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Senate 
The Senate met at 11 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 in Heaven, we thank You 

for the beautiful diversity in the 
human family, for its varied shapes and 
sizes, its features and colors, its abili-
ties and talents. Deliver us from the 
forces that would destroy our unity by 
eliminating our differences. Lord, bless 
the Members of this body. Help them in 
their debates to distinguish between 
substance and semantics, between rhet-
oric and reality. Free them from per-
sonal and partisan preoccupations that 
would defeat their aspirations and de-
prive Americans of just and equitable 
solutions. Lord, remind our lawmakers 
of the wisdom of Romans 8:28, which 
states: ‘‘In everything God is working 
for the good of those who love him who 
are called according to His purposes.’’ 

We pray in Your holy Name. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

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

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SHEEHY). Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

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

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of William Long, of Missouri, to 
be Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
for the remainder of the term expiring 
November 12, 2027. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

250TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
ARMY 

Mr. GRASSLEY. On June 14, 1775, the 
Continental Congress passed a resolu-
tion creating what we know today as 
the United States Army. Since its es-
tablishment 250 years ago, tens of mil-
lions of American patriots have put 
their lives on the line to protect na-
tional security, defend our allies, and 
fight tyranny and terror from distant 
shores. 

Today, the Army is comprised of 
roughly 450,000 Active-Duty service-
men, 325,000 National Guardsmen, and 
176,000 members of the Reserve, making 
the U.S. Army the largest branch of 
the military. 

I want to thank our brave men and 
women in uniform for their sacrifices 
to our country. Their dedication and 
their selflessness have made our Nation 
safer, and the first priority of the Fed-
eral Government ought to be our own 
national security. 

Now, we have to think back to Presi-
dent George Washington’s first annual 
address to Congress, where he said: To 
be prepared for war is one of the most 
effectual means of preserving the peace 
in the world. 

That includes a nonnegotiable tenet 
of America’s national security, which 
is ‘‘peace through strength.’’ 

I have said before and I want to reit-
erate, we must be prepared at all times 

to stamp out aggression because weak-
ness is provocative. An ounce of pre-
vention is worth a pound of cure, and a 
strong and capable military is the best 
way to do that. 

In a few short weeks, we will cele-
brate Independence Day. I encourage 
all Americans to recognize and appre-
ciate the freedoms that the Army has 
defended for 250 years, and I will con-
tinue to defend that in the future. And 
I want to thank President Trump for 
bringing attention to the 250th birth-
day of the U.S. Army with the festivi-
ties that are going on this weekend in 
Washington, DC. 

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. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER 
The majority leader is recognized. 

HALT ALL LETHAL TRAFFICKING OF FENTANYL 
ACT 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, later 
today our friends in the House will be 
voting on the HALT Fentanyl Act. 
This is important legislation, and I am 
glad that it will soon be on its way to 
the President’s desk. 

I don’t need to tell anybody about 
the terrible impact of drug overdoses in 
this country—many of them caused by 
fentanyl. More Americans die of drug 
overdoses each year than the number 
of Americans who died in the entirety 
of the Vietnam war. 

Just 3 years ago, the New England 
Journal of Medicine estimated we were 
losing 22 teenagers every week to drug 
overdoses. Twenty-two teenagers every 
week, that is like losing an entire high 
school classroom week after week, and 
no part of this country has been spared 
from the influx of fentanyl. 
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We certainly have seen it in my home 

State of South Dakota. Enough 
fentanyl was seized in Sioux Falls, SD, 
last year to kill 2.5 million people. 

Law enforcement reports that the 
cartels have a presence in our area, and 
the price of a single pill has dropped 
from $40 a few years ago to just $5 per 
pill today, largely due to the growing 
supply. 

As bad as this situation is today, it 
was much worse a few years ago. Be-
fore 2018, the fentanyl analogs that 
were killing so many Americans were 
generally classified as schedule II sub-
stances, meaning regulations were less 
stringent and violations carried lighter 
penalties. 

And if a particular analog was moved 
to schedule I, the cartels would simply 
alter the chemical composition slight-
ly, which meant the new analog wasn’t 
subject to stricter enforcement even 
though it was no less deadly, but that 
ended in 2018 when the Trump adminis-
tration temporarily reclassified all 
fentanyl analogs under schedule I. And 
Congress has extended that temporary 
reclassification several times because 
it works. 

Now it is time to make that perma-
nent. That is where the HALT 
Fentanyl Act comes in. It will perma-
nently classify fentanyl analogs as 
what we know them to be: the dead-
liest kind of drugs. And it will ensure 
that law enforcement has an important 
tool to go after the people bringing this 
poison into our country and peddling it 
in our communities. 

I want to thank Senators CASSIDY 
and JOHNSON and Chairman GRASSLEY 
for their leadership on this issue and 
for getting this bill to this point. I ex-
pect today’s vote in the House will be 
broadly bipartisan, as it was in the 
Senate, and it will soon be signed into 
law by President Trump—all made pos-
sible by their efforts. 

The HALT Fentanyl Act has drawn 
support from law enforcement officers 
and State attorneys general, and per-
haps, most significantly, it has the 
support of families of numerous Ameri-
cans who have died from fentanyl 
overdoses. And I am grateful to those 
families for their passionate advocacy 
on this issue and on passage of this 
bill. 

The HALT Fentanyl Act is just one 
step in the fight against the scourge of 
fentanyl. In the coming weeks, we will 
be taking up legislation to address an-
other aspect of the fight, securing our 
borders. Much of the fentanyl in our 
country comes across an international 
border so securing our borders is a key 
step to preventing shipments of this 
poison from getting into our country in 
the first place, and the bill we will be 
voting on in the coming weeks will 
make a generational investment in 
border security, including finishing the 
border wall and investing in personnel 
and technology to stop illegal aliens 
and illegal drugs from getting across. 

Too many Americans have lost their 
lives to drug overdoses. And so many of 

those deaths were caused by a single 
pill containing a lethal dose of 
fentanyl. Republicans will continue our 
efforts to end this crisis and prevent il-
legal drugs from getting into our coun-
try and devastating our communities. 

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. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The Democratic leader is recognized. 

TRUMP ADMINISTRATION 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 

don’t often agree with the conservative 
Wall Street Journal editorial board, 
but they had it right this morning in 
their op-ed. They said: 

Trump Has No China Trade Strategy. 

That is what The Wall Street Journal 
said. 

Trump Has No China Trade Strategy. 

I agree, Trump has no China trade 
strategy. 

Yesterday, President Trump shouted 
from the mountaintops that a trade 
deal with China has been ‘‘done,’’ but 
in reality, nothing of the sort hap-
pened. 

It is typical Trump. He just makes 
things up that he thinks please himself 
and please his rightwing for the mo-
ment. In truth, Donald Trump struck a 
feeble truce and calls it a victory. 

In fact, calling this a ‘‘truce,’’ calling 
it ‘‘feeble’’ would be putting it kindly. 
Donald Trump’s actions with China 
and the handshake yesterday accom-
plished virtually nothing. China has 
outfoxed him, and we are just back 
where we started. 

After months of Donald Trump try-
ing to talk tough on China, China 
today has more leverage over the 
United States than when Trump start-
ed on this venture. Donald Trump’s 
trade war has been a colossal failure 
and a chaotic mess, with virtually 
nothing to show for it. 

Donald Trump should go back to the 
drawing board and start over and come 
up with a plan that actually goes after 
China, by joining with our allies in-
stead of going to war with them, by 
having them be allies with us to put 
pressure on China. And that will make 
action against China much tougher and 
more successful, instead of what 
Trump did, alienating our allies and 
having them ally with China instead of 
us. 

And Donald Trump should tell Mr. 
Navarro to get another job. This man 
has had terrible advice, in Donald 
Trump’s first term and now in Donald 
Trump’s second term. 

Two months since America’s sup-
posed ‘‘Liberation Day,’’ it is clear 
that Donald Trump’s trade strategy is 
not working, and his main problem is 

that he doesn’t have a coherent strat-
egy at all. Donald Trump’s only move 
seems to be creating chaos. It is as if 
he wakes up in the morning and picks 
a country out of a hat. It just pops into 
his head, and he runs with it—no strat-
egy, no coherence, no understanding or 
appreciation of what occurred the day 
before or might occur the day after. He 
has turned markets manic, and he has 
paralyzed business. 

Business leaders you talk to, from 
one end of America to the other—big 
business, medium-size business, small 
business—say they are paralyzed. They 
can’t move because they don’t know 
what he is going to do next on tariffs. 
And given how erratic and inconsistent 
he has been, who can blame them. 

One Kentucky small business owner, 
a Trump supporter who runs a baseball 
goods company, described this trade 
war as ‘‘a vacation from hell.’’ To mil-
lions of American businesses, that is 
exactly what has happened. This is a 
vacation from hell, self-imposed by 
Donald Trump. 

As the summer break begins, and 
families start traveling around the 
country, that is exactly what Ameri-
cans are feeling as well: a vacation 
from hell, thanks to Donald Trump’s 
tariff policies. 

SNAP 
Mr. President, on SNAP cuts, after 

Senate Republicans spent weeks prom-
ising they would moderate the extreme 
policies in Donald Trump’s Big Beau-
tiful Bill, last night, they doubled 
down. The Senate Agriculture Com-
mittee released the text of their por-
tion of the bill, and the cuts to food as-
sistance are as cruel, harmful, and as 
extreme as what came out of the 
House. They gave it a fresh coat of 
paint and pretended it is somehow 
more moderate, when, in reality, it is 
not. 

What happened to all of those Repub-
licans—the Senate Republicans—who 
said they wanted to moderate the 
House’s SNAP cuts? 

The plan they came up with is the 
House bill’s evil twin with a slightly 
nicer suit. It would still be the most 
aggressive cuts to food assistance in 
American history—hundreds of billions 
in cuts, just as punitive as when it 
came out of the House. 

Eight million Americans—3 million 
children and seniors—would be in dan-
ger of losing benefits. States would 
still carry the burden in a way they 
never had to before. And Republican 
State Governors are going to start 
complaining; let me assure our Repub-
lican colleagues. 

Under the Senate plan, a State like 
North Carolina could be penalized $438 
million in 2028. States have to balance 
their budgets. A blow like this would 
be crippling, forcing States to make 
impossible decisions about who gets to 
keep their food benefits and who will 
be forced to go hungry. 

I urge Senate Republicans to throw 
this latest plan away. It is not mod-
erate at all. Again, the Senate’s SNAP 
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proposal is basically the House version 
proposal’s evil twin, dressed in a slight-
ly nicer suit. 

And one other thing, to take food out 
of the mouths of hungry kids, all they 
want is to fill their little tummies and 
give it in tax cuts to billionaires—how 
perverse, how cruel, even vicious—even 
vicious. And then they come up with 
these shibboleths: Oh, people aren’t 
working. Oh, people are cheating. 

They have no proof. They just cut. 
It is mean. It is against what our 

Scriptures teach us. And this—feeding 
the hungry; giving drink to the poor, to 
the thirsty—should not be a political 
issue. It should not be a partisan issue. 
It should be a moral issue. 

SILENCERS 
Mr. President, on guns, as we speak, 

Republicans are once again trying to 
jam through a reckless, extreme give-
away to the gun lobby, a provision that 
will endanger our kids, betray law en-
forcement, and lead to more gun 
deaths. Despite their so-called Big 
Beautiful Bill, Republicans snuck in a 
radical measure to reverse nearly a 
century—100 years—of commonsense 
gun rules on silencers. 

Senate Democrats will fight this dan-
gerous provision with every tool at our 
disposal, including trying to strike it 
in the Byrd bath. 

Parents don’t want silencers on their 
streets. Police don’t want silencers on 
their streets. The only ones who do? 
The gun lobby. And that is exactly who 
this provision is written for. 

Silencers have been used in mass 
killings, murders. Lawbreakers, they 
are the ones who want silencers. And 
they have been used in targeted assas-
sinations, in crimes where bystanders 
didn’t even know gunshots had been 
fired, until it was too late. 

There is nothing common sense 
about making these deadly devices 
easier to buy, easier to make, easier to 
use in crimes. 

To the extreme Republicans—they 
are extremists these days—who slipped 
this silencer sneak attack into their 
bill: Shame on you. Shame on you for 
putting the gun lobby over the lives of 
our kids. Shame on you for endan-
gering families and law enforcement. 

All the law enforcement people I 
speak to don’t want this Republican 
proposal because they know that the 
people who want silencers are the 
criminals who our brave police and 
others are fighting. 

Shame on you, Republican rightwing 
and all the Republicans, even when 
they know they are wrong, who go 
along with that rightwing for adding 
fuel to America’s gun epidemic. 

As I said, police departments across 
America have been clear: Silencers 
make their jobs harder, delaying re-
sponse times, making it harder to 
catch criminals, harder to solve gun 
crimes, and, yes, easier for criminals to 
get away with murder. You cannot call 
yourself pro-law enforcement while 
voting to put more silencers in crimi-
nals’ hands. 

If Republicans get their way, it will 
be open season for criminals with si-
lencers. Senate Democrats will fight 
this provision at the parliamentary 
level and at every other level with ev-
erything we have got. 

NOMINATION OF WILLIAM LONG 
Mr. President, on the IRS nomina-

tion today, this one is another doozy. 
Senate Republicans want to put a tax 
fraudster in charge of the IRS. 

Let me repeat that. Senate Repub-
licans want to put a tax fraudster in 
charge of the IRS. 

And I wish that was just a figure of 
speech. But in a little over an hour, 
Senate Republicans will vote on the 
confirmation of William Long to be the 
Commissioner of the IRS. I will vehe-
mently oppose Long’s nomination. 

To have a tax fraudster and swindler 
like Mr. Long in charge of the IRS is 
abominable. It shows the only thing 
Donald Trump cares about is helping 
cheaters and liars get ahead, while 
leaving honest, hard-working families 
in the dust. 

Mr. Long’s background has nothing 
that makes him qualified to be IRS 
Commissioner. His only qualification, 
like so many of Trump’s nominees who 
have had no experience, no knowledge, 
is that he is a MAGA cheerleader. 

He had no expertise in tax policy 
while in Congress. After he left office, 
he joined the tax scam industry. In one 
instance, Mr. Long was paid over 
$60,000 by firms that sold totally fab-
ricated tax credits to investors and 
small businesses. 

When asked about his role in this 
scheme in Committee, Long refused to 
answer. When investigators sent him 
questions, he went dark. 

After Long’s nomination was an-
nounced, the CFO of the company that 
swindled those businesses told its in-
vestors not to worry; they will soon 
have a buddy at the IRS who will take 
off the heat. 

This is rank corruption. Donald 
Trump naming someone as com-
promised as Mr. Long is just allowing 
corruption to be winked at, nodded at, 
and even approved. 

Under Mr. Long, the IRS will become 
the ‘‘Department of MAGA Crooks.’’ 
Donald Trump will use the IRS, as he 
has used other Agencies, to punish his 
political opponents and to help cheat-
ers and tax evaders, all while hard- 
working families watch billionaires 
pay less in taxes. 

I implore Senate Republicans to re-
ject Long for being IRS Commissioner. 

BROADBAND 
Mr. President, finally, on broadband, 

last Friday, Secretary Lutnick and the 
administration delayed nearly $43 bil-
lion in funding to help 25 million Amer-
icans get access to affordable high- 
speed internet. This funding is vital for 
kids to do their homework and for fam-
ilies to stay connected. States have 
worked hard to get this funding pro-
gram up and running, but now, to help 
Starlink—we know who owns that—the 
administration has thrown everyone 
back to square one. 

Donald Trump seems to find endless 
ways to go after States like New York, 
and this decision delaying broadband 
funding does just that. It will endanger 
$660 million in funding to help the hun-
dreds of thousands of New Yorkers— 
many in rural areas, Republican dis-
tricts—who lack broadband access. 

I joined with Ranking Member CANT-
WELL and Senator LUJÁN in urging the 
administration not to delay this fund-
ing, but they did it anyway. It is 
shameful, and I will keep pushing the 
administration to change course. 

I urge the Trump administration: 
Don’t turn your back on rural families 
lacking broadband just to help 
Starlink. 

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. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

JUDICIARY 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, the first 
few months of this administration, we 
witnessed unprecedented, unacceptable 
attacks on the Federal judiciary by 
President Trump and his allies. 

In one particularly egregious exam-
ple, President Trump demanded the 
impeachment of a Federal judge who 
ruled against the administration, and 
President Trump said this man was ‘‘a 
Radical Left Lunatic, a troublemaker 
and agitator.’’ That is a direct, specific 
quote from the President of the United 
States about a sitting Federal judge. 

On Memorial Day, President Trump 
referred to members of the bench as 
‘‘USA HATING JUDGES’’ and ‘‘MON-
STERS WHO WANT OUR COUNTRY 
TO GO TO HELL.’’ That is a direct 
quote from the President of the United 
States about sitting Federal judges. 

This kind of reckless, inflammatory 
language is part of the President’s on-
going attempt to intimidate the Fed-
eral judiciary. We are supposed to take 
this as acceptable conduct? It should 
be condemned by all political leaders, 
regardless of your political party. But 
my Republican colleagues have said 
nothing in response to these attacks on 
Federal judges. It is the ‘‘silence of the 
lambs.’’ 

In April, one of my Republican col-
leagues had the courage to say out loud 
why Republicans are not speaking up. 
As she put it, ‘‘We are all afraid.’’ 

Their fear is simply emboldening this 
President. Last month, President 
Trump was asked if he needs to uphold 
the Constitution. In response, he said: 

I don’t know. 

It was shocking to hear that response 
from the President—even this Presi-
dent—and it demonstrates just how lit-
tle regard he has for our fundamental 
rights and our Constitution. Yet my 
Republican colleagues are silent. 
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Their unwillingness to speak truth to 

power calls to mind a line from ‘‘A Man 
for All Seasons″: 

When statesmen foresake their own private 
conscience for the sake of their public du-
ties, they lead their country by a short route 
to chaos. 

The American people have already 
seen and suffered through the chaos 
that has come from the silence of our 
elected officials. So long as they fail to 
speak up, the chaos and lawlessness 
will continue. 

It is not only President Trump who is 
intimidating judges and attacking ju-
dicial independence; House Republicans 
are acting as accomplices, filing Arti-
cles of Impeachment against six Fed-
eral judges simply because they ruled 
against President Trump. 

House Republicans have continued 
their attack on the judiciary with their 
reconciliation bill they passed last 
month. Buried in this 1,000-page bill is 
a provision that would strip Federal 
courts of their ability to enforce a con-
tempt citation when a party fails to 
comply with certain types of injunc-
tions. The contempt power is integral 
to the authority of the Federal courts. 
Without the contempt power, parties 
could simply disregard court orders. 

Currently, Trump administration of-
ficials know that if they violate court 
orders, they can be held in contempt 
and subject to fines or even jail time. 
But President Trump doesn’t want the 
courts or anyone else to stand in his 
way, and that led House Republicans to 
advance a provision prohibiting courts 
from enforcing some contempt cita-
tions. This would let President Trump 
pursue his agenda without any concern 
of being held accountable in the courts, 
and it would prevent courts from en-
forcing contempt citations in all man-
ner of cases, whether the injunction 
issues today, tomorrow, or even 10 
years ago. 

Maybe House Republicans thought no 
one would notice this provision. Maybe 
they thought nobody would have the 
nerve to oppose the President. But I 
can tell you, the Senate Democrats 
read the provision. We noticed it. We 
spoke out against it all week, and we 
will do everything in our power to en-
sure it does not become law. 

The attacks on the judiciary not only 
threaten our Constitution, they threat-
en the judges and their families them-
selves. Recent reporting has revealed a 
dramatic spike in threats against 
judges. Between the beginning of 
March and the end of May, 197 Federal 
judges were threatened. Judges and 
their families have received threats in 
the form of anonymous pizza deliveries 
to their homes. These deliveries are 
meant to show that the perpetrator 
knows exactly where the judges and 
their families live. So far, more than 
100 pizzas have been delivered to more 
than a dozen judges and their relatives. 

It is not a laughing matter. At least 
20 of these deliveries were made using 
the name of Judge Esther Salas’s son 
Daniel Anderl, who was murdered— 

murdered—at his family’s home by a 
former litigant. Even Justice Amy 
Coney Barrett’s family has been re-
portedly receiving unsolicited pizza de-
liveries. 

Whether I agree with these judges 
when it comes to their philosophy is 
beside the point. This is frightening. 
Judge Salas herself has characterized 
the deliveries as ‘‘psychological war-
fare’’ that sends the message: ‘‘Do you 
want to end up like Judge Salas? ‘‘Do 
you want to end up like Daniel?’’ 

These instances are sickening. They 
threaten not only judges and their fam-
ilies but judicial independence and the 
rule of law. They must be investigated, 
and they must be stopped. 

Over a month ago, as ranking mem-
ber of the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee, I sent a letter to Attorney Gen-
eral Pam Bondi and FBI Director Kash 
Patel. I asked them to investigate the 
deliveries and other threats against 
Federal judges and provide information 
on steps they have taken to protect 
these judges and their families. I have 
yet to receive a response. 

On Tuesday, I sent another letter 
urging them once again to investigate 
these threats against judges and high-
lighting the need for action. The Fed-
eral judiciary and our government can 
wait no longer. 

Last week, I met with three Federal 
judges to discuss judicial security. 
Judge Salas was among them. Her ex-
perience is a reminder how important 
judicial security is and how much is at 
stake. Our meeting also served as a re-
minder of how our judges have shown 
tremendous courage in the face of 
these ongoing threats. 

We should all be grateful for their 
public service and their willingness to 
don black robes and act without fear or 
favor. We should also be grateful for 
law enforcement officials protecting 
our judges. But it is not enough to 
merely acknowledge and appreciate the 
courage and dedication of our judges 
and law enforcement. 

The Justice Department and the FBI 
must investigate and must act now. 
The President and his allies must stop 
these attempts to intimidate a coequal 
branch of government, and congres-
sional Republicans need to step up pub-
licly and stand behind these judges. 

In the meantime, I will continue to 
stand up for the judiciary and high-
light the need to protect our judges, 
and I will continue to stand against 
those who threaten our judges and the 
rule of law, whether from the right or 
the left. I hope my Republican col-
leagues will find their voices and join 
me. 

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. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

GUIDING AND ESTABLISHING NATIONAL 
INNOVATION FOR U.S. STABLECOINS ACT 

Mr. MERKLEY. Colleagues, we are at 
an extraordinary time when there is a 
‘‘Government For Sale’’ sign on the 
White House lawn. We have never seen 
this in the history of the United States 
of America. 

