’s interests, and that is, it is 
going to open the door even wider to 
our adversaries who are competing in 
the space—principally China. We spent 
a lot of time trying to improve our sup-
ply chains, develop supply chains for 
minerals that we need to develop elec-
tric vehicles, and by sabotaging this 
sector, we are opening the door to 
China just to run into this market and 
leave us behind. 

That is not ‘‘America First’’; that is 
America in retreat, just as it is Amer-
ica in retreat for us to vote with Rus-
sia and North Korea at the U.N. Gen-
eral Assembly the other day, against 
the people of Ukraine and freedom-lov-
ing people around the world. 

So, Mr. President, I hope we will sup-
port this resolution. I hope we will en-
sure that we can develop our clean en-
ergy sources that will produce more en-
ergy supply for the American people 
and help lower prices. 

I know, back in May of last year, 
Candidate Trump told the big CEOs 
that not only was he going to help 
them develop more but he was going to 
help them by hurting their competitors 
in the renewable energy industry. That 
is no way to conduct an energy policy 
for the United States of America. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic whip. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, it has 
been almost 6 weeks—maybe a couple 
of days beyond 6 weeks—of the new ad-
ministration of Donald Trump and his 
second term. It is a lot different than 
his first term. I was here for that occa-
sion as well. 

What we have found is unique is a 
blizzard of Executive orders issued by 
President Trump from the beginning of 
his administration. Among those Exec-

utive orders was his declaration of an 
energy emergency—energy emergency. 
It turns out that claim is not based on 
fact. There is no energy emergency in 
America. 

Under the Biden administration, we 
saw record deployment of wind, solar, 
biofuels, batteries, oil, gas, and nu-
clear. In fact, the United States is pro-
ducing more power than ever. Last 
year, the United States of America pro-
duced more oil than any other nation 
in the history of the world. Yet Presi-
dent Trump continues to insist that 
America is on the verge of nationwide 
blackouts and that clean energy will 
raise prices. It is simply not true. 

So what is the reason for the Presi-
dent to try to mislead the American 
people? The short answer is that he 
wants to give handouts to his billion-
aire buddies in the fossil fuel industry. 
Before Elon Musk showed up with his 
multibillion-dollar fortune, it was re-
ported that then-Candidate Donald 
Trump invited fossil fuel executives to 
Mar-a-Lago to ask for—hold on to your 
seats—a $1 billion campaign contribu-
tion—1 billion bucks. 

Now that he is in office, President 
Trump is doing everything he can to 
keep those billionaires happy. That 
means tax cuts for the ultrawealthy— 
which is on its way, I am afraid—open-
ing up Federal lands and waters for 
drilling, and, yes, declaring this phony 
energy emergency. 

Why is he doing it? Declaring an 
emergency grants the President addi-
tional statutory authority. Donald 
Trump is using these authorities to 
fast-track pipelines and drilling in the 
Gulf of—may I say it?—Mexico. But 
there is nothing in this declaration to 
support fossil fuel’s cleanest competi-
tors: wind and solar. 

If Trump doing the bidding of billion-
aires wasn’t bad enough, his so-called 
emergency will also raise the electric 
bills of thousands of families. Wind and 
solar are the cheapest energy in the 
world, and those cheap prices get 
passed on to the families who take ad-
vantage of them. 

I know personally. A few years ago, 
my wife and I made the decision to in-
stall solar panels on the roof of our 
home. Our home project gave union 
workers in my community a good-pay-
ing job, and it was just one project con-
tributing to hundreds of thousands of 
jobs created in the Biden administra-
tion. 

Since Democrats’ Inflation Reduc-
tion Act was enacted 21⁄2 years ago, 
more than 11⁄2 million Americans have 
installed solar panels. Was it a good 
idea? Well, I compared the electric bills 
I had been receiving in my home before 
and after the solar panels. Before the 
solar panels were installed on my roof, 
my monthly bill was about $115 for 
electricity. Now it is $15 because of the 
solar energy. 

Every one of these installations also 
helped to create good-paying jobs for 
electricians, carpenters, and other 
workers, and supplying those panels 

created thousands of new jobs at fac-
tories around the country. But Presi-
dent Trump is not impressed. He wants 
to eliminate those jobs. 

We have an opportunity to undo the 
harms of one of President Trump’s 
many lies today. I want to thank Sen-
ator KAINE of Virginia for leading this 
effort. We need to raise up American 
workers, lower utility bills, and put 
America back on track to lead the 
world on clean energy. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Kaine measure. 

JANUARY 6 PARDONS 
Mr. President, on January 6, 2021, a 

solemn constitutional proceeding was 
disrupted when a mob of thugs, egged 
on by President Trump, attacked and 
trashed the U.S. Capitol in an attempt 
to overturn the results of a Presi-
dential election. 

The grim result of that insurrection 
was the subsequent death of 5 law en-
forcement officers and injuries to ap-
proximately 140 others, many of whom 
are still paying the price to this day. 

It came as a shock when, on the first 
day of Donald Trump’s Presidency, he 
issued a blanket pardon for those who 
had been convicted for that January 6 
attack on the Capitol. 

We all saw the videos. We all saw the 
photographs. Here is an illustration of 
one of them. 

Listen to what President Trump said 
about 1,600 pardons at a recent press 
conference when he was asked: Why did 
you pardon all those people who at-
tacked the police officers at the Cap-
itol Building? 

He said: 
I pardoned people that were assaulted 

themselves. They were assaulted by our gov-
ernment. . . . They didn’t assault. They were 
assaulted, and what I did was a great thing 
for humanity. 

The American people overwhelm-
ingly disagree with the President, and 
they disagree with his decision. In fact, 
83 percent of them oppose the pardons 
that he gave. That includes 70 percent 
who lean Republican in their voting. 

Despite this overwhelming opposi-
tion, the Justice Department has now 
broadened the scope of President 
Trump’s pardons for January 6 rioters 
to include separate charges stemming 
from searches conducted during those 
investigations. I will describe a couple 
of them to you. 

Federal prosecutors recently dropped 
explosives and firearm crimes being 
pursued against two January 6 defend-
ants pardoned by President Trump: 
Daniel Ball and Elias Costianes. 

Ball and Costianes had both been 
charged in separate proceedings with 
illegally possessing weapons that law 
enforcement discovered during the 
January 6-related search. 

Ball had been accused of throwing an 
‘‘explosive device that detonated upon 
at least 25 officers’’ during the Capitol 
riot and of ‘‘forcefully’’ shoving police 
who were trying to protect the Capitol. 

Ball was barred from possessing fire-
arms because of his prior criminal 
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record. Listen to this prior criminal 
record of a man who was pardoned by 
Donald Trump: Before January 6, Ball 
was convicted of domestic violence bat-
tery by strangulation, resisting law en-
forcement with violence, and battery 
on a law enforcement officer. 

President Trump says that poor man 
was assaulted by the police. Does it 
sound like it? Remember, President 
Trump told us Ball and his fellow riot-
ers were the actual victims. No wonder 
so many of the January 6 perpetrators 
have shown a stunning lack of remorse. 

Just last Friday, just a few days ago, 
a number of these pardoned individuals 
decided to hold their own press con-
ference outside the U.S. Capitol to an-
nounce their intent to sue the Justice 
Department for prosecuting them for 
this—dangerous individuals, including 
former Proud Boy leader Enrique 
Tarrio, who had been serving a 22-year 
sentence for seditious conspiracy be-
fore the Trump pardon; Proud Boy 
Ethan Nordean, who had been serving 
an 18-year sentence; Dominic Pezzola, 
the first rioter to breach the building 
on January 6, who was serving a 10- 
year sentence for stealing a police riot 
shield and using it to break a window. 
I will bet you saw that video. I did. 

The group paraded through the Cap-
itol after the press conference, fol-
lowing the same route they took on 
January 6, 2021. They posed for photos, 
chanting as they did that day: 

Whose house? Our house. 

After the press conference, Mr. 
Tarrio was even arrested again outside 
the Capitol for assaulting a female 
counterprotester. 

Tarrio also posted video of himself 
stalking Michael Fanone and Harry 
Dunn, former police officers who had 
defended the Capitol on January 6. 
Tarrio was following them through the 
lobby of a hotel where the officers were 
attending a conference. While Tarrio 
followed them, he was calling out at 
them that they were ‘‘cowards’’ and 
telling them to ‘‘keep walking.’’ 

Does this sound like a man ashamed 
of his actions on January 6 and full of 
remorse? Does this sound like an inno-
cent victim of assault? No. This sounds 
like a man who now thinks he is above 
the law with his Trump pardon and ex-
pects to be bailed out by President 
Trump for every crime he decides to 
commit. 

In another horrifying turn, the same 
hotel that I discussed earlier where 
these rioters were stalking policemen 
had to be evacuated after someone 
claiming to be MAGA emailed a threat 
about four bombs—two in the hotel and 
one in Officer Fanone’s mother’s mail-
box. After listing the names of several 
of the conference attendees and sin-
gling out Officer Fanone, the email 
said they ‘‘all deserve to die.’’ 

These are men and women in police 
forces who risked their lives for Mem-
bers of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives on January 6. 

The perpetrator of this tweet claimed 
to be acting ‘‘to honor the [January] 6 

hostages recently released by Emperor 
Trump’’—his words. 

These are just last week’s updates on 
the January 6 rioters President Trump 
pardoned. The list of crimes committed 
by these thugs just keeps growing 
longer and longer. 

We must be clear that these individ-
uals are a threat, and the more power 
and freedom they are given, the more 
danger they pose to our democracy and 
the law enforcement officers and fami-
lies of those officers that they are 
harassing. 

Just this month, dozens of January 6 
offenders joined forces on social media 
to compile and publicize the identities 
of at least 124 individuals who had been 
involved in their convictions, including 
prosecutors, judges, and FBI agents. 
The post, which has received at least 
60,000 views, included names, photos, 
disparaging remarks, and demands for 
accountability. 

In January, another pardoned Janu-
ary 6 defendant who pleaded guilty to 
assaulting police officers, Ryan Nich-
ols, Sr., identified in a Twitter post 
‘‘officers in the DC Jail who need to be 
investigated for corruption and abuse,’’ 
adding the names and LinkedIn profile 
photos of two DC jail employees. 

This is stalking and harassment of 
law enforcement men and women who 
were assigned to this Capitol to protect 
us. The men and women who bravely 
defended the Members of this body de-
serve better than this, and we should 
honor them for their heroic efforts on 
that day, not excuse the rioters who at-
tacked this Chamber and the ideals it 
represents. Government employees 
should not fear for their safety or that 
of their families for simply doing their 
job. 

I hope that all of us, regardless of our 
political persuasion, will finally agree 
on one thing: Violence has no place in 
a democracy, and Donald Trump’s par-
don of these 1,600 January 6 attackers 
is not only an insult to the Capitol Po-
lice who risked their lives to stop them 
but has emboldened these convicts to 
harass these officers and their families. 

The question for the Senate is sim-
ple: Whose side are you on—the police 
or the rioters’? 

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

ator from Arizona. 
S.J. RES. 10 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, I want to 
state the obvious: The United States 
has real energy needs. We have to 
produce enough reliable energy to 
make utility bills affordable for fami-
lies and to bring online the advanced 
manufacturing and data centers that 
are powering our economy and will 
power our economy into the future. 

We are seeing this in Arizona. The 
demand for energy keeps going up. It is 
going up rather quickly. 

Now, here is the good news: The 
United States is producing more en-
ergy than ever before. 

We are using everything at our dis-
posal. We are finally bringing the man-

ufacturing of solar panels and batteries 
and wind turbines back to America. 
Now, that creates great-paying jobs 
across the country, jobs that you can 
actually raise a family on, jobs that 
are in places like Arizona and Okla-
homa, Colorado and Texas. We are in-
vesting to develop new technologies to 
produce even more energy. 

Now, for years, my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle have raised very 
legitimate concerns about the need to 
reform our permitting processes to cut 
redtape and unleash American manu-
facturing. 

Well, Mr. President, here is the bad 
news: President Trump is now throw-
ing redtape around our energy produc-
tion, which will raise utility bills and 
send American manufacturing back 
overseas. One of his first actions as 
President—one of the first things he 
did—was to block approvals of new 
wind projects on Federal land and then 
freeze loans and freeze grants for clean 
energy projects. He is making permit-
ting harder or impossible. That is the 
opposite of what my Republican col-
leagues—your colleagues—wanted 
done. 

Now, he also wants to change the def-
inition of energy to only include fossil 
fuels. 

Mr. President, it is 2025. We all need 
to live in the real world. More than 90 
percent—get this: 90 percent—of new 
energy production connected to the 
grid last year was renewable energy. 
And it takes 3 or 4 years just to build 
a natural gas powerplant. 

There is no good reason to block 
wind projects, to block solar projects 
that, by the way, are already underway 
to bring more energy to American 
homes and businesses. 

President Trump, what he is doing is 
he is trying to pick winners and losers. 
When it comes to energy, he wants to 
decide, and the winners are fossil fuel 
companies and China. And the losers, 
Mr. President—the losers—that is ev-
erybody else. That is you. That is your 
family. That is your business. 

And families especially—families— 
are going to face higher utility bills. 
And manufacturers, they are going to 
lose the support that they were relying 
on. And workers are just going to see 
their jobs go back overseas. 

You think China doesn’t want to 
make more of this stuff and sell it to 
us? Of course, they do. They will be 
happy to do that, and we will pay the 
price. They would love to see President 
Trump drive clean energy manufactur-
ers that are in America out of business. 

China would want us to cancel our 
manufacturing plants and cancel these 
energy projects. We should not let this 
happen. 

We have got an opportunity this 
week to turn this around. So I am 
going to be voting for Senator KAINE 
and Senator HEINRICH’s effort so that 
we can focus on our energy future. 

Now, fortunately, there is so much 
that we agree on: the need to mod-
ernize our power grid, to bring manu-
facturing back to America, to create 
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jobs and reduce our reliance on im-
ports, and to develop the energy tech-
nologies of the future right here in the 
United States of America, not in an-
other country, not in China. And all of 
this supports American jobs, and, at 
the same time, it keeps utility bills 
low for American families. 

Now, some of it will require us to cut 
some redtape and make things more 
predictable and efficient for utilities 
and for energy producers. Me and many 
of my colleagues, we have shown that 
we are willing to work on these re-
forms on a bipartisan basis. So let’s do 
it. 

And Mr. President—not you, but the 
President of the United States—let’s 
reverse the shortsighted targeted at-
tacks on our energy supply. If we do 
that, I know that we can work together 
and continue to expand the amount of 
energy this country has at its disposal 
and bring down the prices for American 
families and American businesses. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

SCHMITT). The Senator from Colorado. 

f 

CHANGE OF VOTE 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, before I 
speak on the matter in front of us, I 
wanted to say that on rollcall vote 89, 
I voted aye. It was my intention to 
vote no. 

Therefore, I ask unanimous consent 
that I be permitted to change my vote 
since it will not affect the outcome. 

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

f 

TERMINATING THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY DECLARED WITH 
RESPECT TO ENERGY 

S. J. RES. 10 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, I want-
ed to come down here and talk a little 
bit about energy with my colleagues in 
the Senate today, and part of the rea-
son why is that as you know, Mr. Presi-
dent, and others know, the President of 
the United States has declared an en-
ergy emergency, and he did it on the 
day he was inaugurated here in the 
Capitol, on a day when he had lots of 
comments about the fact that God had 
saved him so that he would be there to 
be inaugurated—that this was going to 
be the greatest moment in American 
history, and that we had an energy 
emergency because there was an insuf-
ficient production of oil and fossil 
fuels. 

As anybody who reads the newspaper 
in America knows—and there may not 
be anybody left who has access to a 
paper, but I encourage you to do it; it 
is a lot better than what you are read-
ing on Twitter these days—the United 
States has actually produced more oil 
than we ever have produced in our his-
tory. In fact, last year, with the Biden 
administration, we produced more oil 
than any country in the history of hu-
manity. 

The same is true for natural gas. The 
same is true for LNG exports. The 
United States produces more oil than 
any other country in the world. We 
produce more natural gas than any 
other country in the world. We are the 
leading exporter of liquefied natural 
gas, which, by the way, has been in-
credibly important recently because we 
have allowed our allies in Europe to 
get off the Russian oil that they were 
on and replace that with liquefied nat-
ural gas produced by American citi-
zens, exported by American citizens, to 
break the back of Putin’s ability to re-
strain Europe’s participation in the 
war, because we were able to replace 
half their energy. I am so glad that we 
were able to do that. 

And we are also the world’s leading 
producer of renewable energy, as well, 
and we have seen a huge amount of 
growth in solar, a huge amount of 
growth in wind, and I like to think of 
Colorado as the place that started an 
awful lot of that. 

We are both a producer of fossil fuels 
and a producer of renewables. We know 
it takes everything to drive this econ-
omy, but we want to do all of this in a 
way that is cognizant of the very real 
climate issues that our globe faces and 
that our country faces. 

The good news for the United States 
is there is no country in the world that 
is better positioned to lead the transi-
tion of our energy economy in this 
world than the United States of Amer-
ica. We are the wealthiest country in 
the world. We have the biggest and 
most abundant supply of fossil fuels 
and nonfossil fuels. We are less corrupt 
than almost any country on the face of 
the planet, and especially less corrupt 
than economies that are dominated by 
petrochemicals and by oil and gas 
around the world. We are the 
innovators in the world. We have a 
commitment to the rule of law. All of 
that puts us in this incredible position 
to lead. 

I believe, 30 years from now or so, we 
are going to be in a place where we are 
able to say, not just to the American 
people but to the world, that we are at 
net zero from a carbon point of view 
and that we were able to get there 
through American technology and 
through American leadership and 
American ingenuity and American ex-
ports; that we took a strategic ap-
proach; that we had a plan that made 
sense; and that we captured, along the 
way, every—every—molecule that we 
could find of fugitive methane from oil 
and gas and from agriculture and from 
landfills; that we said yes to wind and 
solar; that we said yes to nuclear and 
yes to geothermal; that we said yes to 
investing in emerging technologies, 
like hydrogen, like carbon capture, and 
like the carbon dioxide removal bill 
that I have with my friend LISA MUR-
KOWSKI from Alaska, which just goes to 
show you that you can have a bipar-
tisan approach; that we can move to a 
position of real leadership that can 
help us create an economy again that 

America, when it grows, it grows for 
everybody, not just the people at the 
very top—because we have got good en-
ergy jobs that are concerned with the 
production of oil and gas and the pro-
duction of all those other forms of en-
ergy. 

By the way, just on that point—and I 
will be brief here because I know my 
colleague from Massachusetts wants to 
speak. On that subject, this Senate is 
about to get rid of the commonsense 
methane regulations that were passed 
in the last administration that are 
based on the work—that fee based on 
the work—that we had done in Colo-
rado, working with industry, as the 
last administration did to create cer-
tainty, to create predictability, to send 
a message to the world that we want 
American gas to be the cleanest gas of 
any gas in the world. 

And having us capture that fugitive 
methane is a hugely important part of 
that. We are saying no to that now. We 
are saying yes to the air pollution that 
is going to result. We are saying yes to 
the climate pollution that will result. 

I say to my colleague from Massa-
chusetts while she is here, I take no 
pleasure—and the President knows 
this—from the fact that Donald Trump 
is our President. I regret that he is our 
President, but he is our President. And 
one of the ways that he got to be our 
President is that he was elected twice. 

And, in fact, more people voted for 
him this time than voted for him last 
time. I regret that. I am sorry for that, 
and I think there are lots of reasons for 
that. 

But I think one of the reasons for 
that is that there is a mythology out 
there that the Democratic Party be-
lieves that we are going to turn fossil 
fuels off yesterday; or that we are 
going to turn fossil fuels off next week; 
or that we don’t respect the men and 
women who work in our energy fields 
or in our energy processing across the 
country. 

If there are Democrats who feel that 
way, I disagree with them, because the 
worst thing we could do at this mo-
ment when we have the energy abun-
dance that we have, when we have the 
economic freedom we have, when we 
have the lack of corruption that we 
have—the worst thing we could do is 
elect a climate denier to be President 
whose most creative approach to en-
ergy was Sarah Palin’s shopworn 
‘‘drill, baby, drill,’’ which is what he 
announced under the dome of the 
United States Capitol the day he was 
inaugurated President and said—com-
pletely untruthfully—that we were in 
an energy crisis, when what we have is 
an energy abundance and no excuse— 
no excuse—for not leading the rest of 
the world in making sure that this 
transition on net-zero carbon is accom-
plished and that we do it in a way that 
protects our economy; that we do it in 
a way that protects our national secu-
rity; that we do it in a way that recog-
nizes the contribution that people have 
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made for generations in Northwest Col-
orado and all over our economy to be 
able to drive this economy forward. 

And to the extent that the failure is 
a failure of the Democratic Party to 
make clear our position, I want to own 
that failure and that responsibility. It 
is not Donald Trump’s fault that he 
was elected. He ran; he won. We own 
some of the fact that he got elected. 
And I think on this issue, we have not 
communicated clearly to the American 
people what we believe. 

And as a result of that, once again, 
our children and grandchildren have a 
climate denier in the White House, 
even though a majority of the Amer-
ican people believe that climate change 
is real and that we should be doing 
something about it. 

And those of us who are advocates on 
this, on this side, have to be very 
clear—much clearer, he said poorly and 
unclearly—but let me say again—have 
to be much clearer about what we 
stand for, which is for a transition that 
makes sense and that science com-
mands and for the respect of people 
that are working in the energy indus-
try no matter what part of the indus-
try they are working in. 

And the fact that Donald Trump— 
even when oil is at $73 a barrel at his 
inauguration and we are producing 
more than we have ever produced in 
the history of mankind for the United 
States—thinks we are in an energy 
emergency or he claims that we are 
surprises me not at all. 

Since he said he was going to drive 
prices down, the price of eggs are so 
high today as we meet here, you need a 
mortgage practically to buy a dozen 
eggs in the United States of America. 

We can do better than that, and we 
can do better than his ‘‘drill, baby, 
drill’’ energy policy. 

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

ator from Massachusetts. 
Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I want 

to thank the Senator from Colorado for 
your energetic leadership in this area. 
I am very grateful for your voice on 
this and for the work you do for the 
people of the country and, also, for ev-
erybody around the world. We have got 
to deal with this problem; so, thank 
you. 

I rise today in support of Senator 
KAINE and Senator HEINRICH’s resolu-
tion to terminate Donald Trump’s Ex-
ecutive order declaring a national en-
ergy emergency. 

I just want to start by being clear 
about what is going on here. Donald 
Trump promised to gut our environ-
mental laws if Big Oil CEOs gave him a 
billion dollars for his campaign. He was 
quite open about this. How could he do 
that? Well, he has figured it out. He de-
clared an emergency that he has fo-
cused on that emergency will give him 
a chance to pay those oil executives 
CEOs back. 

Now, this order is not a serious at-
tempt at lowering anyone’s energy 
costs. And you know how I know this? 

Because a true strategy to lower peo-
ple’s costs would include clean energy 
sources like wind and solar, which this 
order deliberately excludes. 

So what does this Executive order 
do? It lets big oil and gas companies off 
the hook on following our environ-
mental laws and regulations. And those 
are the rules that make sure that you 
have clean air to breathe and clean 
water to drink. 

Why would Donald Trump do this? It 
is simple. He does not care about low-
ering anyone’s costs or helping create 
good jobs. All he cares about is his rich 
as hell—those were his words—his rich 
as hell donors and helping them make 
more money. 

Let’s be clear. Energy prices are too 
high. Americans are feeling those high 
prices. Energy prices have been on the 
rise for the past decade. And last year, 
one-third of Americans had to cut back 
on necessary spending in order to pay 
their energy bills. 

Americans are looking for real solu-
tions. And that is why Democrats got 
to work and passed the biggest climate 
package in the history of the world to 
unleash American innovation and to 
support a clean energy future. 

Now, America is producing more en-
ergy than ever before, including 
through offshore wind projects off the 
coast of Massachusetts, and we are cre-
ating good jobs while we are doing it. 

Clean energy jobs are now over 40 
percent of all the energy jobs in the 
United States. They are growing twice 
as fast as other industries, but Donald 
Trump is now trying to unravel all of 
that progress. Why? In order to please 
his big oil and gas donors. 

And this sham will have real con-
sequences for our communities—rais-
ing energy costs and cutting American 
jobs. 

Look no further than Somerset, MA, 
to see what is happening. At Brayton 
Point in Somerset, there is an old coal- 
fired powerplant that closed down 
years and years ago. But a private 
company called Prysmian had decided 
that they want to turn part of this 
plant into a factory to build undersea 
cables to support American offshore 
wind farms. They want to build the ca-
bles so we can bring that power in and 
use it, that clean power in and use it 
here in the United States. 

That project would be transformative 
for Somerset. It would create about 250 
to 300 good manufacturing jobs and 
would deliver more than $10 million in 
annual tax revenues. That is a big deal 
for a small town. 

So for the last few years, local offi-
cials and our Massachusetts Federal 
delegation has been working hard with 
the Federal Government to help turn 
that idea into a reality. 

But last month, the company sud-
denly announced they are ending the 
project. No more jobs, no more tax rev-
enue. And why? Because of Donald 
Trump’s attacks on clean energy. Som-
erset’s experience is just one of the ex-
periences felt by many communities all 

around this country. Yes, Somerset 
will bounce back. But Donald Trump is 
cutting jobs and raising energy costs 
on communities all across this country 
just to please his oil and gas donors. 
And it is communities like Somerset 
that are paying the price for that. 

Make no mistake: We will fight back, 
that is why Democrats are here today. 
That fight starts with ending this sham 
of an Executive order. 

I urge my colleagues to vote yes on 
Senator KAINE and Senator HEINRICH’s 
resolution. 

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

ator from Oregon. 
Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, here 

is the question: Do we pursue the 20th 
century energy vision featuring dirty, 
expensive fossil fuels, or do we pursue 
the 21st century energy vision fea-
turing inexpensive and clean, renew-
able energy? 

Trump’s energy emergency declara-
tion is about one thing: He is choosing 
the strategy of dirty, expensive fossil 
fuels. You know, he asked the power-
ful, big oil companies to contribute a 
billion dollars to his campaign, and 
now he is paying them back at the ex-
pense of the American people. Families 
lose; billionaires win. 

The plan. The plan features giving 
fossil fuel companies the power to seize 
public lands. It features giving fossil 
fuel companies the power to skip envi-
ronmental assessments, environmental 
assessments that show how their 
projects will poison the air, pollute the 
water, kill wildlife, and despoil our 
ecosystems. 

It is the plan of giving fossil fuel 
companies the power to bypass the 
public comment period so the public 
can’t weigh in about the terrible ideas 
the fossil fuel companies are putting 
forward. 

The public can’t weigh in about the 
drilling rigs and the leaky pipelines 
and the export terminals polluting 
their communities. This is not govern-
ment of, by, and for the people; it is 
government of, by, and for the oil and 
gas companies. Families lose; billion-
aires win. 

This emergency declaration is cer-
tainly a sham because renewable en-
ergy costs less than fossil fuel energy. 
The International Renewable Energy 
Agency found that the cost of new wind 
or solar is at least 30 percent cheaper 
than the cost of running most fossil 
coal plants. So it is no surprise that in 
2024, 94 percent of the new energy on 
the grid came from renewables, from 
harnessing the power of the sun and 
the wind. 

Prioritizing expensive fossil fuels 
over cheap renewables drives up the 
price of energy that families pay on 
their bills every month. That is 
Trumpflation. 

Exporting more fossil fuels mean 
families pay more at the pump, and 
they pay more to heat their homes. 
That is Trumpflation. 

And burning more fossil fuels intensi-
fies climate chaos and wildfires and 
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hurricanes. It blows the top off the cost 
of insurance for people’s homes as in-
surers flee the markets. That is 
Trumpflation. 

Meanwhile, fossil fuel companies 
make even bigger profits. Families 
lose; billionaires win. 

You know, this is not a red State or 
a blue State issue. Since August 2022, 
investments from the Inflation Reduc-
tion Act have created more than 400,000 
clean energy jobs with more than half 
of those jobs in red States. In fact, 19 of 
the 20 Congressional districts at the 
top of clean energy investments are 
represented by my colleagues on the 
Republican side of the aisle. 

What are the top three States overall 
of clean energy job growth? Idaho, 
Texas, and New Mexico—two out of 
those three States represented by Re-
publicans in the Senate. For wind en-
ergy, it is Texas, Iowa, Oklahoma, Kan-
sas, and Illinois—four out of five States 
represented in this Senate by Repub-
licans. For solar energy it is California, 
Texas, Florida, North Carolina, and Ar-
izona—three out of five of those States 
represented by Republicans. 

So this is not a blue versus red situa-
tion. Nearly 3.5 million Americans now 
work in the clean energy field, more 
than a million of those jobs in red 
States. And it is estimated that these 
investments will continue to create 
hundreds of thousands of jobs across 
the country. 