President Trump is engaged in an ex-
traordinary level of corruption. Let me 
just provide two examples. 

As President, he said to the world: 
Come and buy my meme coin, my 
Trump coin, and you will be invited to 
a very special dinner to have access to 
me. And the 220 people who buy the 
most coins over a multimonth period, 
hold onto them. You will be invited. 

This dinner was held 2 weeks ago, 
and 220 people spent an estimated $150 
million in order to attend that dinner. 

A meme coin is basically a 
nothingburger. What is it? It is not 
something you can do international 
transactions on. It is nothing you can 
print out and put on your wall. It is, 
simply, kind of a hobby coin. 

People didn’t pay $150 million for a 
digital hobby coin. They paid it be-
cause the President said: This will give 
you access to me and my team. And he 
provided that access. And he said: The 
top 25 buyers of this coin will get some-
thing extra special, some extra special 
tour. Initially, it was said it would be 
of the White House. Later, it was not 
clear if it would be at the White House. 
In fact, there is no transparency. 

We do not have a list of who these 220 
people are or what they paid. But we do 
know one of these individuals; that is 
the individual Javier Selgas. He is the 
CEO of Freight Technologies. He said: 
We bought $2 million of the Trump 
meme coin, and we are planning to buy 
$20 million of the Trump coin in order 
to influence the policy of how freight is 
treated between Mexico and the United 
States of America. 

He was very clear about it: We are 
buying access, and we are buying influ-
ence. 

What happens with that money? It 
simply goes into Trump’s pocket. Is he 
producing an item of any value that he 
is selling? No. He is selling access and 
influence. So that is one example. 

Then, he has another crypto enter-
prise in which he is inviting folks to 
use a digital coin, a different type of 
digital coin called a stablecoin; use it 
in international transactions: Give me 
your dollars. I will invest your dollars. 
I get to keep all the proceeds from 
those investments, and you can use my 
digital coin called USD1 for inter-
national business transactions. 

Why would you use this coin instead 
of just using the dollars themselves? 
To make special affection on behalf of 
the President of the United States of 
America. 

There is a company, MGX. MGX is 
tied to the Government of the United 
Arab Emirates. MGX said: ‘‘We will 
buy $2 billion of your coins.’’ 

That makes the $2 million from 
Freight Technologies or the $20 million 
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they were planning pretty small chump 
change because now you have a com-
pany saying we will buy $2 billion of 
your coins. 

And what did they say they wanted? 
They said they wanted advanced AI 
chips, artificial intelligence chips. 
They wanted a world-leading AI center 
to be built in the United Arab Emir-
ates. 

Now, technically, it would be done 
through MGX. But who is the chair of 
MGX? The national security advisor 
for the Government of UAE. 

So what transpired is UAE says: We 
want this AI center. 

MGX, associated with the govern-
ment, says: We will buy $2 billion of 
your digital coins. 

And the President goes to the Middle 
East and says: Do you know what, I 
support establishing an advanced AI 
center, and we will partner with it in 
Abu Dhabi. 

Abu Dhabi is one of the Emirates of 
UAE. 

So here we have Freight Tech-
nologies on one type of coin saying we 
are buying these coins to get influence. 
Now you have MGX and UAE buying $2 
billion of coins in order to get influ-
ence. This is the U.S. Government for 
sale in a way we have never seen. This 
is the Mount Everest of corruption. 

And right at this moment, the Sen-
ate is debating a cryptocurrency bill. 
Isn’t this the moment we should debate 
whether or not Federal elected offi-
cials—ourselves, the Vice President, 
the President, members of the Cabi-
net—should be offering for sale our per-
sonal coins in order for people to give 
us money? Because, really, it is just 
like somebody handing us a sack of 
money. That is what this is like. 

Forbes magazine has now estimated 
that within the first few months of the 
Trump administration, the Trump fam-
ily has built value in their crypto in-
dustry of $1 billion. If he had not been 
elected, it would be worth nothing. But 
because he is pumping it as President, 
both the meme coin and USD1 the 
stablecoin, the world is saying: If we 
want influence, we have to buy these 
coins. Just like in his first administra-
tion, folks said: If we want influence, 
we have to stay at his properties. We 
have to book his hotel rooms. We have 
to hold our events at his special loca-
tions, be it his golf courses or his hotel 
conference centers. 

But those hotel rooms or booking 
conference centers in his first term are 
nothing on the order of magnitude of 
selling these cryptocurrency coins. 

That $2 billion that Trump holds, his 
family holds, even if 4 percent is in-
vested, that is $80 million a year. And 
with the passage of this bill, if we do 
not put an anti-corruption measure 
into this bill, the world will be saying: 
Just as we rented his hotel rooms when 
we do an international business trans-
action, we have to use USD1. 

That is why we should be debating 
amendments on this bill. We have a re-
sponsibility to address the concerns of 

the people of the United States of 
America. 

And from our very beginning—from 
the very beginning—on through the 
last now 250 years, we have been con-
cerned about corruption and having 
our government end up for sale. If we 
turn the clock back to our Founders, 
Hamilton said we put an emoluments 
clause in our Constitution so our elect-
ed leaders could not be bribed: 

[M]any mortifying examples of the 
prevalence of foreign corruption in re-
publican governments. 

It was to counter that foreign corrup-
tion that he had already witnessed in 
republican governments. So in estab-
lishing our Republic, with our separa-
tion of powers, with our checks and 
balances, with our vision of govern-
ment by and for the people, you can’t 
allow the elected leaders to take bribes 
or to take, if you will, tribute money 
to influence. 

People say: Well, it is not a bribe if it 
is not tied to a specific act. Obviously, 
the CEO of Freight Technologies had a 
specific act in mind. He wanted to 
change a rule regarding freight trans-
actions between Mexico and the United 
States of America. Clearly, the UAE 
had a specific desire in mind. They 
wanted AI chips, and they got them. 

Maybe in a court you could not es-
tablish a direct this-for-that—quid pro 
quo, if you will—but certainly these 
companies knew what they were doing. 
They were buying access and influence. 
So in that sense it is at least a pay-
ment of money to the President of the 
United States to gain access and gain 
influence, and that is exactly the type 
of corruption that Hamilton said he 
had witnessed ‘‘mortifying examples,’’ 
and so we put a clause into the Con-
stitution to say this could not be done. 

All right. So we have a responsi-
bility. We took an oath to the Con-
stitution. Every single colleague, all 53 
across the aisle, took the same oath to 
the Constitution. So now is the time to 
actually debate this issue and defend 
the Constitution. If you are not willing 
to debate an amendment to defend the 
Constitution, then essentially you are 
ignoring your oath to the Constitution; 
you are violating your oath to the Con-
stitution of the United States of Amer-
ica. 

When this bill came to the floor, the 
majority leader said we will have an 
open amendment process, and that was 
a factor considered by many colleagues 
when they voted for moving this bill to 
the floor, that there would be an oppor-
tunity for amendments. But now that 
the bill is here, suddenly, the Repub-
lican leadership that controls the floor 
says: No. We are closing off amend-
ments. We are not going to allow any 
examination of the corruption that is 
present through this industry. We are 
not going to allow any examination of 
the loopholes in the regulatory frame-
work that is in this bill. We are not 
going to allow any examination of the 
scams being enacted on ordinary citi-
zens using these digital currency— 
these cryptocurrency ATMs. 

I had never even heard of these 
ATMs. It turns out that there are over 
300 of them in my State of Oregon. I 
have asked my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle: Have you heard of these? 
They said no. 

But one of our colleagues was very 
familiar with this form of scam on sen-
iors—Senator DURBIN. He has an 
amendment that should be considered. 

So because it is so important that we 
take this moment and we honor our re-
sponsibility to examine these issues, I 
will be coming back to the floor in 
order to offer a point of order that this 
bill violates the Senate pay-go provi-
sions and, therefore, we shouldn’t be 
doing this bill until that is remedied. I 
will also be coming back to table the 
blocking amendment that the majority 
leader put in place to prevent anyone 
from offering amendments. So both 
those votes will occur about half an 
hour from now. 

Let’s get our heads together about 
our responsibilities as Senators rep-
resenting the people of the United 
States. Let’s get our heads together 
about our responsibility to the Con-
stitution. Let’s get our heads together 
about taking on this open sale of the 
government being conducted out of the 
Oval Office, just down Pennsylvania 
Avenue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HAGERTY). The Senator from Rhode Is-
land. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss S. 1582, the so-called 
GENIUS Act. 

Several weeks ago, when the major-
ity leader said we would have votes on 
amendments, I took him seriously, and 
I was one of the first to file. And we 
could have been voting on amend-
ments—my amendments, those of my 
colleagues—at any time in the last few 
weeks, but that hasn’t happened. 

That is regrettable because the GE-
NIUS Act, as it is currently drafted, is, 
I believe, fundamentally flawed. The 
GENIUS Act exposes taxpayers, con-
sumers, and the financial system to un-
acceptable risk and creates venues for 
criminals, terrorists, and rogue govern-
ments to finance their illicit activities. 

Among other things, this bill places 
the U.S. Government stamp of approval 
on Tether, the world’s largest 
stablecoin, which is based in El Sal-
vador and favored by North Korea, Rus-
sian arms dealers, ransomware 
attackers, the Iranian military, the 
drug cartels, and so many other crimi-
nal organizations. 

The GENIUS Act takes already weak 
State laws and makes them weaker and 
applies them nationwide, making it 
possible for stablecoin companies to 
operate with near-zero capital and un-
able to withstand a financial crisis. It 
is possible for stablecoin companies to 
avoid getting an audit. It is impossible 
for the government to revoke a 
stablecoin company’s charter, even if it 
turns out to be a Ponzi scheme or if an 
executive dips into customer funds. 
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The GENIUS Act buys into the belief 

that the billionaires running the indus-
try know what they are doing and that 
the marriage of complex financial 
products and complex technology sim-
ply can’t fail. The one thing the bil-
lionaires do know how to do is protect 
their interests. 

But, not surprisingly, this bill leaves 
open the door to bailouts, which we 
have seen time and time again for 
other lightly regulated nonbanks that 
got into trouble, like Fannie Mae, 
Freddie Mac, AIG, and Bear Stearns. 

When there is a run on a stablecoin— 
and there very likely will be a run one 
day—the industry will turn to the 
American taxpayer for a bailout, and 
the GENIUS Act paves the way for that 
to happen with no limits on the Fed-
eral Reserve’s authority to prop up the 
industry. 

Finally, this bill perpetuates Donald 
Trump’s naked corruption. It actually 
green-lights the name of Trump’s 
stablecoin, USD1, and it allows 
Trump’s handpicked regulators to 
write the rules of the road governing 
his most recent business venture. 

We need to provide real guardrails 
that will protect consumers, real tools 
for our national security Agencies to 
address this new technology, and real 
authority for regulators to intervene in 
a crisis—real guardrails and real tools, 
not words on a page that give only the 
aura of regulation and protection with 
no teeth. 

My amendments and those offered by 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
would provide these tools and authori-
ties. However, it appears that we won’t 
have the opportunity to consider a sin-
gle one of them and improve this legis-
lation. Because of that, I would urge 
my colleagues to oppose this bill. 

With that, Mr. President, 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. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

TRIBUTE TO CHRISTIAN JASPERSEN 
Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, just 

like you do, I get a lot of requests in 
my office. I get about 150,000 emails a 
year. I don’t know how many different 
requests that I get to come in for per-
sonal meetings, both instate and here 
in Washington, DC, but a few weeks 
ago I got a video request from a bow- 
tied 8-year-old asking for a meeting 
with me—a person I had never met be-
fore, but he said he wanted to be able 
to come in and talk to me about rare 
childhood diseases. And I have to tell 
you, you would have to see the video to 
be able to see the meeting request that 
I got in from Christian Jaspersen. 

He is from Keota, OK, which no one 
can find here without using Google 
Maps, I promise you. But he was enthu-

siastically wanting to be able to share 
his story about a complex medical his-
tory and how things have gone for him. 
So we said yes. 

Christian was born with a very rare 
medical condition that most of us 
couldn’t pronounce, much less want to 
be able to live with. He was born with 
his intestines outside of his abdomen. 
That impacts about 1,500 babies a year. 
It is extremely rare. 

Patients are born sometimes with 
their intestines or other organs outside 
their abdomen. You can imagine the 
damage that that does, even while they 
are still in the womb. 

Well, he required a ton of surgeries. 
Several surgeries were required imme-
diately after birth. Several digestive 
impacts on him will be felt for a life-
time. He spent 5 months in NICU after 
birth. He lost a significant portion of 
his intestinal tissue during those dif-
ferent surgeries. It has impacted his 
nutritional intake and his bowel func-
tion, as you can imagine. 

There were some clinicians that had 
recommended to go ahead and remove 
all of it, and he would spend the rest of 
his life living on IV nutrition. But he 
was able to get a second opinion from 
Boston Children’s Hospital. They left 
out from beautiful Oklahoma and head-
ed for Boston for that second opinion. 

They provided some alternative care 
for him, and he is growing and doing 
well at now 81⁄2. He is not just 8; he is 
81⁄2. He credits his doctors for saving 
his life and allowing him to live his 
best life now. He still has to go back to 
Boston often, and there are unique 
challenges that he faces with insurance 
and with all the challenges of travel 
and, quite frankly, the finances that go 
along with that, but he is a very 
spunky young man with an extremely 
large personality. 

He played the role of Christopher 
Robin in a youth production of 
‘‘Winnie the Pooh’’ recently, and I bet 
people would pay to see that twice. He 
also has political aspirations. When I 
had the opportunity to be able to meet 
him and his brothers, Noah and Lane, 
and his mom Rachel yesterday, we had 
that opportunity to be able to sit down 
and talk. Christian told me all about 
the disease that he has struggled with, 
the treatments that he has had, the he-
roes at Boston Children’s who have 
worked alongside of him, but he also 
informed me to be prepared to see him 
again because he will be a Supreme 
Court Justice in the days ahead. And 
he just might be. 

So for Christian and for his wonder-
ful family and for all that has hap-
pened and the heroes at Boston Chil-
dren’s and for the research that they 
have done, I have to express the grati-
tude of my State for all of that work 
because that is a lot of work to invest 
in that young man. And he is deter-
mined not to waste the investment 
that has been put into him but to live 
his best life and to be extremely pro-
ductive in the days ahead. 

I am grateful to the Oklahomans 
that spent so much time with him, 

working to guard his life in the earliest 
days, and for the folks at Boston Chil-
dren’s. 

I look forward to ‘‘Chief Justice 
Christian’’ in the days ahead and see-
ing the work that he does and how that 
pans out for all of us as a country. 

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

ator from Oregon. 
NOMINATION OF WILLIAM LONG 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, in a few 
minutes, the Senate will vote on 
whether to put somebody who is up to 
their eyeballs in tax scams, corruption, 
and coverups in charge of the IRS. This 
ought to be an easy no. 

It is one corruption bombshell after 
another with former Congressman 
Billy Long—fake tax credits, scam tax 
advice, shadowy political donations 
that went straight into his pocket, 
promises of personal favors, and no- 
show jobs with high-paying Federal 
salaries. 

Yesterday came the latest revelation. 
My Finance Committee staff investiga-
tors determined that Long appears to 
be implicated in a major bribery 
scheme in his old congressional dis-
trict. The scandal unfolded while he 
was in office. 

Twelve people in Missouri and Ar-
kansas pled guilty or went to jail when 
these crimes were prosecuted. It was a 
criminal case the size of the Ozarks. 

Court documents identified him in 
one guilty plea as ‘‘U.S. Representative 
#1.’’ That is the guilty plea of a man 
named Donald Andrew Jones, D.A. 
Jones. Jones’s prosecution involved 
kickbacks and other illicit payments, a 
network of executives, and the misuse 
of charity funds in Springfield, MO, his 
hometown. The Justice Department’s 
summary of the case describes ‘‘pay-
ments routed through different busi-
ness entities or lobbying firms’’ as well 
as D.A. Jones’s ‘‘advocacy services, in-
cluding direct contact with elected and 
appointed public officials.’’ 

The guilty plea describes multiple 
communications in which Jones said he 
interacted with Billy Long, ‘‘U.S. Rep-
resentative #1.’’ It includes discussions 
of services performed by Long’s office. 
It includes descriptions of interactions 
with Long’s top adviser. It includes 
Jones directing political donations and 
offering to hand-deliver a check to 
Billy Long to guarantee he was imme-
diately aware of the money’s source. 

For his role in this bribery scheme, 
Jones got a prison sentence of a year 
and a day behind bars. 

The Finance Committee held Billy 
Long’s nomination hearing a few weeks 
ago. I asked several questions in writ-
ing about this matter that were in-
formed by certain reports brought to 
my investigations team. I laid out the 
names of all the characters and organi-
zations involved in this massive brib-
ery scandal. 

I asked the former Congressman 
whether he or his campaign received 
payments from anybody involved. I 
asked whether he was an unindicted co-
conspirator in a Federal criminal case 
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involving any of them. I asked whether 
he was ever interviewed by Federal 
prosecutors or law enforcement agents 
in relation to this criminal investiga-
tion. I asked if he ever acknowledged 
to the Department of Justice that he 
received bribes from individuals in-
volved or if he struck any kind of co-
operation agreement to avoid prosecu-
tion. I asked whether his decision to 
leave Congress in any way related to 
his involvement in this investigation 
or a condition to avoid prosecution. 

Here is the answer: 
‘‘I had nothing to do with any of this and 

I do not know any of these people or organi-
zations.’’ 

Colleagues, this is just impossible to 
believe. We are talking about a major 
bribery scandal that unfolded in Billy 
Long’s hometown—not even on the 
other side of the district. He is impli-
cated in a guilty plea as ‘‘U.S. Rep-
resentative #1.’’ The idea that he 
doesn’t know anybody involved is just 
absurd. 

I am convinced, colleagues, there is 
more to this story. Senators ought to 
ask themselves whether they want to 
be on the record supporting this nomi-
nation when the rest of it comes to 
light. 

In my view, this nomination should 
never have come to the Senate floor. 
Billy Long never did any serious legis-
lating on tax issues. He has no experi-
ence in tax policy. What he does have 
is experience in tax fraud. 

He left office in 2023 after an unsuc-
cessful Senate campaign. He went 
straight into the tax fraud industry. He 
teamed up with a bunch of sketchy op-
erators selling tax deals that were slea-
zy at best. He got paid to promote fake 
Tribal tax credits by a firm called 
White River Energy. Neither Long nor 
White River can tell us what Tribe 
they acquired these so-called tax cred-
its from. 

The IRS confirmed to my staff that 
the credits were fake. They said that 
the promoters of them could face pros-
ecution. 

The same day a Bloomberg News ar-
ticle exposed this scheme, December 
19—just a few days after Donald Trump 
announced Long’s nomination—the 
CFO of the company got on a call with 
investors and told them they would 
soon have friends at the IRS to clean 
up their mess. My investigators ob-
tained the audio. We have it on tape. 

Not long thereafter, White River ex-
ecutives started cutting checks to 
Long’s failed Senate campaign that 
had ended years before. Between their 
donations and others that poured in 
after his nomination went public, Billy 
Long was able to stuff $130,000 into his 
own pockets by repaying his personal 
campaign loans. 

Now he has refused to answer any 
questions about this scheme and his 
role in it. 

If that is not enough reason to oppose 
this nominee, let me talk briefly about 
the employee retention tax credit. This 
was a small business rescue program 

Congress created during the depths of 
the pandemic. But after it expired, the 
scamsters came in, and they turned it 
into a firehose of fraud. 

Billy Long must have seen an oppor-
tunity, and he used his credibility as a 
former Congressman to sling these tax 
credits to anybody who would listen. 
We have him on tape saying that ‘‘ev-
erybody qualifies’’ for the ERTC. That 
is a lie. He bragged about getting 
money for a funeral home even though 
the pandemic was a boom time for that 
kind of business due to the number of 
Americans dying of COVID–19. 

Finance Committee investigators ob-
tained another recording, this time of 
an executive at a firm called Apprecia-
tion Financial that sold the scam-rid-
den tax credits. He said he made the 
Congressman his guest to the inau-
guration earlier this year. He said they 
had dinner and spent a few nights to-
gether. His exact quote on the subject 
of IRS enforcement around employee 
retention credits is this: 

‘‘We could be worried about promoter au-
dits now but we don’t have to worry about 
any of that now with Billy coming in.’’ 

I asked Long about this at his nomi-
nation hearing in written questions, 
whether he knew this executive and 
what he promised him. There was no 
real answer either time. 

Now, colleagues, I will say it again. 
That ought to be enough to vote down 
this nomination, but if you want more 
scandal, let’s talk about no-show jobs 
at the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment. 

Back in March, Mr. Long was made a 
senior advisor to the Director of OPM. 
Our staff asked Mr. Long in a due dili-
gence meeting what his responsibilities 
were there. He picked up a recent OPM 
press release, read it word for word, 
and then said he worked on it. When 
asked for additional detail or more ex-
amples of his duties, he mumbled a few 
things about retirement and proof-
reading—no other information. Now, 
the Congressman is a talkative guy. 
His brevity on this subject speaks for 
itself. 

After that meeting, Finance Com-
mittee investigators obtained copies of 
internal OPM work calendars belong-
ing to Billy Long and three persons 
who were hired with him. They were 
nearly blank—a scant meeting here 
and there; no evidence of legitimate 
work being performed. 

An investigative reporter for the 
Talking Points Memo dug into the 
matter. Neither Billy Long nor OPM 
would provide any real answers either. 

It sure looks to me like the former 
Congressman got high-paying, no-show 
jobs for himself and three others. If 
they were doing real work, they would 
have told us what they were doing. 
They have nothing to lose if everything 
is on the level. 

Somebody who ripped off the tax-
payer by accepting a no-show job on a 
maxed-out salary cannot be trusted to 
run the IRS. Colleagues, it is that sim-
ple. 

And let’s remember, this was going 
on just as the Trump-Musk-DOGE 
crowd were first breaking into OPM 
with the goal of terrorizing public serv-
ants and triggering mass layoffs. 

So I close with just one question: 
How can the Senate possibly—pos-
sibly—put this individual in charge of 
our tax system? 

The reality is that this is all about 
fairness. 

It wouldn’t be all that difficult for 
the Trump administration to go back 
and find a tax expert or somebody with 
lots of management experience to run 
this vital Agency. We had great work-
ing relationships with the first Trump 
IRS Commissioner, Chuck Rettig. This 
is not about whether you have an ‘‘R’’ 
or a ‘‘D’’ next to your name. There are 
serious issues to deal with when it 
comes to the Tax Code—protecting tax-
payer data, building on our improve-
ments in taxpayer service. 

The Trump administration is sig-
naling that the wealthy have a green 
light to commit tax fraud, and that is 
outrageous, with huge implications and 
consequences for years to come. 

The bottom line is, fairness matters 
at the IRS. Independence matters at 
the IRS. Ethics and honesty matter at 
the IRS. The American people aren’t 
going to get any of that—none—from 
Billy Long. He is surrounded, in my 
view, by a cloud of corruption, and we 
ought to keep that away from the IRS 
at all costs. 

Mr. President, I urge my colleagues 
to oppose the Long nomination that we 
will vote on in a few minutes. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I rise 

today to urge my colleagues to vote in 
favor of the confirmation of Congress-
man Billy Long, who is nominated to 
serve as Commissioner of the Internal 
Revenue Service. 

The IRS is responsible for helping 
American taxpayers understand and 
meet their tax responsibilities, and en-
forcing the law with integrity and fair-
ness. 

However, the Agency has been 
plagued by inefficiencies, outdated sys-
tems, and low employee morale, de-
spite an influx of funding. 

At his confirmation hearing, Con-
gressman Long pledged to refocus the 
IRS on its primary mission to collect 
Federal taxes and placed an emphasis 
on prioritizing IT modernization and 
improving customer service. 

He also stated unequivocally that 
politicization has no place at the agen-
cy. 

American taxpayers will benefit from 
these initiatives, and I look forward to 
working with Congressman Long to en-
sure they are implemented, if con-
firmed. 

I also thank Congressman Long again 
for his time spent working through the 
Finance Committee’s rigorous nomina-
tion process. 

Despite accusations to the contrary, 
Congressman Long made clear in both 
verbal and written responses that he 
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worked as an independent contractor 
when performing tax consulting work 
for Capitol Edge Strategies. He never 
worked at White River or anywhere 
else on Native American Tribal tax 
credits. 

With respect to contributions made 
to his Senate campaign, Congressman 
Long has stated repeatedly that he fol-
lowed Federal Election Commission 
guidelines. 

I am confident that Congressman 
Long is equipped to lead the IRS as 
Commissioner. I encourage my col-
leagues to join me in advancing his 
nomination. 

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

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to begin the vote 
now scheduled for a later time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
an objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
VOTE ON LONG NOMINATION 

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

Mr. BUDD. 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 bill clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO), 
the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
OSSOFF), and the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mr. PADILLA) are necessarily 
absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 44, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 308 Ex.] 
YEAS—53 

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

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

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

NAYS—44 

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

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 

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

NOT VOTING—3 

Gallego Ossoff Padilla 

The nomination was confirmed. 

(Mr. SULLIVAN assumed the Chair.) 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

HAGERTY). Under the previous order, 
the motion to reconsider is considered 
made and laid upon the table and the 
President will be immediately notified 
of the Senate’s action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

GUIDING AND ESTABLISHING NA-
TIONAL INNOVATION FOR U.S. 
STABLECOINS ACT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume legislative session and consider-
ation of S. 1582, which the clerk will re-
port. 

The senior assistant executive clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1582) to provide for the regulation 
of payment stablecoins, and for other pur-
poses. 

Pending: 
Thune (for Hagerty/Gillibrand) amendment 

No. 2307, in the nature of a substitute. 
Thune amendment No. 2308 (to amendment 

No. 2307), to change the enactment date. 
Thune amendment No. 2309 (to amendment 

No. 2308), to change the enactment date. 
Thune amendment No. 2310 (to the lan-

guage proposed to be stricken by amendment 
No. 2307), to change the enactment date. 

Thune amendment No. 2311 (to amendment 
No. 2310), to change the enactment date. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon. 

MOTION TO TABLE 

Mr. MERKLEY. I move to table 
amendment No. 2310, so I can have an 
amendment considered to the bill, an 
amendment that would end current and 
potential crypto corruption by Federal 
elected officials, including the Presi-
dent, Vice President, and all Members 
of Congress. 

I ask for the yeas and nays. 
VOTE ON MOTION 

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

Is there a sufficient second? 
There appears to be a sufficient sec-

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

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

Senator from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO), 
the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
OSSOFF), and the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mr. PADILLA) are necessarily 
absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 45, 
nays 52, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 309 Leg.] 

YEAS—45 

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

Durbin 
Fetterman 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 

King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Paul 
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 
Cramer 
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 
Ricketts 
Risch 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sheehy 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—3 

Gallego Ossoff Padilla 

The motion was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 

will now be up to 2 minutes of debate 
equally divided between the two lead-
ers or their designees. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, I yield 
back all the time on our side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon. 

POINT OF ORDER 
Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, my 

colleagues will remember the phrase 
‘‘Senate pay-as-you-go,’’ or better 
known as pay-go. It was initiated by 
my colleagues across the aisle to say 
each bill should be paid for, and they 
created a point of order to that effect. 

But this bill is not paid for. It spends 
$115 million. Cost that. And there is no 
offsetting revenue of any kind. So it 
violates the Senate pay-go rule. 

Now, I know all my colleagues like to 
say they are fiscal conservatives, and 
they wanted to stand up for this pay-go 
rule. Well, this is a chance to actually 
exercise some fiscal restraint. 

Already, we have the situation where 
we are talking about making tax cuts 
permanent that will cost $50 trillion in 
this coming ‘‘Big, Not So Beautiful 
Bill’’—$50 trillion in new debt com-
pared to current law, incredibly irre-
sponsible. Well, here is a chance to do 
a small item that is fiscally respon-
sible. Honor your previous commit-
ment to the philosophy of Senate pay- 
go and vote for this point of order. 

Mr. President, since all time has been 
yielded back by my colleague, I raise a 
point of order that the pending amend-
ment violates section 4106 of the Con-
current Resolution on the Budget for 
Fiscal Year 2018, H. Con. Res. 71 of the 
115th Congress, the Senate pay-as-you- 
go, better known as pay-go, point of 
order. 

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

MOTION TO WAIVE 
Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, pursu-

ant to section 904 of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 and the waiver pro-
visions of applicable budget resolu-
tions, I move to waive all applicable 
sections of that act and applicable 
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budget resolutions for purposes of Sen-
ate amendment No. 2307, and I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

VOTE ON MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the motion. 
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. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO), 
the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
OSSOFF), and the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mr. PADILLA) are necessarily 
absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 64, 
nays 33, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 310 Leg.] 
YEAS—64 

Alsobrooks 
Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Booker 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Gillibrand 

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

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

NAYS—33 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Fetterman 
Hawley 
Hirono 

Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Luján 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Paul 
Peters 
Reed 

Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—3 

Gallego Ossoff Padilla 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 64, the nays are 33. 
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative, the motion is agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 

consent that the next two votes be 10- 
minute votes. 

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

AMENDMENTS WITHDRAWN 
Under the previous order, all amend-

ments pending to S. 1582 with the ex-
ception of amendment No. 2307 are 
withdrawn. 

The amendments were withdrawn. 
VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 2307 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question now occurs on adoption of the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were previously 
ordered. 

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

called the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO), 
the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
OSSOFF), and the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mr. PADILLA) are necessarily 
absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 67, 
nays 30, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 311 Leg.] 
YEAS—67 

Alsobrooks 
Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Booker 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fetterman 
Fischer 
Gillibrand 

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

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

NAYS—30 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Hawley 
Hirono 

Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Paul 
Peters 
Reed 

Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—3 

Gallego Ossoff Padilla 

The amendment (No. 2307), in the na-
ture of the substitute, was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
MORENO). The minority leader. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I ask consent to ad-
dress the Chamber for 20 seconds. 

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

ALEX PADILLA 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I just 

saw something that sickened my stom-
ach—the manhandling of a U.S. Sen-
ator. We need immediate answers to 
what the hell went on. 

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

jority leader. 
WAIVING QUORUM CALL 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to waive the man-
datory quorum call with respect to Cal-
endar No. 66, S. 1582. 

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

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-

ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant executive clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on Calendar 
No. 66, S. 1582, a bill to provide for the regu-

lation of payment stablecoins, and for other 
purposes. 

John Thune, David McCormick, Bernie 
Moreno, John R. Curtis, Bill Hagerty, 
Cindy Hyde-Smith, Markwayne Mullin, 
Ashley B. Moody, Tim Scott of South 
Carolina, Tom Cotton, Deb Fischer, 
James E. Risch, Katie Boyd Britt, 
Lindsey Graham, Shelley Moore Cap-
ito, Jim Justice, John Barrasso. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the mandatory 
quorum call under rule XXII has been 
waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on S. 1582, a bill to 
provide for the regulation of payment 
stablecoins, and for other purposes, as 
amended, shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant bill clerk called the 

roll. 
Mrs. MURRAY. I announce that the 

Senator from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN), the 
Senator from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO), 
the Senator from Maine (Mr. KING), the 
Senator from Georgia (Mr. OSSOFF), 
the Senator from California (Mr. 
PADILLA), and the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) are necessarily 
absent. 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 67, 
nays 27, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 312 Leg.] 

YEAS—67 

Alsobrooks 
Banks 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Booker 
Boozman 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Curtis 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fetterman 
Fischer 
Gillibrand 

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

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

NAYS—27 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt Rochester 
Cantwell 
Coons 
Duckworth 
Hawley 
Hirono 

Kaine 
Klobuchar 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Paul 
Peters 
Reed 

Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Van Hollen 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—6 

Durbin 
Gallego 

King 
Ossoff 

Padilla 
Sanders 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote the yeas are 67, the nays are 27. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative, the motion is agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The Senator from Florida. 
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LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mrs. MOODY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to legislative session for a pe-
riod of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

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

The Democratic leader. 

f 

ALEX PADILLA 

Mr. SCHUMER. I mentioned a few 
minutes ago, I had seen a video that 
sickened my stomach of a U.S. Senator 
being manhandled, we now know, by 
Federal agents and dragged out of a 
hearing room. 

Now there is a second video that is 
even worse. He has been thrown to the 
ground—again, manhandled, brutally 
taken down, handcuffed. It was dis-
gusting. 

Anyone who looks at this—it will 
turn their stomach to look at this 
video and see what happened. It reeks— 
reeks—of totalitarianism. This is not 
what democracies do. 

Senator PADILLA was there legiti-
mately in that building to ask ques-
tions of what is going on in California, 
which everybody wants to know an-
swers to. We don’t get answers when we 
ask the administration questions in 
one way or another. So Senator 
PADILLA was exercising his duty as a 
Senator for his constituents to try and 
find out what happened and, instead, 
he gets manhandled, thrown out of the 
room, thrown on the ground, and hand-
cuffed. 

We need a full investigation imme-
diately as to what happened and who 
did what and what is going to be done 
to see that this doesn’t happen again to 
Senator PADILLA or other American 
citizens who are seeking their right to 
redress. It is despicable; it is dis-
gusting; it is so un-American—so un- 
American—and we need answers. We 
need answers immediately. 

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

ator from New Mexico. 

f 

ALEX PADILLA 

Mr. LUJÁN. Mr. President, I am sure 
the American people right now are just 
starting to see what happened to the 
U.S. Senator from California—the sen-
ior Senator from California—ALEX 
PADILLA. He is at a press conference in 
California, where the Secretary of 
Homeland Security is, and he wants to 
ask some questions, with all that is 
going on in California. Look, I don’t 
know what all happened, but Federal 
agents took him down—took down a 
U.S. Senator—saying that they are 
doing their job. 

Why aren’t more people down here 
speaking up about this nonsense? 

This is ridiculous. I would use some 
other language, but I would probably 
get tossed off the floor right now. 

Growing up on a small farm and 
cleaning a barn, my dad taught me how 
to take a shovel to all the stuff that 
came out of the animals. You know 
what that is called. I know what it is 
called. And some of the animals that 
did that were males. They were bulls. 
And the stuff that came out of them 
has a few names to it. I will call it ma-
nure today. 

This is nonsense. This is awful. How 
can these Federal agents get away with 
this? 

Is the President of the United States 
telling folks to go down and start ar-
resting U.S. Senators, taking them 
down to the floor? Is that what we have 
come to, the executive branch doing 
this to our colleagues? 

This is a Democrat. What happens 
when it happens to a Republican? Will 
I hear from my Republican colleagues 
then to say: No, we should not do this, 
Mr. President. Back down. Back off. 
You are wrong. 

Will someone here have the backbone 
to tell the President of the United 
States: You crossed the line. Stop it. 

I am so disappointed, so dis-
appointed. And as a Latino U.S. Sen-
ator, for this to happen to another His-
panic here—there are several of us who 
are Hispanics here, Democrats and Re-
publicans. Speak up. 

When one of my predecessors was 
here, Dennis Chavez, there were places 
he could not eat in this town because 
of the color of his skin, because he was 
from a State called New Mexico. 

Are we going to use our voices? Are 
we better than this in the United 
States of America? Or are we going to 
show all the other folks in the world 
who choose to do this to the people 
who were duly elected by their people: 
No, just go arrest them. Throw them 
down on their face. Treat them like 
garbage. 

We are better than this in America, 
you all. We have got to speak up. I 
hope, by tonight, every Democrat and 
Republican Member of this body has 
the courage to say something. This has 
gone too far. It is not right. 

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

ator from Oregon. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I have 
come to the floor to say I am ex-
tremely outraged that the executive 
branch’s security team has shoved a 
U.S. Senator out of a room, has pro-
ceeded to put that U.S. Senator on the 
ground and to handcuff that Senator. 
This is what we expect to see in au-
thoritarian nations that can’t tolerate 
a question, and they start to attack 
the institutions. 

What we are seeing in the United 
States right now, we are seeing it in 
the form of the President willfully 
breaking the law on the rules control-

ling the executive branch, time and 
time again. We see it in his attack on 
the press, his attack on the univer-
sities, his attack on extorting law 
firms. We see it in the form of him 
using the Trump v. United States law-
suit to say: I, the President, am above 
the law, and I could issue pardons to 
the whole executive branch, who is 
above the law. 

That is not the way it works in a re-
public. At least, it is not the way it 
works if we are a republic. 

If we, through a subservient Congress 
and in combination with a deferential 
Supreme Court, slide into this authori-
tarian state, then we have failed our 
oath to the Constitution. 

It is absolutely wrong that any U.S. 
Senator, for attempting to ask a ques-
tion, be treated in this fashion. 

I double down on the call of Leader 
SCHUMER. This merits a full bipartisan 
investigation—bipartisan because all of 
us are Members of the legislative 
branch. All of us have taken an oath to 
the Constitution, and all of us should 
stand up for each other and certainly 
our ability to explore the policies of 
this administration. 

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

f 

ALEX PADILLA 

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, I never 
thought I would imagine having to 
stand here and discuss what I saw 
today: a U.S. Senator, in his own com-
munity, in the city in which he grew 
up, elected under the authority of the 
people, stepping forward to get answers 
to legitimate questions, and we see him 
being thrown to the ground after being 
removed from a room forcibly and put 
into handcuffs by multiple people. 

This, to me, is such an abuse of au-
thority. It is a violent act. There can 
be no justification of seeing a Senator 
forced to their knees, laid flat on the 
ground, their hands twisted behind 
their back, and being put into re-
straints. If you see the video, at that 
point, he is not fighting; he is not 
pushing. 

But this is a pattern and a practice. 
This is not an isolated incident. I re-
mind people that in my own commu-
nity, in the city of Newark, we had a 
Congresswoman and a mayor at a facil-
ity. The mayor, invited into the gate; 
the Congress people, invited into a con-
ference room; and then the mayor, 
asked to leave, who did leave; and then 
numerous agents run out to arrest that 
mayor. Now, the judge in this case said 
it was outrageous and reprimanded the 
Trump administration for the arrest in 
and of itself. 

We see, time and time again, this ad-
ministration trying to precipitate a re-
sponse by the misuse and the abuse of 
force. This is more akin to authori-
tarian governments. 

When you see a democratic nation 
having their executive begin to arrest 
mayors, begin to arrest judges, begin 
to arrest a U.S. Senator who is simply 
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asking for answers to their questions, 
to remove them from a room forcibly, 
to throw them to the ground, to put 
them in restraints, this is something 
that we should not tolerate. And by 
we—this is not Democrats and Repub-
licans. This is we in this body. 

We have a constitutional obligation 
to provide oversight to the executive; a 
constitutional obligation to ask ques-
tions, to make inquiries; a constitu-
tional obligation to check and balance 
the authority of the executive. 

So here we saw, before our eyes, a 
Senator in their district, in their 
State, asking questions, and we see 
him being shoved out of a room—but it 
did not stop there—shoved to the 
ground, shoved onto his belly, and have 
his arms pulled behind his back. This 
should outrage every U.S. Senator. 

Mr. SCHIFF. Would the Senator yield 
for a question? 

Mr. BOOKER. I would yield for a 
question while retaining the right to 
the floor. 

Mr. SCHIFF. I thank the Senator for 
yielding. 

I just watched footage of our col-
league—my California colleague—Sen-
ator ALEX PADILLA, being forcibly re-
moved from a briefing by the Secretary 
of Homeland Security’s staff. He went 
there to observe and to ask questions, 
and I watched with horror on this 
video, seeing these agents grab my col-
league—my fellow Senator from Cali-
fornia—grab him, push him out of the 
hearing, as he was identifying himself 
as a U.S. Senator, bringing him into a 
hallway, bringing him down to the 
ground, bringing his arms behind his 
back. I saw this happen to my col-
league, and I am shocked by how far we 
have descended in the first 140 days of 
this administration, where we have a 
President calling out the military over 
the objection of a Governor to try to 
intimidate and interfere with law en-
forcement in California, calling out the 
Marines to try to inflame tensions in 
our city; and, now, this latest act, 
when a U.S. Senator goes to demand 
questions about the lawfulness or law-
lessness of these actions, to see him 
tackled to the ground, brought to the 
ground. 

What is becoming of our democracy? 
Are there no limits to what this admin-
istration will do? Is there no line they 
will not cross? We see lawlessness after 
lawlessness. We see threats to judges of 
impeachment and of physical harm. We 
see arrests of Members of Congress. 
And now this. 

All of us have lived as part of a gen-
eration since World War II that was 
used to seeing our freedoms ever ex-
panding. We saw walls coming down. 
We saw new democracies being born. 
We came to think that somehow this 
was inevitable like the laws of nature; 
that it was the moral arc of the uni-
verse always bending toward justice, 
only to see that it was not bending to-
ward justice. 

And to see this now at home; to see, 
in the United States of America, the 

executive use force like this against a 
Member of a coequal branch of govern-
ment; to see that it has come to this 
already—and not a peep yet from my 
colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle, no whisper of dissent yet. I hope 
that changes. I hope that changes. 

The Founders separated the powers 
between the executive and the legisla-
tive and the judiciary because they 
wanted to set ambition against ambi-
tion—ambition of one institution 
against another—to protect all of our 
freedom, but that requires that we go 
beyond our partisan affiliations and 
when something is wrong—dead 
wrong—when something is a threat to 
our democracy, that we call it out re-
gardless of party. And this is wrong. 
This is wrong. 

We ask: How do you lose a democ-
racy? How does one lose a democracy? 
This is how you lose a democracy: ac-
tions like today. But even more impor-
tantly than what has just happened is 
what will happen in the next 24 hours. 
Will this be roundly condemned? Will 
this be roundly condemned or somehow 
will we just fall down some partisan 
line again and see another leap toward 
autocracy in this country? 

ALEX PADILLA is one of the most de-
cent people I know, one of the most 
dedicated public servants I know, 
someone of just the greatest character. 
We all know him well in this institu-
tion. He embodies public service. He 
never forgot where he came from. He 
came from very humble origins, and he 
never forgot where he came from. 

And the beauty of this country is you 
can come from a very humble origin, 
and you can end up here. When I first 
got here, Jon Tester, a farmer from 
Montana and a Senator from Montana, 
told me about a conversation he had 
with John D. Rockefeller when he got 
here. He said Rockefeller told him: You 
and I came from very different places, 
but we both ended up here. 

It is the beauty of America that 
ALEX PADILLA could end up here, by 
dint of his brilliance and his integrity 
and his compassion. And all of that is 
at risk. All of that is at risk right now 
if we let the abusive handling of this 
good man and so many other good men 
and women around the country—if we 
let this go without our firmest opposi-
tion, without our strongest pushback, 
without our strongest defense of our 
democracy. 

With that, I ask the Senator from 
New Jersey whether he will yield to 
the Senator to my right, yield for a 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CUR-
TIS). Senator, excuse me. Let me con-
sult the Parliamentarian for just a sec-
ond. 

The 10 minutes allotted to the Sen-
ator in morning business has expired. 
Another Senator may seek recognition 
in his or her own right. 

The Senator from Washington. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I come 

to the floor this afternoon to the U.S. 

Senate, a place where people are elect-
ed by their constituents to come here 
to be their voice—every one of us, Re-
publicans and Democrats, elected by 
the people whom we represent to come 
here and be their voice and to do the 
job. 

What is that job? To make sure that 
we are being their voice and speaking 
out for them. And part of that has to 
be asking questions. Part of that has to 
be demanding accountability, has to be 
getting information so we can do the 
best job possible. 

It is unacceptable that a U.S. Sen-
ator, in his own home State, elected by 
millions of people, went to ask a ques-
tion for his constituents, to get an an-
swer, and was brutally thrown to the 
ground and handcuffed. That is wrong, 
and I cannot believe that we don’t have 
Senators on both sides of the aisle call-
ing this out as outrageous. 

This is what a democracy is about. It 
is about us coming to the U.S. Senate, 
speaking out, asking questions, getting 
information so we can be their voice. 

What happens when that voice is sti-
fled? What happens when that voice is 
thrown to the floor and handcuffed? 
Our democracy is lost. 

I have been here for more than 32 
years. I have come to this floor often 
to speak out, to be angry, to be a voice 
for my people. I have never come this 
close to having tears in my eyes as I 
speak to both sides of this aisle about 
this horrendous incident that occurred. 

We are a democracy, but we can lose 
that democracy. It can be gone unless 
all of us speak out and forcibly reject 
what happened to a U.S. Senator and to 
send the message that in this democ-
racy it is just, it is right, it is part of 
our responsibility to speak up, to ask 
questions, and to be able to have the 
knowledge we need to represent the 
people that we come here for. 