Prioritizing fossil fuels will kill this 
job growth for working Americans. So 
this strategy, this energy emergency 
strategy, this is an energy strategy in 
which families lose; billionaires win. 
And there are far fewer good-paying 
jobs for Americans. 

And, by the way, prioritizing fossil 
fuels is helpful to China. 

If we have a national energy emer-
gency, we shouldn’t be fueling our com-
petitors by selling our energy to China 
to make their economy run better. If 
we have an emergency, we shouldn’t 
cede the future of clean energy and all 
the jobs it will create and the less ex-
pensive energy it creates to China. We 
would want to make these products 
here and export them to the world, not 
have to buy them from China, helping 
China’s economy grow at the expense 
of our own. 

This phony national emergency dec-
laration comes down to this: Do we 
want families to win or do we want bil-
lionaires to win? 

Let’s come together, red States and 
blue States together, and say: We want 
these jobs. We want this clean energy. 
We want this less expensive energy for 
America because we are fighting for 
the families, not for the billionaires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. WELCH. Mr. President, there are 
just two issues: One is about the pol-
icy, the energy policy, that the Trump 
administration is announcing, and we 
can have a debate about that. I am in 
full support of the comments that my 
colleagues have made. But there is an-

other issue that, in many ways, is more 
important, and that issue is whether 
this U.S. Senate will accede to relin-
quishing its authority as a separate 
and independent branch of government 
to a President who tries to seize that 
power by claiming a phony emergency. 

What justifies this action, as far as 
President Trump is concerned and le-
gally, is the assertion that we have an 
‘‘energy emergency.’’ And by invoking 
that term, he is saying to Congress: 
Get lost. This needs immediate atten-
tion that only the Executive can give. 
And getting lost means that we don’t 
act as an independent branch of gov-
ernment and fulfill the constitutional 
responsibility we have to be separate, 
independent, and a check and balance 
on Executive power. 

That is a separate question from 
whether Members agree or disagree 
with the ‘‘drill, baby, drill’’ policy, but 
it is fundamental to the well-being of 
our democracy. Congress, in the past, 
has never come close to relinquishing 
that authority. And whether you are a 
Democrat or Republican, if you are a 
U.S. Senator, you have to defend the 
institution, not because it is good for 
me or you or any other Member of the 
Senate, but it is good for America. We 
rely on that system of checks and bal-
ances. 

So the question is, Is it an emer-
gency? And as my colleagues have laid 
out, no, we have never had more pro-
duction of power in our history. We are 
exporting power. The power situation 
is not an emergency. There is power 
abundance. 

Now, second thing, as many of my 
colleagues are saying, there are real 
consequences because, essentially, 
what the President is doing is going all 
in on fossil fuels and casting aside the 
opportunities that come—economic op-
portunities as well as cleaner climate 
opportunities—with clean energy. I am 
not going to repeat all of the informa-
tion provided by starting with Senator 
KAINE, but it is true. And, you know, 
selling out, as some of my colleagues 
say, to the fossil fuel industry—the 
President was reported to have said 
‘‘get me a billion’’—what I don’t under-
stand is why you would kill jobs in the 
clean energy sector that is producing 
cheaper power and good jobs. There is 
no justification for an Executive or 
Member of Congress doing that. 

The other final point is that we are 
having this bizarre debate about 
whether there is a climate situation 
caused by carbon emissions. Reality is, 
we all know it is happening. We are all 
victimized by these wild weather 
events. 

And there are only two explanations 
that explain the actions of the admin-
istration: One is they just favor fossil 
fuels no matter what. There is a lot of 
truth to that. The other is, there is a 
lack of confidence on the administra-
tion about the capacity of the Amer-
ican people, the American innovators, 
the American entrepreneurs to take 
full advantage of solving the issue of 

climate change by building out clean 
energy, by doing efficiency. 

That really, really works. And a con-
fident person, a confident country 
doesn’t deny problems exist. They ac-
knowledge them, face them squarely, 
and then solve them. And in the proc-
ess of doing that, they all end up better 
and have a stronger economy as well. 

So there is no emergency. We must 
stand first for the separation of powers 
and the authority of Congress and not 
allow us to be stripped of that by an 
Executive; and, second, we have to 
have a wise policy that is going to cre-
ate jobs, be sustainable for our econ-
omy and for our future. 

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

ator from Tennessee. 
HUMAN TRAFFICKING 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, 
there is an issue that I have spoken 
about so often on this floor, and it is 
one that should concern each and every 
one of us; and that is the issue of 
human trafficking and sex trafficking 
that is happening in this country. And 
what we have learned is that today in 
the United States a child is either 
bought or sold for sex every 2 minutes. 
Now, think about that and think about 
the harm that is happening to children 
because of this amount of human traf-
ficking and sex trafficking. 

What we also have learned is that, 
globally, this has turned into a $150 bil-
lion-a-year business. This is something 
that we also have learned affects every 
town, city, and community in our Na-
tion. It is pervasive. 

In Tennessee, my home State, there 
were 1,170 reports of human trafficking 
through November of last year, and 
that is according to the data we have 
from the Tennessee Bureau of Inves-
tigations. Now, that number was actu-
ally down from the number in 2023, 
which had been 1,432 reports, and that 
was because of the effort that our Gov-
ernor, Bill Lee, the Tennessee General 
Assembly, and the Tennessee Bureau of 
Investigations made into fighting this 
human trafficking and trying to bring 
an end to what truly is modern-day 
slavery. 

But, unfortunately, what we saw as 
we looked at the data was that last 
year’s total of 1,170 was still 62 percent 
higher than the number in 2019. So as 
we have looked at this in recent years, 
what you have seen is an explosion of 
human trafficking and sex trafficking 
in this country. While we know that 
human trafficking has been a problem 
over a period of time, the concern is 
this heinous crime and how it has ex-
ploded in the recent past. 

Now, there are some reasons and 
some contributing factors to the esca-
lation numbers, and one of them is dur-
ing the Biden administration, basically 
they surrendered our southern border 
to cartels and gangs and criminals and 
traffickers. Many of us have been to 
the border. We saw what was happening 
on the border during the Biden years. 
And as a result of the inaction that 
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took place there, every town in this 
country became a border town, and 
every State became a border State. 
And because of the drugs, because of 
the human trafficking, the sex traf-
ficking, the American people suffered 
the consequences. 

Just this month, earlier this month, 
authorities charged eight Venezuelan 
illegal aliens in Middle, TN, for traf-
ficking women across our border for 
the purpose of sexual exploitation. 
That was eight Venezuelan illegal 
aliens. After entering our country ille-
gally, the criminals conducted their 
operation out of Nashville motels be-
tween 2022 and 2024. And like so many 
criminal illegals in our country—no 
surprise—they are tied to the violent 
gang Tren de Aragua, which has 
plagued cities across this country with 
organized crime. 

All too often these traffickers target 
not only vulnerable women, they also 
target children. According to our TBI 
data, there were 514 reports of children 
being sex-trafficked in Tennessee in 
2024. That is 1 year, 514 reports. That 
was more than twice the number of re-
ports of adult sex trafficking. 

The report also notes that there has 
been an increase in the number of un-
accompanied minors who were traf-
ficked into our country and exploited. 
This should come as no surprise. Under 
Biden, hundreds of thousands of unac-
companied children have reached our 
southern border, while many more ar-
rived with adults who falsely claimed 
to be their relatives. Although Biden 
had a responsibility to place these chil-
dren with vetted sponsors, his adminis-
tration, obviously, did not do that. We 
have learned that they lost track of 
more than 320,000 migrant children who 
face the threat of abuse, trafficking, 
and sexual exploitation. 

Thankfully, after 4 years of failure 
under the Biden administration, Presi-
dent Trump is working to secure our 
border, to protect our communities, 
and to bring human trafficking to an 
end. And there is so much more that 
Congress can do to support this effort. 

Last week, I introduced the bipar-
tisan GRACIE Act, which would re-
quire the recording of all Child Protec-
tive Services interviews with children 
and adults. Although 60 percent of 
child sex trafficking victims in our 
country have engaged with the foster 
care system, too often CPS staffers 
miss the signs of abuse. By recording 
interviews, we can increase the likeli-
hood that child trafficking victims will 
be identified and rescued. 

Last month, I also reintroduced a 
package of bills that will do much to 
combat human trafficking. My SAVE 
Girls Act would provide States, local 
governments, and nonprofits with the 
resources they need to end the traf-
ficking of young women and girls. 

My National Human Trafficking 
Database Act, meanwhile, would estab-
lish a national human trafficking data-
base at the Department of Justice and 
incentivize State law enforcement 
agencies to report their data. 

To help bring an end to trafficking at 
the border, I also introduced the End 
Child Trafficking Now Act, which 
would require a DNA test to determine 
the relationship between illegal aliens 
at the border and any accompanying 
child. Now, it is so important to note, 
I have introduced this bill before, and I 
did it because during the Trump ad-
ministration, there was DNA testing. 
It was ended during the Biden adminis-
tration. They said it took too much 
time. I inquired about the amount of 
time. It took 45 minutes. 

What we know from the time we did 
DNA testing, 30 percent of the children 
that were DNA tested by border agents 
shared no relation to the illegal aliens 
who were falsely—falsely—representing 
themselves as family members. I think 
45 minutes is worth it to save the life 
of a child. 

And my PRINTS Act, which has been 
reintroduced, would give Customs and 
Border Protection the authority to fin-
gerprint noncitizens under the age of 14 
to combat the horrific practice called 
child recycling. 

Just this week, I also sent a letter to 
FBI Director Kash Patel and Attorney 
General Pam Bondi requesting that 
they release the complete, unredacted 
flight logs from Jeffery Epstein’s pri-
vate jet. 

In addition, I also requested 
Ghislaine Maxwell’s little black book 
and all video surveillance footage from 
Epstein’s residence in Palm Beach, FL. 
After years of stonewalling by former 
Director Wray, we still do not have all 
the necessary information regarding 
Jeffrey Epstein’s crime, who his associ-
ates were, and who was involved in his 
global human trafficking and sex traf-
ficking ring. That is information we 
need if we are going to bring an end to 
this practice of human trafficking and 
also if we are going to bring justice for 
the women and children that were 
abused and trafficked during these 
human trafficking and sex trafficking 
rings. 

It is past time to bring this practice 
to an end. With these efforts, we can 
provide this administration with the 
tools they need in order to bring an end 
to this practice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon. 

S.J. RES. 10 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, first of 

all, I want to thank Senator KAINE for 
his extraordinary leadership on this. 

I think America is at a crucial time 
on energy policy, and Senator KAINE 
cuts right to the heart of the debate. 
Donald Trump wants more tax cuts for 
the ultrawealthy, and he is willing to 
pay for those tax cuts by raising your 
energy bill. 

Here is how the flawed idea goes 
down. Clean energy today is plentiful. 
Clean energy today is cheap. Clean en-
ergy today is generating thousands of 
good-paying jobs. I was involved deeply 
in writing the Inflation Reduction Act. 
I developed this law that created the 
clean energy tax credit package, and it 

is making progress in communities 
across the country. 

What Donald Trump is talking about 
doing—and Senator KAINE has spelled 
this out—is defying the reality of the 
marketplace. 

For example, we are constantly see-
ing people in the fossil fuel business 
saying that this isn’t time for ‘‘drill, 
baby, drill.’’ They have been very blunt 
about saying that doesn’t make sense 
from a marketplace standpoint. 

What we want to do as it relates to 
clean energy is to build on the progress 
we have made—making sure clean en-
ergy is part of an ‘‘all of the above’’ 
program that is technologically neu-
tral and competing in a marketplace 
with choices. 

Under the Kaine legislation, we can 
have that reality and not the flawed 
idea that we would somehow benefit 
from having more tax cuts for the 
ultrawealthy and somehow that will 
take care of people’s energy situation. 
It won’t. If you go with tax breaks for 
the ultrawealthy and this program 
that is based on ‘‘drill, baby, drill,’’ it 
is going to create rising energy costs 
for working families across the land. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Kaine proposal. 

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

ator from West Virginia. 
WASTE EMISSIONS CHARGE FOR PETROLEUM AND 

NATURAL GAS SYSTEMS 
Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. President, I rise 

today in support of my friend from 
North Dakota, Senator HOEVEN’s Con-
gressional Review Act resolution to 
block the implementation of the Biden 
administration’s waste emissions 
charge, otherwise known as the natural 
gas tax. 

Since the day this regulation was fi-
nalized last November, I pledged that I 
would work with President Trump and 
my colleagues in the Congress to repeal 
this misguided, anti-energy tax. Today 
in the Senate, that is exactly what we 
are working to do. 

We must recognize that we are in a 
critical moment for American energy. 
The North American Electric Reli-
ability Corporation has found that over 
the next 10 years, due to a rise in en-
ergy consumption and the early retire-
ment of our existing fossil fuel genera-
tion, our country could face major 
electric generation and reliability con-
cerns. 

We must take action now to ensure 
that our future demand is met, that 
the lights remain on, our homes re-
main warm, and our economy keeps 
moving for Americans all across this 
country. We can do this by continuing 
to invest in natural gas. 

Over 60 percent of Americans every 
day heat their homes, their water, or 
their food with natural gas. Natural 
gas is responsible for over 40 percent of 
the electricity generation and fuels 
more than half of our industrial sec-
tor’s process heat. 

While the natural gas tax fails to rec-
ognize this reality, let’s look at what is 
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true. Fracking and shale gas have both 
revolutionized and transformed Amer-
ican energy, leading to lower prices, 
job growth, and increased American en-
ergy security. According to the Energy 
Information Administration, the rapid 
expansion of natural gas-fired power-
plants in this country has decreased 
the power sector’s carbon dioxide emis-
sions by 35 percent over the last 25 
years. Natural gas has the potential to 
further reduce American greenhouse 
gas emissions if we continue to in-
crease production. 

Natural gas is an affordable, reliable, 
and clean source of energy vital to our 
country and our economy. We should 
be expanding natural gas production, 
not restricting it. Instead, the natural 
gas tax will constrain American nat-
ural gas production, leading to in-
creased energy prices and providing a 
boost to the production of natural gas 
in Russia. 

Simply put, repealing the natural gas 
tax is a win for our economy, a win for 
our national security, and a win for our 
environment. 

As part of establishing this tax, the 
Democrats’ so-called Inflation Reduc-
tion Act ordered the EPA to revise its 
subpart W requirements in order to fa-
cilitate the reporting and calculation 
of the tax. The EPA’s subpart W revi-
sions blatantly disregard and overstep 
even the partisan mandates of the IRA 
and would excessively increase the tax 
burden on American energy under this 
natural gas tax. 

The revised emission factors within 
subpart W reporting requirements 
make broad assumptions about oil and 
gas operations and technologies that 
will lead to inaccurate reporting for 
many owners and operators. The rule 
would not only radically expand the 
scope of emissions required to be re-
ported by each facility under the 
Greenhouse Gas Reporting Program, 
but it also excessively expands the 
number of facilities that are covered by 
subpart W and consequently respon-
sible to pay the natural gas tax. 

Due to this uninformed and artificial 
overestimate of U.S. methane emis-
sions, some smaller operators who were 
once below the waste emissions thresh-
old are now at risk of seeing their re-
ported methane emissions inflated and 
owing large sums under the natural gas 
tax. 

If not repealed, this rule will arbi-
trarily increase the costs and burden of 
reporting under subpart W, motivated 
by the Democrats’ interest in growing 
the revenues generated by their nat-
ural gas tax. This will make it even 
more difficult and expensive to 
produce, transport, and consume Amer-
ican natural gas and in turn will hurt 
both American families who rely on 
the energy and the environment of the 
communities we live in. 

It is important that we note that our 
effort today works in tandem with this 
Chamber’s recently passed budget reso-
lution. 

As chairman of the Environment and 
Public Works Committee, I have long 

intended to stop the natural gas tax, 
and we will continue to pursue this 
through the reconciliation process. 

Today’s vote on the CRA provides all 
Senators the opportunity to put our 
vote on record after witnessing the 
Biden’s EPA bait and switch on the im-
plementation of this misguided policy. 
I encourage my colleagues to support 
the CRA that is central to our mission 
of American energy dominance and re-
ject this tax that will bolster our ad-
versaries, increase energy costs on 
American families, and put our energy 
future at risk. 

I would like to yield, but before I do 
that, I would like to thank my col-
league from Iowa for letting me step in 
front of her to make my speech. I ap-
preciate that. I know she will be sup-
porting this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

S.J. RES. 10 
Ms. ERNST. Mr. President, for over a 

decade, I have led the charge to expose 
government abuses, curb reckless regu-
lations, and protect hard-working tax-
payers from Washington’s overreach. 

As my colleagues have so rightly dis-
cussed, the actions by the Biden ad-
ministration made it necessary for 
President Trump to declare a national 
energy emergency on day one. 

The Biden administration’s green en-
ergy programs artificially incentivized 
electric vehicles using billions of tax-
payer dollars, with only 60 charging 
stations to show for it. Folks, that is 
just one of the many energy-related 
billion-dollar boondoggles by the 
former administration. 

As chair and founder of the Senate 
DOGE Caucus, I committed to pre-
venting unchecked bureaucrats from 
issuing regulations that impose signifi-
cant new costs and stifle growth. Every 
day, DOGE is uncovering just how far 
the Biden administration went to con-
ceal its reckless spending through the 
Federal Agencies, especially regarding 
their climate pet projects. 

Instead of transparency and objective 
analysis, Biden’s bureaucrats relied on 
manipulation, inflated so-called ‘‘net 
benefits,’’ and completely disregarded 
economic reality in their rulemakings. 
And they were prolific, churning out 
nearly 110,000 pages of regulations just 
last year. That is 1 year and 110,000 
pages—the highest number ever. 

Between November 2023 and January 
2025 alone, Agencies issued 50 final 
rules using shady accounting gim-
micks, slapping over half a trillion dol-
lars in regulatory burdens onto hard- 
working Americans. This included a re-
lentless push to regulate truckers out 
of business, based on the audacious 
claim that its extreme emissions rules 
would somehow create $99 billion in 
benefits for society. 

But here is the reality, folks: These 
policies make everything more expen-
sive for families, they kill jobs, and 
they hurt our small businesses. 

It doesn’t stop there. The Depart-
ment of Energy cited billions in so- 

called ‘‘climate net benefits’’ and the 
‘‘social cost of greenhouse gases’’ to 
justify heavyhanded mandates, ignor-
ing the very real costs passed on to 
farmers and manufacturers. 

For too long, unelected bureaucrats 
have ignored the voices of job creators 
and working families, pushing costly 
regulations while hiding the true im-
pact. This is why my RED TAPE Act is 
critical. My bill ensures that Agencies 
can no longer manipulate a cost-ben-
efit analysis to push their own agenda. 
It requires Agencies to prioritize data- 
driven, measurable economic benefits, 
not vague ideological justifications. 

While some Federal employees com-
plain about the new directives from the 
Trump administration, they should 
take a moment to understand that 
hard-working Americans who have had 
to show up to work and take risks to 
open businesses will no longer tolerate 
having to foot the bill for regulatory 
overreach. 

I am voting no on this effort to end 
President Trump’s national energy 
emergency. I support the President’s 
efforts to make energy more available 
and affordable to power economic 
growth. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

MORENO). The Democratic leader. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I want 

to thank Senators KAINE and HEINRICH 
for introducing this resolution and for 
taking the floor to highlight Donald 
Trump’s energy emergency gimmick. 

We Democrats are using every tool 
available to expose Republican hypoc-
risy, revealing the so-called energy 
emergency for what it is. It is a shame-
less power grab by Republicans to pay 
obeisance to Big Oil, plain and simple— 
nothing more, but nothing less. 

Republicans are raising prices by ex-
cluding clean energy from their emer-
gency, meaning families could see elec-
tricity bills go up by $500 a year. Re-
publicans are killing jobs by gutting 
domestic energy investments that we 
made, that have created so many new 
good-paying jobs. Republicans are re-
warding China by weakening our eco-
nomic competitiveness and ceding 
American energy leadership to our ad-
versaries. 

The hypocrisy is simple. On the one 
hand, they say we need more energy for 
AI and for everything else, but then, on 
the other hand, they greatly curtail 
the cheapest form of electricity we 
could make, which is solar and then 
wind, because, really, what they are 
doing is just hugging Big Oil because 
Big Oil hates clean energy because 
they know clean energy eventually 
means the great reduction of polluting 
oil and gas and what they put into our 
atmosphere. 

Senators KAINE, HEINRICH, and all 
Democrats will continue to shine a 
spotlight on Republican attacks on do-
mestic energy in the weeks and months 
ahead. 

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

ator from Virginia. 
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Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I rise to 

conclude the debate. I believe the vote 
will follow these remarks. 

I want to thank my colleagues. Sev-
enteen Democrats appeared on the 
floor to speak on behalf of S.J. Res. 10. 
I needn’t repeat the comments I made 
at the beginning. I will be very brief. 

No. 1, there is no energy emergency. 
We have established the United States 
is producing more energy—more oil, 
more gas, more renewable energy— 
than at any time in the history of this 
country and that we are now a dra-
matic net-energy-surplus nation, as we 
are producing more and more energy 
than we consume every year. That sur-
plus is great because we can export to 
develop both reducing the trade deficit 
and helping other nations wean them-
selves off their reliance on 
petrodictators. 

Second, President Trump’s energy 
emergency declaration is a sham. He 
ignores the facts of America’s energy 
dominance in order to benefit Big Oil 
because he told them he would do that. 
Last summer, he said: If you support 
me for President and invest in me, I 
will give you rollbacks in environ-
mental laws on day one of my adminis-
tration. 

And that is precisely what he did. 
We can tell that that is what he is 

doing by reading the exact terms of the 
energy emergency, in which he side-
lines critical environmental laws so 
long as you are producing oil and gas 
but not if you are producing wind and 
solar. If the President really wanted to 
accelerate energy, he would not leave 
out wind and solar. Instead, he is doing 
the bidding of Big Oil by trying to 
kneecap wind and solar in his energy 
emergency declaration. 

But it is more than the words on a 
page in the declaration; it is also in his 
actions. I have many projects in Vir-
ginia that have announced with great 
fanfare—including announced by our 
Republican Governor—that have relied 
upon tax credits provided in the Infla-
tion Reduction Act or other incentives 
in the bipartisan infrastructure law. 
These are projects all over Virginia— 
rural areas, urban areas—creating big 
jobs to create clean energy that will 
bring prices down. 

President Trump has undertaken a 
series of actions to put in jeopardy all 
of these projects in Virginia, to jeop-
ardize the jobs and to jeopardize the 
energy that would be produced that 
would lower costs, and he has done the 
same thing in every State in this coun-
try. So we need to reject this energy 
emergency so that we can have a true 
energy innovation economy and bring 
prices down for everyday consumers. 

I have listened to the comments of 
my Republican colleagues as they have 
argued against my S.J. Res. 10, and 
they have basically made two argu-
ments. 

The first is the argument that they 
don’t believe renewable energy is reli-
able. So, for that reason, they justify 
the President’s leaving out renewable 

energy sources in his energy emer-
gency order. To the contrary, 94 per-
cent of the power that was added to the 
American electricity grid in 2024 was 
wind, solar, and battery. 

Colleagues may stand on the floor 
and mouth the words that renewable 
energy is not reliable, but let’s look at 
what the market is doing. The market 
is investing in these energies because 
they are reliable, they are American, 
they are clean, and they are cheap. And 
I would venture to say that those in-
vesting in these sources are more ex-
pert about what is reliable and what is 
not than Members of this body, with 
all respect. 

The second argument that is being 
made by my colleagues is that they 
support ‘‘all of the above’’ energy, and 
they use that to argue against S.J. Res. 
10. My S.J. Res. 10 is about ‘‘all of the 
above’’ energy, and it is against the no-
tion of leaving out wind, solar, and bat-
tery technologies that are driving our 
green energy economy. 

The question is, If you are not oppos-
ing, really, because of reliability con-
cerns and you are not really advo-
cating for all of the above, what is the 
real source of the opposition? 

The real source of the opposition is 
this: People do not want to stand up 
against Donald Trump. They don’t 
want to stand up against a President 
who declares a fake emergency. They 
don’t want to stand up against a Presi-
dent who is unplugging jobs in their 
States. They don’t want to stand up 
against a President whose actions will 
lead to increased energy costs for con-
sumers. They don’t want to stand up to 
a President who is targeting and re-
versing investments that they even 
voted for when they voted for the bi-
partisan infrastructure law. 

At some point, the question to my 
colleagues is, When will you stand up? 

How much do prices have to go up on 
everyday Americans before you will 
stand up? How many jobs do you have 
to lose in your State before you are 
going to stand up? How many end runs 
of congressional statutes will you 
allow a President to take and be voice-
less before you stand up? 

That is what this is about. 
I urge my colleagues to stand up for 

an American innovation energy econ-
omy. Don’t let President Trump use a 
fake energy emergency to kneecap it. 

With that, Mr. President, I yield to 
my colleague from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President, I thank 
my great friend from the State of Vir-
ginia. I thank him for his leadership on 
this. I thank him for bringing out this 
very important subject because the 
American people are being robbed by 
the fossil fuel industry in broad day-
light, and the Trump administration is 
driving the getaway car. 

As the Senator from Virginia just 
said, in the United States, in 2024, 94 
percent of all new electrical generating 
capacity installed is wind and solar and 
battery technologies—94 percent. What 
I am hearing on FOX News and what I 

hear from the—not ‘‘all of the above’’ 
but—‘‘oil above all’’ crowd is: Oh, my 
God, it is terrible what is happening in 
our country. Look at the war that is 
being declared upon oil and gas and 
coal. 

Saying that wind and solar and bat-
teries are a war against oil and gas and 
coal is like saying that the cell phone 
was a war against the black rotary dial 
phone. It is not a war. It is the entre-
preneurial, innovative spirit in our 
country that is coming up with new 
technologies and new ways to solve the 
problem. 

Just like, by the way, the black ro-
tary dial industry, they didn’t like it. 
They didn’t like it at all. They had a 
monopoly, but there is a way to get 
around it. There was a way to have, out 
in the marketplace, new ways of gener-
ating communications technologies, 
and now there are new ways of gener-
ating electricity—new ways. They hate 
it. The incumbents hate it. They hate 
it because they had a bottleneck. It 
could only be they. It could only be oil, 
gas, coal. Then, all of a sudden, a new 
generation of young people arrived, and 
they say: No. Climate change is threat-
ening this planet, and there are new, 
innovative ways that we can move. 

So what is at the bottom of all of 
this? The oil, gas, and coal industries 
are scared—they are petrified—in the 
same way as the black rotary dial 
phone industry, in the same way that 
the horse-and-buggy manufacturer was 
scared. 

There is an automobile now. Oh, no, 
what am I going to do? 

How about getting in the transpor-
tation business rather than the horse- 
and-buggy industry? How about becom-
ing, maybe, an auto dealer in Ohio? 
How about moving on, rather than 
being a horse-and-buggy company? 

No. No. We are stopping that. We are 
stopping that. There are not going to 
be any roads. We are not going to build 
any roads for automobiles. That would 
be terrible. 

So that is what we have. Right now, 
we have a war against innovation, a 
war against nonpolluting sources of 
electricity; a war against a generation 
of young Americans who are saying the 
planet is dangerously warming, and 
there are no emergency rooms for plan-
ets—$300 billion worth of damage in 
two storms, Hurricane Milton and Hur-
ricane Helene; $250 billion worth of 
damage in the fires of LA. That is $550 
billion worth of damage in just three 
incidents, and that is just the tip of the 
iceberg of what is coming. 

So what the young generation is say-
ing is, Can we please install wind and 
solar and batteries and all-electric ve-
hicles? Can we be smart? Can we think 
ahead? Can we have a generational re-
sponse? 

And what is happening is the oil, gas, 
and coal industries are just calling in 
their chips. They are just saying that 
they want to kill everything—kill in-
novation. 

By the way, I was the chairman of 
the Telecommunications Committee in 
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the 1990s, when we were still in that old 
era. Believe me. Those old companies 
love their monopolies. There are three 
wires that go into people’s homes: the 
cable wire, the telephone wire, and the 
electricity wire. So now we are on the 
third wire, the electricity wire. Are we 
going to make that competitive, too, 
or not? And they are petrified. 

Just today—this is unbelievable—the 
Trump administration announced that 
he wants to lay off 65 percent of the 
Environmental Protection Agency’s 
staff. Those are our frontline fighters 
who ensure our water is safe, that our 
air is clean, and that our land is not 
polluted with toxins and chemicals. 
They want to turn the EPA into every 
polluter’s ally. That is their goal. That 
is what they want to have. That is not 
what the younger generation wants in 
our country. 

The EPA Administrator Lee Zeldin 
also told the White House that he 
wants to get rid of the EPA’s authority 
to regulate dangerous greenhouse gases 
based on the threat they pose to public 
health or welfare. It is known as the 
endangerment finding. Do greenhouse 
gas emissions cause warming that en-
dangers the coastlines? that endanger 
cities like LA? that lead to $300 billion 
storms just ravaging through States? 