We use our voices, we use our votes 
to be a part of this democracy, not vio-
lence. When violence is done by some-
one representing this administration in 
a forceful way against a U.S. Senator, 
how does any one of us go home and 
tell our constituents that they can be 
part of a democracy, speak out about 
what they believe in? 

This is so wrong. This is so wrong. I 
hope others speak up and speak out 
and, as a voice, we say we want our de-
mocracy to succeed. And in order to 
succeed, we need to be able to use our 
voices and to use our votes and to ask 
questions without being forcibly 
thrown to the ground, without being 
arrested by speaking up. 

I say to the entire country: We have 
a democracy. We will lose it if we can’t 
use our voices. We will lose this democ-
racy. None of us should be silent. None 
of us. 

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

ator from Connecticut. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 
Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, this 

feels like a defining moment for the 
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country but also for this body. I under-
stand that it may take a few moments 
for our Republican colleagues to watch 
the full video, to gather some addi-
tional facts, to come to a conclusion. 
But we need our Republican colleagues 
to be on the floor right now with us be-
cause this is not simply an assault on 
Senator PADILLA. This is not an assault 
on Democratic Senators. This is an as-
sault on the rule of law. This is an as-
sault on our democracy. And ulti-
mately, we are robbing the ability of 
every single Senator to do our job if we 
are now going to be threatened with vi-
olence when we simply try to stand up 
for our constituents. 

Now, we all have townhalls, and we 
are all often met with constituents 
who oppose us, sometimes very vocally. 
But, speaking for myself, I don’t ask 
law enforcement to throw my constitu-
ents to the ground and violently hand-
cuff them because they have a different 
opinion from me. You know why I 
don’t do that? Because we don’t do that 
in a democracy. We don’t do that 
against ordinary citizens, and we cer-
tainly don’t allow the administration 
and the law enforcement that works 
for the administration to do that to a 
U.S. Senator. 

We will enter a banana republic if we 
don’t find a way—Republicans and 
Democrats—to come together around 
this essential question of protecting 
our ability and our right as Senators to 
speak up for our constituents. 

Now, I understand that my Repub-
lican colleagues are going to need some 
time to gather the facts, but we al-
ready have a statement from the De-
partment of Homeland Security that 
has accused Senator PADILLA of being 
‘‘disrespectful,’’ as if that is a rational-
ization for violence. 

Watch the video. Even if you believe 
that he was ‘‘disrespectful’’—and, given 
the times, that is certainly in the eye 
of the beholder—that never justifies 
what we saw on that video: throwing 
anyone—never mind an elected rep-
resentative of the people—to the 
ground to be handcuffed. 

They say that he didn’t identify who 
he was, and yet—watch the video—he 
clearly states: 

I am Senator ALEX PADILLA. 

They are going to spin this. But I am 
begging my Republican colleagues: 
Don’t let them do it. Protect our abil-
ity as servants of the people to speak 
up for the people that we represent. 
Make sure that we do not normalize 
this kind of violence simply because 
the White House doesn’t agree with 
people who dissent. 

If this is how a U.S. Senator can be 
treated, then none of us ultimately are 
immune. If this is how a U.S. Senator 
can be treated, none of our constitu-
ents are safe. 

This is a test for the country, but 
this is a test for the U.S. Senate as 
well. 

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

ator from Virginia. 

ALEX PADILLA 
Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, 2 days 

from today, June 14, is Flag Day in the 
United States. It is the day every year 
where we celebrate the flag, but it is 
not the piece of cloth that we cele-
brate; we celebrate core American val-
ues. And the most core American value 
is the one that we take an oath of of-
fice to, the Constitution of the United 
States. 

The Constitution includes a Bill of 
Rights, and one of the most important 
pieces of the Bill of Rights is the First 
Amendment. It was drafted by Vir-
ginian James Madison, and it talks 
about the fact that there can’t be laws 
or legal restrictions against the right 
of the people to peacefully assemble 
and petition government for redress of 
grievances. 

That right is not something we are 
allowed. That right is something we 
are guaranteed. 

My colleague and our friend ALEX 
PADILLA, born and raised in Los Ange-
les, loves his hometown—an MIT-edu-
cated, baseball-playing engineer who 
returned to his home, who served on 
the Los Angeles City Council and now 
serves in this body—has some very le-
gitimate questions about why, in an 
unprecedented way, the National 
Guard and the U.S. Marines have been 
deployed into his city, over the objec-
tions of the mayor, over the objections 
of the Governor, in a historically un-
precedented way and in a way such as 
to escalate tensions in his town rather 
than to reduce them. 

So he decided to go to a peaceful pub-
lic assembly. It was a press conference. 
It wasn’t a private meeting to which he 
was not allowed entrance. A press con-
ference’s purpose is to share informa-
tion with the public. 

My colleague ALEX PADILLA, who 
goes to Wednesday prayer breakfast 
with me every week with a bipartisan 
group of colleagues, attended a public 
event so he could ask a question about 
why his hometown was being besieged 
by the Marines and National Guard 
over the objection of the mayor and 
the objection of the Governor. 

His question was a grievance. He 
doesn’t agree with the policies of the 
administration. He is guaranteed in 
this document the right to petition 
government for redress of grievances as 
an American, which is what we are sup-
posed to do. 

The Framers of the Constitution who 
put this in the First Amendment did it 
to protect the rights of ALEX PADILLA 
and all of us, but they did it for an-
other reason. They did it because they 
believed it would help democracy work 
better, that democracy works better 
when people can speak freely. Democ-
racy works better when people can pro-
fess their religion, when the press can 
operate freely. And democracy works 
better when people can gather peace-
fully and share their dissenting points 
of view. It makes our democracy work 
better. 

Make no mistake, the effort to man-
handle our colleague to push him out 

of the room for asking an inconvenient 
question, to handcuff him, is an at-
tempt to shut him up. It is an attempt 
to shut everybody up if you have a dis-
senting view from this administration. 
That is why the administration has de-
ployed the military in an unprece-
dented way. They want to intimidate 
you. 

They want to make you decide that 
although you were granted this as a 
right, they want to make you afraid to 
exercise the right. As I conclude, I 
would just say this: On Flag Day, I 
would encourage Americans of all 
kinds, find a peaceful assembly on June 
14—on Flag Day—and attend it and 
show that you are a brave and patriotic 
American that embraces the First 
Amendment to the Constitution, and 
you will not allow anyone to intimi-
date you. 

I was a missionary in Honduras in 
1980 and 1981, and it was an authori-
tarian society. And no one was guaran-
teed the right to assemble or complain. 
You might do it and be OK one day; the 
next day you might be arrested; the 
next day you might be disappeared or 
even killed. 

That is not who we are. We need 
brave, patriotic Americans to stand up, 
just as Senator PADILLA has done, and 
insist upon their right to peacefully as-
semble and present whatever critiques 
or complaints they have about policies 
that they find to be objectionable. 

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

ator from Hawaii. 

f 

ALEX PADILLA 

Mr. SCHATZ. Mr. President, I have 
given a lot of speeches on this floor, 
and this is the least prepared but the 
most clear I ever will be: This is the 
stuff of dictatorships. It is actually 
happening. 

A U.S. Senator was manhandled, 
shoved to the ground, and cuffed. He 
identified himself: 

I am Senator Alex Padilla. 

That should be enough. That should 
be enough. A U.S. Senator who is, by 
the way, protected by the speech and 
debate clause of the Constitution of the 
United States and a specific statute 
that allows him to oversee immigra-
tion facilities, and he says: I am a Sen-
ator, and I have a question. 

To CHRIS MURPHY’s point, they said, 
well, he was being disrespectful. Being 
disrespectful is legal. Being disrespect-
ful is American. Being disruptive is OK 
if it is just using your words and not 
your body. This is the stuff of dictator-
ships. And the thing that is making me 
most terrified is I see zero Republicans, 
except for the Presiding Officer, in this 
Chamber. And I understand, if it is not 
a member of your own party, you want 
some context. 

There is no context that justifies this 
action. 

ALEX PADILLA is not required to be 
impeccable in every single way in order 
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to exercise his responsibilities as an 
American and as one of the two that 
represents California in the U.S. Sen-
ate. This is the stuff of dictatorships. 

One of the officers who throws him to 
the ground as he is clearly complying, 
cuffs him face down on the carpet, and 
they say: There is no recording in here. 

It is a damn press conference. It is 
for recording. They didn’t want to hear 
his speaking. 

And if the internet has got it accu-
rately, the Secretary was there and de-
livering her remarks within earshot 
the whole time. She has command au-
thority over those agents who are ar-
resting a leader in the legislative 
branch. 

This is not something on the internet 
for us to argue about. We all know 
what we saw. We all know what we 
saw. I remain hopeful that Leader 
THUNE and other Republicans can walk 
us back from the brink, but I am not so 
sure anymore. 

So as Trump’s Department of Home-
land Security raises the stakes and 
continues with a series of provocations 
to justify increasingly authoritarian 
actions, we have two obligations. One 
is to establish that as a legislative 
branch, we are not going to stand for 
this. And the other is those people who 
are peacefully protesting: Be very dis-
ciplined this weekend. Be very peaceful 
this weekend. 

If we are going to win, we need to 
maintain the high ground. And I don’t 
mean we blue; we Democrats. I mean 
we Americans who believe in this sys-
tem of government. I have never, 
ever—other than January 6—been so 
outraged at the conduct of an adminis-
tration. 

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

ator from New Jersey. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 
Mr. KIM. Mr. President, I have no 

words to describe just the absurdity of 
this moment and the dangers to our 
country and our Union. For us to be 
able to stand here on the floor of the 
Senate in this Chamber that many 
such important decisions have been 
made in, a place of deliberation—it is 
not only in this room that we as Sen-
ators should be able to voice the con-
cerns that we have about the direction 
of our country and the problems that 
our Nation faces, that we get to be 
sworn in as U.S. Senators, that we try 
to do our best, that we are U.S. Sen-
ators—United States Senators—that 
we represent this entire Nation as a 
body. 

And the idea that just—as I just saw 
the video—one of my colleagues here is 
thrown to the floor, handcuffed, hu-
miliated—it is not a humiliation of 
that individual Senator; it is a humil-
iation of this body. 

The shamefulness by which that was 
perpetrated, that the Secretary of the 
Department of Homeland Security— 
shame upon those that instigated this, 
that followed through on this. 

It is something that all of us collec-
tively need to stand against. This isn’t 
about partisanship. It is about what 
does this institution, what does this 
body mean and whether or not our 
words and our actions, as dictated by 
our oath that we swear to the Constitu-
tion of article I, as well, that lays out 
what our job is, that that is very much 
under threat right now. 

I feel for my colleague. I don’t know 
what is happening right now. I hope 
that we are able to get greater clarity 
about that, but what we see and what 
we saw on that video transpire, I hope 
that is something that every American 
in this country sees, that they see the 
actions that have taken place. 

As someone who has worked in other 
nations—I worked in diplomacy and 
national security; I worked in nations 
with authoritarian leadership—I never 
thought I would see anything like this 
here at home—transpire here in the 
way that we saw it unfold. 

Again, the humiliation befalls our 
body as a whole. Now the question is, 
What will the Senate do to stand up for 
ourselves? That is something that I 
hope every single Senator is thinking 
about right now. 

This is not a time to put your finger 
up in the air and figure out which way 
the wind is blowing, to try to think 
through what type of reaction might 
come from the White House if we speak 
out against this. 

This is a time for us to stand up to-
gether and stand up for each other and 
for this institution. And not just right 
now. It is about: What credibility do we 
have as a body going forward? 

And I know, I get it. I am new here. 
I am one of the newer members here. I 
came here—I wanted to serve in this 
body because of what it stood for. I 
wanted to serve in this institution be-
cause I believe that this is an institu-
tion of incredible honor, integrity. 

And even at this challenging moment 
in this country’s history, we need this 
body to be able to come together. 

So I call on all of my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to condemn this 
action, to stand united with one voice, 
standing up for ourselves. Otherwise, 
we will just cast ourselves to the mar-
gins of irrelevance in this Nation right 
now. 

What point is it for us to stand up 
and show up to work every day if this 
is the kind of treatment that can befall 
any of us in this day, right now, in this 
country? I am outraged, and I hope 
others are too. 

This is not a time to be silent. This 
is a time for us to be united and show 
the rest of the country what this insti-
tution means. Otherwise, we might as 
well go home. I, for one, want to fight 
for my colleague, fight for each other, 
fight for the Senate, and fight for our 
democracy. 

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

ator from Arizona. 

ALEX PADILLA 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, I have to 
say this week stood out for me person-
ally with some positive notes and some 
real downers. 

The week didn’t start great. We saw 
the President of the United States—for 
the first time, I think, in possibly my 
lifetime—send troops without a request 
from the Governor into a State because 
people were protesting. 

And, sure, some could make an argu-
ment that maybe a few protesters got 
over somebody’s perceived line, but 
they were largely peaceful protests. 

What the President did is beyond his 
authority. It is illegal. And it was not 
a good start to the week, I have to say. 

I also have to say there was some 
positive things this week. I got to meet 
your grandson. I think he said he was 
15 years old. He got to go to the Air 
and Space Museum, a place that I love, 
a place that makes our country stand 
out in the best of ways. It shows what 
we can do when we work together, 
when we bring the full force of the 
United States behind doing things that 
are positive. 

We sent people to the Moon in the 
1960s. Your grandson got to see some of 
that hardware over at the Air and 
Space Museum. 

But I also have to say that the end of 
this week was rather outrageous and 
horrific, and it was brought to the 
American people, I strongly believe, 
because of the attitude of this Presi-
dent and his ability to just work out-
side of the boundaries of what most 
Americans feel are in accordance with 
our values and our ethics. 

What happened today to Senator 
PADILLA was outrageous. It was vio-
lent. It is a scary thing to see happen 
in the United States of America. 

ALEX PADILLA is a great guy. He is 
thoughtful. He is passionate. He is just 
trying to serve his constituents in the 
best way he knows how by doing the 
thing that is in our Constitution—free-
dom of speech, article I—by exercising 
his constitutional rights and his rights 
as a U.S. Senator to ask some ques-
tions of government officials. He was 
doing his job. 

His job is oversight, oversight of the 
Department of Homeland Security. 
This is in a Federal building, and this 
didn’t happen in isolation. The Trump 
administration has arrested a mayor 
and a Member of Congress and a labor 
leader. 

The other day, I think, I mentioned 
the one highlight of this week, which 
was your grandkid, and the low light— 
besides this, at the end of the week—is 
what happened at Fort Bragg the other 
day: the President of the United States 
going to a U.S. military base and using 
soldiers as political props. 

That is not who we are as a country. 
And I have to say, what I saw today is 
leading us down a dangerous path, and 
we cannot retreat to partisan corners. 
Senator SCHATZ mentioned that, other 
than the Presiding Officer, I don’t 
think there are any other Republicans 
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showing outrage for one of their col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
being violently handled by law enforce-
ment. 

This is wrong. This is not putting our 
country first. And I have to say, I hope 
we can turn things around here in the 
coming weeks. But in my lifetime, and 
certainly in my time in public office 
and in my time serving this country, I 
have never seen anything like I have 
seen this week. 

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

ator from Massachusetts. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 
Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, this is 

a horrifying moment in our Nation’s 
history. Today, U.S. Senator ALEX 
PADILLA was violently removed from a 
public briefing for asking questions on 
behalf of the people he represents, peo-
ple in California who deserve answers 
about the brutal crackdown on pro-
testers. 

I have watched the video, as many of 
you have as well. Let me just describe 
what it shows. Officers pushed Senator 
PADILLA backward, out of the room, as 
he said the words: I am Senator 
PADILLA. I have questions for the Sec-
retary. 

He was then shoved to the ground. 
When the Senator complied with the 
officers and went on his knees, he was 
forcibly pinned onto his stomach. He 
was ordered to put his hands behind his 
back. He can be heard on the video say-
ing he is trying to comply with their 
orders. Officers then put handcuffs on 
the Senator while he was lying on the 
ground. His staff was then told to stop 
recording the handcuffing. 

He was put in handcuffs for asking a 
simple question. He was put in hand-
cuffs for doing his job as a U.S. Sen-
ator. He was put in handcuffs for stand-
ing up for the Constitution of the 
United States. He was put in handcuffs 
for representing the people of Cali-
fornia. 

Now, if you are not yet convinced 
that President Trump and his adminis-
tration are trying to suppress free 
speech, then just watch the video. 
Watch the video. If you are not yet 
convinced that President Trump and 
his administration are trying to under-
mine the foundations of our democ-
racy, watch the video. If you are not 
yet convinced that President Trump 
and his administration are hellbent on 
punishing people with differing opin-
ions than those of the President, then 
watch the video. 

And here is the really chilling part. 
Make no mistake, what happened to 
Senator PADILLA today is happening 
every day all across this country. 
Every day, DHS agents are throwing 
people to the ground and violently 
handcuffing them while they are not 
resisting, detaining them for exercising 
their First Amendment rights of free 
speech. Every day, Donald Trump is 
making this Nation look more and 
more like a fascist state. 

If this is how Federal agents treat a 
U.S. Senator who peacefully asked 
questions of this administration, then 
we all have to ask: How far will they 
go? How violent will they get? 

I know my Republican colleagues can 
see what happened today was wrong, 
but will any Republican Senator speak 
up for our democracy? 

They know Senator PADILLA’s char-
acter. They know that Senator 
PADILLA is a kind man, a man who is 
concerned for his children, a man who 
is concerned for his home, a man who 
has dedicated his life to public service, 
a man who is a patriot. 

Where are our Republican colleagues? 
Where is the Republican Senate? Where 
are you? Stand up and speak out. 

This is a continuation of what we 
have been seeing: Intimidate every 
other check on Presidential power in 
this country. Fire the civil service. Get 
rid of those people. Threaten to im-
prison judges. Criminally charge House 
Members who try to visit an ICE facil-
ity. Arrest Senators who ask questions. 

This is not a drill. This is an assault 
on our democracy. I am calling on my 
Republican colleagues to join us in de-
manding a bipartisan investigation 
into this incident. 

What happened at this press con-
ference was disgraceful. It was un- 
American. And every Member of the 
U.S. Senate should condemn it and 
condemn it now. 

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

ator from Oregon. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I was on 

my way to the floor to talk about clean 
energy policy this afternoon, but I 
have to join my colleagues in address-
ing the shocking video out of Los An-
geles. I have now looked at it. If you 
are following at home, our colleague 
Senator PADILLA was carrying out his 
constitutional responsibilities to con-
duct oversight and defend the people he 
represents. At that time, he was phys-
ically accosted and shoved out of a 
press conference, pushed to the ground, 
and handcuffed at a press conference 
being held by Kristi Noem. 

It is a horrifying video, truly horri-
fying. And I am of the view—why I es-
pecially wanted to come to the floor— 
it is not about it happening to a U.S. 
Senator. Here is what it is about: If 
they will do this to a sitting U.S. Sen-
ator in front of a room full of media, 
imagine what is being done to power-
less people in secret. 

In Portland, in my hometown, we 
have had firsthand experience with this 
kind of activity—faceless, unidentifi-
able agents with guns staring down 
peaceful protesters. In Portland, it was 
a ‘‘wall of moms.’’ My neighbors—we 
all said then it is un-American, and I 
say it again this afternoon: What we 
have seen on our screens is un-Amer-
ican. It doesn’t have the support of the 
American people, this kind of anti- 
democratic conduct. 

I will close simply by saying this: 
This has to change. Peaceful Ameri-
cans cannot have this kind of abuse 
rained down on them for the next 31⁄2 
years. It has to end now. 

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

ator from Washington. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor to join my colleagues 
to express outrage over the actions 
taking place in Los Angeles when our 
dear colleague ALEX PADILLA, Senator 
PADILLA, was thrown out of an event 
where he was just simply trying to ex-
press his opinion on behalf of the mil-
lions of Californians that he rep-
resents. 

It is so interesting to me that this 
situation happened because not that 
long ago in the State of Washington, in 
Olympia, we had a bill signing, and it 
is no secret in the State of Washington 
that a guy named Tim Eyman is prob-
ably the antithesis of what our Gov-
ernor Bob Ferguson believes. 

He fights him on all sorts of initia-
tives to the people about policies that 
Mr. Eyman wants to express. So he is a 
noted individual in our State. 

So Mr. Eyman shows up at a press 
conference to basically protest a bill 
that the Governor is going to sign. 

And he gets into the Governor’s of-
fice, and he stands right behind our 
Governor. One of our legislators, who 
basically wants the Governor to know 
that this individual, who he disagrees 
with—doesn’t support this bill—has 
now snuck into the Governor’s press 
conference. 

So what does our Governor do? He 
turns around, and he looks at Mr. 
Eyman, and he says, ‘‘Oh, why are you 
here?’’ 

And he said, ‘‘I’m here to protest 
this.’’ 

And the Governor turns around and 
delivers his remarks. Because, you 
know why? Because our Governor was 
not afraid what Tim Eyman said. Our 
Governor didn’t think, You throw him 
out of the building, and he is just a 
constituent. 

It is not like he is a State rep. It is 
not like he got elected by people. Our 
Governor was not afraid to let this 
voice be heard. But somehow, ICE and 
Homeland Security are afraid of the 
voice of ALEX PADILLA. They are afraid 
of ALEX PADILLA’s presence in a room. 

Now, how can that be in the United 
States of America that a Senator elect-
ed by the people of his State, who sim-
ply wants to go to a public meeting and 
have his voice heard on behalf of his 
constituents, is handcuffed and thrown 
to the ground? 

It is not acceptable. Our colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle need to 
say, ‘‘This is not acceptable.’’ 

Are we trying to freeze the voice of 
dissent? Are we trying to say that we 
cannot understand what true public 
policy discourse is about? I think we 
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showed in Olympia, WA, that we are 
big enough to take it, that we know 
that if somebody disagrees with us, we 
are not going to get them thrown out. 

And in this case, to have a U.S. Sen-
ator handcuffed and thrown to the 
ground is disrespectful. It is an atroc-
ity. We need to understand how this is 
happening and if this administration or 
this side of the aisle thinks that is the 
way you treat the voice of a U.S. Sen-
ator expressing dissent. 

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

ator from Maryland. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 
Ms. ALSOBROOKS. Mr. President, I 

stand today, and I am shaking. I am so 
angry. I am so enraged with the treat-
ment that I witnessed today of my col-
league Senator PADILLA. This is not 
the America—this is not the America— 
that each of us comes here each day to 
stand on behalf of. 

There are some who are saying they 
don’t recognize this America, and I 
want to ring the bell today for all who 
are watching, for all who are listening. 
We have now crossed a line. 

This is a dangerous day in the his-
tory of our country. When a Senator 
who was in a Federal building, where 
he had a right to be, to do an oversight 
responsibility on behalf of the citizens 
who have elected him to the Senate of 
the United States, and when he was 
there to carry out his duties, he was 
there peacefully, and he decided to ask 
a question. 

And in Donald Trump’s America, 
asking a question and pushing back 
caused him to be manhandled for the 
whole world to see—manhandled, treat-
ed like a person who had come off the 
street. The thuggish behavior that I 
saw today is absolutely unacceptable. 

To put hands on this peaceful man, 
who is not only a Senator, he is a fa-
ther, and he is a husband. He is a per-
son. He is a venerable part of our soci-
ety, who was there on behalf of the 
people who have elected him and who 
was treated violently today. 

You could see his hands up in the air. 
You could see his hands up in the air. 
And that was not enough. He was taken 
to the ground, and he was handcuffed. 

And what was the explanation that 
was given? 

It was an explanation that any rea-
sonable person can look and know will 
be a full-on lie: that he looked like an 
attacker. 

Well, if this doesn’t cause every per-
son under the sound of my voice to 
shudder today, I don’t know what to 
say about it, because today it is Sen-
ator PADILLA, and—do you know 
what?—tomorrow, it can be any one of 
us. 

This is not what democracy looks 
like. This is anything but a democracy. 
The right to free speech is sacred in 
our country. The right to free speech is 
sacred, and today we watched it vio-
lated in horrible ways that we will ac-
count for. 

We, as a country, if we continue 
along this road, I tell you, we will ac-
count for it. It was Dr. Martin Luther 
King who said that the arc of the moral 
universe is long, but it does bend to-
ward justice. 

This injustice cannot stand. This 
cannot stand. And I tell you, America, 
let’s be careful. We cannot continue 
along this road. We absolutely cannot. 
We must continue to encourage and 
allow free speech. It is the right of 
every person in this country. 

Today, I am sickened, and I am 
angry, and something must happen. 
These people must be held to account 
for what happened to Senator PADILLA 
today. 

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

ator from Delaware. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 

Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. Mr. Presi-
dent, you can see and feel and hear the 
anger, the disappointment, and the 
concern for the future of our country. 

Senator ALEX PADILLA is probably 
one of the first people that took time 
to sit down with me as a freshman Sen-
ator to prepare me for this job. He 
serves this body and his State with in-
telligence and with grace and with 
poise. So to see my colleague pushed, 
manhandled, taken to the ground, arms 
put behind his back—this person who 
anyone who meets will say is more of a 
gentle giant than someone who de-
serves that kind of treatment. 

It blows my mind. I think that is the 
thing. I am shocked. I am numb. I am 
angry. I think part of it is because Sen-
ator PADILLA is a Senator, but there 
are people every day right now across 
this country who are facing this kind 
of concern about their treatment when 
peacefully trying to exhibit the voice 
of America. But also, for him, he was 
just doing his job of oversight. 

Similarly, some of us also have spo-
ken up about LAMONICA MCIVER from 
New Jersey, also a Member of Congress 
doing her job—oversight. 

If we don’t have that ability as Sen-
ators and Congresspeople, what does 
that mean for all of the citizens of this 
country? 

So in this moment, this is a pivotal 
moment. This is an opportunity for our 
leadership here in this Chamber as well 
as the other Members on the Demo-
cratic side and the Republican side to 
say: This is unacceptable. That is real-
ly what this is about. 

When the incident happened, we were 
all on this floor, and I remember seeing 
the video and the shock that I felt. It 
literally took my breath away. And I 
turned to other Members on the floor 
to say: Have you seen this? And they 
had not seen it. I walked across the 
aisle to my Republican colleagues. Re-
publican colleagues had not seen it. 
And there was a sense of shock as well. 

So what remains to be seen is what 
we do with that shock, what we do with 
that indignation, what we do with the 

fact that ALEX PADILLA was doing his 
job on behalf of his constituents and on 
behalf of this country. That is what re-
mains to be seen: Where do we go from 
here? 

You have heard folks talk about free 
speech, peaceful assembly, the ability 
to do our job of oversight, but ulti-
mately what this is about is the foun-
dation of this country. 

I am just shaking my head. I am 
shaking my head, but I am also reso-
lute in the fact that we were called 
here for this moment. As bad as things 
may be, as bad as they may seem, we 
were called here for such a time as 
this, and the question is, What do we 
do with this time? 

So I ask my colleagues again on both 
sides of the aisle to speak up against 
not only this incident but the incidents 
that we are seeing across this country. 
I ask my colleagues to come together 
on behalf of not only the American 
people but the democracy on which 
this country stands. 

I will continue to stand with ALEX 
PADILLA. I will continue to stand with 
those folks around this country who 
are facing this same kind of unaccept-
able behavior. 

Lastly, I would also mention that we 
do have a role and a responsibility. 
There are three branches of govern-
ment. Thank God for the courts right 
now holding it down. But this moment 
is the moment. There won’t be a light 
switch that says ‘‘Oh, democracy is 
gone.’’ That is not how it happens. I 
have heard my good friend CHRIS MUR-
PHY talk about that, that it is piece by 
piece, moment by moment, we see it 
chipped away. 

Well, we have an opportunity and a 
responsibility to make sure we do not 
let this slip away. 

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

ator from Delaware. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 

Mr. COONS. Mr. President, having 
just viewed a video of my friend and 
colleague Senator ALEX PADILLA being 
manhandled, thrown to the ground, and 
handcuffed after identifying himself as 
Senator ALEX PADILLA and attempting 
to ask a question of Secretary of 
Homeland Security Kristi Noem in Los 
Angeles, I am shaken, I am angry, and 
I am gravely concerned about our path 
forward in this body and our Nation. 

Democracy is a gift hard won and 
hard earned by the sacrifice of millions 
who have served, fought, and died, 
some in moments of tumult and chal-
lenge on the beaches of Normandy, on 
the fields of Gettysburg. 

From the very beginning of our Na-
tion until this moment, millions of 
Americans have stepped forward and 
said: I will risk it all so that my chil-
dren and those I do not know can live 
free lives. Knowing the burdens of tyr-
anny, knowing what it meant to live 
under the heel of a King, our fore-
fathers risked everything. 
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In nations around the world that I 

have visited on your behalf as a Sen-
ator, people yearning for freedom and 
people recently free have come and 
spoken about how much the American 
example means to them. 

Earlier this year, I was at a global se-
curity conference, concerned about 
what was happening in our Nation, 
about our division in the dialogue, and 
I heard three young parliamentarians 
from other countries talk about how 
hard they were working. 

Part of our job as Senators is to ask 
hard questions. It is to pose challenges. 
It is to test the Cabinet of the Presi-
dent, to visit Federal facilities, to ask 
questions that are sometimes uncom-
fortable or unwelcome. Just this week, 
I was at three committee hearings and 
had three members of the Cabinet in 
front of me. Did they want to answer 
my questions? Probably not, but they 
did. 

If a Senator of the United States who 
identifies himself as a Senator—in at 
least the video I just saw—gets handled 
this way, gets thrown to the ground 
and handcuffed, what is happening to 
those who have no such title or voice? 
If this gentle and decent and caring 
man is treated this way, what is hap-
pening along the margins in the dark 
spaces in the places we cannot see? 

So I call on my Republican friends 
and colleagues to look hard at this mo-
ment and say: What comes next? What 
comes next? Are we to be at risk of ar-
rest if we threaten to ask a question or 
deign to interrupt? Is our very service 
here as Senators hanging in the bal-
ance in this moment? As we all learn 
more of the facts of what happened in 
Los Angeles, the future of what will 
happen here in our country and in the 
world will wait on your answer. 

Was this an overresponse? Was this a 
misuse of force? Was this a disrespect 
of the very Senate itself? Is this a mo-
ment when, as our Founders who wrote 
the Federalist Papers dreamed, my col-
leagues in the Senate will show their 
loyalty to the role, to the check and 
balance, to the independence of the 
Senate, more than they will show their 
loyalty to their party and their Presi-
dent and demand an answer, an apol-
ogy, and a different path forward? Or is 
this a moment when all of us will 
watch this video of our friend—a mem-
ber of the Judiciary Committee, a rep-
resentative, a Senator of Los Angeles 
and the State of California—being 
roughly mishandled and say: Huh, too 
bad. At least it wasn’t me. 

If we answer this moment with si-
lence, we will be damned, and our chil-
dren and the world will say: They 
didn’t really mean it. 

The members of my family who 
served in the U.S. military knew that 
signing on that line meant being will-
ing to give everything, and I believe 
and have been told that they under-
stood that service to be in service of 
freedom—not in service of any par-
ticular President or party, any par-
ticular State or moment, but in service 
of democracy. 

Democracy is a fragile flower, and 
around the world, people look to what 
we do to know what they should do. 
There are petty, tin-pot dictators, au-
thoritarians, and strongmen around 
the world who will watch this video 
and be encouraged and think this is the 
way to silence their critics. 

I can’t image a Member of this Cham-
ber who knows ALEX PADILLA, who has 
had the blessing of sitting with him in 
moments when he is asked questions or 
engaged in discourse, who thinks of 
him as anything other than a reasoned, 
reasonable, mild-mannered Senator. 
But even if he were not, even if he were 
outspoken, loud, aggressive, annoying, 
the title ‘‘Senator’’ and the role we 
have should entitle him to ask a ques-
tion at a press conference. If the result 
is this mistreatment, heaven help us 
all, and heaven help our democracy. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

HUSTED). The Senator from New Jer-
sey. 

f 

ALEX PADILLA 

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, I want 
to thank the Chair. 

Clearly, the voices of my colleagues 
and I are calling this what it is, which 
is a crossroads for this body. 

One of our Members—it matters not 
what their party—who was in their 
State was forcibly removed when he 
was asking for accountability from the 
executive branch. He was taken out of 
that room forcibly by multiple men, 
who then—even when he identified 
himself, even when he was pulled out of 
that room, he was then forced to the 
ground, pushed upon his face, his hands 
wrenched behind his back, and he was 
put in restraints. 

This is a crossroads for this body. 
This is not a partisan issue; it is one 
about who we are as a body. Will we let 
the abuses of the executive branch 
physically take a Member of this body 
and drive them to the ground and put 
them in restraints? 

And why? Why? Well, we are starting 
to get answers already. Here is Tricia 
McLaughlin, who is the Assistant Sec-
retary of the Department of Homeland 
Security. This is her statement. 

Senator PADILLA chose disrespectful polit-
ical theatre and interrupted a live press con-
ference without identifying himself or hav-
ing his Senate security pin on as he lunged 
toward Secretary Noem. 

Mr. PADILLA was told repeatedly to back 
away and did not comply with officers’ re-
peated commands. @SecretService thought 
he was an attacker and officers acted appro-
priately. 

The statement concludes that: 
Secretary Noem met with Senator PADILLA 

after and held a 15 minute meeting. 

We know this is not true because we 
hear with our own ears on the tape 
Senator PADILLA identifying himself; 
further ‘‘disrespectful political the-
atre’’ is not a justification to remove a 
U.S. Senator in their own State at a 
public press conference and violently 

push them out of the room, drive them 
to the ground, put them on their stom-
ach, and handcuff them. 

Disrespectful behavior? This is our 
democracy. You have a right to speak 
up. You have a right to free speech. 
You have a right to stand and do the 
job that you swore an oath in this 
Chamber to do, to uphold the Constitu-
tion of the United States of America. 
And one of your jobs is to provide a 
check and a balance to the administra-
tion. One of your jobs is to give ac-
countability to the administration. 

I know the other 99 Members of this 
body, and if disrespectful behavior is a 
justification for violent reprisal from 
the administration, how many Mem-
bers of this body—how many Members 
of this body—would be subjected to 
that? 

This is a farce of a justification and, 
therefore, we are at a crossroads. Will 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle—will my Republican colleagues— 
justify the treatment of one of the 
Members of this body, justify the vio-
lence against one of the Members of 
this body, justify a Member of this 
body being thrown upon the ground and 
put in handcuffs—for what? For dis-
respectful behavior. 

If you think it stops with one, you 
are inviting it for the all because it 
does not. You are inviting it for every 
Member of this body. 

If the Obama administration or the 
Biden administration said that a Sen-
ator on the other side of the aisle was 
being disrespectful and threw that Sen-
ator violently onto the ground and put 
him into handcuffs, this body would be 
full of my colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle condemning what the Biden 
Justice Department did or the Obama 
Justice Department. 

This should not be about partisan-
ship; this should be about patriotism. 
This should not be about tribalism; it 
should be standing up and being a lead-
er in this moment. 

This is wrong. This violence is wrong. 
But let me be more personal. I tried 

to understand why this particularly 
upset me, and I think my colleague 
from Delaware spoke to that because of 
ALEX PADILLA’s reputation in this body 
of being a kind and gentle person. We 
all know him, the goodness and the de-
cency that he has. He is not one of the 
louder Senators. He is not one of the 
performative Senators. He has a rep-
utation, as my colleague from Dela-
ware said, on both sides of the aisle for 
being a gentle man. 

But I think what was really hard for 
me to see was that a Member of this 
body was driven to his knees and made 
to kneel before authorities. That is 
what got me. I think when I saw him 
driven to his knees forcibly, something 
there got me. 

You see, we know ALEX PADILLA’s 
story. It is an unusual story for this 
body. His family came here as Mexican 
immigrants. His father was a short- 
order cook. His mother cleaned homes. 
They did those jobs that don’t always 
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come with esteem or respect. They did 
those jobs where, when people see 
them, they sometimes look down on 
them. They did those jobs that are 
often marginalized despite their dig-
nity. 

They raised their son to serve. He 
went to MIT. They raised their son to 
work hard, to show grit, to rise. They 
got to watch their son become a city 
councilperson in L.A. They got to 
watch their son ascend to be the sec-
retary of state for California. They got 
to watch their son come to this body. 

And this son of Mexican immigrants 
who cleaned homes and served food, 
this man with equal dignity in this 
body, today, was driven violently to his 
knees as if made to kneel before the 
authority of the executive because he 
was so-called disrespectful. That 
should offend the consciousness, not 
just of the other 99 Members of this 
body, it should offend the conscience of 
this country because if you can make 
ALEX PADILLA forcibly kneel before 
this executive, when does it stop? 

He is a U.S. Senator. And if you can 
force him to kneel to his knees vio-
lently, when does it stop? What does it 
say to other Americans who want to 
speak up? What does it say to other 
Americans that want to exercise their 
constitutional duty? What does it say 
to other Americans this weekend when 
they want to peacefully protest? What 
does it say to other Americans from 
humble backgrounds who know pov-
erty, that if a U.S. Senator who stands 
up to do his job can be made to heel, 
driven to his knees, violently hand-
cuffed, what does it say? What message 
does it send? 

Everybody in this body should see 
that this is a crossroads. They treated 
a Member of the U.S. Senate violently 
after he identified himself; dragged 
him out of the room, threw him upon 
the ground, and put him in handcuffs. 
Every Member of this body should ob-
ject to that. Why? Because the state-
ment was that he was disrespectful. 
That is unacceptable. That is offensive. 
That is un-American. 

So why is there silence right now? 
Why aren’t my colleagues saying—I 
don’t care if it is a Republican, a Dem-
ocrat, or an Independent, when you 
drive a man to his knees in the United 
States of America, that is wrong, that 
is wrong, that is wrong. This is a test. 
This is a crossroads. This is a day in 
which the character of this body will 
be defined. 

ALEX PADILLA, a man of infinite de-
cency, generosity of spirit, who, wheth-
er you disagree with him or not, is so 
well-liked in this body, who today, in a 
time of understandable outrage in Los 
Angeles, went to be with his constitu-
ents to get answers. And when he 
walked into a room and saw a Cabinet 
Secretary and raised his voice to ask 
questions, he was met with violence. 
They heaped upon him indignities. 
They drove him to his knees and then 
to his face and they put him in cuffs. 

Well, they didn’t just assault the 
physicality of ALEX PADILLA, they did 

not succeed in assaulting his dignity. I 
know he rose off that ground with the 
same dignity he had before they threw 
him upon it. What they assaulted 
today is the dignity of this body. What 
is in question now is a truth of who we 
are and what we stand for. 

This is an abuse of power. This is a 
violent act unjustifiably taken on a 
Member of this body. The question is, 
Who will we be as a Senate? The ques-
tion is, How will we respond? Will we 
defend this institution or will we yield 
to the tactics of authoritarian, violent 
leaders? 

I see my colleague here from Mary-
land. I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland. 

f 

ALEX PADILLA 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I 
thank my friend and colleague from 
New Jersey. 

It is hard to contain my emotion ap-
propriately on the Senate floor. This is 
a moment that every American should 
be outraged about, and every American 
should be angry, and not only angry 
about what happened to Senator 
PADILLA but fearful for our democracy 
because we are at a crossroads when it 
comes to the rule of law and respect for 
our democracy and our Constitution in 
the United States of America. 

I felt compelled to cancel the rest of 
my meetings this evening to come 
right here to the floor to join my col-
leagues in speaking out, not just for a 
fellow Senator but for the future of the 
rule of law and due process in the 
United States of America. 

I had to rewind that video three or 
four times to see if this was really hap-
pening. And I saw the earlier video 
come out of him being, essentially, 
dragged out of the room, roughed up, 
and then the other video of him lying 
on his stomach, handcuffed with people 
standing around him. 

Then the lies went out that the Sen-
ator from New Jersey just mentioned. I 
am reading this statement from the 
Department of Homeland Security: 

Senator PADILLA chose disrespectful polit-
ical theatre and interrupted a live press con-
ference without identifying himself. 

That is a lie. Just look at the video. 
You can see him coming in and saying: 
I am Senator PADILLA, the senior Sen-
ator from California. He wanted to ask 
a question. We all have a lot of ques-
tions. He is a U.S. Senator, he should 
be able to ask a question about what is 
happening in his State of California. 

You know, we had the President of 
the United States, just a few weeks ago 
in response to a question, saying he 
wasn’t sure if he had to comply with 
the Constitution of the United States. 
The President of the United States who 
is sworn to take an oath to uphold the 
Constitution said he wasn’t sure if he 
had to comply with the Constitution. 
You have senior administration offi-
cials like Steve Miller talking about 
suspending habeas corpus in the United 

States of America. Habeas corpus is 
the core to due process that makes 
sure that people cannot be deprived of 
their liberty without a fair trial and a 
fair hearing. 

And here we have ALEX PADILLA 
going in to ask a question, and he is 
tackled; he is roughed up; he is dragged 
out of the room; he is put on the floor 
and handcuffed. This is a President 
who also the other day, when asked if 
he would arrest the Governor of Cali-
fornia or whether his people should ar-
rest the Governor of California, he 
said: Yeah, I think maybe they should. 

Think about that. 
This is an administration that ar-

rested the mayor of a major city. This 
is lawless behavior from this adminis-
tration. This is what a dictatorship 
looks like. This is what happens when 
one person tries to grab all the power, 
when they say: I don’t know if I have 
to comply with the Constitution of the 
United States. 

The Constitution of the United 
States is designed to have checks and 
balances. It is designed to make sure 
that our liberties are protected. The 
Bill of Rights protects all of us. And 
yet you see the President of the United 
States and his henchmen and his 
henchwomen trampling over due proc-
ess, trampling over the First Amend-
ment in the country, and trampling on 
a U.S. Senator from California who 
said: Madam Secretary, I have a ques-
tion. 

I am looking forward to hearing 
about what question Senator PADILLA 
wanted to ask because I know Senator 
PADILLA, and I know he had a good 
question to ask of the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, but he didn’t get a 
chance. This is a press conference. The 
Secretary of Homeland Security is tak-
ing questions. The U.S. Senator rep-
resenting the people of that State 
elected to represent the people of that 
State had a question. He didn’t get to 
ask it because he was dragged out of 
the room and thrown on the floor and 
arrested. I want to know what that 
question was going to be, and I know 
that Senator PADILLA will tell us. We 
will probably find out then why the 
Secretary of Homeland Security didn’t 
want to hear the question, because this 
administration wants to shut down 
questions except from the journalists 
that they like. They belittle journal-
ists who ask them any question that 
they see as critical. That is also what 
authoritarian leaders do; they push 
aside people who ask hard but mean-
ingful questions and just call on the 
people who will ask them the slowball 
question. 

You have already seen this at play at 
the Oval Office during press con-
ferences, the President will say: Oh, I 
like that reporter. Oh, that is a terrible 
question. What he means is, it is a 
question that he doesn’t like. And, usu-
ally, the question he doesn’t like are 
questions that are right on target and 
go to the heart of what is happening in 
our country. 
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So Senator PADILLA had a question. 

He didn’t get a chance to ask it. 
I want to build on another point my 

colleagues have made, and that is a 
real appeal to our Senate Republican 
colleagues, because in these first 
months—4 or 5 months—of the Trump 
administration, we have seen the ac-
tions of a lawless President. 

You know, it is unprecedented in the 
United States to have over 260 lawsuits 
filed in Federal courts. Right? This 
doesn’t happen normally. It is because 
of the massive lawbreaking that we 
have seen going on—attacks on civil 
liberties, attacks on due process is part 
of that, attacks on the First Amend-
ment, the illegal withholding of funds 
that have been appropriated by the 
Congress. 

The courts didn’t do it alone, col-
leagues. Every Member of this body is 
sworn to uphold the Constitution—the 
Constitution the President of the 
United States now says he is not sure if 
he has to comply with. 

I believe Senators here want to take 
those constitutional responsibilities 
seriously. But if we are going to do 
that, we have to stand up at moments 
like this—not Democratic Senators 
alone but Republican Senators too—be-
cause if you let the executive do this to 
ALEX PADILLA today, some other exec-
utive, some other President can do it 
to somebody else tomorrow. If you can 
do this to ALEX PADILLA, imagine how 
vulnerable other citizens and others in 
this country are to this kind of tyr-
anny and abuse. 

So I hope this will be a moment 
where people come together and stand 
up and say: Regardless of policy dif-
ferences on different issues, we are all 
here to debate those issues and dis-
agree, but there are some things we 
should consider fundamental and sac-
rosanct, and that is the idea of rule of 
law and due process. 