Do you know that the Supreme Court 
decided 5 to 4? In April of 2007, the Su-
preme Court said: You must determine 
whether or not there is an 
endangerment, EPA; and, EPA, if you 
make that determination that it is an 
endangerment, you then have to do 
something about it. 

That is what is ticking them off. No 
one will tell you. 

In a footnote, in his dissent, Justice 
Scalia said: I am voting no. 

Justice Scalia said: What is next— 
the regulation of flatulence from cows? 
Where are they going with all this cra-
ziness? 

Do you know where we are going? Do 
you know where we went? We went to 
94 percent of all new electrical genera-
tion capacity in the United States, in 
2024. It is wind, solar, and battery tech-
nologies. That is where we went be-
cause there was an endangerment be-
cause you knew what was happening. 

By the way, even the IRA that was 
passed just in 2022 has already un-
leashed $400 billion of public and pri-
vate investment. It has created 400,000 
new jobs—400,000 new jobs—in the clean 
energy sector. Oil and gas and coal are 
petrified. They are the black rotary 
dial phone of 2025. They can see what is 
happening. It is change. It is a 
brandnew era. It is almost as though, 
somehow or other, they have found 
enough allies here to lock us into the 
past—to lock us into the 19th century, 
to lock us into the 20th century. 

Kids don’t want to go backward. 
They don’t want to look at the world in 
the rearview mirror. They want to look 
ahead to a brighter, better, safer, 
cleaner future, and that is what is 
going on. It is threatening the business 
model of all of these people. 

So I directly questioned Lee Zeldin 
on this exact issue in his hearing be-
fore the Environment and Public 
Works Committee because I knew he 
wouldn’t have the courage or the abil-
ity to stand up to the demands of 
Trump’s Big Oil and Big Gas and Big 
Coal donors because, if these donors 
tell Zeldin to wipe any policy meant to 
protect public health and the planet off 
the books, it seems he is ready to take 
out an eraser and to hop to it, regard-
less of the science, regardless of the 
law, regardless of the well-being of the 
American people in the long run, espe-
cially young people. The Green New 
Deal generation, they want change. 
They want action. They want to move 
the same way we moved from a black 
rotary dial phone to this. It only took 
20 years. It would have seemed impos-
sible to a black rotary dial phone man-
ufacturer, but it happened because you 
trusted young people to do the work. 

What else is Trump doing for his fos-
sil fuel friends? He is taking their 
money while he costs you your money. 

Trump’s billionaire oil and gas do-
nors promised him $1 billion last April 
in a meeting if Trump would take all of 
the clean energy incentives off of the 
books—$1 billion. This is all pay-to- 
play. They raised the money for him, 
and he delivered a sham energy emer-
gency Executive order that is already 
forcing working families to pay more 
in order to line the pockets of those big 
oil, big gas, big coal donors. 

This emergency is a lie. The United 
States is already the world’s largest oil 
and gas producer. It is the largest ex-
porter of LNG in the world. It is a lie. 
It is a lie. It is a lie. 

Everything Donald Trump says about 
an energy emergency is a lie to the 
American people because he has to lie 
to cover up the fact that oil and gas 
production is up. But they are so 
greedy, they want this body and the 
EPA to kill wind and solar, battery 
storage technologies, all-electric vehi-
cles. That is how greedy they are. It is 
not enough that they have their largest 
production capacity in history, because 
this is really an excuse for Trump and 
Musk to rig the rules for Big Oil so 
they can produce the dirty energy 
while they easily seize Americans’ 
lands and pollute the air and water. 

They want to go on public land now 
to drill for oil and gas, even though we 
don’t need it. We don’t need it. 

There is a revolution that if we just 
let it unfold, it would be 94 percent 
next year, 94 percent the next year. 
What they are afraid of is 10 years from 
now, when everyone says, oh, I love 
this new world we are living in, the 
nonpolluting, nongreenhouse gas world 
of renewable energy. 

The real emergency, the real crisis is 
the climate crisis itself, which con-
tinues to turbocharge extreme weath-
er. It is costing lives, billions in dam-
ages, sky-high energy bills, insurance 
rates out of control in all these States 
that are having these superstorms and 
fires. Yet Trump is dismantling pro-

grams that reduce energy prices, lower 
heating bills, keep our air and water 
clean, and create jobs while trying to 
ram through the dirty energy projects 
that will do just the opposite. 

And what does he want to do? He 
wants to take out a chain saw. That is 
what he wants to do. He is taking out 
his chain saw. 

He wants to call this waste, fraud, 
and corruption, a revolution that cre-
ates this incredible economic— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
for the proponent is expired. 

Mr. MARKEY.—to chop all of those 
programs down at the knees. We are 
going to fight it every single step of 
the way. 

I thank Senator KAINE, and I thank 
Senator HEINRICH for giving us this 
time on the floor to be able to explain 
to the American people what is going 
on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota. 
WASTE EMISSIONS CHARGE FOR PETROLEUM AND 

NATURAL GAS SYSTEMS 
Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I am 

pleased to come to the floor again 
today to discuss my resolution to block 
the Democrats’ natural gas tax, which 
I will call up right after we vote to af-
firm President Trump’s national en-
ergy emergency declaration. 

The Biden administration’s tax and 
regulatory onslaught over the past 4 
years have driven up the cost of energy 
and led to a national energy emergency 
for our Nation. 

One of the most egregious examples 
is a new tax on natural gas, and that is 
why I am leading S.J. Res. 12, a Con-
gressional Review Act resolution to 
block this tax from taking effect. 

My resolution will rescind the rule 
implementing the Democrats’ natural 
gas tax that the Biden administration 
finalized late last year. 

Congressional Democrats and Presi-
dent Biden mandated this new tax 
under the so-called Inflation Reduction 
Act, which was, of course, the Inflation 
Acceleration Act, taking inflation all 
the way up to 9 percent. The Environ-
mental Protection Agency issued its 
final implementing rule on November 
18 of last year. 

The EPA’s natural gas tax rule im-
poses stringent methane emissions 
charges on qualified petroleum and 
natural gas infrastructure, starting at 
$900 a ton for emissions in 2024; it then 
goes up to $1,200; and then, ultimately, 
up to $1,500 per ton in 2026 and subse-
quent years. 

Unless overturned, this would be the 
first time the Federal Government has 
ever imposed a direct tax on emissions. 
This new charge can equate to an effec-
tive tax increase on natural gas on top 
of other taxes of more than 5 percent. 

This will have a disproportionate im-
pact on small oil and gas producers in 
my home State of North Dakota and 
across the country, many of which al-
ready operate on thin margins and can-
not afford the high costs to comply 
with this onerous rule. 
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Simply put, this is a punitive tax 

that will be passed along to consumers 
and will force energy developers to 
shut in production. That means higher 
prices to heat your homes. That means 
higher prices to cook your food. That 
means higher cost of natural gas for all 
consumers. Also, less supply of domes-
tic energy means higher gas bills for 
consumers and an increased reliance on 
energy imports. 

Instead of new taxes and regulations 
designed to stifle production, we should 
be supporting innovation to maximize 
the use of our abundant and affordable 
oil and gas reserves. 

Our energy producers utilize the lat-
est and the greatest technology, ena-
bling more energy production with the 
best environmental stewardship. 

Today, the United States is the 
world’s largest oil and gas producer, 
and at the same time, we have also led 
the world in emissions reductions 

Since 1990, U.S. natural gas produc-
tion has doubled—this is an interesting 
stat. Since 1990, U.S. natural gas pro-
duction has doubled; yet at the same 
time, we have reduced total emissions 
by 20 percent—double the output—dou-
ble the output and a 20-percent reduc-
tion in emissions. We have been able to 
increase crude oil production by 60 per-
cent over the same time period. 

When I was Governor of North Da-
kota in 2000, our State was producing 
less than 100,000 barrels a day. We took 
that up to 1.5 million barrels of oil a 
day. This doesn’t just happen over-
night. It is because we work to provide 
the regulatory certainty to empower 
innovation and entrepreneurial spirit 
to unlock the potential for energy de-
velopment in our State and in our 
country. 

As North Dakota became an energy 
powerhouse, our State producers have 
worked hard to meet the challenges of 
managing growing volumes of natural 
gas associated with oil production. 

North Dakota producers have endeav-
ored to dramatically increase the tar-
geted gas capture rate from 74 percent 
to 95 percent over the past 10 years, 
again, through innovation, through 
technology—the latest and greatest 
methods that we have implemented. 

Producers want to improve on that 
rate—and we continue to—but the 
Biden administration and its Green 
New Deal allies tried to make it—and, 
in fact, did make it—harder to permit 
the very gathering systems that we 
needed to capture that natural gas. So 
they impeded our ability to reduce 
emissions. 

Instead of supporting more gathering 
lines and interstate pipelines, the 
Biden administration’s natural gas tax 
will hinder domestic production. 

Further, because our Nation gen-
erates over 40 percent of our electricity 
from natural gas, burdensome taxes on 
natural gas producers will result in 
more expensive and less reliable elec-
tricity, more inflation for consumers 
across the country as a result. 

Also, less production at home makes 
other nations and our allies abroad 

more dependent on adversarial nations 
that have no regard for environmental 
standards. Think Russia. Think Ven-
ezuela. Think OPEC. 

At the end of the day, energy secu-
rity directly impacts our economic and 
national security. This is about taking 
the handcuffs off and empowering our 
energy producers to increase supply 
and bring down prices for American 
families and businesses. That is why we 
are working to roll back the Biden ad-
ministration’s disastrous policies on 
energy, like this natural gas tax. 

I want to thank EPW, Chairwoman 
CAPITO, and the 25 other cosponsors of 
my resolution. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
this Congressional Review Act resolu-
tion. 

I look forward to continuing to work 
with my colleagues and the Trump ad-
ministration to repeal this misguided 
tax on natural gas, while increasing en-
ergy production across the board in 
this country with good environmental 
stewardship that will truly make 
America energy dominant once again. 

I yield back all remaining time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 

is yielded back. 
The clerk will read the title of the 

resolution for the third time. 
The joint resolution was ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading and 
was read the third time. 

VOTE ON S.J. RES. 10 

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

Mr. WYDEN. 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 assistant bill clerk called the 

roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from North Dakota (Mr. CRAMER). 

The result was announced—yeas 47, 
nays 52, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 95 Leg.] 

YEAS—47 

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

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

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

NAYS—52 

Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 

Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 

Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 

Hoeven 
Husted 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Justice 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 

McCormick 
Moody 
Moran 
Moreno 
Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 

Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—1 

Cramer 

The joint resolution (S.J. Res. 10) 
was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JUS-
TICE). The Senator from North Dakota. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER 
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES 
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED 
BY THE ENVIRONMENTAL PRO-
TECTION AGENCY RELATING TO 
‘‘WASTE EMISSIONS CHARGE 
FOR PETROLEUM AND NATURAL 
GAS SYSTEMS: PROCEDURES 
FOR FACILITATING COMPLIANCE, 
INCLUDING NETTING AND EX-
EMPTIONS’’—Motion to Proceed 

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I move 
to proceed to Calendar No. 14, S.J. Res. 
12. 

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

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 14, S.J. 
Res. 12, providing for congressional dis-
approval under chapter 8 of title 5, United 
States Code, of the rule submitted by the En-
vironmental Protection Agency relating to 
‘‘Waste Emissions Charge for Petroleum and 
Natural Gas Systems: Procedures for Facili-
tating Compliance, Including Netting and 
Exemptions’’. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

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

called the roll. 
Mr. BARRASSO. The following Sen-

ator is necessarily absent: the Senator 
from North Dakota (Mr. CRAMER). 

The result was announced—yeas 52, 
nays 47, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 96 Leg.] 

YEAS—52 

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

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

Mullin 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 
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NAYS—47 

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

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

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

NOT VOTING—1 

Cramer 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

PROVIDING FOR CONGRESSIONAL 
DISAPPROVAL UNDER CHAPTER 
8 OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES 
CODE, OF THE RULE SUBMITTED 
BY THE ENVIRONMENTAL PRO-
TECTION AGENCY RELATING TO 
‘‘WASTE EMISSIONS CHARGE 
FOR PETROLEUM AND NATURAL 
GAS SYSTEMS: PROCEDURES 
FOR FACILITATING COMPLIANCE, 
INCLUDING NETTING AND EX-
EMPTIONS’’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the joint resolution 
by title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A joint resolution (S.J. Res. 12) providing 
for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Environmental Protection 
Agency relating to ‘‘Waste Emissions Charge 
for Petroleum and Natural Gas Systems: 
Procedures for Facilitating Compliance, In-
cluding Netting and Exemptions’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 802, there will 
now be 10 hours of debate, equally di-
vided. 

f 

APPOINTMENTS CORRECTION 
Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that a correction 
to an appointment made on February 
25, 2025, be printed in the RECORD. For 
the information of the Senate, this cor-
rection is clerical and does not change 
membership of the British-American 
Interparliamentary Group Conference 
made by the appointment. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, on behalf of the President pro 
tempore, and upon the recommenda-
tion of the Democratic Leader, pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 2761, as amended, ap-
points the following Senator as Vice 
Chairman of the Senate Delegation to 
the British-American Interparliamen-
tary Group Conference during the 119th 
Congress: the Honorable SHELDON 
WHITEHOUSE of Rhode Island. 

f 

APPOINTMENTS 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Chair, on behalf of the Democratic 

Leader, pursuant to the provisions of 
Public Law 99–93, as amended by Public 
Law 99–151, appoints the following Sen-
ators as members of the United States 
Senate Caucus on International Nar-
cotics Control: the Honorable SHELDON 
WHITEHOUSE of Rhode Island, Vice 
Chairman; the Honorable RICHARD 
BLUMENTHAL of Connecticut; the Hon-
orable BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico. 

The Chair announces, on behalf of 
the Majority Leader, pursuant to the 
provisions of Public Law 100–458, sec. 
114(b)(2)(c), the reappointment of the 
following individual to serve as a mem-
ber of the Board of Trustees of the 
John C. Stennis Center for Public Serv-
ice Training and Development for a six- 
year term: Thomas Daffron of Maine. 

f 

CELEBRATING BLACK HISTORY 
MONTH 

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

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

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 99) celebrating Black 
History Month. 

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

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed 
to, and the motions to reconsider be 
considered made and laid upon the 
table with no intervening action or de-
bate. 

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

The resolution (S. Res. 99) was agreed 
to. 

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

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

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

U.S. SENATE COMMITTEE ON EN-
ERGY AND NATURAL RE-
SOURCES RULES OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, in accord-
ance with rule XXVI, paragraph 2, of 
the Standing Rules of the Senate, I 
submit the rules governing the proce-
dure of the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources for publication in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

I ask unanimous consent that they be 
printed in the RECORD. 

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

RULES OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON ENERGY 
AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

GENERAL RULES 
Rule 1. The Standing Rules of the Senate, 

as supplemented by these rules, are adopted 
as the rules of the Committee and its Sub-
committees. 

MEETINGS OF THE COMMITTEE 
Rule 2. (a) The Committee shall meet on 

the third Thursday of each month while the 
Congress is in session for the purpose of con-
ducting business, unless, for the convenience 
of Members, the Chairman shall set some 
other day for a meeting. Additional meetings 
may be called by the Chairman as he or she 
may deem necessary. 

(b) Hearings of any Subcommittee may be 
called by the Chairman of such Sub-
committee, provided that no Subcommittee 
hearing, other than a field hearing, shall be 
scheduled or held concurrently with a full 
Committee meeting or hearing, unless a ma-
jority of the Committee concurs in such con-
current hearing. 

OPEN HEARINGS AND MEETINGS 
Rule 3. (a) All hearings and business meet-

ings of the Committee and all the hearings of 
any of its Subcommittees shall be open to 
the public unless the Committee or Sub-
committee involved, by majority vote of all 
the Members of the Committee or such Sub-
committee, orders the hearing or meeting to 
be closed in accordance with paragraph 5(b) 
of rule XXVI of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate. 

(b) A transcript shall be kept of each hear-
ing of the Committee or any Subcommittee. 

(c) A transcript shall be kept of each busi-
ness meeting of the Committee unless a ma-
jority of all the Members of the Committee 
agrees that some other form of permanent 
record is preferable. 

HEARING PROCEDURES 
Rule 4. (a) Public notice shall be given of 

the date, place, and subject matter of any 
hearing to be held by the Committee or any 
Subcommittee at least one week in advance 
of such hearing unless the Chairman of the 
full Committee or the Subcommittee in-
volved determines that the hearing is non- 
controversial or that special circumstances 
require expedited procedures and a majority 
of all the Members of the Committee or the 
Subcommittee involved concurs. In no case 
shall a hearing be conducted with less than 
twenty-four hours’ notice. Any document or 
report that is the subject of a hearing shall 
be provided to every Member of the Com-
mittee or Subcommittee involved at least 72 
hours before the hearing unless the Chair-
man and Ranking Member determine other-
wise. 

(b) Each witness who is to appear before 
the Committee or any Subcommittee shall 
file with the Committee or Subcommittee, 
at least 24 hours in advance of the hearing, a 
written statement of his or her testimony in 
as many copies as the Chairman of the Com-
mittee or Subcommittee prescribes. 

(c) Each Member shall be limited to five 
minutes in the questioning of any witness 
until such time as all Members who so desire 
have had an opportunity to question the wit-
ness. 

(d) No staff member may question a wit-
ness at a hearing. 

BUSINESS MEETING PROCEDURES 
Rule 5. (a) A legislative measure, nomina-

tion, or other matter shall be included on 
the agenda of the next following business 
meeting of the full Committee if a written 
request by a Member of the Committee for 
such inclusion has been filed with the Chair-
man of the Committee at least one week 
prior to such meeting. Nothing in this rule 
shall be construed to limit the authority of 
the Chairman of the Committee to include a 
legislative measure, nomination, or other 
matter on the Committee agenda in the ab-
sence of such request. 

(b) The agenda for any business meeting of 
the Committee shall be provided to each 
Member and made available to the public at 
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least three days prior to such meeting, and 
no new items may be added after the agenda 
is so published except by the approval of a 
majority of all the Members of the Com-
mittee on matters not included on the public 
agenda. The Staff Director shall promptly 
notify absent Members of any action taken 
by the Committee on matters not included 
on the published agenda. 

(c) As warranted, the Chairman, in con-
sultation with the Ranking Member, may 
impose a filing deadline for first degree 
amendments for any legislative business 
meeting of the Committee. 

QUORUMS 
Rule 6. (a) Except as provided in sub-

sections (b) and (c), seven Members shall 
constitute a quorum for the conduct of busi-
ness of the Committee. 

(b) No measure or matter shall be ordered 
reported from the Committee unless 11 Mem-
bers of the Committee are actually present 
at the time such action is taken. 

(c) One Member shall constitute a quorum 
for the purpose of conducting a hearing or 
taking testimony on any measure or matter 
before the Committee or any Subcommittee. 

VOTING 
Rule 7. (a) A roll call of the Members shall 

be taken upon the request of any Member. 
Any Member who does not vote on any roll 
call at the time the roll is called, may vote 
(in person or by proxy) on that roll call at 
any later time during the same business 
meeting. 

(b) Proxy voting shall be permitted on all 
matters, except that proxies may not be 
counted for the purpose of determining the 
presence of a quorum. Unless further limited, 
a proxy shall be exercised only upon the date 
for which it is given and upon the items pub-
lished in the agenda for that date. 

(c) Each Committee report shall set forth 
the vote on the motion to report the meas-
ure or matter involved. Unless the Com-
mittee directs otherwise, the report will not 
set out any votes on amendments offered 
during Committee consideration. Any Mem-
ber who did not vote on any roll call shall 
have the opportunity to have his or her posi-
tion recorded in the appropriate Committee 
record or Committee report. 

(d) The Committee vote to report a meas-
ure to the Senate shall also authorize the 
staff of the Committee to make necessary 
technical and clerical corrections in the 
measure. 

SUBCOMMITTEES 
Rule 8. (a) The number of Members as-

signed to each Subcommittee and the divi-
sion between Majority and Minority Mem-
bers shall be fixed by the Chairman in con-
sultation with the Ranking Minority Mem-
ber. 

(b) Assignment of Members to Subcommit-
tees shall, insofar as possible, reflect the 
preferences of the Members. No Member will 
receive assignment to a second Sub-
committee until, in order of seniority, all 
Members of the Committee have chosen as-
signments to one Subcommittee, and no 
Member shall receive assignment to a third 
Subcommittee until, in order of seniority, 
all Members have chosen assignments to two 
Subcommittees. 

(c) Any Member of the Committee may sit 
with any Subcommittee during its hearings 
but shall not have the authority to vote on 
any matters before the Subcommittee unless 
he or she is a Member of such Subcommittee. 

NOMINATIONS 
Rule 9. At any hearing to confirm a Presi-

dential nomination, the testimony of the 
nominee and, at the request of any Member, 
any other witness shall be under oath. Every 
nominee shall submit the financial disclo-

sure report filed pursuant to title I of the 
Ethics in Government Act of 1978. Such re-
port is made available to the public. 

INVESTIGATIONS 
Rule 10. (a) Neither the Committee nor any 

of its Subcommittees may undertake an in-
vestigation unless specifically authorized by 
the Chairman and the Ranking Minority 
Member or a majority of all the Members of 
the Committee. 

(b) A witness called to testify in an inves-
tigation shall be informed of the matter or 
matters under investigation, given a copy of 
these rules, given the opportunity to make a 
brief and relevant oral statement before or 
after questioning, and be permitted to have 
counsel of his or her choosing present during 
his or her testimony at any public or closed 
hearing, or at any unsworn interview, to ad-
vise the witness of his or her legal rights. 

(c) For purposes of this rule, the term ‘‘in-
vestigation’’ shall not include a review or 
study undertaken pursuant to paragraph 8 of 
Rule XXVI of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate or a preliminary inquiry, undertaken at 
the direction of the Chairman or the Rank-
ing Member, intended to determine whether 
there is substantial credible evidence that 
would warrant an investigation. 

SWORN TESTIMONY 
Rule 11. Witnesses in Committee or Sub-

committee hearings may be required to give 
testimony under oath whenever the Chair-
man or Ranking Minority Member of the 
Committee or Subcommittee deems such to 
be necessary. If one or more witnesses at a 
hearing are required to testify under oath, 
all witnesses at such hearing shall be re-
quired to testify under oath. 

SUBPOENAS 
Rule 12. The Chairman shall have author-

ity to issue subpoenas for the attendance of 
witnesses or the production of memoranda, 
documents, records, or other materials (1) 
with the agreement of the Ranking Minority 
Member, (2) when authorized by a majority 
of all the Members of the Committee, or (3) 
when within the scope of an investigation 
authorized under Rule 10(a). 

CONFIDENTIAL TESTIMONY 
Rule 13. No confidential testimony taken 

by or any report of the proceedings of a 
closed Committee or Subcommittee meeting 
shall be made public, in whole or in part or 
by way of summary, unless authorized by a 
majority of all the Members of the Com-
mittee at a business meeting called for the 
purpose of making such a determination. 

DEFAMATORY STATEMENTS 
Rule 14. Any person whose name is men-

tioned or who is specifically identified in, or 
who believes that testimony or other evi-
dence presented at, an open Committee or 
Subcommittee hearing tends to defame him 
or her or otherwise adversely affect his or 
her reputation may file with the Committee 
for its consideration and action a sworn 
statement of facts relevant to such testi-
mony or evidence. 

BROADCASTING OF HEARINGS OR MEETINGS 
Rule 15. Any meeting or hearing by the 

Committee or any Subcommittee which is 
open to the public may be covered in whole 
or in part by web, television, radio broad-
cast, or still photography. Photographers 
and reporters using mechanical recording, 
filming, or broadcasting devices shall posi-
tion their equipment so as not to interfere 
with the seating, vision, and hearing of 
Members and staff on the dais or with the or-
derly process of the meeting or hearing. 

AMENDING THE RULES 
Rule 16. These rules may be amended only 

by vote of a majority of all the Members of 

the Committee in a business meeting of the 
Committee: Provided, that no vote may be 
taken on any proposed amendment unless 
such amendment is reproduced in full in the 
Committee agenda for such meeting at least 
three days in advance of such meeting. 

f 

U.S. SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON INTELLIGENCE RULES OF 
PROCEDURE 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence’s rules 
of procedure be printed in the RECORD. 

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

RULES OF PROCEDURE OF THE SELECT 
COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

RULE 1. CONVENING OF MEETINGS 
1.1. The regular meeting day of the Select 

Committee on Intelligence for the trans-
action of Committee business shall be every 
Tuesday of each month that the Senate is in 
session, unless otherwise directed by the 
Chairman. 

1.2. The Chairman shall have authority, 
upon notice, to call such additional meetings 
of the Committee as the Chairman may 
deem necessary and may delegate such au-
thority to any other member of the Com-
mittee. 

1.3. A special meeting of the Committee 
may be called at any time upon the written 
request of five or more members of the Com-
mittee filed with the Clerk of the Com-
mittee. 

1.4. In the case of any meeting of the Com-
mittee, other than a regularly scheduled 
meeting, the Clerk of the Committee shall 
notify every member of the Committee of 
the time and place of the meeting and shall 
give reasonable notice which, except in ex-
traordinary circumstances, shall be at least 
24 hours in advance of any meeting held in 
Washington, D.C. and at least 48 hours in the 
case of any meeting held outside Wash-
ington, D.C. 

1.5. If five members of the Committee have 
made a request in writing to the Chairman 
to call a meeting of the Committee, and the 
Chairman fails to call such a meeting within 
seven calendar days thereafter, including the 
day on which the written notice is sub-
mitted, these members may call a meeting 
by filing a written notice with the Clerk of 
the Committee who shall promptly notify 
each member of the Committee in writing of 
the date and time of the meeting. 

RULE 2. MEETING PROCEDURES 
2.1. Meetings of the Committee shall be 

open to the public except as provided in 
paragraph 5(b) of rule XXVI of the Standing 
Rules of the Senate. 

2.2. It shall be the duty of the Staff Direc-
tor to keep or cause to be kept a record of all 
Committee proceedings. 

2.3. The Chairman of the Committee, or if 
the Chairman is not present the Vice Chair-
man, shall preside over all meetings of the 
Committee. In the absence of the Chairman 
and the Vice Chairman at any meeting, the 
ranking majority member, or if no majority 
member is present, the ranking minority 
member present, shall preside. 

2.4. Consistent with Senate rule XXVI and 
except as otherwise provided in these Rules, 
decisions of the Committee shall be by a ma-
jority vote of the members physically 
present and voting. A quorum for the trans-
action of Committee business, including the 
conduct of executive sessions, shall consist 
of no less than one third of the Committee 
members, except that for the purpose of 
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hearing witnesses, taking sworn testimony, 
and receiving evidence under oath, a quorum 
may consist of one Senator. 

2.5. A vote by any member of the Com-
mittee with respect to any measure or mat-
ter being considered by the Committee may 
be cast by proxy if the proxy authorization 
(1) is in writing; (2) designates the member of 
the Committee who is to exercise the proxy; 
(3) is limited to a specific measure or matter 
and any amendments pertaining thereto; and 
(4) is signed by the member wishing to cast 
a vote by proxy, either by handwritten sig-
nature or autopen. Proxies shall not be con-
sidered for the establishment of a quorum. 

2.6. Whenever the Committee by roll call 
vote reports any measure or matter, the re-
port of the Committee upon such measure or 
matter shall include a tabulation of the 
votes cast in favor of and the votes cast in 
opposition to such measure or matter by 
each member of the Committee. 

RULE 3. SUBCOMMITTEES 
Creation of subcommittees shall be by ma-

jority vote of the Committee. Subcommit-
tees shall deal with such legislation and 
oversight of programs and policies as the 
Committee may direct. The subcommittees 
shall be governed by the Rules of the Com-
mittee and by such other rules they may 
adopt which are consistent with the Rules of 
the Committee. Each subcommittee created 
shall have a chairman and a vice chairman 
who are selected by the Chairman and Vice 
Chairman, respectively. 

RULE 4. REPORTING OF MEASURES OR 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

4.1. No measures or recommendations shall 
be reported from the Committee unless a 
majority of the Committee is physically 
present and a majority concur. 

4.2. In any case in which the Committee is 
unable to reach a unanimous decision, sepa-
rate views or reports may be presented by 
any member or members of the Committee. 

4.3. A member of the Committee who gives 
notice of intention to file supplemental, mi-
nority, or additional views at the time of 
final Committee approval of a measure or 
matter, shall be entitled to not less than 
three weekdays in which to file such views, 
in writing with the Clerk of the Committee. 
Such views shall then be included in the 
Committee report and printed in the same 
volume, as a part thereof, and their inclusion 
shall be noted on the cover of the report. 