What we witnessed here was the out-
rage that we have come to see in coun-
tries with authoritarian leaders. That 
is what we witnessed, and it is a pat-
tern. But today was the most graphic 
example to date where a U.S. Senator 
was, essentially, taken down as he in-
troduced himself and said ‘‘I have a 
question.’’ 

So I have a question for all of our 
colleagues: What are we going to do 
about it? Who are we? What do we 
stand for? Are we going to uphold the 
Constitution? 

I am looking forward to hearing the 
question Senator PADILLA wanted to 
ask, but I also ask all of us a question, 
and that is, Are we going to use this 
moment to stand up for decency and to 
stand up for the fair treatment of every 
American? 

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

ator from Connecticut. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I agree 
with my friend from Maryland. This 

has to be a moment where we just drop 
our political affiliations, where we de-
cide that we are Americans; that the 
Constitution matters; that dissent de-
fines America; and we say and do the 
right thing. 

I think there is still time for our Re-
publican colleagues here to speak out. 
I understand they may still want to 
collect more facts, but as each minute 
and each hour passes, it is becoming 
clear that the main justification seems 
to be simply that Senator PADILLA was 
showing some level of disrespect. 

The first comments from our Repub-
lican colleagues, I think if you are an 
American who cares about free speech, 
are really concerning. One of our col-
leagues in the Senate said this: 

[Senator PADILLA] has a responsibility to 
his constituents to show up at work, not to 
try to make a spectacle of himself. 

Well, that is certainly a legitimate 
opinion. You can criticize any of us for 
engaging in a spectacle. But spectacle 
is not illegal. Raising your voice is not 
a crime in this country. Protesting 
your government does not, cannot, and 
should not result in you being deliv-
ered to the ground by law enforcement 
and handcuffed. 

Another of our colleagues says: 
Was he disruptive? [Well,] he got what he 

wanted. 

Once again, the standard here seems 
to be disruption; that if you are speak-
ing truth to power, then you are going 
to be met by violence. 

The definition of this country, the 
fundamental nature of America, is that 
protest is not met by violence. Protest 
is celebrated in this Nation; that what 
defines America against the rest of the 
world, against the totality of previous 
human history is that we protect the 
right of human beings living in the 
United States of America to raise pro-
test—loud protest, sometimes disrup-
tive protest—against their govern-
ment. And, frankly, we protect that 
right equally, whether it is a U.S. Sen-
ator or an ordinary citizen with no for-
mal power. 

So we can say today, well, this is 
really dangerous that a U.S. Senator 
got thrown to the ground and hand-
cuffed simply because they spoke up at 
a press conference. But it is no more 
concerning that it is happening to a 
U.S. Senator than what is happening to 
many other citizens and residents of 
this country who, right now, are being 
met with equal physical force. 

We don’t expect any different treat-
ment of U.S. Senators than of ordinary 
citizens. But many ordinary citizens in 
Los Angeles, right now, are being 
treated with the same kind of force 
that ALEX PADILLA was met with 
today. 

So there is still time for us to come 
together and say: In this country, 
speaking truth to power, even in a dis-
ruptive way, is never rationalization 
for violence. 

But I will tell you, the first couple of 
statements from my Republican col-
leagues are deeply worrying. They mis-

read the fundamental nature of this 
country. 

If we now live in a world where sim-
ple disagreements—vocal disagree-
ments—where protest with this admin-
istration becomes justification for vio-
lence, I don’t know how you can define 
that as America any longer. 

As someone who was sitting in this 
Chamber—I think at this very same 
desk—on January 6, it shouldn’t be lost 
on us that there are forms of political 
protests that are protected by this ad-
ministration—celebrated, even. And 
then there are forms of political pro-
tests, as you saw today, that are met 
with violence. 

There are individuals out on the 
street today in America who, just a few 
years ago, were in this building or on 
the outskirts of this building beating 
the hell out of police officers—vi-
ciously, savagely attacking police offi-
cers; tasers to the throat; rendering 
those police officers unconscious; 
metal poles being hammered onto the 
heads of police officers. And in an ex-
ceptional moment, the President of the 
United States, in celebration of their 
violence, pardoned them and put them 
back out on the street, sending the un-
equivocal message that if you engage 
in violent protest on behalf of the 
White House, you get out of jail free. 

Pair that together with the message 
that is being received by the American 
public now on a daily basis, most 
prominently and visibly today, that if 
you engage in peaceful protests—Sen-
ator PADILLA was asking a question; he 
identified himself as a U.S. Senator—of 
the administration, you will be met by 
violence. You carry out violence on be-
half of the White House, you are ex-
cused. You lodge normal, protected 
protest against this White House, you 
are thrown to the ground and hand-
cuffed, even if you are a U.S. Senator, 
though it should not matter. 

The early reaction here, it should be 
chilling because once this becomes nor-
malized, I don’t know how you put it 
back in the bottle. 

We shouldn’t assume that this de-
mocracy survives forever. This is a rev-
olutionary experiment, 250 years in. It 
is fragile. This idea that we govern our-
selves, this idea that we respect 
through rule and force of law people 
who disagree with us—0.0001 percent of 
humans have ever lived under a system 
like that in which they decide for 
themselves the law, their protests, 
even against the most powerful people 
in the country, is protected by law. 
That idea is unnatural. It is, in some 
ways, almost destined to fall apart. 

Yet for 250 years, we have not let it 
fall apart. We have decided that our fe-
alty to the idea of free speech, of pro-
tected free speech, even if it rubs up 
against the ruling elites, the ruling 
class of the White House, the most 
powerful people in the country in an 
uncomfortable way, will be protected. 

For 250 years, we have together—Re-
publicans and Democrats—decided that 
that principle of free speech was more 
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important than our political stripes, 
than loyalty to our party’s leader or 
our party’s ideas. 

At some point tonight, a Republican 
has to come down to this floor. At 
some point this weekend, some of our 
Republican colleagues have to speak 
out on behalf of this fundamental 
American idea, on behalf of the U.S. 
Senate, on behalf of our colleague. 

We can still fight on tax policy and 
immigration policy. We can have big 
disagreements about the reconciliation 
bill. It will not harm my Republican 
colleagues’ ability to render argument 
on the things that matter to them. 

It is OK for us to agree that what 
happened to ALEX PADILLA 2 hours ago 
crosses a line. It doesn’t compromise 
my Republican colleagues’ integrity as 
Republicans to decide that there is still 
right or wrong; that not everything is 
black or white; that two plus two 
sometimes has to still equal four. 

What happened to Senator PADILLA 
should not have happened. He identi-
fied himself. It is not true that he 
didn’t identify himself. What happened 
to him in the room is not justifiable; 
but, certainly, what happened to him 
outside of the room isn’t justifiable. 
Once he was removed from the room, 
being thrown to the ground as he is 
identifying himself as a Senator, being 
handcuffed can’t be justified. 

So we are going to hang around on 
this floor in hopes that, at some point, 
somehow—and I know not all of our 
Republican colleagues are still in 
town—they speak up on behalf of this 
basic premise, this basic foundational 
idea of America: that even when pro-
test rubs you the wrong way, even 
when you don’t like the form or sub-
stance of it, that we are no longer the 
country that we love, the country that 
we teach our kids about, if we don’t 
find a way to come together to object 
to protest being met with this kind of 
violence. 

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

ator from California. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. President, a little 
more than a couple of hours ago, my 
friend and colleague Senator ALEX 
PADILLA attended a press conference in 
the Federal building in Los Angeles 
being held by the Secretary of Home-
land Security, Kristi Noem. Instead of 
treating him with respect, instead of 
answering his questions, he was 
grabbed by her security detail, he was 
physically forced from the room, forced 
to the ground, his arms pinned behind 
his back. 

This assault on a Member of the U.S. 
Senate is unlike anything I have ever 
seen, perhaps unlike anything anyone 
in this Chamber has ever seen, and it 
crystallizes the threat posed to our 
country and its democracy. If the ad-
ministration can so mistreat a Member 
of this body, what can it do to every 
other American? What can it do to 

every other resident of the United 
States of America? What can it do to 
you? What can it do to your neighbor 
and to your community? 

The abusive treatment of Senator 
ALEX PADILLA, however, did not take 
place in isolation. It took place at a 
time of heightened tension in Los An-
geles and around the Nation. 

Earlier this week, I returned from 
my home in Los Angeles, a city in 
which thousands have peacefully pro-
tested the administration’s harsh im-
migration policies and in which the 
President has ordered the mobilization 
of thousands of National Guardsmen 
and hundreds of marines in order to 
deal with a few hundred vandals and 
miscreants that local law enforcement 
was more than capable of subduing. 

And the question is, Why? Why order 
in the military if they are not nec-
essary? Why order in the military over 
the objection of local and State offi-
cials? Why go to the expense? Why go 
to the trouble? Why undertake such an 
obvious provocation? Why, in a city of 
over 500 square miles, did Donald 
Trump believe it was necessary to esca-
late so dramatically over the vile acts 
of a small number of people in the 
space of a few blocks? 

These are some of the questions I 
imagine that ALEX PADILLA wanted to 
ask the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity. 

But now, today, we must add one 
more question: Why would they treat 
Senator ALEX PADILLA with such force-
ful and disgraceful disregard, forcing 
him to the ground? Why? 

And the answer involves failure and 
distraction and disrespect and dis-
regard—failure of the President’s im-
migration protocol, failure of his eco-
nomic policy, a desire to distract from 
these failures, disrespect of our mili-
tary and its role in civil society, and 
disregard of our democracy and the 
principles upon which our Nation was 
founded. 

Let’s start with failure: the failure of 
Donald Trump’s immigration policy; 
the failure, in particular, of his prom-
ise to deport massive numbers of vio-
lent criminals, a failure that was inevi-
table because it was based on a lie, a 
foundational lie—foundational to his 
campaign and to his Presidency—the 
original lie of the Trump campaign, 
the one he spoke as he descended the 
golden escalator in 2015 and suggested 
to the American people that most of 
the folks coming to this country as im-
migrants and migrants were murderers 
and rapists and violent criminals bent 
on doing harm to the American people, 
that foreign nations had opened their 
prisons and let out their worst offend-
ers so that they could come to the 
United States and destroy our way of 
life. 

It was a big lie. It was an audacious 
lie but a lie that the President hoped 
he could ride, a wave of fear that he 
could in turn ride into office. 

The truth, of course, is the vast num-
ber of people coming to this country 

are peaceful, hard-working people who 
want nothing more than an oppor-
tunity to get ahead, to enjoy a good 
life, and to provide for themselves and 
for their family. 

The American people understood 
this, but they also understood that our 
border was broken, that our system 
was chaotic, that the immigration sys-
tem was itself broken, that asylum 
cases took too long to adjudicate, and 
people waiting lawfully to immigrate 
should be given priority over those who 
do not. 

As President, Donald Trump prom-
ised his focus would be on the deporta-
tion of violent criminals, but he also 
promised mass deportations. And the 
only way to square that conflict be-
tween the very specific and the very 
broad was to go back to that original 
lie that all immigrants are violent 
criminals who mean us harm. 

If you can make the country believe 
that, you don’t have to be targeted in 
your immigration raids, you don’t have 
to go through the painstaking work of 
tracking down people with criminal 
records who don’t want to be found. If 
you believe the lie that all immigrants 
are violent criminals, then you can do 
broad immigration sweeps at res-
taurants or on farms, in garment fac-
tories or high school graduations, in 
random neighborhoods and homes, or 
at the Home Depot. 

‘‘Just go out there and arrest illegal 
aliens,’’ the President’s Deputy Chief 
of Staff, a frustrated Stephen Miller, 
demanded after berating Department 
officials for the slow pace of their oper-
ations. Three thousand arrests a day 
the administration insisted on as a new 
quota, and gone was any pretense of 
looking for violent offenders. 

And so the indiscriminate raids and 
the indiscriminate cruelty began to 
multiply, picking up people who show 
up for immigration appointments or to 
take the oath of citizenship, only to de-
port them; separating fathers from 
their sons and daughters, mothers from 
their children, husbands from their 
wives; a farmworker who worked in the 
fields for decades—hard work, back-
breaking work, work in the heat and 
the cold, work during a deadly pan-
demic when others stayed home, work 
that most U.S. citizens do not want to 
do and will not do—chased through the 
fields that they harvested to be taken 
away from their families; a mother 
chased down the street by hooded ICE 
agents, away from her terrified and 
screaming teenage daughter. 

Americans did not vote for this, do 
not want this. And in the midst of this, 
the American people started to speak 
out—at first, in small ways, in private 
conversations, after the deportation of 
their neighbors; and then in more pub-
lic ways, at townhalls and in letters to 
the editor, on social media, and in 
gatherings at their schools; and then, 
as the raids increased in their scope 
and the scope of their cruelty, by tak-
ing to the streets, as is our God-given 
right and also a right given by our Con-
stitution. 
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Some of those protests have taken 

place in Los Angeles, where Angelenos 
gathered to speak out against these ac-
tions, against the separation of fami-
lies and the injury to our communities 
and our economy. 

And in the midst of these protests, 
some number of agitators were at-
tracted by the conflict and saw it as an 
opportunity to vandalize, assault law 
enforcement, and engage in other rep-
rehensible conduct. Like moths to a 
flame, every city has these miscreants, 
and so does Los Angeles. They care not 
about immigration policy or immi-
grants or migrants who are affected, 
and our State and local law enforce-
ment are more than capable of dealing 
with them—and they did. 

But amidst the failure of his immi-
gration policies and the backlash, Don-
ald Trump saw an opportunity. His eco-
nomic policy was in tatters. His tariff 
wars were not improving our trade 
with other nations and instead were 
prompting the boycott of American 
goods by close allies like Canada and 
causing layoffs at American ports, 
higher prices at Target and Walmart 
and elsewhere. 

He had to fend off Amazon plans to 
include a line item for the Trump tariff 
tax on each transaction, which would 
have made it even more obvious to the 
American people that he was betraying 
the central promise of his campaign: to 
bring prices down when they are going 
up. 

And his Big Beautiful Bill was in 
trouble over a big, ugly pricetag. Far 
from reducing the debt or the deficit, 
the bill was revealed to cost taxpayers 
a whopping $2.4 trillion added to the 
national debt. He was borrowing the 
money from our kids and our grandkids 
to fund a tax cut for himself and his 
rich friends. 

Even the world’s richest man and, 
heretofore, the President’s biggest ben-
efactor, Elon Musk, called the bill a 
‘‘disgusting abomination’’ and made it 
clear that Republicans should be 
ashamed of voting for it. 

And the opportunity Donald Trump 
saw in all this failure was this: Call in 
a distraction. Call in the troops. Call in 
the marines—not to save a city but to 
save himself from drowning in failure. 
And so he did: 4,000 troops from Califor-
nia’s National Guard and 700 from the 
Marines. 

And the reaction in Los Angeles, of 
course, was the one that he desired: es-
calation, not deescalation; more con-
flict, not less; more chaos—and the 
kind of chaos he thrives on, the kind of 
chaos where the insurrectionist-come- 
President, the man who, on his first 
day, pardoned hundreds of criminals 
who beat police officers, could some-
how try to reclaim the mantle of a law- 
and-order President. 

It has not worked. It will not work. 
Americans have a long memory and 
will not soon forget the images of Jan-
uary 6, when the President sat calmly 
in the White House dining room, dining 
on burgers and fries, while our Capitol 

Police were under assault. And the 
same man who called in the Guard to 
handle a comparatively small number 
of criminals and vandals in L.A. re-
fused to call in the Guard to stop thou-
sands of them from ransacking this 
Capitol. 

The last time a President called in 
the National Guard over the objection 
of the Governor of a State was in 1965, 
when the segregationist Governor of 
Arkansas ignored a ruling of the Su-
preme Court and refused to integrate 
the schools in that State. Lyndon 
Johnson did so to avoid violence and to 
protect the students trying to attend. 

Those circumstances could not be 
more different than today, when our 
President has called in the Guard 
knowing it is more likely to provoke 
violence than to stop it. 

‘‘We must reject any thinking of our 
cities as a ‘battlespace’ that our uni-
formed military is called upon to 
‘dominate,’’’ a Secretary of Defense 
once said. ‘‘At home,’’ he said, ‘‘we 
should use our military only when re-
quested to do so, on very rare occa-
sions, by state governors.’’ 

Those are the words of Donald 
Trump’s Secretary of Defense—not 
Pete Hegseth, of course, not the FOX 
News version of a Defense Secretary, 
and not the Trump Defense Secretary 
before him or the one before that. No, 
those were the words of the first 
Trump Defense Secretary, James 
Mattis, perhaps the only Trump Cabi-
net member in his first term or the 
present term to leave his office with a 
stronger reputation than before he ar-
rived. 

‘‘Militarizing our response,’’ Mattis 
said, ‘‘sets up a conflict . . . a false 
conflict—between the military and ci-
vilian society. It erodes the moral 
ground that ensures a trusted bond be-
tween men and women in uniform and 
the society they are sworn to protect, 
and of which they themselves are a 
part. 

‘‘Keeping public order,’’ he said, 
‘‘rests with civilian state and local 
leaders who best understand their com-
munities and are answerable to them.’’ 

Now, in California, we love our Na-
tional Guard. We revere them, as we do 
the Marines. The Guard is always there 
when we need them, during fires and 
floods, after devastating earthquakes. 
They serve us at home and abroad, al-
ways protecting our interests, our 
lives, our homes, and our freedom. 

There is a bond between us, a bond of 
respect, affection, and trust that must 
not be broken. Donald Trump does not 
understand this. He cannot understand 
it any more than he can understand 
why people choose a life of military 
service. 

The man who once called soldiers, 
sailors, marines, and airmen who fight 
and have died on our Nation’s behalf 
‘‘suckers and losers’’ could not possibly 
understand. Nor does he care about 
misusing them if it suits his personal 
or political interest as his partisan, 
disrespectful and inflammatory speech 

at Fort Bragg makes clear, as does his 
commandeering of the military for a 
costly parade to celebrate his birthday 
this weekend. 

Now, there is a birthday worth cele-
brating this weekend, but it is not the 
President’s. That is the 250th anniver-
sary of the U.S. Army, an Army that 
my father was very proud to serve in. 

We can and should honor the Army. 
But a celebration of the vanity of a 
President who does not himself cele-
brate the military but only his control 
over it, that is not a cause for celebra-
tion. 

Our Founders understood the need to 
insulate the military from internal do-
mestic affairs, from the raucous and 
often divisive nature of the political 
process dominated by party or faction. 

For centuries, too, so has this Con-
gress, prohibiting the use of the mili-
tary for domestic law enforcement pur-
poses, except for narrow—very nar-
row—circumstances of rebellion and in-
surrection. 

This is vital not only for the protec-
tion of the country from a man who 
would abuse the military to become a 
King but also to protect the military 
from the lack of trust that would ac-
company its subversion to a partisan 
end. 

Our country is approaching its 250th 
birthday. It is worth remembering why 
we chose to separate ourselves from 
our British masters. The preamble of 
the Declaration of Independence is fa-
miliar to us all in its poetic recitation 
of truths that are self-evident. 

But what has been lost to us over 
time were the long list of grievances 
set out in that document, grievances 
that drove the impetus for revolution: 

‘‘The history of the present King of 
Great Britain,’’ it reads, ‘‘is a history 
of repeated injuries and usurpations,’’ 
this is what our Founders wrote, ‘‘all 
having in direct object the establish-
ment of an absolute Tyranny over 
these States.’’ 

The Declaration provides in its list of 
grievances: 

‘‘He has obstructed the Administra-
tion of Justice.’’ 

‘‘He has erected a multitude of New 
Offices, and sent hither swarms of Offi-
cers to harass our people,’’ they enu-
merated. 

‘‘He has made Judges dependent on 
his Will alone,’’ our Founders charged. 

‘‘For cutting off our Trade with all 
parts of the world,’’ they objected. 

‘‘For depriving us, in many cases, of 
the benefits of Trial by Jury,’’ they de-
clared. 

‘‘For transporting us beyond Seas to 
be tried for pretended offenses,’’ they 
cited in words all too prescient for 
today. 

‘‘He has kept among us, in times of 
peace, Standing Armies, without the 
Consent of our legislatures.’’ 

‘‘Quartering large bodies of armed 
troops among us.’’ 

‘‘He has affected to render the Mili-
tary independent of and superior to the 
Civil power.’’ 
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All of these grievances so vivid at the 

time of the Revolution—our Revolu-
tion—are so vivid today. And today 
they can be distilled into a single 
image—that of Senator ALEX PADILLA 
on the ground, face to the ground, and 
in handcuffs. If you are looking for an 
image of our democracy in handcuffs, 
look no further. 

America, we have a choice. We can 
rededicate ourselves to the vision of 
our Founders, one born of struggle 
against autocracy, one pledged to a 
form of self-governance that elevated 
the people over the powerful, that be-
lieved we possessed sufficient virtue to 
be self-governing, that we did not need 
to be governed by a despot. 

We can rededicate ourselves to that 
vision or we can continue to travel 
down our present path of incivility, of 
division, of might not making right but 
making wrong, a celebration not of 
self-governance but of self-destruction. 

I believe in this country. I believe we 
are a great country because we always 
strive to be a good country. I believe in 
the country because of good people like 
ALEX PADILLA—wonderful people, beau-
tiful people, courageous people, patri-
otic people. 

ALEX PADILLA’s story is the story of 
all of us, the story of what is possible 
in this country. He is a good and de-
cent man. He is a great and capable 
Senator. He deserved better than what 
he got in that Federal building in Los 
Angeles. The American people deserve 
better than what he got in the Federal 
building in Los Angeles. 

Let us remember ourselves. Let us 
remember who we are. We are the 
country of Jefferson and of Lincoln and 
of Washington. We are the country of 
John Lewis, and we are the country of 
giants. 

We stand on their shoulders. We owe 
our life, our liberty, the opportunity to 
pursue happiness to their brilliant leg-
acy. 

We have come to the rescue and lib-
eration of other worlds, of other parts 
of this globe. We have fought for de-
mocracy. We have championed democ-
racy and human rights. We believed in 
treating others as we would treat our-
selves. This is who we are. 

ALEX PADILLA face down in a Federal 
building, forced to the ground by 
agents of the Secretary of Homeland 
Security—this is not who we are. 