4.4. Routine, non-legislative actions re-
quired of the Committee may be taken in ac-
cordance with procedures that have been ap-
proved by the Committee pursuant to these 
Committee Rules. 

RULE 5. NOMINATIONS 
5.1. Unless otherwise ordered by a joint de-

termination made by the Chairman and Vice 
Chairman, nominations referred to the Com-
mittee shall be held for at least 14 calendar 
days before being voted on by the Com-
mittee. 

5.2. Each member of the Committee shall 
be promptly furnished a copy of all nomina-
tions referred to the Committee. 

5.3. Nominees who are invited to appear be-
fore the Committee shall be heard in public 
session, except as provided in Rule 2.1. 

5.4. Unless otherwise ordered by a joint de-
termination made by the Chairman and Vice 
Chairman, no confirmation hearing shall be 
held sooner than seven calendar days after 
receipt of the background questionnaire, fi-
nancial disclosure statement, and responses 
to additional pre-hearing questions, if trans-
mitted. 

5.5. The Committee vote to report a nomi-
nation shall not be sooner than 48 hours 
after the Committee has received transcripts 
of the confirmation hearing and responses to 

post-hearing questions for the record, if 
transmitted, unless the time limit is waived 
by unanimous consent of the Committee. 

5.6. No nomination shall be reported to the 
Senate unless the nominee has filed a re-
sponse to the Committee’s background ques-
tionnaire and financial disclosure statement 
with the Committee and has undergone a 
background investigation. 

5.7. The Committee shall make public the 
vote of each member on a nomination re-
ported to the Senate. 

RULE 6. INVESTIGATIONS 
No investigation shall be initiated by the 

Committee unless at least five members of 
the Committee have specifically requested 
the Chairman or the Vice Chairman to au-
thorize such an investigation. Authorized in-
vestigations may be conducted by members 
of the Committee and/or designated Com-
mittee staff members. 

RULE 7. SUBPOENAS 
Subpoenas authorized by the Committee 

for the attendance of witnesses or the pro-
duction of memoranda, documents, records, 
or any other material may be issued by the 
Chairman, the Vice Chairman or any mem-
ber of the Committee designated by the 
Chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by the Chairman, Vice Chairman 
or member issuing the subpoenas. Each sub-
poena shall have attached thereto a copy of 
S. Res. 400 of the 94th Congress, as amended, 
and a copy of these Rules. 

RULE 8. PROCEDURES RELATED TO THE TAKING 
OF TESTIMONY 

8.1. Notice.—Witnesses required to appear 
before the Committee shall be given reason-
able notice and all witnesses shall be fur-
nished a copy of these Rules. 

8.2. Oath or Affirmation.—At the direction 
of the Chairman or Vice Chairman, testi-
mony of witnesses may be given under oath 
or affirmation which may be administered 
by any member of the Committee. 

8.3. Questioning.—Committee questioning 
of witnesses shall be conducted by members 
of the Committee and such Committee staff 
as are authorized by the Chairman, Vice 
Chairman, or the presiding member. 

8.4. Counsel for the Witness.—(a) Gen-
erally. Any witness may be accompanied by 
counsel, subject to the requirement of para-
graph (b). 

(b) Counsel Clearances Required. In the 
event that a meeting of the Committee has 
been closed because the subject matter was 
classified in nature, counsel accompanying a 
witness before the Committee must possess 
the requisite security clearance and provide 
proof of such clearance to the Committee at 
least 24 hours prior to the meeting at which 
the counsel intends to be present. A witness 
who is unable to obtain counsel may inform 
the Committee of such fact. If the witness 
informs the Committee of this fact at least 
24 hours prior to his or her appearance before 
the Committee, the Committee shall then 
endeavor to obtain voluntary counsel for the 
witness. Failure to obtain such counsel will 
not excuse the witness from appearing and 
testifying. 

(c) Conduct of Counsel for the Witness. 
Counsel for witnesses appearing before the 
Committee shall conduct themselves in an 
ethical and professional manner at all times 
in their dealings with the Committee. Fail-
ure to do so shall, upon a finding to that ef-
fect by a majority of the members present, 
subject such counsel to disciplinary action 
which may include warning, censure, re-
moval, or a recommendation of contempt 
proceedings. 

(d) Role of Counsel for Witness. There shall 
be no direct or cross-examination by counsel 
for the witness. However, counsel for the 

witness may submit any question in writing 
to the Committee and request the Com-
mittee to propound such question to the 
counsel’s client or to any other witness. The 
counsel for the witness also may suggest the 
presentation of other evidence or the calling 
of other witnesses. The Committee may use 
or dispose of such questions or suggestions 
as it deems appropriate. 

8.5. Statements by Witnesses.—Witnesses 
may make brief and relevant statements at 
the beginning and conclusion of their testi-
mony. Such statements shall not exceed a 
reasonable period of time as determined by 
the Chairman, or other presiding members. 
Any witness required or desiring to make a 
prepared or written statement for the record 
of the proceedings shall file an electronic 
copy with the Clerk of the Committee, and 
insofar as practicable and consistent with 
the notice given, shall do so at least 48 hours 
in advance of his or her appearance before 
the Committee, unless the Chairman and 
Vice Chairman determine there is good cause 
for noncompliance with the 48 hours require-
ment. 

8.6. Objections and Rulings.—Any objection 
raised by a witness or counsel shall be ruled 
upon by the Chairman or other presiding 
member, and such ruling shall be the ruling 
of the Committee unless a majority of the 
Committee present overrules the ruling of 
the chair. 

8.7. Inspection and Correction.—All wit-
nesses testifying before the Committee shall 
be given a reasonable opportunity to inspect, 
in the office of the Committee, the tran-
script of their testimony to determine 
whether such testimony was correctly tran-
scribed. The witness may be accompanied by 
counsel. Any corrections the witness desires 
to make in the transcript shall be submitted 
in writing to the Committee within five days 
from the date when the transcript was made 
available to the witness. Corrections shall be 
limited to grammar and minor editing, and 
may not be made to change the substance of 
the testimony. Any questions arising with 
respect to such corrections shall be decided 
by the Chairman. Upon request, the Com-
mittee may provide to a witness those parts 
of testimony given by that witness in execu-
tive session which are subsequently quoted 
or made part of a public record, at the ex-
pense of the witness. 

8.8. Requests To Testify.—The Committee 
will consider requests to testify on any mat-
ter or measure pending before the Com-
mittee. A person who believes that testi-
mony or other evidence presented at a public 
hearing, or any comment made by a Com-
mittee member or a member of the Com-
mittee staff, may tend to affect adversely 
that person’s reputation, may request in 
writing to appear personally before the Com-
mittee to testify or may file a sworn state-
ment of facts relevant to the testimony, evi-
dence, or comment, or may submit to the 
Chairman proposed questions in writing for 
the questioning of other witnesses. The Com-
mittee shall take such action as it deems ap-
propriate. 

8.9. Contempt Procedures.—No rec-
ommendation that a person be cited for con-
tempt of Congress or that a subpoena be oth-
erwise enforced shall be forwarded to the 
Senate unless and until the Committee has, 
upon notice to all its members, met and con-
sidered the recommendation, afforded the 
person an opportunity to address such con-
tempt recommendation or subpoena enforce-
ment proceeding either in writing or in per-
son, and agreed by majority vote of the Com-
mittee to forward such recommendation to 
the Senate. 

8.10. Release of Name of Witness.—Unless 
authorized by the Chairman, the name of 
any witness scheduled to be heard by the 
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Committee shall not be released prior to, or 
after, appearing before the Committee. Upon 
authorization by the Chairman to release the 
name of a witness under this paragraph, the 
Vice Chairman shall be notified of such au-
thorization as soon as practicable thereafter. 
No name of any witness shall be released if 
such release would disclose classified infor-
mation, unless authorized under Section 8 of 
S. Res. 400 of the 94th Congress, as amended, 
or Rule 9. 
RULE 9. PROCEDURES FOR HANDLING CLASSIFIED 

OR COMMITTEE SENSITIVE MATERIAL 
9.1. Committee staff offices shall operate 

under strict security procedures adminis-
tered by the Committee Security Director 
under the direct supervision of the Staff Di-
rector and Minority Staff Director. At least 
one United States Capitol Police Officer 
shall be on duty at all times at the entrance 
of the Committee to control entry. Before 
entering the Committee office space all per-
sons shall identify themselves and provide 
identification as requested. 

9.2. Classified documents and material 
shall be stored in authorized security con-
tainers located within the Committee’s Sen-
sitive Compartmented Information Facility 
(SCIF). Copying, duplicating, or removing 
from the Committee offices of such docu-
ments and other materials is strictly prohib-
ited except as is necessary for the conduct of 
Committee business, and as provided by 
these Rules. All classified documents or ma-
terials removed from the Committee offices 
for such authorized purposes must be re-
turned to the Committee’s SCIF for over-
night storage. 

9.3. ‘‘Committee sensitive’’ means informa-
tion or material that pertains to the con-
fidential business or proceedings of the Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence, in the pos-
session or under the control of the Com-
mittee, and (1) is discussed or presented in 
an executive session of the Committee; (2) 
contains Committee work product; or (3) is 
designated as such by the Chairman and Vice 
Chairman (or by the Staff Director and Mi-
nority Staff Director acting on their behalf). 
Committee sensitive documents and mate-
rials that meet these criteria should be 
marked as such. Committee sensitive docu-
ments and materials that are classified shall 
be handled in the same manner as classified 
documents and material in Rule 9.2. Unclas-
sified committee sensitive documents and 
materials shall be stored in a manner to pro-
tect against unauthorized disclosure. 

9.4. Each member of the Committee shall 
at all times have access to all papers and 
other material received from any source. 
The Staff Director shall be responsible for 
the maintenance, under appropriate security 
procedures, of a document control and ac-
countability registry which will number and 
identify all classified papers and other clas-
sified materials in the possession of the 
Committee, and such registry shall be avail-
able to any member of the Committee. 

9.5. Whenever the Select Committee on In-
telligence makes classified material avail-
able to any other committee of the Senate or 
to any member of the Senate not a member 
of the Committee, such material shall be ac-
companied by a verbal or written notice to 
the recipients advising of their responsi-
bility to protect such materials pursuant to 
section 8 of S. Res. 400 of the 94th Congress, 
as amended. The Security Director of the 
Committee shall ensure that such notice is 
provided and shall maintain a written record 
identifying the particular information trans-
mitted and the committee or members of the 
Senate receiving such information. 

9.6. Access to classified information sup-
plied to the Committee shall be limited to 
those Committee staff members with appro-

priate security clearance and a need-to- 
know, as determined by the Committee, and, 
under the Committee’s direction, the Staff 
Director and Minority Staff Director. 

9.7. (a) No member of the Committee or of 
the Committee staff shall disclose, in whole 
or in part or by way of summary, the con-
tents of any classified or committee sen-
sitive papers, materials, briefings, testi-
mony, or other information received by, or 
in the possession of, the Committee to per-
sons outside the Committee, except as speci-
fied in this rule. 

(b) Except as provided in subsection (c), 
with respect to the classified annex to the 
Committee’s report accompanying the an-
nual Intelligence Authorization Act, Com-
mittee members and staff do not need prior 
approval to disclose classified or committee 
sensitive information to persons in the Exec-
utive branch, the members and staff of the 
House Permanent Select Committee on In-
telligence, and the members and staff of the 
Senate, provided that the following condi-
tions are met: (1) for classified information, 
the recipients of the information must pos-
sess appropriate security clearances (or have 
access to the information by virtue of their 
office); (2) for all information, the recipients 
of the information must have a need-to-know 
such information for an official govern-
mental purpose; and (3) for all information, 
the Committee members and staff who pro-
vide the information must be engaged in the 
routine performance of Committee legisla-
tive or oversight duties. 

(c) Except as authorized pursuant to sub-
section (d), the classified annex to the Com-
mittee’s report accompanying the annual In-
telligence Authorization Act may be dis-
closed only to the Executive Branch, the 
members and staff of the House Permanent 
Select Committee on Intelligence, and the 
members and staff of the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations if the recipients possess 
the appropriate security clearance and a 
need-to-know such information for the pur-
pose of enacting an appropriations or author-
ization bill which includes an authorization 
or appropriation for intelligence agencies or 
programs. 

(d) Classified and committee sensitive in-
formation may be disclosed to persons out-
side the Committee (to include any congres-
sional committee, Member of Congress, con-
gressional staff, or specified non-govern-
mental persons who support intelligence ac-
tivities) with the prior approval of the Chair-
man and Vice Chairman of the Committee, 
or the Staff Director and Minority Staff Di-
rector acting on their behalf, consistent with 
the requirements that classified information 
may only be disclosed to persons with appro-
priate security clearances and a need-to- 
know such information for an official gov-
ernmental purpose. Public disclosure of clas-
sified information in the possession of the 
Committee may only be authorized in ac-
cordance with Section 8 of S. Res. 400 of the 
94th Congress, as amended. 

9.8. Failure to abide by Rule 9.7 shall con-
stitute grounds for referral to the Select 
Committee on Ethics pursuant to Section 8 
of S. Res. 400 of the 94th Congress, as amend-
ed. Prior to a referral to the Select Com-
mittee on Ethics pursuant to Section 8 of S. 
Res. 400, the Chairman and Vice Chairman 
shall notify the Majority Leader and Minor-
ity Leader. 

9.9. Before the Committee makes any deci-
sion regarding the disposition of any testi-
mony, papers, or other materials presented 
to it, the Committee members shall have a 
reasonable opportunity to examine all perti-
nent testimony, papers, and other materials 
that have been obtained by the members of 
the Committee or the Committee staff. 

9.10. Attendance of persons outside the 
Committee at closed meetings of the Com-

mittee shall be kept at a minimum and shall 
be limited to persons with appropriate secu-
rity clearance and a need-to-know the infor-
mation under consideration for the execu-
tion of their official duties. The Security Di-
rector of the Committee may require that 
notes taken at such meetings by any person 
in attendance shall be returned to the secure 
storage area in the Committee’s offices at 
the conclusion of such meetings, and may be 
made available to the department, agency, 
office, committee, or entity concerned only 
in accordance with the security procedures 
of the Committee. 

9.11. Attendance of agencies or entities 
that were not formally invited to a closed 
proceeding of the Committee shall not be ad-
mitted to the closed meeting except upon ad-
vance permission from the Chairman and 
Vice Chairman, or by the Staff Director and 
Minority Staff Director acting on their be-
half. 

RULE 10. STAFF 
10.1. For purposes of these rules, Com-

mittee staff includes employees of the Com-
mittee, consultants to the Committee, or 
any other person engaged by contract or oth-
erwise to perform services for or at the re-
quest of the Committee. To the maximum 
extent practicable, the Committee shall rely 
on its full-time employees to perform all 
staff functions. No individual may be re-
tained as staff of the Committee or to per-
form services for the Committee unless that 
individual holds appropriate security clear-
ances. 

10.2. The appointment of Committee staff 
shall be approved by the Chairman and Vice 
Chairman, acting jointly, or, at the initia-
tive of both or either, be confirmed by a ma-
jority vote of the Committee. After approval 
or confirmation, the Chairman shall certify 
Committee staff appointments to the Finan-
cial Clerk of the Senate in writing. No Com-
mittee staff shall be given access to any 
classified information or regular access to 
the Committee offices until such Committee 
staff has received an appropriate security 
clearance as described in Section 6 of S. Res. 
400 of the 94th Congress, as amended. 

10.3. The Committee staff works for the 
Committee as a whole, under the supervision 
of the Chairman and Vice Chairman of the 
Committee. The duties of the Committee 
staff shall be performed, and Committee 
staff personnel affairs and day-to-day oper-
ations, including security and control of 
classified documents and material, shall be 
administered under the direct supervision 
and control of the Staff Director. All Com-
mittee staff shall work exclusively on intel-
ligence oversight issues for the Committee. 
The Minority Staff Director and the Minor-
ity Counsel shall be kept fully informed re-
garding all matters and shall have access to 
all material in the files of the Committee. 

10.4. The Committee staff shall assist the 
minority as fully as the majority in the ex-
pression of minority views, including assist-
ance in the preparation and filing of addi-
tional, separate, and minority views, to the 
end that all points of view may be fully con-
sidered by the Committee and the Senate. 

10.5. The members of the Committee staff 
shall not discuss either the substance or pro-
cedure of the work of the Committee with 
any person not a member of the Committee 
or the Committee staff for any purpose or in 
connection with any proceeding, judicial or 
otherwise, either during their tenure as a 
member of the Committee staff or at any 
time thereafter, except as directed by the 
Committee in accordance with Section 8 of 
S. Res. 400 of the 94th Congress, as amended, 
and the provisions of these rules, or in the 
event of the termination of the Committee, 
in such a manner as may be determined by 
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the Senate. The Chairman may authorize the 
Staff Director and the Staff Director’s des-
ignee, and the Vice Chairman may authorize 
the Minority Staff Director and the Minority 
Staff Director’s designee, to communicate 
with the media in a manner that does not di-
vulge classified or committee sensitive infor-
mation. 

10.6. No member of the Committee staff 
shall be employed by the Committee unless 
and until such a member of the Committee 
staff agrees in writing, as a condition of em-
ployment, to abide by the conditions of the 
nondisclosure agreement promulgated by the 
Select Committee on Intelligence, pursuant 
to Section 6 of S. Res. 400 of the 94th Con-
gress, as amended, and to abide by the Com-
mittee’s code of conduct. 

10.7. As a precondition for employment on 
the Committee, each member of the Com-
mittee staff must agree in writing to notify 
the Committee of any request for testimony, 
either during service as a member of the 
Committee staff or at any time thereafter 
with respect to information obtained by vir-
tue of employment as a member of the Com-
mittee staff. Such information shall not be 
disclosed in response to such requests, except 
as directed by the Committee in accordance 
with Section 8 of S. Res. 400 of the 94th Con-
gress, as amended, and the provisions of 
these rules or, in the event of the termi-
nation of the Committee, in such manner as 
may be determined by the Senate. 

10.8. The Committee shall immediately 
consider action to be taken in the case of 
any member of the Committee staff who fails 
to conform to any of these Rules. Such dis-
ciplinary action may include, but shall not 
be limited to, revocation of the Committee 
sponsorship of the staff person’s security 
clearance and immediate dismissal from the 
Committee staff. 

10.9. Within the Committee staff shall be 
an element with the capability to perform 
audits of programs and activities undertaken 
by departments and agencies with intel-
ligence functions. The audit element shall 
conduct audits and oversight projects that 
have been specifically authorized by the 
Chairman and Vice Chairman of the Com-
mittee, acting jointly through the Staff Di-
rector and Minority Staff Director. Staff 
shall be assigned to such element jointly by 
the Chairman and Vice Chairman, and staff 
with the principal responsibility for the con-
duct of an audit shall be qualified by train-
ing or experience in accordance with accept-
ed auditing standards. 

10.10. The workplace of the Committee 
shall be free from illegal use, possession, 
sale, or distribution of controlled substances 
by its employees. Any violation of such pol-
icy by any member of the Committee staff 
shall be grounds for termination of employ-
ment. Further, any illegal use of controlled 
substances by a member of the Committee 
staff, within the workplace or otherwise, 
shall result in reconsideration of the secu-
rity clearance of any such staff member and 
may constitute grounds for termination of 
employment with the Committee. 

10.11. All personnel actions affecting the 
staff of the Committee shall be made free 
from any discrimination based on race, 
color, religion, sex, national origin, age, 
handicap, or disability. 

RULE 11. PREPARATION FOR COMMITTEE 
MEETINGS 

11.1. Under direction of the Chairman and 
the Vice Chairman designated Committee 
staff members shall brief members of the 
Committee at a time sufficiently prior to 
any Committee meeting to assist the Com-
mittee members in preparation for such 
meeting and to determine any matter which 
the Committee member might wish consid-

ered during the meeting. Such briefing shall, 
at the request of a member, include a list of 
all pertinent papers and other materials that 
have been obtained by the Committee that 
bear on matters to be considered at the 
meeting. 

11.2. The Staff Director and/or Minority 
Staff Director may recommend to the Chair-
man and the Vice Chairman the testimony, 
papers, and other materials to be presented 
to the Committee at any meeting. The deter-
mination whether such testimony, papers, 
and other materials shall be presented in 
open or executive session shall be made pur-
suant to the Rules of the Senate and Rules of 
the Committee. 

11.3. The Staff Director shall ensure that 
covert action programs of the U.S. Govern-
ment receive appropriate consideration by 
the Committee no less frequently than once 
a quarter. 

RULE 12. LEGISLATIVE CALENDAR 
12.1. The Clerk of the Committee shall 

maintain a calendar for the information of 
each Committee member showing the meas-
ures introduced and referred to the Com-
mittee and the status of such measures; 
nominations referred to the Committee and 
their status; and such other matters as the 
Committee determines shall be included. The 
calendar shall be available to all members of 
the Committee. 

12.2. Measures referred to the Committee 
may be referred by the Chairman and/or Vice 
Chairman to the appropriate department or 
agency of the Government for reports there-
on. 

RULE 13. COMMITTEE TRAVEL 
No member of the Committee or Com-

mittee Staff shall travel on Committee busi-
ness unless specifically authorized by the 
Chairman and Vice Chairman. Requests for 
authorization of such travel shall state the 
purpose and extent of the trip. A full report 
shall be filed with the Committee when trav-
el is completed. 
RULE 14. SUSPENSION AND AMENDMENT OF THE 

RULES 
14.1. These Rules may be modified, amend-

ed, or repealed by the Committee, provided 
that a notice in writing of the proposed 
change has been given to each member at 
least 48 hours prior to the meeting at which 
action thereon is to be taken. 

14.2. These Rules shall continue and re-
main in effect from one Congress to the next 
Congress unless they are changed as provided 
herein. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ROBERT SANTOS 

Mr. PADILLA. Mr. President, earlier 
this year, Robert Santos announced his 
resignation as the 26th Director of the 
U.S. Census Bureau, marking the end 
of his service as the first person of 
color and the first Latino in history to 
be confirmed by this body to head the 
Bureau. I rise today to recognize his 
extraordinary service to the American 
people, his unshakeable integrity, and 
his unwavering commitment to our de-
mocracy. 

Robert Luis Santos was born in San 
Antonio, TX—one of five children of 
two civil servants who worked at near-
by Kelly Air Force Base. A proud third- 
generation Mexican American, Santos 
was raised in a predominantly Latino 
neighborhood on the northwest side of 
San Antonio. 

In 1969, the death of his older brother, 
U.S. Army Spc. Rene Santos, in the 

Vietnam war devastated the Santos 
family. But according to Santos, this 
tragedy and ultimate act of patriotism 
also inspired him to pursue his edu-
cation and one day channel his broth-
er’s life and ‘‘give back to the coun-
try.’’ He went on to earn his bachelor’s 
degree in mathematics from Trinity 
University in San Antonio and, later, 
his master’s in statistics from the Uni-
versity of Michigan. 

After graduation, he set off on what 
would become an over 40-year-career as 
a highly respected statistician. In 2006, 
he became vice president and chief 
methodologist at the Urban Institute— 
a nonprofit research organization dedi-
cated to American’s upward mobility— 
a position he held for 15 years. And in 
2020, he was elected president of the 
American Statistical Association. 

During his time at the Urban Insti-
tute, he warned the Census Bureau of 
the threat of undercounting the na-
tional population in the 2020 Census, 
with a particular spotlight on Black 
and Latino populations; he opposed the 
addition of a citizenship question that 
would have undermined public con-
fidence and participation in the census; 
and he spoke out against an early end 
to the national count during the 
COVID–19 pandemic. 

Through it all, Robert Santos’ moti-
vation was accuracy and equity—never 
politics. At his Senate confirmation 
hearings, he stated: ‘‘Although this is a 
political appointment, I am no politi-
cian. I’m a scientist, executive-level 
manager, a researcher, and a longtime 
supporter of the Census Bureau.’’ 

That approach led to his nomination 
as Director of the Census Bureau by 
President Joe Biden in the spring of 
2021. When he was confirmed that fall, 
he became not only the first Latino to 
serve as Director, but the first person 
of color the Senate confirmed to lead 
the Bureau. 

His tenure marked a refreshing and 
sorely needed return to scientific and 
research-based—not political—work 
atop the Bureau. He worked particu-
larly hard to conduct a more accurate 
count of communities of color and vul-
nerable communities who have been 
historically undercounted. 

For the Nation, Santos’ work was 
about more than just data collection. 
These accurate data are vital for Fed-
eral, State, and local governments to 
function properly and efficiently. They 
are about something as fundamental as 
accurate representation and equitable 
funding for Americans. And they are 
about an equal stake in our democracy. 

Today, at a time when statisticians 
and leaders at every level of govern-
ment fear the politicization of our cen-
sus, Robert Santos leaves behind a leg-
acy of integrity and accuracy that 
should be followed for decades to come. 

On behalf of the entire State of Cali-
fornia, I want to thank Robert; his wife 
of over 50 years Adella; his two chil-
dren Emilio and Clarisa; and the entire 
Santos family. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 10:14 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 788. An act to provide for Department 
of Energy and Small Business Administra-
tion joint research and development activi-
ties, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 804. An act to require the Adminis-
trator of the Small Business Administration 
to improve access to disaster assistance for 
individuals located in rural areas, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to 36 U.S.C. 2302, and the 
order of the House of January 3, 2025, 
the Speaker appoints the following 
Members of the House of Representa-
tives to the United States Holocaust 
Memorial Council: Mr. KUSTOFF of Ten-
nessee, Mr. BACON of Nebraska, and Mr. 
MILLER of Ohio. 

The message further announced that 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 3003, and the 
order of the House of January 3, 2025, 
the Speaker appoints the following 
Member on the part of the House of 
Representatives to the Commission on 
Security and Cooperation in Europe: 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Co- 
Chair. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 276d and the order 
of the House of January 3, 2025, the 
Speaker appoints the following Mem-
ber on the part of the House of Rep-
resentatives to the Canada-United 
States Interparliamentary Group: Mr. 
HUIZENGA of Michigan, Chair. 