I can’t help but think of the words of 
my late and wonderful colleague Elijah 
Cummings because they have always 
been such a potent reminder: We are 
better than this. We are better than 
this. We are not a country that sends 
the Marines into a city—not to restore 
order but to create disorder. 

We are a better country than that. 
We are not a country that needs to 
have a parade honoring our President 
to showcase our military might on his 
birthday. We are a better country than 
this. 

There have been giants who have 
served in our military. There have been 
giants that have served in this body, 

great people. They came from all dif-
ferent backgrounds. And the strength 
of this country—that is still so pos-
sible. You could come from any begin-
ning and end up here. And we have 
been a country that has welcomed peo-
ple from around the world because we 
have understood they bring their ge-
nius and their work ethic and their 
striving with them, and it has lifted 
our country forward. 

We have that beautiful Statue of Lib-
erty not because we disdain immi-
grants, not because we view them as a 
threat, but because we celebrate what 
they have brought to this country. And 
I think in the last several years, we 
have forgotten who we are. 

Every now and then, we just need to 
step back from the abyss and remind 
ourselves of where we came from and 
that in this greatest Nation on Earth 
what is possible. 

I didn’t serve with ALEX PADILLA in 
the State legislature, and I didn’t get 
to serve with him or really get to know 
him well until I came to this body. And 
I told my colleagues when I got here: 
You all are wonderful people, but no-
body—nobody—did better than I did in 
whom I got as my seatmate. I mean 
that with all my heart. He is a good 
and genuine and decent and capable 
and brilliant man. 

I will never forget that image I saw 
today because, to me, it is the image of 
what is best in this country being 
brought to the ground. 

I ask every Member of this body to 
think about the legacy we have been 
charged with protecting and what we 
are going to do from this day forward 
to make sure that this incredible ex-
periment in self-governance continues 
and that we never see an act like we 
saw 2 hours ago take place again in the 
United States of America. 

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

ator from New Jersey. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, I just 
want to first thank my colleague from 
California for stating so plainly about 
the character of the individual we are 
talking about. 

We have justifiable disagreements in 
this body. We have strong-held beliefs 
in this body. We have real debates and 
arguments in this body. But it has been 
generations and generations and gen-
erations since there has been violence 
in this body. 

I stand with my back toward the 
Chamber where there was the caning of 
Sumner during the slavery debates, 
and a House Member came over and 
beat a U.S. Senator within an inch of 
his life. 

You see, there is this decorum here 
where we have this mutual respect, and 
we understand violence is absolutely 
unacceptable. 

And if there is anybody that shows 
that kind of decency and that kind of 
peace, my colleague from California 

put it so plainly—ALEX PADILLA, like 
many of my colleagues, even across the 
aisle—he is one of the people of true 
character here. I think that is why 
today has hurt so many of us person-
ally is because of what this breach of 
this body actually means to all of us. 

We know of dangers of violence in a 
democracy and the insidiousness that 
violence presents or that fear of violent 
reprisal presents. 

Jefferson said it so eloquently: 
When people fear their government, there 

is tyranny. When the government fears [its] 
people, there is liberty. 

What is so disturbing when you see a 
Member of this body thrown to the 
floor, a knee on his shoulder, arms 
being wrenched behind him after he has 
identified himself as a U.S. Senator is 
literally what ALEX PADILLA said. 

I am going to pull from what I know 
he has already said publicly, but this is 
what he also has written privately. 

ALEX PADILLA says: 
If [this is] what they do to a . . . Senator 

with a question, imagine what they [are 
doing] to farm workers, day laborers, cooks, 
and [the] other [of the] nonviolent immi-
grants they are targeting. 

You see, ALEX PADILLA knows some-
thing about this country, which is that 
we are all, as Martin Luther King so 
eloquently wrote in those letters from 
the Birmingham Jail, when he was 
jailed for his nonviolent civil disobe-
dience—what ALEX PADILLA knows is 
what King said so eloquently; that we 
are all caught in an inescapable net-
work of mutuality tied to a common 
garment of destiny that injustice any-
where is a threat to justice every-
where, that when you have a President 
that so exceeds his constitutional au-
thority, that he begins to do things to 
infringe upon the fundamental rights 
and securities of other Americans, it is 
a threat to all Americans. 

This is why right across the way—I 
can almost see it looking through 
these windows—why the Supreme 
Court, with nominees from both par-
ties, with three Donald Trump ap-
pointees on it, ruled 9 to 0 in support of 
the due process rights of someone in 
our country that was not even a citizen 
of this Nation—because in the Con-
stitution, using the words ‘‘any Per-
son,’’ knowing that if you erode the 
due process rights of anybody in this 
Nation, it is a threat to the due process 
rights of everyone in this Nation. 

Injustice anywhere is a threat to jus-
tice everywhere. 

Understand what we saw today: A 
U.S. Senator forcibly removed from a 
room in a Federal building—a Federal 
official forcibly removed from a Fed-
eral building after he identified himself 
as a U.S. Senator. But after he was out 
of that building, they did not stop 
there. They drove our colleague to his 
knees and then forcibly shoved him 
upon his face, wrenched his arms be-
hind him, and ALEX PADILLA writes: If 
they do that me, what are they doing 
to farmworkers and cooks and domes-
tics? 
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What are they doing to other people? 

What does that mean if they are using 
the violent force of government un-
justly against him? This is a breach. 
This body has not seen such a breach in 
my lifetime or longer where the execu-
tive has treated an honorable Member 
of this body in this way. 

That should be enough, but our col-
league correctly points out that if we 
are in an environment where that is 
happening to a U.S. Senator, what does 
it say—if the Government of the 
United States is unjustly taking vio-
lent action against a U.S. Senator, 
dear God, what does it mean for other 
Americans? That is what ALEX PADILLA 
asked today. 

Now, I will tell you this: This is not 
an isolated incident. That is the chal-
lenge. We have already seen the actions 
taken against a mayor, a local govern-
ment official who himself was forcibly 
handcuffed, dragged into a police vehi-
cle, held for hours as a prisoner, and 
then, when he finally got before a 
judge, that judge reprimanded this ad-
ministration for an abuse of their 
power. 

ALEX PADILLA sees this with the vio-
lation of the due process rights of indi-
viduals going on in this country. ALEX 
PADILLA sees this with a mayor in 
America unjustly incarcerated, hand-
cuffed, held. 

This is the challenge we have in this 
moment. 

I love this quote by my favorite au-
thor, James Baldwin, who wrote this 
letter the night authorities came and 
arrested Angela Davis. 

He said: 
If they come for you in the morning, then 

they will come for me at night. 

This administration, in its abuse of 
power, in the audacity of handcuffing, 
of violently assaulting, of forcibly 
pushing to his knees and onto his 
stomach a U.S. Senator—what does 
that say? 

We all gather right there as Senators 
to raise our hand and swear our oath to 
uphold the Constitution, but we are 
not the only ones. Members of the Su-
preme Court do that. They are not the 
only ones with Members of this body; 
administrative officials do that as well. 
We are bound by the laws of this land. 

The terrifying thing for every Amer-
ican should be a government that is 
not restrained by the law, a govern-
ment that misuses its power—and not 
just its power; its power to use violence 
unjustly against its citizenry. That is 
when we slip away from our democratic 
ideals, from our constitutional prin-
ciples, and slide towards an authori-
tarian government that wants to make 
its people heel before them, kneel be-
fore them. 

That is what I physically saw with 
my own eyes—a Member of this body 
being driven to his knees for asking a 
question, for standing up to speak 
truth to power. What was the response? 
The response was violence—being 
dragged out of that room, being forced 
to his knees, being thrown prostrate, 
and being handcuffed. 

Here is the thing that frustrates me 
the most: Is this another day where the 
lead stories will be about the actions of 
this administration? We have seen a 
week where it is violating a tradition 
that has gone back before I was born 
where the Federal Government acti-
vating Federal troops in a community 
goes through—in fact, I know the stat-
ute: title 10, section 12406—that they 
should go through the Governors, work 
in coordination with them. But, no, 
this was a provocative incident, mov-
ing military troops at the expense of 
taxpayers into a community where 
even the leader of the police depart-
ment says this is wrong. 

All of this, from the beginning of our 
week to this unprecedented action of 
violently removing a U.S. Senator from 
a Federal building, from a room, 
thrown upon the ground, driven to his 
knees, and handcuffed—this is all pur-
posefully being done in our country by 
a President that has a different view of 
his authorities as President; that if a 
judge criticizes him, he believes it is 
wrong. 

He drew reprimand from the Supreme 
Court for his calling out Justices 
whose opinions he disagrees with. This 
is a President that doesn’t believe in 
the checks and balances of our Con-
stitution. 

But the frustrating thing about all of 
this is that it is distracting us—this 
dangerous, violent distraction—from 
the bill we should be discussing on this 
floor about the ripping away of 
healthcare from millions of Americans, 
the cutting of food stamps for millions 
of children, the cutting of services for 
disabled Americans, the cutting of sup-
port for our senior citizens. 

This monumental moment, the big-
gest transfer of wealth from working 
people in America to millionaires and 
billionaires; this moment that should 
be dominating our attention and our 
focus; this imminent bill that is being 
debated and discussed here in the Sen-
ate right now that has such incredible 
consequences, putting $2.4 trillion 
more of debt in our country and raising 
the energy costs on the average Amer-
ican by hundreds of dollars; this bill 
that would raise the premiums of peo-
ple in our Nation by hundreds of dol-
lars; this bill that merits debate and 
discussion because it is so violative of 
our common values; this bill that takes 
food away from the hungry, healthcare 
away from the sick, and takes working 
people and makes their challenges 
harder, all to give more tax cuts to bil-
lionaires and drives up our deficit by 
the trillions—that should be the cen-
tral conversation in our country. 

But this President, almost as if he 
knows the unpopularity of his bill, the 
betrayal of his bill, is misusing, abus-
ing his powers and trying to change the 
conversation in the most despicable of 
ways; abusing his authority, treading 
on our traditions, violating our Con-
stitution, and now perhaps one of the 
greatest violent assaults on a Member 
of this body by the executive. 

This is not metaphorical; this is lit-
eral. A Member of this body, after iden-
tifying himself, was physically and 
forcibly dragged out of a room in a 
Federal building, and then, when the 
doors were closed—you can see it on 
the camera—the Federal Government, 
the executive branch, taking a Member 
of this body, a Member of the U.S. Sen-
ate, a coequal branch of our govern-
ment, and driving that man to his 
knees, slamming him upon his face, 
and wrenching his arms behind his 
back. That is what we are talking 
about in this body right now. 

This is a dangerous time in America. 
When the President from the Oval Of-
fice says almost daringly ‘‘Do not pro-
test my parade,’’ warns people about 
protests—and this is the thing the 
President of the United States doesn’t 
understand about this country: When a 
President is violating norms and tradi-
tions and violating our Constitution, 
dissent is not unpatriotic; protest is 
not un-American; silence is unpatri-
otic. 

This is a time where protest is justi-
fied. Peaceful protest is necessary and 
vital. This is a time where speaking up 
and exercising your constitutional 
principles—like freedom of speech, like 
freedom of assembly, like the right to 
petition your government—is de-
manded by our democracy. 

When you have a President that so 
flagrantly violates the checks and bal-
ances—so much so that the authorities 
today kept a Senator from stepping 
forward and asking questions to an ex-
ecutive official and is met by vio-
lence—this is exactly the time that our 
Founders saw that we must stand up 
and speak up and protest peacefully 
and let our voices be heard because si-
lence in a time like this is complicity. 

My colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle have to see this. It doesn’t 
take that much mental acuity to un-
derstand that if this was the Biden ad-
ministration or the Obama administra-
tion and an official used their security 
detail to put another person in this 
body—to put a Senator from the other 
side of the aisle on their knees and in 
handcuffs, we would see outrage. 

This is not about left or right; this is 
about right or wrong. And today, we 
saw a deep, grave wrong heaped upon 
not just this body but, as ALEX 
PADILLA wrote so eloquently, upon the 
ideals. Because if you could do this to 
a U.S. Senator, then you can do it to 
another American. 

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

ator from Connecticut. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 
Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, Sen-

ator BOOKER and I have now spoken 
multiple times on the floor. The Sen-
ator from California has been here 
multiple times. We are doing so be-
cause we saw the look in our col-
league’s eyes as he was being violently 
thrown out of that room. You lost con-
tact with his eyes in the hallway as he 
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was being pushed stomach-down onto 
the ground and handcuffed. 

One of our colleagues suggested that 
Senator PADILLA got what he wanted. 
If you saw Senator PADILLA’s eyes, if 
you saw ALEX’s eyes as he was being 
pushed out of that room, you saw a 
man who did not expect to be treated 
that way. He thought that he was com-
ing to register his dissent, his objec-
tion, to something deeply serious and 
illegal that was happening in his State. 
He had a responsibility as a Senator to 
speak truth to power. 

So we are here on this floor speaking 
repeatedly in hopes that at some point, 
some of our Republican colleagues, 
whether here or in other public state-
ments, will register some degree of 
concern for what happened to their col-
league. 

We lose our democracy if we lose our 
ability to dissent. 

In 1722, in a newspaper started in 
Boston by the name of the New-Eng-
land Courant—one of the country’s 
first newspapers—a series of essays 
began to appear that were speaking to 
some really radical ideas for 1722. This 
is 20 years before Thomas Jefferson was 
born. This was 50 years before Thomas 
Paine wrote ‘‘Common Sense.’’ 

This is 1722, and the author’s name is 
Silence Dogood. Silence Dogood writes 
in the New-England Courant: 

Whoever would overthrow the Liberty of a 
Nation, must begin by subduing the Freeness 
of speech; a Thing terrible to Publick 
Traytors. 

Silence goes on to say: 
This sacred Privilege [of free speech] is so 

essential to free Governments, that the Se-
curity of Property, and the Freedom of 
Speech always go together; and in those 
wretched Countries where a Man cannot call 
his Tongue his own, he can scarce call any 
Thing . . . his own. 

In 1722, this was a radical idea, this 
idea that a tyrant must control the 
freedom of thought with violence in 
order to maintain control of the peo-
ple. 

The New-England Courant was owned 
by a man named James Franklin, and 
he probably didn’t know that Silence 
Dogood was a pseudonym for his 16- 
year-old brother named Benjamin 
Franklin. That is Benjamin Franklin 
writing in 1722, 16 years old. 

Whoever would overthrow the Liberty of a 
Nation, must begin by subduing the [Free-
dom] of Speech. 

What happened to Senator PADILLA 
today, it does stand in context. I say 
again, it does matter that on that day 
in which violence was used against the 
U.S. Capitol as a means to try to upset 
our democracy was cheered on by a 
President who then pardoned those vio-
lent rioters. 

It stands in the context of the arrest 
of a mayor in New Jersey and a 
Congressperson seeking to do normal 
and regular oversight. It stands in con-
text with the use of the FCC to try to 
intimidate and harass news stations 
that carry coverage unfavorable to the 
President and stands in context of the 

banning of outlets having access to the 
White House or the Pentagon simply 
because they don’t write things that 
are favorable to the President or use 
terms that are favorable to the Presi-
dent. 

If we lose our democracy, it is not 
likely that there is going to be this one 
moment, this one day, this one fight. It 
won’t be like other revolutions where 
the Parliament building gets burned 
down or a coup occurs. No. It will be 
that, over time, the message has been 
sent that if you speak up against the 
government, there is a price to be paid, 
and that price involves violence. But if 
you use violence on behalf of the gov-
ernment, it will be excused. 

And so why we are still on this floor 
tonight is, sure, we have immense re-
spect for our colleague, and I believe he 
has respect across the aisle. Senator 
PADILLA is a decent human servant 
who doesn’t deserve to be treated that 
way. We are here because he is our 
friend and our colleague. But we are 
also here because too many in this 
body take for granted that this democ-
racy is natural, that it is just going to 
hang around, no matter the threats. 

The effort that this administration is 
undergoing to excuse and normalize vi-
olence when it happens in advancement 
of the administration’s political prior-
ities and then to suppress nonviolent 
speech in a multitude of ways when it 
objects to this administration’s prior-
ities, it sends a message to the public 
about what you can get away with and 
what you can’t get away with. 

Now, I don’t think this will be the re-
sult. I don’t think the American people 
will be bullied into silence. I do not be-
lieve they will watch that clip of ALEX 
PADILLA being forced to the ground and 
handcuffed and decide to stay home. 
No, I think, in fact, the opposite will 
likely happen. I think more Americans 
will be out there protesting this gov-
ernment. I think more Americans will 
decide to be present this weekend, to 
stand up for the right of free speech. 

But if that were to be the case, it 
would be the exception to the histor-
ical rule, because in most countries 
when a ruler uses violence in order to 
suppress dissent, it works. People de-
cide that they don’t want to risk the 
fate of ALEX PADILLA. They don’t want 
to be on the ground with their hands 
forced behind them and put into hand-
cuffs. They stay home, and they just 
let the tyranny wash over them, their 
community, and their country. 

We are not there yet. I don’t mean to 
exercise hyperbole. What I seek to say 
is that we should not take this democ-
racy for granted and that there can 
be—history tells us there often is—a 
deep impact when violence is used 
against those who are protesting the 
regime. It becomes normalized. And it 
ends up scaring many people into a dis-
sent away from civic participation, and 
that is where our democracy dies. 

This sacred privilege, the privilege of 
free speech, the privilege to protest 
your government—says 16-year-old 

Benjamin Franklin—‘‘is so essential to 
free Governments, that the Security of 
Property, and the Freedom of Speech 
always go together.’’ 

Men cannot be prosperous, he says, 
without having access to the freedom 
of expression. 

Senator PADILLA was doing his job. 
Sure, you can decide that he was being 
disrespectful. That is not illegal. You 
could decide that he, in the alter-
native, should have waited until the 
press conference was over. But nothing 
he did warranted the treatment he got. 

And when you stand it side by side 
with the pardoning of the January 6 
protesters, the attempt to bully the 
free press into toeing the administra-
tion’s line, the deployment of the Na-
tional Guard and the Marines to a pro-
test in California that was largely 
peaceful and, basically, just encom-
passed 1 or 2 square blocks, nobody 
mistakes what that agenda is about. 
That agenda is about trying to bully 
the American people into silence. 

And once again, the first several 
comments from our colleagues justi-
fying the handcuffing and violence to 
Senator PADILLA simply because they 
believe he was disrespectful paints a 
really dangerous picture of where we 
are headed. 

Senator BOOKER is right. The focus 
should be on the violence that is being 
done to the American people’s 
healthcare right now. We are debating 
a bill right now, as we speak, to rip 
healthcare away from upwards of 15 
million Americans. That is extraor-
dinary. That is a healthcare catas-
trophe. That is not just 15 million peo-
ple losing their healthcare. That is hos-
pitals, drug treatment centers, health 
clinics shutting down when you pull al-
most a trillion dollars out of the Med-
icaid system. 

There is a new budget analysis today 
that shows that the poorest 30 percent 
of the country, 40 percent of the coun-
try, will be poorer after this bill passes, 
just so that the richest 10 or 20 percent 
can get a massive new tax cut. In fact, 
the richest people in this country will 
get an average $270,000 tax cut. Lit-
erally, a transfer of wealth from the 
poorest people in this country—people 
who are working minimum wage jobs 
are going to be poorer after having 
passed this bill in order to enrich the 
folks who are doing super well, and we 
are going to add $3 trillion to the def-
icit—just going to put it on our kids’ 
credit card. 

That is, maybe, the most unpopular 
piece of legislation that has ever come 
before the U.S. Senate. That is an 
agenda that you can probably only im-
pose on the Nation by force—by force— 
because if people have the right to pro-
test, if they have the ability to stand 
up to the most massive transfer of 
wealth from the poor and the middle 
class to the rich in the history of the 
country, it might not pass. That pro-
test movement might be big enough in 
order to change the minds of enough 
Members of this body so that that 
agenda might pass. 
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It may be that that bill is so unpopu-

lar that the only way that you can get 
it to pass is by using violence and the 
threat of violence to suppress protest 
and free speech. 

So we are still here, hours after this 
incident, because we care about our 
colleague, because we believe this is ul-
timately going to do immense damage 
to this institution that we love. 

I have done hard work with many of 
my Republican colleagues. I deeply 
care about many of my Republican col-
leagues. I don’t know all of them well, 
but I know enough of them to know 
that there are patriots; there are peo-
ple who believe that America matters 
more than our party. 

I showed that video to several of my 
Republican colleagues as we were leav-
ing the Chamber today. I saw their 
jaws drop. I know their human reaction 
to what they saw. But I also know that 
there is a tendency in this version of 
the Republican party to circle the wag-
ons around one message. If Democrats 
say X, then Republicans have to say Y. 

That doesn’t have to be the case 
every time. It just doesn’t. 

There can be true things. And a true 
thing is this: That was an excessive, 
impermissible amount of force that 
was used on Senator PADILLA today. 
We can say that together. 

Even if you agree with the President 
on his decision to deploy the National 
Guard, even if you hate every single 
one of those protesters, even if you 
don’t like Senator PADILLA—which is 
hard because he is a freaking hard guy 
not to like. But even if you believe all 
those things, you can say that what 
happened today is not all right and 
that the White House should admit 
that; that there should be an apology; 
and that there should be protocols set 
in place to make sure that if a U.S. 
Senator shows up to a public event—he 
didn’t bust into a private meeting. This 
was a press conference designed to be 
public, to transmit public information. 
He wanted to make sure that that was 
accurate information. Maybe you don’t 
like the way that he did it, but what he 
did is not illegal. What he did does not 
deserve that treatment. We can decide 
that that is wrong. We can recognize 
the danger to this concept of free 
speech, defended in 1722 by a 16-year- 
old Benjamin Franklin, is serious 
enough for us to speak together with 
one voice. 

So my Republican colleagues may 
think that we are belaboring the point, 
but this is an important moment for 
the Senate and for the Nation. 

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

ator from New Jersey. 
f 

ALEX PADILLA 

Mr. BOOKER. I am grateful for the 
recognition. 

I know we have been talking here for 
quite some time about an incident that 
is unprecedented—I would imagine in 
generations here—that a U.S. Senator, 

today, in a Federal building, going to 
ask questions to a Federal official in 
the executive, is forcibly handled, iden-
tifies himself as a U.S. Senator, and is 
pulled out of the room. Doors close, 
and as we saw from another camera, he 
is forcibly driven to his knees and 
thrown upon his face with his arms 
wrenched behind him and handcuffed. 
It is such a breach to have one of our 
Members of this body treated in such a 
way for, as one of the officials from the 
Department of Homeland Security 
says, for being ‘‘disrespectful and 
performative.’’ Well, if that is a reason 
for people to be thrown on the ground, 
forcibly handcuffed, most of this body 
would have had that experience. 