The message further announced that 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 276L, and the 
order of the House of January 3, 2025, 
the Speaker appoints the following 
Members on the part of the House of 
Representatives to the British-Amer-
ican Interparliamentary Group: Mrs. 
KIM of California, Mr. MEUSER of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. ADERHOLT of Alabama, 
Mr. SMUCKER of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
COLE of Oklahoma, and Mr. KEAN of 
New Jersey. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 788. An act to provide for Department 
of Energy and Small Business Administra-
tion joint research and development activi-
ties, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

H.R. 804. An act to require the Adminis-
trator of the Small Business Administration 
to improve access to disaster assistance for 
individuals located in rural areas, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina (for 
himself and Mr. BOOKER): 

S. 735. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to reauthorize a sickle cell dis-
ease prevention and treatment demonstra-
tion program; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
OSSOFF, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, and Mr. 
BOOKER): 

S. 736. A bill to increase the penalty for 
prohibited provision of a phone in a correc-
tional facility, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr. CURTIS, 
and Mr. BANKS): 

S. 737. A bill to require certain interactive 
computer services to adopt and operate tech-
nology verification measures to ensure that 
users of the platform are not minors, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. MARSHALL (for himself and 
Mrs. BLACKBURN): 

S. 738. A bill to provide a moratorium on 
all Federal research grants provided to any 
institution of higher education or other re-
search institute that is conducting dan-
gerous gain-of-function research; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself and 
Mr. SCHUMER): 

S. 739. A bill to amend title XXXIII of the 
Public Health Service Act with respect to 
flexibility and funding for the World Trade 
Center Health Program; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. KING, 
Ms. SMITH, and Mr. WYDEN): 

S. 740. A bill to expand the use of open 
textbooks in order to achieve savings for stu-
dents and improve textbook price informa-
tion; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. FETTERMAN (for himself and 
Mr. MCCORMICK): 

S. 741. A bill to amend the Federal Crop In-
surance Act to require research and develop-
ment regarding a policy to insure the pro-
duction of mushrooms; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mr. 
WARNOCK, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. SCOTT 
of Florida): 

S. 742. A bill to extend duty-free treatment 
provided with respect to imports from Haiti 
under the Caribbean Basin Economic Recov-
ery Act, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mrs. 
HYDE-SMITH, Mr. BOOZMAN, Ms. 
ERNST, and Mr. TUBERVILLE): 

S. 743. A bill to require the establishment 
of a joint task force to identify and elimi-
nate barriers to agriculture exports of the 
United States; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BANKS (for himself and Mr. 
WARNER): 

S. 744. A bill to amend the Export Control 
Reform Act of 2018 relating to licensing 
transparency; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHMITT (for himself, Mrs. 
SHAHEEN, and Mr. PADILLA): 

S. 745. A bill to amend the Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act to require notifi-
cation with respect to individualized edu-
cation program teams, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. BANKS: 
S. 746. A bill to prohibit Federal funding 

for National Public Radio, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. RICKETTS (for himself and Ms. 
ROSEN): 

S. 747. A bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to include information on im-
proper payments under Federal programs, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. PADILLA: 
S. 748. A bill to reaffirm the applicability 

of the Indian Reorganization Act to the 
Lytton Rancheria of California, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. ROUNDS, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
Ms. SLOTKIN, and Mr. CASSIDY): 

S. 749. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to extend increased dependency 
and indemnity compensation paid to sur-
viving spouses of veterans who die from 
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis, regardless of 
how long the veterans had such disease prior 
to death, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mrs. FISCHER (for herself and Mr. 
LANKFORD): 

S. 750. A bill to prohibit the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services from imple-
menting, enforcing, or otherwise giving ef-
fect to a final rule regarding minimum staff-
ing for nursing facilities, and to establish an 
advisory panel on the nursing home work-
force; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BOOKER (for himself and Ms. 
COLLINS): 

S. 751. A bill to prohibit discrimination 
based on an individual’s texture or style of 
hair; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
BENNET, Mr. TILLIS, Mr. REED, Mr. 
SULLIVAN, Mr. WARNOCK, Mr. WICKER, 
Mr. COONS, Mr. ROUNDS, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. 
HAWLEY, Mr. FETTERMAN, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, Mr. KAINE, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
Mr. PETERS, Mr. SCHMITT, Mr. WAR-
NER, Mrs. CAPITO, Ms. WARREN, Ms. 
COLLINS, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. 
DAINES, Mr. KELLY, Mr. RICKETTS, 
Mr. BOOKER, and Mrs. FISCHER): 

S. 752. A bill to amend title XIX of the So-
cial Security Act to streamline enrollment 
under the Medicaid program of certain pro-
viders across State lines; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

By Ms. CORTEZ MASTO (for herself 
and Mr. ROUNDS): 

S. 753. A bill to amend the Export-Import 
Bank Act of 1945 to exclude certain financing 
from the calculation of the default rate for 
purposes of determining when the lending 
cap under such Act applies, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. COTTON (for himself, Ms. 
SLOTKIN, Mr. RICKETTS, Mr. TILLIS, 
Ms. LUMMIS, Mr. BUDD, and Mrs. 
BRITT): 

S. 754. A bill to direct the Secretary of Ag-
riculture to periodically assess cybersecurity 
threats to, and vulnerabilities in, the agri-
culture and food critical infrastructure sec-
tor and to provide recommendations to en-
hance their security and resilience, to re-
quire the Secretary of Agriculture to con-
duct an annual cross-sector simulation exer-
cise relating to a food-related emergency or 
disruption, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

By Mr. WICKER (for himself and Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR): 

S. 755. A bill to facilitate the development 
of treatments for cancers, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mr. 
MARSHALL, Mr. WELCH, and Ms. COL-
LINS): 
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S. 756. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to treat certain postsec-
ondary credentialing expenses as qualified 
higher education expenses for purposes of 529 
accounts; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. HOEVEN): 

S. 757. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to recognize Indian tribal 
governments for purposes of determining 
under the adoption credit whether a child 
has special needs; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. MORAN): 

S. 758. A bill to support the establishment 
of an apprenticeship college consortium; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUZ (for himself and Mr. 
KING): 

S. 759. A bill to provide for standardiza-
tion, publication, and accessibility of data 
relating to public outdoor recreational use of 
Federal waterways, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, Mr. 
WARNOCK, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. LUJÁN, Mr. 
MERKLEY, and Mr. WELCH): 

S. 760. A bill to amend title XIX of the So-
cial Security Act to renew the application of 
the Medicare payment rate floor to primary 
care services furnished under the Medicaid 
program, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Ms. 
WARREN, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER, Ms. SMITH, Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BENNET, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. SANDERS, Ms. 
ROSEN, Mr. KELLY, and Mr. HEIN-
RICH): 

S. 761. A bill to establish the Truth and 
Healing Commission on Indian Boarding 
School Policies in the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. RISCH (for himself and Mrs. 
SHAHEEN): 

S. Res. 98. A resolution condemning Bei-
jing’s destruction of Hong Kong’s democracy 
and rule of law; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

By Mr. BOOKER (for himself, Mr. 
SCOTT of South Carolina, Mr. 
WARNOCK, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. COONS, 
Mr. WICKER, Mr. REED, Mr. SULLIVAN, 
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. TILLIS, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mrs. BRITT, Ms. BLUNT 
ROCHESTER, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. HEIN-
RICH, Mr. MORAN, Mr. KAINE, Mr. 
SCOTT of Florida, Mr. LUJÁN, Mr. 
KING, Ms. HASSAN, Ms. CORTEZ 
MASTO, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. DURBIN, 
Ms. CANTWELL, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Mr. PADILLA, Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER, Mr. BENNET, Mr. 
OSSOFF, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Ms. BALD-
WIN, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. 
WARNER, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. WYDEN, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. PETERS, and Ms. 
ALSOBROOKS): 

S. Res. 99. A resolution celebrating Black 
History Month; considered and agreed to. 

By Mrs. SHAHEEN: 
S. Res. 100. A resolution dissenting from 

the United States delegation’s February 24, 

2025, vote at the United Nations General As-
sembly; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 115 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. SUL-
LIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
115, a bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to establish a criminal 
penalty for unauthorized access to De-
partment of Defense facilities. 

S. 167 
At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the 

name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
MORENO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
167, a bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to punish criminal of-
fenses targeting law enforcement offi-
cers, and for other purposes. 

S. 197 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. SUL-
LIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
197, a bill to require the Committee on 
Foreign Investment in the United 
States to review any purchase or lease 
of real estate near a military installa-
tion or military airspace in the United 
States by a foreign person connected to 
or subsidized by the Russian Federa-
tion, the People’s Republic of China, 
the Islamic Republic of Iran, or the 
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 244 
At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN, 

the name of the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. WARNER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 244, a bill to direct the Secretary 
of Commerce, acting through the As-
sistant Secretary of Commerce for 
Communications and Information, to 
conduct a study of the national secu-
rity risks posed by consumer routers, 
modems, and devices that combine a 
modem and router, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 410 
At the request of Mr. WARNOCK, the 

name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 410, a bill to amend titles 10 and 
38, United States Code, to improve ben-
efits and services for surviving spouses, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 465 
At the request of Mr. HOEVEN, the 

name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MARSHALL) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 465, a bill to require the Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission to reform 
the interconnection queue process for 
the prioritization and approval of cer-
tain projects, and for other purposes. 

S. 505 
At the request of Mr. SCOTT of South 

Carolina, the name of the Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. MORENO) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 505, a bill to amend title 
31, United States Code, to modify the 
deadline for filing beneficial ownership 
information reports for reporting com-
panies formed or registered before Jan-
uary 1, 2024. 

S. 533 

At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 
of the Senator from Texas (Mr. COR-
NYN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 533, 
a bill to preserve and protect the free 
choice of individual employees to form, 
join, or assist labor organizations, or 
to refrain from such activities. 

S. 554 

At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the 
names of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. HAWLEY), the Senator from Indi-
ana (Mr. BANKS), the Senator from 
Iowa (Mr. GRASSLEY) and the Senator 
from Florida (Mr. SCOTT) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 554, a bill to enhance 
bilateral defense cooperation between 
the United States and Israel, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 556 

At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the 
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
556, a bill to impose sanctions with re-
spect to persons engaged in logistical 
transactions and sanctions evasion re-
lating to oil, gas, liquefied natural gas, 
and related petrochemical products 
from the Islamic Republic of Iran, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 661 

At the request of Mr. ROUNDS, the 
name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mrs. BLACKBURN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 661, a bill to require the 
United States Postal Service to apply 
certain requirements when closing a 
processing, shipping, delivery, or other 
facility supporting a post office. 

S. 696 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 696, a bill to provide tem-
porary Ukrainian guest status for eligi-
ble aliens, and for other purposes. 

S. 707 

At the request of Mr. RISCH, the 
names of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Ms. LUMMIS) and the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. SCOTT) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 707, a bill to provide that 
sanctuary jurisdictions that provide 
benefits to aliens who are present in 
the United States without lawful sta-
tus under the immigration laws are in-
eligible for Federal funds intended to 
benefit such aliens. 

S. 713 

At the request of Mr. SCOTT of Flor-
ida, the name of the Senator from Kan-
sas (Mr. MORAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 713, a bill to apply the Free-
dom of Information Act to actions and 
decisions of the Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce for Communications and In-
formation in carrying out the 
Broadband Equity, Access, and Deploy-
ment Program. 

S. 732 

At the request of Mr. MARSHALL, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mrs. FISCHER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 732, a bill to amend the De-
fense Production Act of 1950 with re-
spect to foreign investments in United 
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States agriculture, and for other pur-
poses. 

S.J. RES. 7 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the 

names of the Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. BANKS) and the Senator from Iowa 
(Ms. ERNST) were added as cosponsors 
of S.J. Res. 7, a joint resolution pro-
viding for congressional disapproval 
under chapter 8 of title 5, United 
States Code, of the rule submitted by 
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion relating to ‘‘Addressing the Home-
work Gap Through the E–Rate Pro-
gram’’. 

S. RES. 86 
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the 

names of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
SCOTT), the Senator from Illinois (Ms. 
DUCKWORTH) and the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. KIM) were added as cospon-
sors of S. Res. 86, a resolution express-
ing the sense of the Senate regarding 
United Nations General Assembly Res-
olution 2758 (XXVI) and the harmful 
conflation of China’s ‘‘One China Prin-
ciple’’ and the United States’ ‘‘One 
China Policy’’. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. 
KING, Ms. SMITH, and Mr. 
WYDEN): 

S. 740. A bill to expand the use of 
open textbooks in order to achieve sav-
ings for students and improve textbook 
price information; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 740 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Affordable 
College Textbook Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) The high cost of college textbooks con-

tinues to be a barrier for many students in 
achieving higher education. 

(2) According to the College Board, during 
the 2024–2025 academic year, the average stu-
dent budget for college books and supplies at 
4-year public institutions of higher edu-
cation was $1,290. 

(3) The Government Accountability Office 
found that new textbook prices increased 82 
percent between 2002 and 2012 and that al-
though Federal efforts to increase price 
transparency have provided students and 
families with more and better information, 
more must be done to address rising costs. 

(4) The growth of the internet has enabled 
the creation and sharing of digital content, 
including open educational resources that 
can be freely used by students, teachers, and 
members of the public. 

(5) According to the Student PIRGs, ex-
panded use of open educational resources has 
the potential to save students more than a 
billion dollars annually. 

(6) Federal investment in expanding the 
use of open educational resources has low-
ered college textbook costs and reduced fi-
nancial barriers to higher education, while 
making efficient use of taxpayer funds. 

(7) Educational materials, including open 
educational resources, must be accessible to 
the widest possible range of individuals, in-
cluding those with disabilities. 
SEC. 3. OPEN TEXTBOOK GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The 

term ‘‘institution of higher education’’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 101 of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1001). 

(2) OPEN EDUCATIONAL RESOURCE.—The 
term ‘‘open educational resource’’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 133 of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1015b). 

(3) OPEN TEXTBOOK.—The term ‘‘open text-
book’’ means an open educational resource 
or set of open educational resources that ei-
ther is a textbook or can be used in place of 
a textbook for a postsecondary course at an 
institution of higher education. 

(4) RELEVANT FACULTY.—The term ‘‘rel-
evant faculty’’ means both tenure track and 
contingent faculty members who may be in-
volved in the creation or use of open text-
books created as part of an application under 
subsection (d). 

(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Education. 

(6) SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL.—The term 
‘‘supplemental material’’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 133 of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1015b). 

(b) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—From the 
amounts appropriated under subsection (k), 
the Secretary shall make grants, on a com-
petitive basis, to eligible entities to support 
projects that expand the use of open text-
books in order to achieve savings for stu-
dents while maintaining or improving in-
struction and student learning outcomes. 

(c) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘eligible entity’’ means an institution 
of higher education, a consortium of institu-
tions of higher education, or a consortium of 
States on behalf of institutions of higher 
education. 

(d) APPLICATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Each eligible entity desir-

ing a grant under this section, after con-
sultation and consensus with relevant fac-
ulty, shall submit an application to the Sec-
retary at such time, in such manner, and ac-
companied by such information as the Sec-
retary may reasonably require. 

(2) CONTENTS.—Each application submitted 
under paragraph (1) shall include a descrip-
tion of the project to be completed with 
grant funds and— 

(A) a plan for promoting and tracking the 
use of open textbooks in postsecondary 
courses offered by the eligible entity and 
across participating members of the consor-
tium, where applicable, including an esti-
mate of the projected savings that will be 
achieved for students; 

(B) a plan for identifying gaps in the open 
textbook marketplace in courses that are 
part of degree-granting programs, which may 
include a plan for evaluating, before creating 
new open textbooks, whether existing open 
textbooks could be used or adapted for the 
same purpose, and in the case that a gap ex-
ists, creating new open textbooks; 

(C) a plan for quality review and review of 
accuracy of any open textbooks to be created 
or adapted through the grant; 

(D) a plan for assessing the impact of open 
textbooks on instruction, student learning 
outcomes, course outcomes, and educational 
costs at the eligible entity and across par-

ticipating members of the consortium, where 
applicable; 

(E) a plan for disseminating information 
about the results of the project to institu-
tions of higher education outside of the eligi-
ble entity, including promoting the adoption 
of any open textbooks created or adapted 
through the grant; 

(F) a statement on consultation and con-
sensus with relevant faculty, including those 
engaged in the creation of open textbooks, in 
the development of the application; 

(G) a plan for professional development to 
build the capacity of faculty, instructors, 
and other staff to adapt and use open text-
books; 

(H) a plan for updating the open textbooks 
beyond the funded period; and 

(I) a plan to make open textbooks that are 
accessible to students with disabilities. 

(e) SPECIAL CONSIDERATION.—In awarding 
grants under this section, the Secretary 
shall give special consideration to applica-
tions that demonstrate the greatest poten-
tial to— 

(1) achieve the highest level of savings for 
students through sustainable expanded use 
of open textbooks in postsecondary courses 
offered by the eligible entity; 

(2) expand the use of open textbooks at in-
stitutions of higher education outside of the 
eligible entity; and 

(3) produce— 
(A) the highest quality open textbooks; 
(B) open textbooks that can be most easily 

utilized and adapted by relevant faculty 
members at institutions of higher education; 

(C) open textbooks that correspond to the 
highest enrollment courses at institutions of 
higher education; and 

(D) open textbooks created or adapted in 
partnership with entities within institutions 
of higher education, including campus book-
stores, that will assist in marketing and dis-
tribution of the open textbook. 

(f) USE OF FUNDS.—An eligible entity that 
receives a grant under this section shall use 
the grant funds to carry out any of the fol-
lowing activities to expand the use of open 
textbooks: 

(1) Professional development for any rel-
evant faculty and staff members at institu-
tions of higher education, including the 
search for and review of open textbooks. 

(2) Creation or adaptation of open text-
books. 

(3) Development or improvement of supple-
mental materials and informational re-
sources that are necessary to support the use 
of open textbooks, including accessible in-
structional materials for students with dis-
abilities. 

(4) Research evaluating the efficacy of the 
use of open textbooks for achieving savings 
for students and the impact on instruction 
and student learning outcomes. 

(g) LICENSE.—For each open textbook, sup-
plemental material, or informational re-
source created or adapted wholly or in part 
under this section that constitutes a new 
copyrightable work, the eligible entity re-
ceiving the grant shall release such text-
book, material, or resource to the public 
under a non-exclusive, royalty-free, per-
petual, and irrevocable license to exercise 
any of the rights under copyright condi-
tioned only on the requirement that attribu-
tion be given as directed by the copyright 
owner. 

(h) ACCESS AND DISTRIBUTION.—The full and 
complete digital content of each open text-
book, supplemental material, or informa-
tional resource created or adapted wholly or 
in part under this section shall be made 
available free of charge to the public— 

(1) on an easily accessible and interoper-
able website, which shall be identified to the 
Secretary by the eligible entity; 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:48 Feb 27, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00038 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A26FE6.020 S26FEPT1D
M

W
ils

on
 o

n 
D

S
K

7X
7S

14
4P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S1399 February 26, 2025 
(2) in a machine readable, digital format 

that anyone can directly download, edit with 
attribution, and redistribute; 

(3) in a format that conforms to accessi-
bility standards under section 508 of the Re-
habilitation Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794d), 
where feasible; and 

(4) with identifying information, including 
the title, edition, author, publisher, copy-
right date, and International Standard Book 
Number, if available. 

(i) REPORT.—Upon an eligible entity’s com-
pletion of a project supported under this sec-
tion, the eligible entity shall prepare and 
submit a report to the Secretary regarding— 

(1) the effectiveness of the project in ex-
panding the use of open textbooks and in 
achieving savings for students; 

(2) the impact of the project on expanding 
the use of open textbooks at institutions of 
higher education outside of the eligible enti-
ty; 

(3) open textbooks, supplemental mate-
rials, and informational resources created or 
adapted wholly or in part under the grant, 
including instructions on where the public 
can access each educational resource under 
the terms of subsection (h); 

(4) the impact of the project on instruction 
and student learning outcomes; and 

(5) all project costs, including the value of 
any volunteer labor and institutional capital 
used for the project. 

(j) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not 
later than 2 years after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, and annually thereafter, 
the Secretary shall prepare and submit a re-
port to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions of the Senate and the 
Committee on Education and Workforce of 
the House of Representatives detailing— 

(1) the open textbooks, supplemental mate-
rials, and informational resources created or 
adapted wholly or in part under this section; 

(2) the adoption of such open textbooks, in-
cluding outside of the eligible entity; 

(3) the savings generated for students, 
States, and the Federal Government through 
projects supported under this section; and 

(4) the impact of projects supported under 
this section on instruction and student 
learning outcomes. 

(k) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section such sums as are nec-
essary. 
SEC. 4. TEXTBOOK PRICE INFORMATION. 

Section 133 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1015b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking paragraph (6) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(6) OPEN EDUCATIONAL RESOURCE.—The 

term ‘open educational resource’ means a 
teaching, learning, or research resource that 
is offered freely to users in at least one form 
and that resides in the public domain or has 
been released under an open copyright li-
cense that allows for its free use, reuse, 
modification, and sharing with attribution.’’; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (9), by striking ‘‘textbook 
that’’ and all that follows through the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘textbook that may 
include printed materials, website access, 
and electronically distributed materials.’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)(1)— 
(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A), by striking ‘‘or other person or adopting 
entity in charge of selecting course mate-
rials’’ and inserting ‘‘or other person or enti-
ty in charge of selecting or aiding in the dis-
covery and procurement of course mate-
rials’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘such 
institution of higher education or to’’ after 
‘‘would make the college textbook or supple-
mental material available to’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) Whether the college textbook or sup-

plemental material is an open educational 
resource. 

‘‘(F) For a college textbook or supple-
mental material delivered primarily in a dig-
ital format, a summary of terms and condi-
tions under which a publisher collects and 
uses student data through the student’s use 
of such college textbook or supplemental 
material, including whether a student can 
opt out of such terms and conditions.’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘ISBN’’; and 
(B) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(1) verify and disclose, on (or linked from) 

the institution’s Internet course schedule, 
for each course listed in such course sched-
ule, and in a manner of the institution’s 
choosing (except that if the institution de-
termines that the disclosure of the informa-
tion described in this subsection is not prac-
ticable or available for a college textbook or 
supplemental material, then the institution 
shall indicate the status of such information 
in lieu of the information required under this 
subsection)— 

‘‘(A) the International Standard Book 
Number of required and recommended col-
lege textbooks and supplemental materials, 
except that if the International Standard 
Book Number is not available for such col-
lege textbook or supplemental material, 
then the institution shall include in the 
Internet course schedule the author, title, 
publisher, and copyright date for such col-
lege textbook or supplemental material; 

‘‘(B) the retail price of required and rec-
ommended college textbooks and supple-
mental materials; 

‘‘(C) any applicable fee information of re-
quired and recommended college textbooks 
and supplemental materials; 

‘‘(D) whether each required and rec-
ommended college textbook and supple-
mental material is an open educational re-
source; and 

‘‘(E) for a college textbook or supple-
mental material delivered primarily in a dig-
ital format, a link to the summary required 
to be provided by the publisher under sub-
section (c)(1)(F); and’’; 

(4) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(e) AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION FOR 
COLLEGE BOOKSTORES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—An institution of higher 
education receiving Federal financial assist-
ance shall assist a college bookstore that is 
operated by, or in a contractual relationship 
or otherwise affiliated with, the institution, 
in obtaining required and recommended 
course materials information and such 
course schedule and enrollment information 
as is reasonably required to implement this 
section so that such bookstore may— 

‘‘(A) verify availability of such materials; 
‘‘(B) source lower cost options, including 

presenting lower cost alternatives to faculty 
for faculty to consider, when practicable; 
and 

‘‘(C) maximize the availability of format 
options for students. 

‘‘(2) DUE DATES.—In carrying out paragraph 
(1), an institution of higher education may 
establish due dates for faculty or depart-
ments to notify the campus bookstore of re-
quired and recommended course materials.’’; 
and 

(5) in subsection (f)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 

as paragraphs (4) and (5); and 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(3) available open educational re-

sources;’’. 

SEC. 5. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 
It is the sense of Congress that institutions 

of higher education should encourage the 
consideration of open textbooks by faculty 
within the generally accepted principles of 
academic freedom that establishes the right 
and responsibility of faculty members, indi-
vidually and collectively, to select course 
materials that are pedagogically most appro-
priate for their classes. 
SEC. 6. GAO REPORT. 

Not later than 3 years after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
of the United States shall prepare and sub-
mit a report to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions of the Sen-
ate and the Committee on Education and 
Workforce of the House of Representatives 
on the cost of textbooks to students at insti-
tutions of higher education. The report shall 
particularly examine— 

(1) the implementation of section 133 of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1015b), as amended by section 4, including— 

(A) the availability of college textbook and 
open educational resource information on 
course schedules; 

(B) the compliance of publishers with ap-
plicable requirements under such section; 
and 

(C) the costs and benefits to institutions of 
higher education, relevant faculty, and stu-
dents; 

(2) the change in the cost of textbooks; 
(3) the factors, including open textbooks, 

that have contributed to the change of the 
cost of textbooks; 

(4) the extent to which open textbooks are 
used at institutions of higher education; and 

(5) how institutions are tracking the im-
pact of open textbooks on instruction and 
student learning outcomes. 

By Mrs. FISCHER (for herself and 
Mr. LANKFORD): 

S. 750. A bill to prohibit the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services 
from implementing, enforcing, or oth-
erwise giving effect to a final rule re-
garding minimum staffing for nursing 
facilities, and to establish an advisory 
panel on the nursing home workforce; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, across 
America, 1.3 million people live in 
nursing homes. Many of us have par-
ents, grandparents, or other loved ones 
who rely on these homes for care and 
community in their golden years. We 
understand just how vital nursing 
homes are—whether it is in urban, sub-
urban, or rural areas—to help seniors 
in our country thrive. 

But, unfortunately, a Federal rule 
that is still in place from the Biden era 
is putting many of America’s nursing 
homes in jeopardy, especially those in 
our rural communities. Last year, 
under President Biden, the Centers for 
Medicare and Medicaid Services final-
ized a rule that placed strict, unreal-
istic regulations on nursing homes. 
The rule requires a registered nurse to 
be present 24/7 in these homes and re-
quires 31⁄2 daily hours of dedicated 
nursing care for each resident. If this 
rule is not stopped, the regulations will 
be imposed on every nursing home in 
America over the next few years. 

It does sound nice to be able to have 
a nurse on hand in nursing homes every 
moment of the day or night, but that is 
not the reality. The reality is that 
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these homes are already facing historic 
staffing shortages. Across the country, 
nursing homes lost more than 200,000 
workers from February 2020 to Decem-
ber 2022. These shortages have already 
caused many nursing homes to close 
down. 

Since 2015, 44 nursing homes and 35 
assisted living facilities have shut 
their doors in my State—in Nebraska— 
alone. These closures deprived Nebras-
kans of over 3,000 beds. They hurt sen-
iors who wanted to stay in their home 
community to be close to their family, 
to be close to their friends. 

This CMS rule will worsen this crisis. 
According to the Agency itself, 75 per-
cent of America’s nursing homes will 
have to increase staffing to comply 
with this regulation. Under the Biden 
administration’s rule, nursing homes 
now have to scramble so that they can 
find staff in the midst of these really 
overwhelming shortages. If they fail, 
they have to shut their doors; they 
have to deprive seniors of care and 
housing. 

That is why, today, I reintroduced 
legislation to stop this Biden-era rule 
in its tracks. My Protecting Rural Sen-
iors’ Access to Care Act will prevent 
the rule’s misguided requirements from 
going into full effect. It will also estab-
lish an advisory panel on the nursing 
home workforce, representing various 
stakeholders, including members from 
rural and underserved areas. This will 
ensure that the government hears 
voices outside the big cities—those big 
cities on the coasts—when it comes to 
our nursing homes. 

Nursing homes are few and far be-
tween in rural areas of our country. If 
one facility closes, the next closest one 
could be many miles or even many 
hours away. Just one closure could be 
detrimental to seniors in some of our 
communities. 

But if our nursing homes stay open, 
seniors won’t have to face that up-
heaval of finding a new place to live, of 
moving, of leaving their home commu-
nities, leaving their loved ones, leaving 
their friends, and having that upheaval 
in their final years. They won’t have to 
leave their family. They won’t have to 
leave loved ones. They won’t have to 
experience the loneliness, the uncer-
tainty, the depression that can come 
along with moving to an unfamiliar 
place. 

My bill advocates for these seniors, 
for their care, and for their families. It 
fights for our rural communities and 
for our nursing homes in my State of 
Nebraska and across this country. I 
will keep pushing for this legislation 
until the President signs it into law so 
that we can protect our seniors from a 
rule that would only harm them, harm 
their families, and harm their care-
takers. 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 98—CON-
DEMNING BEIJING’S DESTRUC-
TION OF HONG KONG’S DEMOC-
RACY AND RULE OF LAW 
Mr. RISCH (for himself and Mrs. SHA-

HEEN) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations: 

S. RES. 98 
Whereas, in 1997, Great Britain handed 

Hong Kong over to Chinese rule under guar-
antees that Hong Kong would become a Spe-
cial Administrative Region under the ‘‘one 
country, two systems’’ principle, pursuant to 
which Hong Kong’s Basic Law would apply 
and would enshrine ‘‘fundamental rights’’ of 
Hong Kong residents and a political struc-
ture, including an independent judiciary, the 
right to vote, and freedoms of assembly and 
speech, among others; 

Whereas the Government of the People’s 
Republic of China (PRC) has repeatedly un-
dermined Hong Kong’s autonomy since the 
1997 handover, including actions which re-
sulted in political protests in Hong Kong, in-
cluding the 2014 Umbrella Movement pro-
testing Beijing’s attempt to reform Hong 
Kong’s electoral system, and the 2019–2020 
protests, which opposed the Hong Kong gov-
ernment’s decision to implement an extra-
dition law that would have subjected Hong 
Kongers to prosecution in mainland China; 

Whereas the Hong Kong Police Force used 
excessive force to try to quell the 2019–2020 
protestors, many of whom were under the 
age of 30; 

Whereas the Government of the People’s 
Republic of China responded to these pro-
tests by passing and implementing the Law 
of the People’s Republic of China on Safe-
guarding National Security in the Hong 
Kong Special Administrative Region (com-
monly referred to as the ‘‘Hong Kong na-
tional security law’’) a poorly defined crimi-
nal statute with extraterritorial reach that 
includes overly broad charges to punish peo-
ple for exercising their fundamental rights 
and freedoms; 

Whereas, since its enactment in June 2020, 
this law has been used by the Government of 
the People’s Republic of China as a pretext 
to crack down on legitimate and peaceful ex-
pression, including the exercise of freedoms 
of assembly, speech, and religious belief 
guaranteed to Hong Kong under the Basic 
Law, to replace the Hong Kong legislature 
with individuals loyal to the Chinese Com-
munist Party, and to pass new immigration 
laws that subject Hong Kong citizens and 
residents, as well as PRC nationals and for-
eign nationals, to exit bans in Hong Kong 
similar to those implemented in mainland 
China; 

Whereas, in March 2024, the Hong Kong 
government enacted national security legis-
lation to implement Article 23 of the Basic 
Law, officially called the ‘‘Safeguarding Na-
tional Security Ordinance’’ and also referred 
to as the ‘‘Article 23 Ordinance’’, which ex-
panded the number of broadly defined na-
tional security criminal offenses to include, 
among other things, ‘‘external interference’’ 
and ‘‘sabotage’’, weakened legal protections 
for suspects accused of national security of-
fenses, authorized new punitive measures 
targeting Hong Kong citizens and non-citi-
zens overseas, and created risks for Hong 
Kong residents who interact with foreigners; 

Whereas nearly 300 people have been ar-
rested under the Hong Kong national secu-
rity law and the Article 23 Ordinance; 

Whereas the Government of the People’s 
Republic of China uses the Hong Kong na-

tional security law and the Article 23 Ordi-
nance to harass, target, and threaten non- 
Hong Kong citizens and those outside of 
Hong Kong, and has become a significant 
perpetrator of transnational repression, in-
cluding by posting cash bounties for democ-
racy activists living in self-exile outside of 
Hong Kong; 

Whereas, on November 19, 2024, the Hong 
Kong government sentenced a group of pro- 
democracy activists, journalists, and former 
lawmakers commonly known as the ‘‘Hong 
Kong 47’’ to jail terms ranging between 4 and 
10 years as a demonstration of the Hong 
Kong government’s willingness to intimidate 
and persecute its political opponents; 

Whereas, Mr. Jimmy Lai, a 77-year-old 
Hong Kong pro-democracy advocate and 
media entrepreneur, has been targeted and 
persecuted for decades, most recently 
through multiple prosecutions, including re-
lated to exercising his rights to freedom of 
peaceful assembly and freedom of expression, 
his sentencing to over five years in prison 
under politically motivated fraud charges 
and the seizure of his multimillion dollar 
independent media organization Apple Daily 
by the Hong Kong authorities; 

Whereas, Mr. Lai, one of the highest profile 
cases under the 2020 ‘‘national security law’’, 
has been imprisoned in solitary confinement 
with inadequate medical treatment since De-
cember 31, 2020; 

Whereas 5 Special Rapporteurs, as well as 
the United Nations Human Rights Council 
Working Group on Arbitrary Detention, have 
found that Mr. Lai is unlawfully and arbi-
trarily detained and have called for his im-
mediate and unconditional release; 

Whereas the trial of Mr. Lai, which began 
on December 18, 2023, has been delayed re-
peatedly; 

Whereas international legal experts at the 
United Nations have expressed concerns re-
garding prosecutors’ use of witness testi-
mony against Mr. Lai that may have been 
obtained through torture, Hong Kong au-
thorities’ interference with the independence 
of the judiciary throughout the case, and 
harassment and intimidation of Mr. Lai’s 
lawyers, undermining his right to a defense; 

Whereas the Government of the People’s 
Republic of China’s undermining of democ-
racy in Hong Kong has ramifications for the 
international order, including with regard to 
the future of Taiwan; 

Whereas the Hong Kong government has 
conducted a public relations campaign to 
convince global business leaders that Hong 
Kong remains a critical and attractive inter-
national financial center, while simulta-
neously undermining the independence of in-
stitutions that encouraged its growth over 
the past several decades; 

Whereas Hong Kong has increasingly be-
come a hub for the transshipment of export- 
controlled goods and sanctions evasion relat-
ing to the People’s Republic of China, the 
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, the 
Russian Federation, and the Islamic Repub-
lic of Iran, directly supporting Russia’s de-
fense industrial base and enabling its con-
tinuing war of aggression against Ukraine; 

Whereas Hong Kong still maintains a sepa-
rate voting share from the People’s Republic 
of China at many multilateral organiza-
tions—including the Asia Pacific Economic 
Cooperation forum, the Financial Action 
Task Force, the International Olympic Com-
mittee, and the World Trade Organization— 
effectively doubling the People’s Republic of 
China’s voting power at these critical insti-
tutions; and 

Whereas the Hong Kong Human Rights and 
Democracy Act (Public Law 116–76; 22 U.S.C. 
5701 note), signed into law in November 2019, 
requires the President to impose sanctions 
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to promote accountability for those respon-
sible for certain conduct that undermines 
fundamental freedoms and autonomy in 
Hong Kong: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) condemns the Government of the Peo-

ple’s Republic of China’s ‘‘Hong Kong na-
tional security law’’, the Hong Kong govern-
ment’s ‘‘Safeguarding National Security Or-
dinance’’, and related abuses of internation-
ally recognized human rights; 

(2) urges all governments that value de-
mocracy or autonomy to hold the Chinese 
Communist Party and the Hong Kong au-
thorities accountable for their destruction of 
Hong Kong’s autonomy, rule of law, and free-
doms; 

(3) supports the people of Hong Kong as 
they fight to exercise fundamental rights 
and freedoms, as enumerated by— 

(A) the Joint Declaration of the Govern-
ment of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Northern Ireland and the Government of 
the People’s Republic of China on the Ques-
tion of Hong Kong, done at Beijing December 
19, 1984; 

(B) the International Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights, done at New York De-
cember 19, 1966; and 

(C) the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights, done at Paris December 10, 1948; 

(4) condemns the Government of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China’s practice of bringing 
false and politically motivated charges 
against Hong Kongers and the expansion of 
Hong Kong’s national security regime that 
destroys the rule of law and undermines citi-
zens’ rights in Hong Kong; 

(5) calls upon the Hong Kong government 
to immediately drop all sedition, national 
security law, and Article 23-related charges 
and free all defendants immediately, includ-
ing Jimmy Lai; 

(6) expresses extreme concern about the 
Government of the People’s Republic of 
China’ state-directed theft of Apple Daily, 
and holds that Hong Kong no longer has 
credibility as an international business cen-
ter due to the erosion of the regulatory, 
legal, and judicial environments that have 
promoted its economic growth for decades; 

(7) encourages the United States Govern-
ment and other governments to take steps at 
multilateral institutions to ensure that vot-
ing procedures recognize that there is no 
longer a meaningful distinction between 
Hong Kong and mainland China; and 

(8) urges the United States Government 
to use all available and appropriate tools, in-
cluding those authorized by the Hong Kong 
Human Rights and Democracy Act, in re-
sponse to the Government of the People’s 
Republic of China’s actions in Hong Kong. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 99—CELE-
BRATING BLACK HISTORY 
MONTH 
Mr. BOOKER (for himself, Mr. SCOTT 

of South Carolina, Mr. WARNOCK, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. COONS, Mr. WICKER, Mr. 
REED, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mrs. SHAHEEN, 
Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
Mr. TILLIS, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mrs. 
BRITT, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr. COR-
NYN, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. MORAN, Mr. 
KAINE, Mr. SCOTT of Florida, Mr. 
LUJÁN, Mr. KING, Ms. HASSAN, Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. DUR-
BIN, Ms. CANTWELL, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. PADILLA, Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER, Mr. BENNET, Mr. 
OSSOFF, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Ms. BALDWIN, 
Ms. HIRONO, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. WARNER, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. SCHU-

MER, Mr. PETERS, and Ms. ALSOBROOKS) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 99 
Whereas, in 1776, people envisioned the 

United States as a new nation dedicated to 
the proposition stated in the Declaration of 
Independence that ‘‘all men are created 
equal, that they are endowed by their Cre-
ator with certain unalienable Rights, that 
among these are Life, Liberty and the pur-
suit of Happiness’’; 

Whereas Africans were first brought invol-
untarily to the shores of the United States 
as early as the 17th century; 

Whereas African Americans suffered en-
slavement and subsequently faced the injus-
tices of lynch mobs, segregation, and denial 
of the basic and fundamental rights of citi-
zenship; 

Whereas, in 2025, the vestiges of those in-
justices and inequalities remain evident in 
the society of the United States; 

Whereas, in the face of injustices, people of 
good will and of all races in the United 
States have distinguished themselves with a 
commitment to the noble ideals on which 
the United States was founded and have 
fought courageously for the rights and free-
dom of African Americans and others; 

Whereas African Americans, such as Lieu-
tenant Colonel Allen Allensworth, Maya 
Angelou, Arthur Ashe, Jr., James Baldwin, 
James Beckwourth, Clara Brown, Blanche 
Bruce, Ralph Bunche, Shirley Chisholm, Holt 
Collier, Miles Davis, Louis Armstrong, Larry 
Doby, Frederick Douglass, W. E. B. Du Bois, 
Ralph Ellison, Medgar Evers, Aretha Frank-
lin, Alex Haley, Dorothy Height, Jon Hen-
dricks, Olivia Hooker, Lena Horne, Charles 
Hamilton Houston, Mahalia Jackson, Steph-
anie Tubbs Jones, B.B. King, Martin Luther 
King, Jr., Coretta Scott King, Thurgood 
Marshall, Constance Baker Motley, Rosa 
Parks, Walter Payton, Bill Pickett, Homer 
Plessy, Bass Reeves, Hiram Revels, Amelia 
Platts Boynton Robinson, Jackie Robinson, 
Aaron Shirley, Sojourner Truth, Harriet 
Tubman, Booker T. Washington, the Greens-
boro Four, the Tuskegee Airmen, Prince 
Rogers Nelson, Recy Taylor, Fred 
Shuttlesworth, Duke Ellington, Langston 
Hughes, Muhammad Ali, Elijah Cummings, 
Ella Fitzgerald, Mamie Till, Toni Morrison, 
Gwen Ifill, Diahann Carroll, Chadwick 
Boseman, John Lewis, Katherine Johnson, 
Rev. C.T. Vivian, Hank Aaron, Edith Savage- 
Jennings, Septima Clark, Mary Mcleod Be-
thune, Cicely Tyson, John Hope Franklin, 
Colin Powell, bell hooks, Bob Moses, Sidney 
Poitier, Bill Russell, Chief Justice of South 
Carolina Ernest Finney, Willie Mays, Jr., 
and James Earl Jones, along with many oth-
ers, worked against racism to achieve suc-
cess and to make significant contributions 
to the economic, educational, political, ar-
tistic, athletic, literary, scientific, and tech-
nological advancement of the United States; 

Whereas the contributions of African 
Americans from all walks of life throughout 
the history of the United States reflect the 
greatness of the United States; 

Whereas many African Americans lived, 
toiled, and died in obscurity, never achieving 
the recognition those individuals deserved, 
and yet paved the way for future generations 
to succeed; 

Whereas African Americans continue to 
serve the United States at the highest levels 
of business, government, and the military; 

Whereas the birthdays of Abraham Lincoln 
and Frederick Douglass inspired the creation 
of Negro History Week, the precursor to 
Black History Month; 

Whereas Negro History Week represented 
the culmination of the efforts of Dr. Carter 
G. Woodson, the ‘‘Father of Black History’’, 

to enhance knowledge of Black history 
through The Journal of Negro History, pub-
lished by the Association for the Study of 
African American Life and History, which 
was founded by Dr. Carter G. Woodson and 
Jesse E. Moorland; 

Whereas Black History Month, celebrated 
during the month of February, originated in 
1926 when Dr. Carter G. Woodson set aside a 
special period in February to recognize the 
heritage and achievements of Black people 
in the United States; 

Whereas Dr. Carter G. Woodson stated, 
‘‘We have a wonderful history behind us. . . . 
If you are unable to demonstrate to the 
world that you have this record, the world 
will say to you, ‘You are not worthy to enjoy 
the blessings of democracy or anything 
else.’ ’’; 

Whereas, since its founding, the United 
States has imperfectly progressed toward 
noble goals; 

Whereas the history of the United States is 
the story of people regularly affirming high 
ideals, striving to reach those ideals but 
often failing, and then struggling to come to 
terms with the disappointment of that fail-
ure, before committing to try again; 

Whereas, on November 4, 2008, the people of 
the United States elected Barack Obama, an 
African-American man, as President of the 
United States; and 

Whereas, on February 22, 2012, people 
across the United States celebrated the 
groundbreaking of the National Museum of 
African American History and Culture, 
which opened to the public on September 24, 
2016, on the National Mall in Washington, 
District of Columbia: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) acknowledges that all people of the 

United States are the recipients of the 
wealth of history provided by Black culture; 

(2) recognizes the importance of Black His-
tory Month as an opportunity to reflect on 
the complex history of the United States, 
while remaining hopeful and confident about 
the path ahead; 

(3) acknowledges the significance of Black 
History Month as an important opportunity 
to commemorate the tremendous contribu-
tions of African Americans to the history of 
the United States; 

(4) encourages the celebration of Black 
History Month to provide a continuing op-
portunity for all people in the United States 
to learn from the past and understand the 
experiences that have shaped the United 
States; and 

(5) agrees that, while the United States 
began as a divided country, the United 
States must— 

(A) honor the contribution of all pioneers 
in the United States who have helped to en-
sure the legacy of the great United States; 
and 

(B) move forward with purpose, united tire-
lessly as a nation ‘‘indivisible, with liberty 
and justice for all.’’. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 100—DIS-
SENTING FROM THE UNITED 
STATES DELEGATION’S FEB-
RUARY 24, 2025, VOTE AT THE 
UNITED NATIONS GENERAL AS-
SEMBLY 

Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions: 

S. RES. 100 

Whereas United States cooperation with 
our allies advances the national security in-
terest of the United States; 
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Whereas on February 24, 2025, the United 

States delegation to the United Nations 
voted against the Government of Ukraine’s 
United Nations draft resolution A/ES-11/L.10 
entitled ‘‘Advancing a comprehensive, just 
and lasting peace in Ukraine’’; 

Whereas the aforementioned vote was cast 
against Ukraine and the United States’ 
democratic allies, and aligned the United 
States with the Russian Federation, Belarus, 
the Democratic People’s Republic of North 
Korea, and other autocracies; 

Whereas this was the first instance since 
2014 in which the United States voted with 
Russia at the United Nations on a Ukraine- 
related resolution, representing a departure 
from a decade of bipartisan, United States 
policy on Ukraine and eight decades of align-
ment with like-minded democratic states at 
the United Nations; and 

Whereas, in the United Nations Security 
Council, the United States led a resolution 
that failed to call out Russia as the invading 
aggressor and lacked the support of all five 
European members of the Security Council: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) condemns the February 24, 2025, United 

States vote against Ukraine’s resolution at 
the United Nations General Assembly; 

(2) decries the refusal of the United States 
delegation to continue to identify the Rus-
sian Federation as an aggressor or to call for 
the Government of the Russian Federation 
to completely withdraw its military forces 
from the territory of Ukraine within its 
internationally recognized borders; 

(3) recalls that the principal purposes of 
the United Nations Charter are to ‘‘maintain 
peace and security’’ and suppress ‘‘acts of ag-
gression or other breaches of peace’’; 

(4) urges the United States to work closely 
with Ukraine and European allies on future 
efforts at the United Nations related to 
Ukraine; and 

(5) reaffirms its support for the sovereignty 
and territorial integrity of Ukraine within 
its internationally recognized borders. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I have nine 
requests for committees to meet during 
today’s session of the Senate. They 
have the approval of the Majority and 
Minority Leaders. 

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND 

FORESTRY 
The Committee on Agriculture, Nu-

trition, and Forestry is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Wednesday, February 26, 2025, at 
10:30 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

The Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation is author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Wednesday, February 26, 
2025, at 11 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

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, February 26, 2025, at 10 
a.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, February 
26, 2025, at 10:15 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, February 26, 2025, at 2:30 
p.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 
The Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 

is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, Feb-
ruary 26, 2025, at 10 a.m., to conduct a 
joint hearing. 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING 
The Special Committee on Aging is 

authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Wednesday, February 
26, 2025, at 3:30 p.m., to conduct a hear-
ing. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 
The Select Committee on Intel-

ligence is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, February 26, 2025, at 2:30 p.m., to 
conduct a closed business meeting fol-
lowed by a closed briefing. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON DIGITAL ASSETS 
The Subcommittee on Digital Assets 

of the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Wednesday, February 26, 2025, at 2:30 
p.m., to conduct a hearing. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 
Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to grant floor privi-
leges to Christopher Creech for today, 
February 26, 2025. 

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

f 

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, 
FEBRUARY 27, 2025 

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned until 10 a.m. on Thurs-
day, February 27; that following the 
prayer and the pledge, the Journal of 
proceedings be approved to date, the 
morning hour be deemed expired, the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day, morning 
business be closed, and the Senate re-
sume Calendar No. 14, S.J. Res. 12, the 
Hoeven Methane Fee CRA; further, 
that at 12 noon, all time be expired and 
if the Senate receives H.J. Res. 35, the 
Senate vote on passage of the House 
joint resolution, as provided under the 
CRA; finally, that upon disposition of 
the joint resolution, the Senate pro-
ceed to executive session and resume 
consideration of Executive Calendar 
No. 24, Linda McMahon, and that the 
Senate vote on the motion to invoke 
cloture at 1:45 p.m. 

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

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, if there 
is no further business to come before 
the Senate, I ask that it stand ad-
journed under the previous order fol-
lowing the remarks of Senator WHITE-
HOUSE. 

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

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

f 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 
today is a sad and discouraging—even 
disgraceful—day here in the Senate. 
The vote that we have just taken sig-
nals the utter and complete subser-
vience of the Trump administration 
and the Republican Party to the pol-
luters of the fossil fuel industry. To the 
extent that there is any justification 
for fossil fuel pollution, leaks from 
pipes and valves and wells that aren’t 
properly maintained by fossil fuel com-
panies are probably the most shameless 
form of pollution, and yet that is pre-
cisely what this vote that we have just 
taken protects and even encourages. 

Let’s start, for a moment, with why 
methane matters. 

We are well into a climate crisis. We 
have been warned about it for decades. 
The scientists, God bless them, actu-
ally got it right. Even Exxon’s sci-
entists got it right. And, on the basis of 
all that science, it then fell to us here 
in this building, in Congress, to react 
prudently and sensibly and steer our 
course away from the worst dangers 
that the scientists had so well and ac-
curately predicted. 

Of course, we did not. 
We did not for the worst of all pos-

sible reasons, which was improper in-
fluence from the fossil fuel industry 
itself, which was supercharged by the 
Citizens United decision that allowed 
the industry to flood unlimited 
amounts of money into politics and, 
worse, unlimited amounts of money 
into politics secretly through front 
groups and various anonymizing 
screens so that citizens and the public 
were deprived of knowing who it was 
who was actually in their living rooms, 
on their televisions, telling them lies 
about climate change. Front groups 
with phony names like Heartland Insti-
tute and Americans for Prosperity 
shielded the fact that this was a self- 
interested industry, using political 
clout of the worst kind to protect its 
right to pollute for free. Nobody should 
have the right to pollute for free, but 
this entitled industry fought to corrupt 
this body in order to protect its pol-
lute-for-free business model. 

Amidst all the pollution that this in-
dustry emits, carbon dioxide is the gas 
that is most discussed. We talk about 
carbon content. We talk about carbon 
dioxide limits. We talk about carbon 
emissions, but methane—methane—ac-
tually, is even more dangerous in the 
short term than carbon dioxide. These 
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gases go up into the atmosphere, where 
they have what is called a greenhouse 
effect. They trap more heat, which 
warms up the planet. Over a 20-year pe-
riod, methane is more than 80 times 
more dangerous than carbon dioxide. A 
lot is going to go wrong in the next 20 
years during which this methane will 
have that 80-times effect compared to 
carbon dioxide. Methane is explosive; it 
is poisonous; it is a pollutant. 

What this bill tried to do was to get 
the fossil fuel industry—get these big 
companies—to clean up the methane 
that they were just leaking into the at-
mosphere, making a complete mess in 
really giant plumes. We have been able, 
recently, to detect these plumes from 
above, from satellites even. So here is 
just one satellite image—this is on 
Google Earth—of one methane plume, 
and we are allowing immense amounts 
of methane into the atmosphere. The 
fossil fuel industry, for years, told the 
EPA that they were releasing 8 million 
tons of methane per year. Well, 8 mil-
lion tons of methane per year, when 
you consider that it is 80 times as bad 
as carbon dioxide—that gets you to a 
pretty big number of carbon dioxide 
equivalent and a pretty big danger to 
our national well-being, but it wasn’t 8 
million tons. The industry did not tell 
the truth to the EPA. 

As it turned out, when the Environ-
mental Defense Fund actually put up a 
satellite to measure this and then flew 
airplanes over the plume to get even 
more distinct clarity out of the sig-
nals—it turns out that the fossil fuel 
industry was leaking 32 million tons of 
methane into the atmosphere—leaking. 
This is pipes that they didn’t maintain, 
valves that they didn’t maintain, wells 
that they didn’t properly close—leak-
ing. Ordinarily, just to be a good cit-
izen, just to be a decent individual, if 
you were making a big mess that af-
fected other people, you would stop it; 
you would clean it up; you might even 
apologize for the mess that you had 
made. Not the fossil fuel industry. 

But we needed to solve the problem 
of 32 million tons of methane being 
leaked by this industry every year. 
They sure weren’t going to do it on 
their own. They wouldn’t even tell the 
EPA the truth about how much they 
were emitting. This is natural gas that 
if it weren’t being leaked out into the 
atmosphere would have gone on 
through those pipes to an end user. 
They could have actually sold it. This 
is an industry that was so lazy and so 
sloppy and so cheap that it wouldn’t 
even maintain its own equipment to 
prevent it from leaking and spilling 
out. 

Something had to be done, so we 
worked with the Presiding Officer’s 
predecessor, who was an ardent advo-
cate for the fossil fuel industry, to get 
a measure into the Inflation Reduction 
Act that would deal with the problem 
of 32 million tons of methane neg-
ligently leaked by the fossil fuel indus-
try into the atmosphere because they 
couldn’t be bothered to clean up their 

own mess and maintain properly their 
own equipment. 

And what did we come up with? 
We came up with a pretty fair deal 

for the industry. The industry was 
going to get a handout, a government 
handout, of $1.5 billion to spend in 
going out and cleaning up the pipes and 
the valves and the wells that they 
darned well should have been cleaning 
up on their own already. It should not 
take a government handout. It should 
not take corporate welfare to this in-
dustry to have them maintain their fa-
cilities safely and properly and respon-
sibly. 

But, to solve the problem, we agreed. 
OK. You have been polluting like crazy 
for decades. You have been lying about 
how much you have been polluting. 
You have been negligent about main-
taining your own equipment so that 
this leakage does not happen, and for 
that, we are going to reward you with 
1.5 billion taxpayer dollars for you to 
do the work you should have been 
doing anyway. 

That was not that welcomed as you 
can imagine for me and, say, for tax-
payers on Rhode Island, who were on 
the receiving end of so much of this. 

What we got in return for that $1.5 
billion government handout of cor-
porate welfare to this industry was a 
provision that, if they kept leaking, 
when they kept leaking, they would 
pay a reasonable fee to give them an 
incentive to knock off the leaking. 
When I say a reasonable fee, let’s start 
with the proposition that they 
shouldn’t have been leaking in the first 
place. The fee, first of all, would only 
apply to major leaks—300 tons and 
more. It would only apply to companies 
that were below the methane leak 
standards set by their own industry 
trade group. 

So it actually allowed these compa-
nies to keep leaking for free as long as 
they were being as responsible as their 
own industry trade group said they 
should be. So this fee would be limited 
to those companies whose corporate be-
havior was so bad that it didn’t even 
meet the standards of their own indus-
try trade group, and they could get out 
of paying the fee by simply using that 
$1.5 billion or money of their own to go 
and clean up their equipment and 
maintain their plants enough that they 
met the standard of their own friendly 
industry trade group. 

That is what was accomplished in the 
Inflation Reduction Act—$1.5 billion 
into the pockets of polluters to encour-
age them to clean up their mess in re-
turn for which they would agree, if 
they kept at it and were doing worse 
than their own trade association rec-
ommended, then they would have to 
pay a fee to give them an incentive to 
knock it off, which by the way, is Econ 
101. This is not Republican versus Dem-
ocrat. This is not conservative versus 
liberal. This is Econ 101. 

Even Milton Friedman, the legendary 
conservative economist, acknowledged 
that if you are polluting, whether it is 

dumping sewage in a river or methane 
in the air, you need to pay the cost of 
that harm. 

Economists have fancy words for it. 
They call it negative externalities. But 
everybody who understands that you 
clean up your own mess understands 
the morality of that proposition. Good 
morals here is also good economics. 

And why is it important to do that? 
It is important to do that because, oth-
erwise, you are giving a market partic-
ipant a subsidy. 

Imagine the two factories side by 
side on the river. One is dumping all of 
its waste into the river. The other is 
paying good money to make sure that 
its waste is disposed of, instead of 
dumped into the river. You don’t want 
that to happen. So you put the cost of 
the negative externality—the waste 
being thrown into the river—back onto 
that company, and now you have fair 
market competition again. Otherwise, 
you have a subsidy to the polluter 
dumping their waste in the river, and 
that is not good economics. That is not 
market economics. 

Very often, our friends on the other 
side of the aisle talk about the impor-
tance of market economics: Let the 
market have its way. 

Yes, until it is the big polluters— 
until it is the big polluters—and then 
it is pollute for free. It is subsidize 
them by giving them the uneconomic, 
immoral, and unhealthy right to pol-
lute for free. 

That is where this deal settled: a bil-
lion and a half to the industry into its 
pockets and free corporate welfare to 
do what it should have been doing all 
along, to clean up its mess. And in re-
turn, if you are below your own indus-
try standards, you have got to pay a 
fee. 

That is what was undone today. That 
is what this vote was all about. This 
vote was all about saying: We don’t 
care if you are the worst performers in 
this industry. We don’t care if you are 
the most irresponsible performers in 
this industry. We don’t care if you are 
emitting way above your own trade 
group’s industry standards. Because 
you are the fossil fuel industry, you get 
special privilege. You don’t have to 
maintain your equipment. Let the 
methane roar. Rip it out into the at-
mosphere. Have at it. We don’t care. 
Oh, and, by the way, thanks for all the 
money you put into our pockets along 
the way, into our political funds. 

That is where we are right now. This 
was a really, really despicable act by 
the fossil fuel industry to have this 
done here today. 

We have been at this for a while. We 
have known about climate change for a 
long time. We have known what meth-
ane and carbon dioxide and other pol-
luting gases did when they got up into 
the atmosphere. We are seeing it hap-
pen around us. 

I will mention particularly what is 
happening in the oceans because the 
oceans are a pretty darn honest wit-
ness, a pretty darn honest bellwether 
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of the harms of climate change. If you 
care about the oceans, if you know 
anything about them, you will know 
that the oceans are warming. 

You will notice that fisheries are 
changing. Fish that used to be avail-
able to local fishermen are no longer 
there. They have had to move as the 
oceans warmed. You will notice that 
coral reefs are dying off, which are the 
nurseries of the ocean, which is where 
so many of the fish that we then later 
take into our diets are born and nur-
tured or come for food and sustenance. 

You would know that, as the oceans 
are warming, they rise because heat ex-
pands water, and that along our shores, 
you see that rise. 

Here is what is happening in my 
home State. This is what we are look-
ing at. All of this blue area here—all of 
that—all of that is land. All of that is 
land, where people have homes, where 
people have businesses, where people 
have investments. And with sea level 
rising, this is the prediction for what is 
going to be under water. This is the 
prediction of what we are going to lose, 
how the map of my State is going to 
have to be redrawn so that the fossil 
fuel industry can keep polluting for 
free. There is a real cost to this in real 
people’s lives. 

This is our historic Providence City 
Hall. This is an image of what is going 
to happen. It is going to be like Venice. 
You will be able to come up to the 
front steps of it in a boat. That is going 
to be really expensive, really dam-
aging. 

Here is Barrington, RI. It is kind of a 
bedroom community. It serves as the 
residence for a lot of people who work 
over in Providence. It has a lot of beau-
tiful homes there. But look at what 
happens when the seas rise. It is like 
hollowed. You don’t build a dike 
around it. It is under water. That is a 
massive public works project, a mas-
sive engineering project, a massive 
risk. And it is one that is brought on 
by fossil fuel pollution, by the fossil in-
dustry’s insistence that it has to pol-
lute for free, and by the harm that that 
causes in the oceans. 

Let me give you a scale on the kind 
of heat that is going into the oceans, 
because you have to measure it by 
something called a zettajoule. If you 
know anything about science or even 
engineering, you know what a joule is. 
It is the unit of measurement of heat 
energy. A zettajoule is that unit of 
heat energy with 21 zeroes behind it—21 
zeroes behind it. A million has six ze-
roes behind it. This is 21 zeroes behind 
it. It is a massive, enormous number. 

To put human scale on how massive 
and enormous that number is, the en-
tire production of energy by the human 
species on the planet Earth every year 
is only one-half of a zettajoule. Every-
thing that we run—the cars, the mo-
tors, the furnaces, the boilers, all of it, 
from India to China, Africa to the 
United States, the whole globe 
around—all of our energy production 
consumption adds up to one-half of a 
zettajoule. 

And for the price of the fossil fuel 
component of that half zettajoule that 
we all live on, we are dumping 14 
zettajoules of heat into the ocean every 
year. It is a 30-to-1 ratio. The emissions 
from fossil fuels into the atmosphere 
actually magnify the direct heat from 
the energy consumption. 

So if you want to know why the 
oceans are warming, 14 zettajoules of 
heat, nearly 30 times the entire energy 
production of the planet Earth, is 
going into the oceans. And that does 
not bode well for us. 

With all this evidence out there that 
the scientists saw, the fossil fuel bar-
ons started getting a little nervous. 
They liked a pollute-for-free business 
model. In fact, they probably realized 
that they couldn’t compete with clean 
energy unless they had a pollute-for- 
free business model. 

They knew they needed to get to 
work to protect their pollute-for-free 
business model. So they began to set 
up a comprehensive, covert political 
operation to protect that pollute-for- 
free business model. 

It actually began with the tobacco 
industry’s front groups. When it be-
came clear how bad tobacco was for 
smokers’ health, how bad it was for 
people getting secondary smoke, the 
tobacco industry went into action, and 
they set up a whole array of phony to-
bacco-funded front groups that could 
pretend they were grassroots move-
ments. They could pretend they were 
science groups. They ran a complicated 
operation to fend off Congress from 
doing something about the health costs 
and consequences of tobacco smoking. 

Then along came the U.S. Depart-
ment of Justice, in a better day, when 
it was willing to take on hard things, 
and it brought a lawsuit against the to-
bacco industry, asserting that that 
whole array of tobacco industry front 
groups was a vehicle for propagating 
fraud; that the message that tobacco 
was not dangerous was wrong, was 
false, was flatout fraudulent, and that 
the tobacco industry knew it. 

The case went to trial here in the 
U.S. District Court in the District of 
Columbia, and the Department of Jus-
tice won a thumping victory in a deci-
sion that ran a little over a thousand 
pages. God bless that trial judge who 
put so much work into listening to all 
of the evidence and put together such a 
powerful and voluminous record of the 
fraud of the tobacco industry, so that 
when it was appealed up to the circuit 
court of appeals, it was a slam-dunk 
win for the Department of Justice in 
the appeal. 

When they tried to get it overturned 
at the Supreme Court, the Supreme 
Court said: Oh, no—no, no, no, no. 

So the decision stood. The decision 
was this. It was actually fairly simple 
for the thousand pages. The effect was 
fairly simple, almost biblically simple. 
It said to the tobacco industry: Thou 
shalt lie no more. And, by the way, you 
have to go back and clean up and 
straighten out the lying you already 

did. But the real punch was ‘‘thou shalt 
lie no more.’’ 

So if the tobacco industry couldn’t 
lie anymore about its product, then 
this whole array of front groups that 
the tobacco industry had set up was 
out of business. What are you going to 
do if you are a paid liar for an industry 
to try to protect it from Congress? 

Well, guess what. Along came the fos-
sil fuel industry looking at a very simi-
lar problem: The dangers of its product 
and the danger that Congress would ac-
tually do something to mitigate the 
dangers of that product. 

And, of course, the tobacco industry 
lying apparatus had a lot of experience 
in how to look real, how to put up fake 
science that pretended to be real, how 
to use Madison Avenue sloganeering to 
convince people of things that weren’t 
true, how to pretend to be grassroots 
when it was actually funded by Big In-
dustry. So the fossil fuel industry 
picked all that up right away, but, of 
course, that wasn’t enough so they ac-
tually expanded on that. 

Academic researchers who have 
looked at the fossil fuel industry’s cli-
mate denial operation have tagged as 
many as 100 different front groups, all 
operating ‘‘coordinatedly,’’ like a 
bunch of disinformation keys on the 
same disinformation piano. When one 
got badly burned for being too phony, 
well, you would retire that one, and 
you would pop up a new one with a new 
phony-baloney name. 

For a long time, they were featuring 
heroic characters like George C. Mar-
shall and Founding Fathers when they 
were doing their naming. But it was a 
massive, massive, massive political op-
eration to deny the reality of the harm 
associated with the industry’s prod-
uct—exactly like the tobacco industry, 
although amped up on steroids. 

But it wasn’t enough just to put the 
fraudulent information out there pre-
tending, for instance, that climate 
change was a hoax. Even their own sci-
entists knew it wasn’t a hoax. But ad-
mitting that it was real, revealing 
what their own scientists had told 
them would mean that Congress would 
come and behave responsibly, put a 
price perhaps on the pollution, make 
them obey not only moral commands 
but economic rules. And that would 
have put them at a disadvantage. So, 
instead, they chose to lie and to lie and 
to lie and to lie. 

They also chose to come here and 
spend money in politics—immense 
amounts of money in politics. As I 
said, that all got supercharged by the 
Citizens United decision. The Citizens 
United decision said: If you are a big 
industry, the limits are off. You can 
spend as much as you want. Go for it. 

And in the way in which the Supreme 
Court administered that decision, they 
also allowed the unlimited money to be 
spent secretly from behind masks, 
through front groups, so that the citi-
zens of this country who are supposed 
to police our political battles and 
make informed judgments about our 
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political battles were denied the most 
basic information about who was wear-
ing whose jersey, who is on whose 
team, who is telling me this stuff. 

I make fun that the groups had 
names like Rhode Islanders for Peace 
and Puppies and Prosperity, but if you 
went to look at the phony front group 
with a ridiculous name like that, you 
would find that it was located in a post 
office box or that it shared space with 
another organization and didn’t have 
any real employees—or that it was one 
of a nest of related front groups that 
all shared common space and employ-
ees and would change their names like 
moving the masks place to place to 
keep up the pretense that this was real. 

And the money poured in. The money 
poured in. And it allowed the industry 
to be able to go to party leaders and 
say: If you will get your party mem-
bers to shut up about climate change, 
to shut up about the danger of our 
product, to turn off the voices of, for 
instance, Republicans like Senator 
John Chafee of Rhode Island, who 
hosted the first hearing into the dan-
gers of climate change—shut them up— 
if you will shut them up and if you will 
line up behind us, we can give you un-
limited amounts of money. We can give 
you all the money you could possibly 
need to win races, and we can hide that 
it is us. 

This money can come through the 
U.S. Chamber of Commerce. It can 
come through something called Ameri-
cans for Prosperity. It can come 
through something called the Heart-
land Institute. It can come through, in 
some cases, multiple hops, like Russian 
nesting dolls, to hide who was the 
original donor from the fossil fuel in-
dustry. 

All of that apparatus, all of that 
scheme emerged after Citizens United. 
Our political system is now rotten with 
fossil fuel money. We have things like 
super PACs that didn’t even used to 
exist, but they are useful because you 
can put $100 million into a super PAC 
and send it into a particular race and 
just blow up the adversary. And be-
cause the super PAC only has to report 
the immediate donor, you just launder 
your money through a corporate entity 
so the name of the fake group is de-
scribed as the name of the donor, and 
the real donor—whether it is Marathon 
Petroleum or Exxon oil or whoever it 
is—is not available to the public. We, 
as citizens, are deprived of that most 
basic piece of information. 

So all that money poured in, and sure 
enough, Republican interest in doing 
something about climate change evap-
orated. Bob Inglis was the House Mem-
ber who had the temerity to insist on 
continuing to work on climate change. 
Blasted out of his seat in a primary de-
spite a near-100-percent conservative 
voting record. 

The signal was clear: If you are in 
with us, we will take care of you. If 
you are not, you are out. You are out 
of the party, even. 

So this covert scheme has been oper-
ating for a long, long time with lots of 

shifting front groups. It must cost—it 
is hard to tell because it is dark 
money; it is hidden. Some of it, you 
would repeat it, if you ran it through 
five different front groups, so it is hard 
to know what the real number is. But 
it is in the billions. It is in the billions. 

And why does it make sense to spend 
that kind of money to meddle improp-
erly in politics and prevent Congress 
from meeting its responsibilities to the 
American public? Why is it worth 
spending billions to do that? It is 
worth spending billions to do that be-
cause it saves you hundreds of billions. 

The International Monetary Fund is 
not a green group. It is an economic 
group. It pays economists to study 
stuff. And the International Monetary 
Fund has studied how much harm the 
fossil fuel industry does to America 
with this negative externalities sub-
sidy. There are actually two subsidies. 
There are the direct subsidies, where 
Congress appropriates money to the 
fossil fuel industry, like the $1.5 billion 
we gave them to encourage them to 
clean up the mess that they are mak-
ing or like tax advantages so that they 
don’t have to pay proper taxes like 
other companies. But the big one—the 
big one—is the pollute-for-free business 
model, not justified by economics, not 
justified by morality, not justified by 
prudent concern over the safety of the 
planet. 

So how much is that negative exter-
nality according to the International 
Monetary Fund? At last count, $700 bil-
lion per year—$700 billion per year. 

So let’s just say you are an industry 
that gets a government subsidy in the 
form of a pollute-for-free business 
model of $700 billion a year. How much 
is it worth spending to control Con-
gress and fix the politics so that you 
can protect that subsidy? Well, let’s 
just say, for purposes of argument, 
that they spent $7 billion a year on in-
fluence, on lobbyists, on campaign con-
tributions, on super PACs, on dark 
money, on supporting the whole appa-
ratus of lies and fake science. Let’s 
just say that that all adds up to $7 bil-
lion a year. That means you are mak-
ing a 100-to-1 return on your invest-
ment every single year. 

That makes the political operation of 
the fossil fuel industry its most profit-
able division. They don’t make 100 to 1 
out of oil. They don’t make 100 to 1 out 
of gas. They don’t make 100 to 1 out of 
coal. But they make 100 to 1 out of pol-
itics if they are spending $7 billion a 
year in political influence. 

So why are these big numbers spent? 
Why is it sensible, from their point of 
view, to maintain this entire armada of 
phony front groups? This is the biggest 
political influence operation in his-
tory, and, boy, is it worth it. What a 
return on investment you get. 

And they have used a whole variety 
of groups to do it. They have like 
popup groups that show up for the 
minute. They have got ones that are 
completely under their control, like 
American Petroleum Institute. But 

that is a little obvious. It has the word 
‘‘petroleum’’ right in the name. 

So they run a lot of money, say, 
through the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce or the National Association of 
Manufacturers, who don’t report their 
donors, so you don’t see. U.S. Chamber 
of Commerce seems like such a nice 
group. I have chambers of commerce 
all around Rhode Island. I love our 
chambers of commerce. They do a won-
derful job. 

But the U.S. Chamber of Commerce 
has been a virulent enemy to any seri-
ous climate legislation. Why? It is hard 
to know because they won’t report. I 
asked them, repeatedly: How much 
money do you get from fossil fuel every 
year? How much money have you got-
ten from fossil fuel since the Citizens 
United decision? 

They won’t say. It is a secret. It is a 
secret. But it allows the fossil fuel in-
dustry to appear politically without 
having to show their hand. 

Well, now, with President Trump in 
office, sloshed into office on a wave of 
$100 million minimum in fossil fuel 
money, the industry is triumphant, 
and this vote that we just took is this 
body’s tribute to that industry. 

We don’t care if this is you leaking. 
We don’t care if this is you not main-
taining your property. We don’t care if 
this is dangerous. We don’t care if you 
are being irresponsible. We don’t care 
if we already gave you $1.5 billion to 
clean up your mess. We don’t care 
about any of that. We don’t care that 
the only people who have to pay this 
fee are the ones who are polluting 
above what their own industry rec-
ommends as a pollution level. We don’t 
care about any of that. You are the fos-
sil fuel industry, and you shall have 
whatever you want from us, whatever 
the cost. 

There is a problem, though. There is 
a problem, which is that fossil fuel in-
fluence can mess with laws in Congress 
and does, but fossil fuel influence can’t 
mess with the laws of nature. Fossil 
fuel influence can’t mess, frankly, with 
the laws of economics. 

So where are we right now? We have 
been through that era when the sci-
entists were giving their warnings, the 
academic scientists from the great uni-
versities, the industry science from 
Exxon and even from the American Pe-
troleum Institute, scientists in Amer-
ica, scientists overseas, powerful sci-
entific consensus about what was going 
to happen. Go back and read what 
Exxon scientists warned about what 
was going to happen. We are living it 
right now. They were right. They 
knew. Exxon knew. The scientists 
knew. So that was the era, and the sci-
entists got it right. They did their jobs. 

Then we did not do our job under the 
pressure of all of that fossil fuel influ-
ence, all those hundreds of millions or 
billions or whatever was spent to pro-
tect the $700 billion annual subsidy on 
which this industry floats. 

So now here we are. We are in a new 
era in this climate story, and the new 
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era in the climate story is the era of 
consequences, the things that were 
warned of that are now coming true be-
cause we failed in our responsibilities 
as a Congress. 

The first place the campaign of fraud 
and disinformation and political pres-
sure by the fossil fuel industry is 
crashing into is the insurance industry. 
The fossil fuel industry is compro-
mising our future with all of these 
added emissions, including the meth-
ane leaks that were given a green light 
today. The fossil fuel industry is com-
promising our future by pretending 
that these climate warnings aren’t 
real. 

But the insurance industry has to 
look at a real future. It can’t lie about 
the future to protect its present prof-
its. It has to predict the future accu-
rately in order to price its product. 
You can’t insure against a risk that 
you can’t actuarially predict. 

So insurance companies get pretty 
expert at knowing how often there is 
likely to be a storm, how often there is 
likely to be a drought, how often there 
is likely to be wildfires, how often 
there is likely to be flooding, and they 
get that way because it is their fidu-
ciary obligation to their owners to get 
it right, to do their very best to hon-
estly get the predictions right. 

What is the insurance industry doing 
right now? They are looking into this 
fossil fuel future, and they are saying: 
Whoa, we don’t know what to do. We 
can’t insure that. These emissions are 
making our natural systems—the 
weather—so weird and so unpredictable 
that we are starting to have to change 
the way we do business. 

So what are they doing? Well, Flor-
ida is probably the epicenter for all of 
this. It has coasts all around it. It is in 
the pathway of hurricanes that come 
from the Atlantic or through the gulf. 
It is smack in the climate danger zone. 

What is happening in Florida? Well, 
the big insurers are clearing out. They 
have looked at this market, they have 
looked at consumers they have served 
for decades in many cases, and they 
said: We can’t figure this out any 
longer. These dangers are too hard to 
anticipate. We can’t price this risk. We 
are out of here. 

So little pop-up insurers have 
emerged that Floridians now have to 
deal with, and the prices have gone 
through the roof. Homeowners’ insur-
ance prices in Florida are four times 
the national average. In Miami-Dade 
County, the average property insur-
ance bill is $17,000 a year. In our inquir-
ies through the Budget Committee, we 
over and over again heard of people 
whose rates have doubled and even 
quadrupled. 

Even then, insurers are still pulling 
out. Insurers are going bust when 
storms come. Florida has had to step in 
and back up its own insurance com-
pany—it is called Citizens Property In-
surance—because there simply isn’t 
enough interest from the insurance in-
dustry to provide enough coverage for 

Floridians without this entity, which 
has grown to be enormous. The liabil-
ity of Citizens Property Insurance is 
more than the entire debt of the State 
of Florida. This is a big financial an-
chor hanging on Florida, waiting for 
disaster to strike. So this is getting 
real. 

After the era of science came the era 
of influence, and now it is the era of 
consequences. It is not just me talking 
about this. Here is April’s Economist 
magazine. You can’t see it; I have a 
larger version of it that I can show 
you. There it is: ‘‘The next housing dis-
aster.’’ What The Economist magazine 
is predicting in this front-page article 
is a dramatic shock to the global real 
estate industry. They are talking 
about a potential $25 trillion hit to the 
global real estate industry. 

How does this relate to the insurance 
problem that caused Florida to have to 
set up Citizens Property Insurance, 
that caused rates to quadruple, that 
caused all of these major insurers to 
have to bail, that caused people to have 
to count for their home insurance on 
little pop-up startups that keep going 
bust, going bust, going bust? It is this: 
When you can’t get property insurance 
on your home, you can’t get a mort-
gage on your home, which means that 
if you ever want to sell your home, you 
can’t get a buyer. The only buyers left 
for you, for your home, are people who 
don’t need a mortgage, people who can 
pay cash. 

Well, if you are a Palm Beach billion-
aire, you don’t care because some other 
Palm Beach billionaire has all the 
money in the world to buy your multi-
million-dollar mansion for cash. You 
are done. It is fine. It doesn’t affect the 
Palm Beach millionaire world. 

But let’s say you are a plumber liv-
ing in a development outside of Or-
lando, and the way you afforded your 
house was with a mortgage. Now your 
home, your castle, when it comes time 
to sell it, won’t get a mortgage. There 
is not going to be a billionaire who 
wants that. So property values crash. 

That is the cascade, like dominoes: 
boom goes the insurance industry, 
boom goes the mortgage industry, 
boom go the property values, and then 
out into the economy goes the harm. 

This isn’t just Senator WHITEHOUSE 
talking. This is The Economist maga-
zine. This is the chief economist of the 
mortgage giant Freddie Mac. This is 
the chairman of the Federal Reserve 
telling us just recently that whole re-
gions of the United States in 10 to 15 
years won’t be able to have mort-
gages—a whole region without mort-
gages. What happens to property values 
in that region? 

If he is saying that in 10 to 15 years, 
that is going to happen, what are in-
vestors going to start doing as they are 
planning for that future? Markets 
aren’t going to wait until the region 
suddenly says: No more mortgages 
here. Markets are going to start to 
take action. Property values are going 
to start to decline because investors 

are going to be able to look forward 
and say: Well, if we can’t get a mort-
gage on that property in 10 years, that 
property is not going to be very valu-
able right now. 

It cascades into—we even had a hear-
ing in the Budget Committee about 
how it cascades into the municipal 
bond market, and there was a terrific 
article just today confirming our warn-
ings from the Senate Budget Com-
mittee about how this cascades to the 
municipal bond market, because what 
happens when all those property values 
go down? The tax revenues of the mu-
nicipality go down. If that has hap-
pened at a time when climate risk is 
going up and expenditures to maintain 
and protect infrastructure are going 
up, you are in a terrible situation for 
your bondholders because you have less 
money to pay your bondholders and 
more expenses. So the municipal bond 
markets are starting to take action. 
They are starting to look at this as a 
real problem. This is real stuff. 

The international organization that 
gives the international banking world 
warnings about what is coming just did 
a report on this very situation. 

The Financial Stability Board, it is 
called. And its report is titled ‘‘Assess-
ment of Climate-Related 
Vulnerabilities,’’ 16 January 2025. 

And its warnings are that the bank-
ing system is imperiled, because, 
frankly, if you can’t write mortgages 
in whole regions of the country, par-
ticularly if you are a regional bank, 
then that line of business for you is 
shot. Or if you are a bank whose rat-
ings, whose safety for all the depositors 
depends on a loan-to-value ratio, that 
is sort of the coin of the realm for the 
solvency of banks, if your loan port-
folio has collateral from the homes on 
which you wrote mortgages and the 
value of that collateral has dropped be-
cause of this insurance problem, you 
can move pretty quickly from being a 
solvent bank to being an insolvent 
bank that regulators have to move in 
and shore up or take over. 

And the warnings are serious enough 
that the Financial Stability Board is 
warning banks all around the world: 
Get ready. This trouble is coming. And 
it is. 

So that is the context for this embar-
rassing display that we saw today in 
the Senate. Whatever you want for the 
fossil fuel industry, even if it is the 
right to leak and pollute and maintain 
your equipment worse than your own 
industry recommends, we have got 
your back. Leak away. Pollute away. 
What could possibly go wrong? 

Well, here is what could possibly go 
wrong: The natural systems that are 
being disrupted by these emissions con-
trol the weather, and the weather pro-
duces climate risk, and the insurance 
industry has to look forward accu-
rately because it owes that duty to its 
shareholders. And they look forward 
and say: Whoops, we are out of here. 

And then the cascade begins from in-
surance to mortgage to property values 
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to a general economic crash, expected 
by the economists to be $25 trillion 
globally. It is really pretty stunning. 

So let me go through some of my 
charts here. Here is a chart that looks 
at the scenarios for the future with re-
spect to how carbon emissions and 
methane emissions will endanger our 
safety. This is derived from all the 
peer-reviewed scenarios that were pro-
vided over the years to the IPCC, the 
international climate tracking body. 

They looked at about 1,200 of them. 
Of those 1,200 various climate sce-
narios, there are 11 left—11 out of 1,200 
that allow us to get to a pathway to 
climate safety. Only 11. 

They all have two characteristics: 
They overshoot first, so you need to 
have carbon capture and, specifically, 
direct air capture to get us back on the 
pathway to safety. It is not enough to 
stop the polluting, you actually have 
to extract the excess carbon dioxide 
out of the atmosphere. 

Trump just demolished all the offices 
at the Department of Energy that sup-
port carbon capture, which is a little 
weird because the fossil fuel industry 
has depended on carbon capture for 
rhetorical support of its continued pol-
lution. The argument, roughly, is: 
Don’t worry about us continuing to 
pollute because carbon capture is going 
to come along and save the day. 

Of course, that rhetoric is not backed 
up by investment, because over and 
over again they refuse to actually build 
carbon capture equipment. It is a talk-
ing point, not a real solution that they 
will put any investment behind. And 
when regulators try to say, well, think 
about carbon capture; that will reduce 
the pollution here of this carbon pol-
lutant. They say oh, no, no, no, that is 
not a serious technology; we can’t do 
it. It is a serious technology when we 
are trying to continue polluting, use 
this as our rhetorical excuse to keep 
polluting; but if you actually want us 
to apply it, oh, no, that is a different 
thing. We are not going to talk about 
that. 

So here they all are. They all over-
shoot—this one just by a little—so you 
need that direct air capture. And the 
other thing that they all need, they all 
need a price on carbon. They all need 
for it to stop being free to pollute. It is 
now mandatory, if we are going to get 
on a pathway to climate safety, that 
there be a price on pollution. 

The free-to-pollute business model 
that the fossil fuel industry defends so 
virulently is a pathway to disaster. We 
have to put a price on greenhouse gas 
emissions or fail. And today was the 
little canary in the coal mine for how 
responsible we will be about putting a 
price on carbon. Because today, we 
blew up a price on methane, an even 
more dangerous greenhouse gas than 
carbon dioxide, under circumstances in 
which we had literally paid the indus-
try a billion and a half dollars as a 
bounty to clean up its own act and 
then limited the penalty, the methane 
fee, to only those companies that 

couldn’t meet even their own industry 
standards. 

And you can bet that the industry 
standards are pretty generous to the 
industry. Nobody develops standards 
that are terrible for their own indus-
try. This was their self-imposed indus-
try standards, and only the ones that 
couldn’t meet their own industry 
standards would pay the penalty. And 
we just stripped that away. The meth-
ane fee is headed for gone. 

So if that is the canary in the coal 
mine of where this body is going to be 
now that we have to put a price on car-
bon or condemn our children and our 
grandchildren to worsening climate 
disaster and worsening economic dis-
aster, what a signal we just sent. What 
a shameful, disgraceful signal we just 
sent. 

Here is some of the stuff that is com-
ing our way. Let me start with some of 
the work that we did in the Budget 
Committee. We went out and we dug 
out from the insurance industry infor-
mation about their nonrenewal rates. 
What is a nonrenewal rate? Well, a 
nonrenewal is when there you are, the 
customer of the insurance company, 
and it comes time of the year when 
they renew your policy, send you the 
new bill, all of that. 

But this time, even if you have been 
a good client, paying your premiums 
regularly for 15, 20 years, maybe, what 
comes in the mailbox isn’t the updated 
contract and the new bill for you to 
pay. Nope; it is a notice saying: You 
are fired as our client. We are not 
going to have you as a customer any-
more. How many businesses want to 
tell a loyal customer go away? 

This is not ordinary business behav-
ior. It is driven because they can’t fig-
ure out the risk of your property any 
longer. So they nonrenew you. They 
don’t want your check any longer. 
They don’t want you as a customer any 
longer, because your property is now so 
unpredictably dangerous to them that 
they just walk away. 

And where is it happening? Well, 
guess what? Florida is at the epicenter. 
Louisiana is at the epicenter. Cali-
fornia, because of wildfires, is at the 
epicenter. It spreads all across, mostly 
heavily, coastal areas. But wildfire is 
catching up—don’t worry. 

And then this measures the rate of 
increase. It is not just a question of 
how many nonrenewals, it is how many 
more each year, how much is the insur-
ance company increasing its shedding 
of customers. 

So you see it popping up even here in 
Montana. From Florida to Montana, it 
is spread all over. And after we did this 
research, folks came in behind us and 
did some more detailed research. 

So we start with this one first. This 
took our research and the insurance in-
formation that we used, and it also 
projected climate risk forward. And by 
the way, there is a lot of this hap-
pening. This isn’t just like people mak-
ing this stuff up. There are entire firms 
that are predicting climate risk for in-

surance companies, for banks. This is a 
booming and expert area because peo-
ple need to know. They need to get it 
right for investment purposes. So this 
is how climate change may cause rising 
insurance rates over the next 30 years. 

If you go to, let’s say, Miami down 
here or just east of Phoenix here, you 
see that the color gets really dark. 
Here, along the North Florida east 
coast, the shade gets really dark. And 
you can’t read this on the TV, on the 
screen, but I will tell you that means a 
300-percent increase over the next 30 
years. 

So let’s go back to what I said earlier 
about Miami-Dade. The average of the 
property insurance premium is $17,000. 
When you are increasing by 300 per-
cent, you are quadrupling. So four 
times $17,000, that is $68,000 every year 
average from Miami-Dade County, if 
this comes true. 

Now, to get just a little bit mathe-
matically here and wonky, if you look 
at the present value of a $68,000 charge 
every single year out into the future, 
you get a big number, and that number 
comes right off the value of your prop-
erty. 

If your home is for sale, and let’s say 
it is a $500,000 home, and somebody 
comes and they will say, well, that is a 
$500,000 home, I will pay you $500,000 for 
it. That makes perfect sense. 

And then you say, ah, yes, but—but 
there is this other little consideration, 
which is that when you buy that home, 
you are also buying into a huge—let’s 
for purposes of argument say $20,000— 
annual charge. 

(Mr. HUSTED assumed the Chair.) 
Well, if you are offered that deal, 

here is a home worth $500,000. Will you 
pay $500,000 for it? Sure, I will. Here is 
a home worth $500,000, but it comes 
with an annual $20,000 cost that you 
have to carry. Are you going to pay 
$500,000 for that? Of course, you are not 
because you are going to bake into the 
value what the present value is of 
those $20,000 payments you are going to 
have make year after year after year 
just to keep your home insured. 

So property values crash when home 
insurance premiums spike. 

And as you see, it is the wildfire and 
coastal areas that are hardest hit 
across red and blue States alike. And 
when those premiums increase and the 
housing prices fall, here is where home 
values may decline because of climate 
change. 

How far are we looking forward? We 
are looking forward 30 years. Why are 
we looking forward 30 years in this? 
Because that is how long a mortgage 
is, in the life of a mortgage. 

So here, you see the maps look kind 
of alike. This one is happening quicker, 
so the response is quicker; the colors 
get darker quicker. There is more of 
the map that is darker. 

But this, this is where it really hits 
home. This is ‘‘Change in Home Value 
Due to Insurance Costs’’ over the 30- 
year life of the mortgage. And it goes 
from no change expected at all in all of 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:48 Feb 27, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00047 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G26FE6.065 S26FEPT1D
M

W
ils

on
 o

n 
D

S
K

7X
7S

14
4P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES1408 February 26, 2025 
these tan areas, all the way up to 
minus 100 percent change in home 
value. That is pretty easy math. Minus 
100 percent change in home value 
means your home is worth nothing any 
longer, and that is popping up all over. 

So solving for this is a real and 
‘‘now’’ problem because who is going to 
look forward 30 years to see where a 
home will have no value any longer? 
Banks that are issuing mortgages will. 
So this isn’t a 30-years-from-now prob-
lem; this is a ‘‘now’’ problem as banks 
start to look at this information and 
wonder about putting a mortgage on a 
property whose collateral value to 
them at the end of the mortgage will 
be zero. 

That is not a good business propo-
sition for them. And from a bank sol-
vency point of view, it hits them at the 
heart of their loan-to-value ratio based 
on the value of their collateral. So it 
puts them in peril as a solvent institu-
tion as well. 

So banks are going to start looking 
at this stuff way ahead of 30 years. In-
deed, they are starting to look at it al-
ready. 

So why does the fossil fuel industry 
need to spend so much money pre-
venting Congress from taking proper 
action when the science has been so 
clear forever? The chickens are coming 
home to roost in the economy through 
the insurance industry. The insurance 
industry is not going to listen to fossil 
fuel lies about what the future looks 
like when it has trillions of dollars at 
stake. It is going to continue to get it 
right, and it is going to continue to 
back away from risk if we don’t solve 
this. 

So this is all deadly real and coming 
now. Why does the fossil fuel industry 
spend so much money to block us in 
Congress from doing this? The reason 
is—well, there are several. One is the 
$700 billion subsidy they get every year 
for being able to pollute for free. But 
the other is the public is really con-
cerned about this. The public actually 
really wants climate action. So they 
have to defeat public opinion. They 
have to make this body serve them and 
not the public. They have to make the 
Senate ignore the American people. 

And, of course, you do that with this 
massive campaign of dark money, po-
litical influence, fake science, phony 
front groups, the whole multibillion- 
dollar operation. 

Because, and I know—I apologize to 
viewers—you can’t read this. So I will 
read aloud. This is a polling chart with 
a sample size of around 2,000 people. It 
is a pretty serious poll. I had the guy 
whom I know who is a pollster take a 
look at it, and he said: Yep, this is 
solid. This is the real deal. 

So let’s look at what it shows. We 
will start with the second one down. 
The second one down right here reads: 
‘‘Penalties on high-pollution imports.’’ 
Of the survey, 12 percent of Americans 
were opposed to penalties on high-pol-
lution imports—12 percent opposed to 
penalties on high-pollution imports. 

Support, 74 percent, 74 percent of 
Americans would like to see our econ-
omy protected by penalties on high- 
pollution imports for, among other rea-
sons, to make sure that our manufac-
turers have a fair chance when we are 
not high pollution to make sure that 
those high-polluting foreign companies 
pay a penalty in order to come into our 
market—12 percent to 74 percent. That 
is a huge margin. 

The American public is eager for us 
to take political action to solve this 
problem, which is why the fossil fuel 
industry has to come in here and spend 
so much money and use so much pres-
sure and get so much influence and put 
$100 million into Trump’s political cof-
fers, plus whatever they did in dark 
money. They have to do all that be-
cause the public is on to what is going 
on. 

Here is another one: ‘‘Reduce carbon 
pollution across industry,’’ 9 percent 
oppose, 76 percent positive. If my math 
is right, that is a 67-percent swing be-
tween opposed and supported. That is 
massive public support for reducing 
carbon pollution. 

‘‘Putting carbon pollution limits on 
big companies,’’ 12 percent opposed, 72 
percent support—a differential of 60 
percent. The American people are real-
ly, really leaning into carbon pollution 
limits on big companies. They would 
love to see that by a margin of 72 to 12. 

And then here is the one that relates 
to what we have just done today. ‘‘Im-
pose a fee on big polluters.’’ ‘‘Impose a 
fee on big polluters,’’ 10 percent op-
posed—10 percent of Americans are op-
posed to imposing a fee on big pol-
luters—74 percent of Americans sup-
port it. A 64-percent differential, 74 to 
10, that is a rout. That is a mandate. 

But what did we do just today about 
that mandate? We just voted down a 
fee on big polluters, even though it was 
front-loaded with a $1.5 billion chunk 
of corporate welfare for them to spend 
to clean up their messes—shouldn’t be 
the taxpayers’ business to get a cor-
poration to clean up its messes on its 
own, but this is the fossil fuel industry. 
So that is what we did. We gave them 
$1.5 billion to take care of their own 
equipment. 

And then we asked: Once that is 
done, when this fee goes into effect, 
you are going to have to pay if you are 
still polluting. You don’t have to pay a 
nickel if you only meet your own in-
dustry trade associations’ standards. 
But if you can’t even meet your own 
industry trade associations’ standard, 
there will be a fee. 

So 1.5 billion in free corporate wel-
fare for the polluters to clean up their 
equipment and, in return, a fee on big 
polluters. You have got to be a big pol-
luter. It is not the little guys we are 
going after here. And you have got to 
be worse than your own industry stand-
ards. That is the population we were 
dealing with here. 

And we just voted down a fee on big 
polluters—not all big polluters—in this 
case, the big polluters who don’t even 

meet their own industry standards for 
leaks. We just voted that down, even 
though 74 percent of the public would 
like to see fees on big polluters and 
even though only 10 percent would op-
pose that. 

Why do we behave this way in this 
body? Why do we ignore 74 percent of 
the American people? Why do we follow 
the 10 percent who don’t want this in a 
democracy where the majority is sup-
posed to rule, and we have a 74-to-10 
vote? Fossil fuel industry influence, 
plain and simple, because the public— 
oh, my Lord—they are so with it. 

Even something like get really rough 
here: ‘‘Phase out the burning of fossil 
fuels,’’ 26 percent opposed, 54 support— 
2 to 1 for something as strenuous as 
phasing out the burning of fossil fuels. 

‘‘Stop new fossil fuel projects,’’ 25 
percent oppose, 48 percent support—2- 
to-1 support for something as stren-
uous as ‘‘Stop new fossil fuel projects.’’ 
That is where the American public is. 

Everybody gets that you shouldn’t 
pollute for free. I mean, for Pete’s 
sake, if you go to somebody’s house 
and you knock over your soda, you go 
get a napkin and you clean up your 
mess. This is basic stuff. When children 
make a mess, what do their parents 
tell them? No, you are not going to the 
movies. No, you are not doing whatever 
it is you want until you clean up your 
mess. Put your stuff away. You made 
that mess. Clean it up. It is basic re-
sponsibility that we apply to children, 
but will we apply it to the fossil fuel 
industry? No, because they come in 
here squirting money all over the 
place, making threats, and using this 
whole armada of climate denial front 
groups to pretend that what is true is 
actually false. 

And, again, if you think that is be-
cause some green people say that, no. 
The insurance industry is saying this 
because the insurance industry is say-
ing: The risks of climate change are so 
real, we have to get out of certain mar-
kets. We have to quadruple our rates in 
certain areas. We have to have addi-
tional props from State government to 
stay in the State at all. 

Do we have an alternative? Boy, do 
we ever. We have got a great alter-
native. And that is why 74 percent of 
Americans versus 10 who oppose would 
like to see a fee on big polluters. It is 
fair; it is right; and there is a real al-
ternative. 

You can go to wind and solar. This 
map is of various sections of the world, 
and it shows where there is good base-
line wind energy to take advantage of. 

And here is the good old United 
States of America—best case situation. 
We are sitting on a free, renewable re-
source as the wind blows, and all we 
have to do is build the turbines to col-
lect it. 

And if you like solar, here is how 
well we do on solar. Boy, you go 
through the Southwest, that is rich 
country for solar. We could be truly en-
ergy independent with wind and solar— 
free of OPEC and cartel pricing, free of 
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all the pollution costs and all the trau-
ma and drama in the insurance indus-
try from those pollution costs. We 
could be free of all of that, and it would 
be less expensive. And it is there. It is 
there for us. It is there for the taking. 

With the $100 million that was given 
by the fossil fuel industry to the 
Trump administration, what does the 
Trump administration do? 

By the way, to clarify, $100 million 
reported. Dark money—$500 million? A 
billion? Who knows. Trump asked them 
for a billion dollars in that quid pro 
quo meeting down at Mar-a-Lago. He 
said: Give me a billion dollars; here is 
all the stuff I will do for you. And he 
went through the fossil fuel industry 
checklist. So we know he got $100 mil-
lion for it. Who knows what else he 
got? 

But what he said in his recent fake 
energy emergency declaration—he said 
that all of this solar and all of this 
wind potential—he said it is not even 
energy. If you look at how he defines 
the word ‘‘energy,’’ it is every kind of 
fossil fuel and nuclear and hydro; no 
solar, no wind. It is not even consid-
ered energy, which is weird because 
there are a bunch of States in which 
solar and wind are really big. 

Once you get past California, the top 
three States for solar are all red 
States. The top States for wind are all 
red States. I have been to Iowa to look 
at the wind farms out there. Iowa has 
the highest concentration of wind 
power of any State. It has so much 
wind power that the grid operator in 
Iowa has figured out that it can treat 
the wind as baseload power. 

There is a common—forgive my 
term—knuckle head argument that, 
oh, what happens when the wind stops 
blowing? 

Well, the wind doesn’t stop blowing, 
not everywhere. You may have a still 
day in one place, but there is enough 
wind blowing around Iowa that the grid 
operator—not a greenie but a techni-
cian who has the duty to keep the grid 
up and operating—has determined that 
they can dial in wind as baseload be-
cause somewhere it is going to be oper-
ating. 

We have enormous, enormous capac-
ity here. Wind and solar are big con-
tributors to the energy portfolio in 
major red States. There is no logic, 
there is no sense, there is no integrity 
to saying that wind and solar aren’t 
even energy unless you are listening to 
the worst—worst—voices in the fossil 
fuel industry, the ones who don’t dare 
to compete with wind and solar be-
cause they know it is cheaper. 

It is not enough for them to sit on a 
$700 billion annual subsidy to suppress 
wind, to suppress solar, to move costs 
that should be theirs onto the general 
public. It is not enough to enjoy a $700 
billion subsidy every single darn year. 
Now they have Trump to say that solar 
and wind aren’t even energy—aren’t 
even energy. It has gotten just wild. 

Here is an example of the cost. This 
is a residential area in Los Angeles, 

taken in the fires that just burned. It 
is a pretty serious tragedy for those in-
dividuals who lost their homes, lost all 
the treasured possessions they cared 
about. It is also a tragedy for pretty 
much everybody in California because 
there has already been a billion-dollar 
assessment from the California backup 
insurance plan, the State plan—the 
FAIR Plan, they call it—on insurers. 

Sorry, guys, need a billion from you 
to prop up our State plan. And by the 
way, half of that billion—collect it 
from your customers. 

So all customers are going to pay an 
extra half a billion dollars from this in 
California. 

California is only the most recent ex-
ample of wildfire damage. In Oregon, 
you had entire towns destroyed by 
wildfires. Good luck getting insurance 
in those areas. 

So the pain is very real. The cost is 
very real. The damage to markets is 
very real. It is all to try to keep out 
the truly low-cost power. 

Here are electricity costs over time. 
It starts here back in 2009. Here we are 
in 2023. This, the lowest cost, is wind. 
The next one up, the yellow here, used 
to be expensive. It used to be the high-
est. Now it is just an inch above wind 
as the lowest cost electricity, and it is 
solar panels. Next up is natural gas. 
Next up is geothermal. 

In this race down here, wind and 
solar beat natural gas all the time. 
Again, that is why the fossil fuel indus-
try has to come to Congress with its 
phony front groups and its super PACs 
and its dark money and its influence 
and throw its weight around, because 
even natural gas loses on price to solar 
and wind. Now their response is so 
crude as to get the guy who they put 
$100 million into the political pockets 
of to define energy as not even includ-
ing solar and wind. 

Here are some of the threats we have 
heard. This is from the article I showed 
you earlier, the front page of The Econ-
omist magazine. It is not a green publi-
cation. This is about the danger to the 
world’s real estate markets. 

It begins by saying, if I recall the ar-
ticle correctly, that what we are look-
ing at is a shock to the largest asset 
class on the planet from climate dam-
age. ‘‘The impending bill is so huge, in 
fact, that it will have grim implica-
tions not just for personal pros-
perity’’—not just the homeowners, not 
just the people who have to pay the 
high insurance cost, not just personal 
prosperity—‘‘but also for the financial 
system,’’ which aligns exactly with 
what the chief economist from Freddie 
Mac said. 

This cascades. The insurance market 
fails, mortgage markets fail, property 
values fall, and the financial system 
crashes. That is why the Financial Sta-
bility Board wrote this report warning 
of systemic—that is the magic word— 
dangers to the financial system. 

‘‘Systemic’’ sounds like a super-
boring word, but in the context of eco-
nomic dangers, it is the most terrifying 

word there is because it means that the 
economic danger has jumped the fence. 
It means that it is no longer the af-
fected industry that is affected when 
things go wrong; it means that it is so 
bad that it cascades out across the 
economy, like 2008, when a bunch of 
crooked mortgages and a bunch of 
creepy ratings blew up the whole na-
tional economy. You didn’t have to 
have a bad mortgage to be hurt in that; 
everybody was hurt in that. That is a 
systemic harm. 

Here is how it is going to work, they 
say. ‘‘If the size of the risk’’—this risk 
to property values from the insurance 
load and from direct destruction by 
hail and storms and everything else— 
‘‘If the size of the risk suddenly sinks 
in, and borrowers and lenders alike re-
alize the collateral underpinning so 
many transactions’’—the collateral is 
not just behind an individual mortgage 
but behind the big tranches of mort-
gages that are bought and sold behind 
Fannie and Freddie, which buy huge 
numbers of mortgages that are all at 
risk—‘‘the collateral underpinning so 
many transactions is not worth as 
much as they thought, a wave of re-
pricing will reverberate through finan-
cial markets.’’ This is what we are 
spinning towards. 

Conclusion from The Economist: 
Climate change, in short, could prompt the 

next global property crash. 

‘‘Climate change, in short, could 
prompt the next global property 
crash.’’ I don’t know how much more 
clear the warning could be. 

It is not just The Economist article; 
here is the corporate consultancy 
Deloitte. 

Again, The Economist is not a liberal 
paper. It is not an environmental 
paper. It is a very conservative, busi-
ness-oriented paper. The Financial Sta-
bility Board is not a bunch of Green 
New Dealers. It is people whose job is 
to protect the international banking 
system. 

Deloitte is a corporate consultancy. 
If we allow climate change to go un-

checked, it will ravage our global economy. 

‘‘If we allow climate change to go un-
checked, it will ravage our global econ-
omy.’’ How much clearer does the 
warning have to be? 

That talks about the global economy. 
They looked specifically at the United 
States: ‘‘For the United States, the 
damages to 2070’’—that is their window 
looking forward what would be 45 
years—‘‘are projected to reach $14.5 
trillion’’—$14.5 trillion in economic 
damage in the United States—‘‘a life-
time loss of nearly $70,000 for each 
working American.’’ 

How many working Americans even 
have $70,000 put away someplace? They 
do have $70,000 probably in the value of 
their home. If their home is in one of 
these regions where property values 
are going to fall because of the com-
bination of insurance costs and insur-
ance unavailability, including a change 
in home value straight to minus 100 
percent or zeroing out of the home 
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value, then good luck with that loss of 
nearly $70,000. 

It is going to be hard to stop, though, 
even with all the influence peddling 
that takes place around here, even 
with all the political pressure, even 
with all the dark money threats and all 
the dark money cajoling and all the 
dark money inducements, because 
solar and battery storage are kind of 
killing it. I mean, this is solar and bat-
tery storage in new U.S. generating ca-
pacity additions, the stuff that is being 
added to the grid. Solar is more than 
half. Solar alone is 52 percent of all the 
new additions. Look at how many peo-
ple were employed in that new solar 
construction. And this administration 
wants to pretend that that is not even 
energy? That is how bad the pretense 
has to be to grovel before the fossil fuel 
interests, with their big checkbooks, to 
pretend that solar isn’t even energy 
when it is 52 percent of what was put in 
last year. And 29 percent was battery 
storage. You put solar and battery 
storage together—80 percent. Eighty 
percent of the new electricity-gener-
ating installations in our country was 
solar and battery storage. 

By the way, they play really nicely 
together because, when the Sun ain’t 
shining because it is nighttime, your 
batteries kick in. So solar and battery 
together move into baseload country. 
It is way cheaper than baseload coal or 
baseload nuclear or baseload natural 
gas. And here it comes. Here it comes. 
Wind is another 12 percent. So, if you 
add all this up, it is about 93 percent of 
the new power that came onto our grid 
or is coming onto our grid in 2025. 
Ninety-three percent is wind, solar, 
and battery. Seven percent is natural 
gas. So we are doubling down on 7 per-
cent and taking the 93 percent and pre-
tending it is not even energy? 

That doesn’t even make sense, but it 
shows how ferocious and rapacious the 
fossil fuel industry is when it uses its 
political power and its super-PACs and 
its front groups and its dark money 
and all of that to demand that we stop 
defining wind and solar as energy. That 
violates the dictionary, but that is how 
their behavior is. 

That is why today was so aggra-
vating and so wrong because, frankly, 
the fossil fuel industry should have had 
the decency to let this one go. Pick 
something else. But what they went 
forward with was a reasonable fee after 
a $1.5 billion government handout for 
leaks of methane—a deadly, dangerous 
climate gas—that they are just leak-
ing. 

You could fix it with wrenches. Fix 
the pipes. Fix the valves. Fix the wells. 
Just do it. You should be doing it as a 
good citizen anyway, but then we gave 
you $1.5 billion in a free taxpayer hand-
out to do what you should have been 
doing anyway. So now you are up $1.5 
billion, and all we asked in return was 
that, if you are among the worst pol-
luters in your industry, if you can’t 
meet your own industry standards, 
well then, you have got to pay until 
you clean up your act. 

We give you an incentive to clean up 
your act. Your fee goes to zero if you 
only meet your own industry standards 
for leaks. What could be more reason-
able? Yet this industry is so politically 
rapacious right now that it went after 
that, and that is what we saw today. 
That was so low. 

It makes me think of this cartoon. I 
don’t know how well you can see it. 
There are a couple of MAGA folks 
standing out in front of Mar-a-Lago, 
saying: ‘‘Boy, we showed those elites 
who is in charge.’’ But who is behind 
the wall of Mar-a-Lago? All the big spe-
cial interests, all the big special inter-
ests getting what they want—Big Oil 
right there, front and center; coal right 
there, front and center. That is what is 
happening. That is what is happening. 

Electric prices are going to go up. 
Why? Because fossil fuel is more expen-
sive because, when you take the indus-
try that is producing 93 percent of our 
new additions, there is a reason the 
market has chosen that 93 percent. 
They chose it because it is cheaper. It 
is a better business proposition. Take 
that out, and what do you have more 
of? You have more of the expensive fos-
sil fuel plants. 

The way this works is that a whole 
bunch of plants are on the grid, stand-
ing by, ready to produce power as de-
mand kicks in. And the way the grid 
operators do it is they start with the 
lowest cost providers, the lowest cost 
energy, and then, as demand grows, 
they work up the dispatch queue to 
bring on more and more and more ex-
pensive energy sources. So, if you strip 
out the less expensive stuff—if you 
strip out solar and wind—and pretend 
they are not even energy any longer, 
what happens? The more expensive 
plants are the ones that run more, and 
bills go up. 

If you look at the wealth of our coun-
try in wind capability and in solar ca-
pability, we are rich with wind and 
solar. But if we don’t take advantage of 
those free domestic resources, then we 
are stuck behind the fossil fuel cartel, 
behind OPEC. 

We saw what happened after Russia 
invaded Ukraine and market prices 
spiked to feed the European market. 
We saw the American companies run 
up their prices even though their costs 
hadn’t gone up—run up their prices to 
take advantage of that world market 
surge—and they made, as a result, the 
biggest profits in the history of the 
planet. They gouged the American con-
sumer willfully. 

That is a risk that goes away, of 
price spikes happening in global fossil 
fuel markets. That is a risk that goes 
away when we are counting on God’s 
own wind and solar that we have in 
such abundance. 

But when you have got all the special 
interests packed into Mar-a-Lago, 
wheeling and dealing—when it is the 
looters and polluters who are making 
the decisions—this is what you get. 
Costs are going to go up for Americans 
because of the malign influence of the 

fossil fuel industry in Congress. They 
just are. It is basic economics, and that 
doesn’t even count the $700 billion 
worth of harm that the emissions are 
causing, which are already starting to 
come home to roost in the insurance 
market. 

Let me show you one more thing, and 
I ask unanimous consent to use an 
oversized slide here. 

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

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I thank the Pre-
siding Officer. 

This is oversized because it is big. 
This was a full-page ad in the New 
York Times—Sunday, December 6, 2009. 
Barack Obama was President, and to be 
absolutely candid, he wasn’t doing 
much on climate. The Obama adminis-
tration went through a long period of 
not darned much on climate. 

So this full-page ad was taken out in 
the New York Times: 

Dear President Obama and the United 
States Congress: 

Tomorrow, leaders from 192 countries will 
gather at the U.N. Climate Change Con-
ference in Copenhagen to determine the fate 
of our planet. 

As business leaders— 

the advertisement continues— 
we are optimistic that President Obama is 
attending Copenhagen emissions targets. Ad-
ditionally, we urge you, our government, to 
strengthen and pass United States legisla-
tion, and lead the world by example. We sup-
port your effort to ensure meaningful and ef-
fective measures to control climate change, 
an immediate challenge facing the United 
States and the world today. Please don’t 
postpone the earth. If we fail to act now, it 
is scientifically irrefutable that there will be 
catastrophic and irreversible consequences 
for humanity and our planet. 

We recognize the key role that American 
innovation and leadership play in stimu-
lating the worldwide economy. Investing in a 
Clean Energy Economy will drive state-of- 
the-art technologies that will spur economic 
growth, create new energy jobs, and increase 
our energy security, all while reducing the 
harmful emissions that are putting our plan-
et at risk. We have the ability and the know- 
how to lead the world in clean energy tech-
nology to thrive in a global market and 
economy. But we must embrace the chal-
lenge today to ensure that future genera-
tions are left with a safe planet and a strong 
economy. 

Please allow us, the United States of 
America, to serve in modeling the change 
necessary to protect humanity and our plan-
et. 

Signed by Donald J. Trump, chair-
man and president; Donald J. Trump, 
Jr., executive vice president; Eric F. 
Trump, executive vice president; 
Ivanka M. Trump, executive vice presi-
dent; and the Trump Organization. 

Fifteen years ago, the guy who now 
says that solar and wind aren’t even 
energy, despite their prominence in the 
economies and the grids of so many red 
States, despite making up 93 percent of 
the new capacity added to the grid this 
year—that same guy: Please act now. 
‘‘It is scientifically irrefutable that 
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there will be catastrophic and irrevers-
ible consequences for humanity and 
our planet.’’ We will spur, with clean 
energy, economic growth. We will ‘‘cre-
ate new energy jobs.’’ We will ‘‘in-
crease our energy security all while re-
ducing the harmful emissions that are 
putting our planet at risk.’’ Signed 
Donald J. Trump. 

This was before the fossil fuel indus-
try was in the position to put $100 mil-
lion into his campaign to help him get 
elected—assuming it is only $100 mil-
lion. It could be $1 billion. I don’t 
know. They use dark money so well 
you can’t keep track. And $100 million 
is just what we could count. 

But there was Donald J. Trump be-
fore, telling Obama: Do a better job, 
President Obama. Get after this clean 
energy stuff. It is scientifically irref-
utable that we are in deep trouble, and 
America can lead on clean energy. We 
can be the best there is. We can create 
jobs. We can develop the technologies 
of tomorrow. Do a better job, Obama. 
Get us there. 

That was what he said then. 
Now what he says is, solar and wind 

aren’t even energy, and he supports 
this vote that knocked out a reason-
able fee on methane leaks—leaks, for 
God’s sake—and only the leaks that 
were from the worst industry partici-
pants, the ones who didn’t even meet 
their own crummy industry standards 
for leaks. These are like the bad 
outliers who won’t even meet their own 
industry standard and got $1.5 billion 
in a corporate handout to clean up 
their own darned equipment, which 
they should take care of themselves. 
And then, after all that, they come in 
and undo the fee. Obviously, President 
Trump wanted it because Republicans 
wouldn’t be doing that stuff here if he 
didn’t. 

So we are back to the looters and 
polluters being in charge. We are back 
to immense harm to the American 
economy that has already started. Just 
look at the Florida insurance market. 
You see it coming. The warnings could 
not be clearer. 

When I ran the Budget Committee, I 
circulated this volume—which I will 
spare you reading right now—of all of 
the reports that have come out, peer- 
reviewed official reports about the eco-
nomic risks of climate change: 

The exposure of UK investors, including in-
surance companies, to [stranded fossil fuel 
assets] is potentially huge. 

[C]limate change will threaten financial 
resilience and longer term prosperity. 

[I]nvestments in fossil fuels and related 
technologies . . . may take a huge hit. 

Estimates of losses . . . are large and range 
from $1 trillion to $4 trillion when consid-
ering the energy sector alone, or up to $20 
trillion when looking at the economy more 
broadly. 

[A] third of oil reserves, half of gas re-
serves and over 80 percent of current coal re-
serves should remain unused . . . in order to 
meet the target of 2 degrees Celsius. 

When that happens, the carbon bub-
ble bursts, and you get these massive 
losses. The losses from the carbon bub-

ble could be a loss comparable to the 
2008 financial crisis. That is the carbon 
bubble. 

The insurance risk from a coastal 
property values crash equivalent to the 
2008 mortgage meltdown is another 
risk. They are separate risks. They 
could both take place. 

There is a third one, which is the 
wildfire risk, which wasn’t part of the 
original coastal risk report. 

So the risks are piling up and piling 
up and piling up. It really is time that 
we take this seriously. The danger to 
the U.S. economy is deadly real. We are 
already seeing it landing in people’s 
mail slots in the form of the quad-
rupling of insurance bills and in the 
form of nonrenewal notices. That 
doesn’t even count the harm that is 
being done in the real world. I am talk-
ing about economic harms here, the 
things that will hit people in the pock-
etbook, the things that are going to 
make the bills harder to pay around 
the kitchen table, the stuff that is in 
people’s financial lives. 

But before I close, I want to remind 
everybody here that the stuff going 
wrong goes wrong in the real world in 
a way that goes beyond economic 
measure. The insurance harm, the car-
bon bubble harm, the threat of another 
2008-style financial meltdown across 
three separate fronts—wildfire, carbon 
bubble, and coastal—all of that just 
takes a piece of it. But in the mean-
time, we are also seeing our world 
turned upside down. We are also seeing 
changes that are deeply personal. 

How do you put a value on a grand-
father not being able to take his grand-
daughter to the creek where he used to 
go fishing, where his grandfather 
taught him to fish, and now he can’t do 
that with his granddaughter because it 
dried up because there is a drought, be-
cause the water is too warm for trout 
to live in it any longer? How do you 
put a value on that? You can’t. 

When you are dealing with just the 
economics of climate change, you are 
already being fundamentally irrespon-
sible because you are not giving due re-
spect to God’s creation. 

There are so many miracles that 
take place on this planet. I went to 
Delaware to see the arrival of the red 
knot. A red knot is a bird. It is not 
much bigger than this glass of water, 
and it does amazing things. It flies 
from the southern end of South Amer-
ica all the way up to Brazil, and then it 
flies from Brazil to Delaware Bay. 
There is no place to land, if you look at 
the map, between Brazil and Delaware 
Bay. This is a small bird flying all of 
those hundreds of miles, somehow 
knowing where Delaware Bay is and 
landing there, timed in God’s and na-
ture’s beautiful way, timed to land in 
Delaware Bay when the horseshoe 
crabs are releasing their eggs. 

The horseshoe crabs were all over the 
beach, and these birds would come in 
because, in God’s grace, somehow they 
knew to fly from Brazil to Delaware 
Bay then, and that food source would 

be there for them so they could fuel up 
and continue the rest of their journey 
up into the Arctic. 

This is a bird that migrates from the 
southern end of South America to 
Brazil, across the ocean to Delaware 
Bay, and then up to the Arctic every 
year. A tiny little bird can accomplish 
that. Hell, I would be tired in a plane 
flight from Brazil to Delaware, sitting 
in a seat and being given a soda. These 
little miracles fly that flight. 

If we screw this planet up the way we 
are doing, then the different life cycles, 
in this case, of the horseshoe crab and 
the red knot no longer line up, and 
when they land, the food source isn’t 
there for them, and that species gets 
clobbered. 

What is the value in money of this 
heroic little species performing this 
amazing achievement year in and year 
out and suddenly finding out that it 
doesn’t work any longer; that they will 
starve and die because we fouled up the 
timing of the natural systems that 
they need to have work for them? Can 
you put a price on that? No. It is worth 
zero. It is worth zero. 

What is the price of going down off a 
boat into the water, down towards a 
reef, and as you fall through the water 
toward the reef and as it becomes clear 
what is along the bottom below you, 
and for the first time going back to fa-
miliar spots, you see that the coral is 
bleaching white; you see that it is so 
distressed that it can’t manage the re-
lationship between the coral polyps 
and the algae and it bleaches white. It 
is an alarm signal that something has 
gone wrong in that coral reef. 

If you look at many coral reefs in the 
Caribbean, it is all white. It is all 
white, and then it begins to fall apart, 
and pretty soon, you have rubble. What 
used to be a vibrant, living coral reef 
with all the glorious colors and all the 
interacting ways in which nature 
makes her magic work—all of that is 
turned into what looks like rubble in a 
construction site because the water 
was too warm, the water was too acid-
ic, the oxygen levels were too low, and 
all of that died. What is the value of 
that? The value of that is zero to us 
here in mammon, where we only care 
about things that can be assigned a 
dollar value. 

So it ain’t just the economic harm 
that is coming at us. We are doing 
something that is so grievously dis-
respectful to this world that God gave 
us, to the natural order of it that sus-
tains our livelihoods on this planet. 
Today was such an embarrassing, em-
barrassing example of our disrespect. 

If you had to pick the most unworthy 
segment of the fossil fuel industry, it is 
probably the companies that take such 
bad care of their own equipment that 
they are the worst leakers in their 
whole industry. That is the population 
that we served today after having 
given them a $1.5 billion handout. And 
the reciprocal for that was when you 
are in the worst half, when you are 
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still leaking, even though we gave you 
$1.5 billion to fix your leaks, when that 
is you that is left, you have to pay a 
fee, an incentive, to just knock it off, 
just quit the pollution. If we can’t do 
that, shame on us. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate stands adjourned until 10 a.m. to-
morrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 8:56 p.m., 
adjourned until Thursday, February 27, 
2025, at 10 a.m. 

CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate February 26, 2025: 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

JAMIESON GREER, OF MARYLAND, TO BE UNITED 
STATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE, WITH THE RANK OF 
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
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