This is something far more serious 
when we see that overstep of power. I 
have seen this with LAMONICA MCIVER, 
doing her oversight authority, being 
caught up in a storm of officials going 
to arrest a mayor who then the judge 
said clearly was wrongfully arrested. 

We have seen this in the overstepping 
of the bounds of propriety. But this act 
of violence against a Member of this 
body demands a response. 

We have seen what happens when 
government abuses their power, when 
they engage in violent actions against 
their citizenry. Indeed, we have seen 
this in its extreme cases, time and 
time again, throughout our history, 
unfortunately, in the labor movement, 
in the suffrage movement, in the civil 
rights movement. 

We know that when State officials in 
Alabama met John Lewis and marchers 
across the Edmund Pettus Bridge, they 
were met with such violence that the 
intention there was to suppress our 
freedoms. 

We are in a time now where we are 
seeing protests planned all across the 
United States of America, with hun-
dreds of protests coming this weekend. 
As ALEX PADILLA, himself, has asked: 
If they can do this to a U.S. Senator, 
what does that say to the average 
American who wants to exercise their 
constitutionally protected rights to 
protest, to petition their government, 
to speak up? 

More than this, ALEX PADILLA, in 
this body, has come in a very unusual 
way. He is the son of Mexican immi-
grants—a short-order cook and a 
woman who cleaned homes. In this en-
vironment, where we have seen our im-
migration enforcement officials not 
going after criminals or gang members 
or people that are somehow threat-
ening us but going to separate families, 
taking away a mother from her chil-
dren, taking away people dropping off 
their kids at school, going to work 
sites or places like Home Depot where 
people stand looking for work, going 
after agricultural workers—this is a 
moment where we see good-faith people 
peacefully protesting and having the 
courage to stand up to the most power-
ful person in the world, the President 
of the United States. 

Yet, again, we see an example where 
that President is willing to abuse their 

authority in an act that is ensured to 
be an attempt at intimidation. 

If ALEX PADILLA, a U.S. Senator, can 
be dragged from a room in a Federal 
building for asking questions, thrown 
upon the ground and handcuffed, what 
does it say to the traditions in our Na-
tion that are one of the reasons why we 
are all here? 

Because our government does have 
its limits—it is not unchecked power. 
The President is not the King. Insult-
ing him is not a crime. 

Look, I have been disappointed, as I 
have seen in joint statements and I 
have seen this in State of the Union 
Addresses, behavior from people that I 
don’t find justifiable within the Cham-
ber. I remember when a South Carolina 
Congressman heckled the President of 
the United States. I heard it in one of 
Trump’s addresses—people yelling 
things at the President. 

Is that, in a democracy, sufficient 
provocation to arrest Senators or Con-
gress people who are ‘‘disrespectful,’’ 
as ALEX PADILLA was accused of being, 
as if that is a justification to be 
thrown upon the ground and violently 
handcuffed? 

We have certain exalted ideals and 
principles in a democracy. In fact, fun-
damental to our democracy, written in 
our founding documents, over 200 years 
old, was this ideal of certain inalien-
able rights of the people. Our Bill of 
Rights enshrines—before even the rati-
fication of our Constitution by States, 
it was demanded that we have a Bill of 
Rights that guarantees certain prin-
ciples before a government. Our design 
of our government was to provide 
checks and balances because of how 
much our Founders feared excesses and 
abuses of power. 

These are constitutional principles 
now that, today, in the most dramatic 
of fashion, are under attack. We, as a 
Nation, have elevated the ideals of the 
ability of American citizens to speak 
truth to power, to protest, to stand 
peacefully and forcibly in defiance of 
abuses of power. 

And, today, in this body of 100, we 
have seen one of our Members, the son 
of Mexican immigrants, the son of a 
short-order cook and a woman who 
cleaned houses in the most noble of 
fashions—who invested themselves in 
our common dream, who invested 
themselves in our ideals, who raised an 
extraordinary young man who has 
lived his life in service of others, start-
ing in Los Angeles, starting as a city 
councilperson in that very city, a grad-
uate of MIT—face an indignity and an 
assault and violence that should not be 
tolerated on anybody in this body. 

That is an executive overreach by the 
President of the United States, and it 
is happening within a pattern of con-
duct—a mayor in Newark arrested, re-
buked by a judge that the authorities 
of the executive were overstepped; 
LAMONICA MCIVER, a Congresswoman, 
brought up on charges as she was 
caught in a storm of officials rushing 
to arrest—wrongfully arrest—that 
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mayor, who is now suing for that 
wrongful arrest. 

We see, time and time again, a pat-
tern being created of an executive 
overstepping its authority and, in this 
case, using violence against an Amer-
ican citizen who also happens to be a 
Member of this body, a U.S. Senator. 

I have strong, strong concerns about 
the fear and intimidation that this 
President seeks to create in our soci-
ety—the fear and intimidation of a 
President that seems to equate defi-
ance, dissent, and protests with some-
how being unpatriotic or being un- 
American. 

Well, leader after leader in our his-
tory says that when there is injustice, 
when there are abuses of power, when 
there is a Federal Government over-
stepping its bounds, it is incumbent 
upon the citizenry of the United States 
of America not to be complicit, not to 
be silent, not to do anything. 

In this Nation, we bring strong voices 
that know that the true checks of the 
power of the executive are not just the 
judicial branch and the Congress. The 
true checks on abuses of power will al-
ways be the power of the people. I be-
lieve that our Founders spoke to this. 
I believe that there are extraordinary 
words from our past, and I would like 
to read some of them: 

Power tends to corrupt, and absolute power 
corrupts absolutely. 

This is a quote that so guided our 
Framers—that the President of the 
United States is not a King. The great 
difficulty lies in this: ‘‘You must first 
enable the government to’’ stand for 
justice. 

In Federalist No. 51, James Madison 
talked about the urgency of the people 
to check the power of the executive. 

Here is Jefferson: The abuse of power 
is not a new thing. It is the con-
sequence of power evidence. 

Jefferson was suggesting the urgency 
for us as a citizenry to be vigilant 
against the abuses of power. As I said 
already, the words of Jefferson: 

When the government fears the people, 
there is liberty. 

When the people fear the government, 
there is tyranny. 

Donald Trump seems to want to 
make protesters afraid of him, dis-
senters afraid of him, those who dis-
agree with him afraid of him. He seems 
to want to have law firms come to heel 
because of threats to their financial 
well-being. He wants to make univer-
sities come to heel because of their 
fears of losing Federal grants. These 
are signs not of a healthy democracy 
but one under assault. 

Another quote: 
Emergencies have always been the pretext 

upon which the safeguards of individual lib-
erty have been eroded. 

A President that tries to precipitate 
a crisis or make people believe that 
there is a crisis in Los Angeles—one 
that cannot be handled by the local po-
lice, the city police, the county po-
lice—and in the farce of some serious 
emergency, sends in Federal troops. 

This is a President that is abusing our 
traditions and, as we saw today, a 
President whose administration, in my 
lifetime, took the first violent action 
against a Member of this body who was 
standing up to ask questions. 

I quote George Washington: 
[I]f Men are to be precluded from offering 

their Sentiments on a matter, which may in-
volve the most serious and alarming con-
sequences, that can invite the consideration 
of Mankind, reason is of no use to us; the 
freedom of Speech may be taken away, and, 
dumb and silent, we may be led, like sheep, 
to the Slaughter. 

That is how important our first 
President thought of as the ability for 
the people of this Country to stand up 
and speak truth to power. The right to 
free speech, the right to petition your 
government, the right to assemble— 
these are vaunted, sacred principles in 
this country. 

And, today, if those principles are 
stripped from a U.S. Senator in their 
own State, in a Federal building; if a 
U.S. Senator cannot exercise their 
right of speech, their right to question 
their government, the right to provide 
checks and balances—even after they 
identified themselves, they are forcibly 
removed from a room in that Federal 
building, forced to kneel, and then 
thrown upon their face, then having 
their arms wrenched behind their back 
and handcuffed. As ALEX PADILLA said: 
If they are doing that to me, just imag-
ine what they are doing to laborers and 
farmworkers and others who do not 
have the stature of this office. 

What will this body do? This is the 
test before us right now. What will this 
body do? Where are the voices of our 
colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle? 

True tests of leadership are not easy. 
To stand in a storm, to stand for prin-
ciple against politics, to stand for pa-
triotism against partisanship, to stand 
up for what is right—that is what this 
moment calls. 

For us to normalize what we saw 
today, normalize a U.S. Senator being 
violently grabbed and handcuffed with 
no charges filed, if we say nothing now, 
our silence is complicity in that behav-
ior by the executive. It is an erosion of 
our democracy, of our principles. 

I heard the authors of this book, 
‘‘How Democracies Die,’’ speak with 
fear and worry about our current state 
of affairs in America. One of the signs 
they pointed to about a democracy in 
peril was violence. But it wasn’t vio-
lence of a political sectarian nature. 
Yes, that is part of it. But the worst 
type of violence that shows the erosion 
of a democracy is when the state itself 
uses violence unjustly against its citi-
zens. 

That was the horror of Donald Trump 
pardoning people who beat police offi-
cers in this building. The horror to me 
was not the Presidential pardon power; 
the horror to me was that the very peo-
ple who beat into submission police of-
ficers in order to unjustly install a 
President, in order to prevent the 

peaceful transfer of power—that very 
same President was saying: Hey, it is 
all right. I am going to call you patri-
ots and absolve you of your convictions 
by a jury of your peers. Some of you 
who even pled guilty to your crimes, I 
am going to say that is all forgiven. 

The danger in that is a President 
saying: If you commit violent acts to 
my benefit—in this case, to unjustly 
install me in my position—then that is 
OK. 

It is encouraging violence within our 
society that erodes our democracy as a 
whole. 

This is the crisis we are in. This is a 
moment that is a test of this body. 
This is a crossroads in this body. 

A Member of this body in a Federal 
building, trying to ask questions to a 
Federal official after identifying them-
selves, faced violence from his govern-
ment that tried to silence him as he 
tried to ask a question. 

This has precipitated for us a greater 
question: Are we a vibrant democracy 
that protects our fundamental rights, 
that checks power from abuse, that de-
mands that no one is above the law, 
whether it be any American citizen and 
especially those who serve in public of-
fice? What will our democracy be to-
morrow? Will we normalize this kind of 
violence, this kind of attack on a Mem-
ber of this body by the administration 
for the sin that they themselves have 
said is just disrespectful behavior—ask-
ing a question at a press conference? 

This is a day of great challenge and 
great trial. This is a test of this body. 
How will we respond in this moment? 
Will this body simply allow the admin-
istration to continue in this manner 
this pattern and practice that they are 
establishing where the rights of Amer-
ican citizens to speak truth, to protest, 
to speak up, to call out, to question, to 
be in dissent—are those sacrosanct 
principles or will we allow them to be 
violated even when it is a Member of 
our own body? 

At the end of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, these brave men who saw the 
abuses of power of a King; those revolu-
tionaries who gave birth to this great 
democracy; those imperfect geniuses 
who grappled with the great ideals of 
their time, that set up a nation not 
ruled by Kings and Queens, not a the-
ocracy where there is some divine right 
of someone to rule over us, decided to 
vest the power in this Nation with the 
people and created a government orga-
nized around the principle of the sus-
picion of concentrations of power and 
created three branches of government 
to provide checks and balances and 
then gave to the people of the United 
States of America certain fundamental 
rights—the First Amendment to our 
Constitution, enshrining those rights— 
those rights that have allowed genera-
tion after generation to use them to 
make our Nation more perfect, to 
speak up to the wrongs and the ills of 
government, to challenge leaders who 
had gotten corrupt and had gone 
wrong; generation after generation 
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standing on the principles of our Con-
stitution. 

And here we are in 2025 where those 
ideals are being tested, where that Con-
stitution is being strained, where a 
Member of this body speaking up and 
asking questions at a time of trial in 
his community is not met with answers 
to his questions but is met with vio-
lence. That is wrong. 

But when wrongs continue—or, as 
our Founders called them, usurpations 
of our inalienable rights—when those 
go unchecked, when such actions go 
unanswered, it paves a road toward 
tyranny, and in our day and age, they 
are signs of our weakening commit-
ment to democracy. 

Our Founders knew something so 
well, and as they pledged themselves to 
break with a King, to break with a cen-
tral powerful person, to break through 
a world where you must go before the 
dear leader and bow in submission, 
where the vicissitudes and the whims 
of an individual leader wreak havoc 
with the community—those people who 
broke with that course of human 
events and established this Nation 
knew one thing for sure: that if we 
were to make this Nation work, we had 
to make an unusual commitment to 
each other. They ended that Declara-
tion of Independence with that com-
mitment—we must mutually pledge to 
each other our lives, our fortunes, and 
our sacred honor. 

There is no honor in what happened 
to one of our Members today when he 
was taken violently and driven to his 
knees. There is no honor in what hap-
pened today when an American stand-
ing up to ask questions to a person in 
authority was met with violence. There 
is no honor in what happened today 
when a Member of our body was thrown 
into handcuffs. There is no honor in 
that. 

But where we can show honor, where 
we can honor our traditions, is not 
being silent in the face of something 
going wrong. The truth of the matter 
is, our Nation has seen wrongs before, 
but the way we dealt with them was by 
having others stand up and call them 
out to help us to correct course. 

When those marchers were met with 
violence at the Edmund Pettus Bridge, 
that was not the end of the story. The 
end of the story happened days later 
when they made it over that bridge; 
when they got to their destination; 
when they presented their grievances 
to their government; when this body 
itself, hearing from the people, passed 
new laws and legislation to protect the 
people and their rights—in this case, 
their voting rights. 

Bad things happen. Mistakes are 
made. Power seeks more power. Our 
country is not bereft of demagoguery 
or hate or powerful people who want to 
suppress dissent, people who equate op-
position with being un-American. We 
have seen that all. But so far, we have 
seen people in those times having the 
courage to stand up and stand against 
it, who have called it out to demand re-
dress, to fight for justice. 

This is a moment that demands that 
tradition. This is a moment that de-
mands not just people on one side of 
the political aisle, not just one party, 
it demands us coming together and 
pledging a deeper, more sacred honor— 
that we will defend this democracy, 
that we will uphold the Constitution 
and stand together united against any-
one—especially using violence—who 
tries to suppress the fundamental 
rights of another American, especially 
a senior U.S. Senator from the great 
State of California. 

I yield the floor. 
(Mr. CURTIS assumed the Chair.) 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

HUSTED). The majority leader. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 145. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Gary Andres, of 
Virginia, to be an Assistant Secretary 
of Health and Human Services. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 145, Gary 
Andres, of Virginia, to be an Assistant Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services. 

John Thune, Eric Schmitt, Bernie 
Moreno, John Boozman, James C. Jus-
tice, Dan Sullivan, Pete Ricketts, Mike 
Rounds, Chuck Grassley, Jon Husted, 
Ted Cruz, Rick Scott of Florida, John 
Hoeven, Mike Crapo, Ashley Moody, 
Marsha Blackburn, Katie Boyd Britt. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

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

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

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 98. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Olivia Trusty, 
of Maryland, to be a Member of the 
Federal Communications Commission 
for the remainder of the term expiring 
June 30, 2025. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 98, Olivia 
Trusty, of Maryland, to be a Member of the 
Federal Communications Commission for the 
remainder of the term expiring June 30, 2025. 

John Thune, John Boozman, Cindy Hyde- 
Smith, Roger Marshall, Katie Boyd 
Britt, Tommy Tuberville, Ashley 
Moody, Ted Budd, John Barrasso, Mar-
sha Blackburn, Roger F. Wicker, Steve 
Daines, Mike Rounds, Jon Husted, 
Markwayne Mullin, Rick Scott of Flor-
ida, Pete Ricketts. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

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

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

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 99. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Olivia Trusty, 
of Maryland, to be a Member of the 
Federal Communications Commission 
for a term of five years from July 1, 
2025. (Reappointment). 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I send a 
cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 99, Olivia 
Trusty, of Maryland, to be a Member of the 
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Federal Communications Commission for a 
term of five years from July 1, 2025. (Re-
appointment) 

John Thune, John Boozman, Cindy Hyde- 
Smith, Roger Marshall, Katie Boyd 
Britt, Tommy Tuberville, Ashley 
Moody, Ted Budd, John Barrasso, Mar-
sha Blackburn, Roger F. Wicker, Steve 
Daines, Mike Rounds, Jon Husted, 
Markwayne Mullin, Rick Scott of Flor-
ida, Cynthia M. Lummis. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate re-
sume legislative session and be in a pe-
riod of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

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

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I was 
necessarily absent for rollcall vote No. 
321, motion to invoke cloture on S. 
1582, a bill to provide for the regulation 
of payment stablecoins, and for other 
purposes, as amended. Had I been 
present for the vote, I would have 
voted nay. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I was nec-
essarily absent for rollcall vote No. 297, 
the confirmation of Executive Calendar 
No. 111, Brett Shumate, of Virginia, to 
be an Assistant Attorney General. Had 
I been present, I would have voted no. 

I was necessarily absent for rollcall 
vote No. 298, the motion to invoke clo-
ture on Executive Calendar No. 49, 
David Fotouhi, of Virginia, to be Dep-
uty Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency. Had I been 
present, I would have voted no. 

I was necessarily absent for rollcall 
vote No. 299, the confirmation of Exec-
utive Calendar No. 49, David Fotouhi, 
of Virginia, to be Deputy Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency. Had I been present, I would 
have voted no. 

I was necessarily absent for rollcall 
vote No. 300, the motion to invoke clo-
ture on Executive Calendar No. 112, 
Stephen Vaden, of Tennessee, to be 
Deputy Secretary of Agriculture. Had I 
been present, I would have voted no. 

I was necessarily absent for rollcall 
vote No. 301, the confirmation of Exec-
utive Calendar No. 112, Stephen Vaden, 
of Tennessee, to be Deputy Secretary 
of Agriculture. Had I been present, I 
would have voted no. 

I was necessarily absent for rollcall 
vote No. 302, the motion to invoke clo-
ture on Executive Calendar No. 117, An-
drew Hughes, of Texas, to be Deputy 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment. Had I been present, I would 
have voted no. 

I was necessarily absent for rollcall 
vote No. 303, the confirmation of Exec-

utive Calendar No. 117, Andrew Hughes, 
of Texas, to be Deputy Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development. Had I 
been present, I would have voted no. 

f 

GENIUS ACT 
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President, 

as I travel from Washington, DC, to 
participate in a congressional delega-
tion focused on U.S. national security 
while debate on the GENIUS Act, S. 
1582, continues, I rise today to expound 
on my support for this critical bill. 
This bill represents what the U.S. Sen-
ate can achieve when Republicans and 
Democrats collaborate in earnest. As 
lawmakers, we have the responsibility 
to build and improve upon laws that 
are no longer applicable to 21st century 
innovation. The GENIUS Act is an im-
portant first step that helps solidify 
the United States as a leader in shap-
ing payments modernization. We must 
maintain this ongoing effort to ensure 
digital assets grow and evolve in a safe 
and sound manner that not only pro-
tects national security but also the 
people engaging these technologies. 

The current iteration of the GENIUS 
Act is distinctly different from the text 
that was originally introduced because 
of bipartisan negotiations. The version 
being considered includes a change in 
section 7(B) that I introduced during 
the Senate Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs legislative hearing on 
March 13, 2025. This change ensures 
payment stablecoin issuers can only 
issue, redeem, and manage reserves to 
back their stablecoins and prevents 
issuers from engaging in speculative 
and high-risk ventures that could in-
crease the likelihood of a failure. 

Furthermore, while the GENIUS Act 
provides a roadmap for more robust 
Federal consumer protections, I sup-
port the preservation of State con-
sumer protection laws in the bill. As 
the former Attorney General of Ne-
vada, I have always been a strong advo-
cate for preserving a State’s authority 
to act in the best interest of its resi-
dents. This goal is accomplished 
through the negotiated savings clause 
in section 7(f)(4) which solidifies con-
gressional intent to preserve State con-
sumer protection law through the bill. 

The GENIUS Act is not the end of 
Congress’s work to bolster national se-
curity, encourage innovation, and pro-
tect consumers in the emerging digital 
assets ecosystem. We must continue 
our work to further our ideals that 
have made the U.S. financial system 
the envy of the world. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ERICA WHEELAN 
HEYSE 

Ms. LUMMIS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to recognize Ms. Erica Wheelan 
Heyse, who this June marks 25 years of 
extraordinary service to the Congres-
sional Award Foundation, Congress’s 
only charity and the highest honor 
available to America’s youth. 

Since joining the foundation in 2000 
and now serving as National Director, 

Ms. Heyse has transformed a modest 
recognition program into a nationwide 
engine of opportunity. Under her stew-
ardship, the Congressional Award is ac-
tive in every State, the District of Co-
lumbia, Puerto Rico, and the terri-
tories, engaging tens of thousands of 
young people in voluntary public serv-
ice, personal development, physical fit-
ness, and exploration. 

Her impact is best captured in one re-
markable figure: 7,528 young Ameri-
cans have earned the gold medal since 
2000 under her guidance, each one a 
story of commitment, growth, and 
civic engagement that echoes well be-
yond the medal ceremony. 

Ms. Heyse’s vision has always 
reached beyond accolades. She 
launched the STEM Stars Initiative, 
opening doors for girls and rural stu-
dents to pursue science and technology 
careers; partnered with Intuit to create 
a free Financial Literacy Center, 
equipping medalists with essential 
money-management skills; and, during 
the COVID–19 pandemic, shifted state-
wide celebrations online so that no 
young person’s achievement went un-
recognized. 

Colleagues and alumni alike describe 
Erica’s signature qualities, humility, 
relentless optimism, and an 
unshakeable belief in every young per-
son’s potential. Whether guiding a 
first-time volunteer in rural Wyoming 
or briefing corporate and military part-
ners on Capitol Hill, she exemplifies 
the servant-leadership we seek to cul-
tivate in the next generation. 

On behalf of the U.S. Senate, I ask 
that this tribute be entered into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD so that future 
generations may know of Ms. Erica 
Wheelan Heyse’s remarkable quarter- 
century of leadership. Her work has ex-
panded opportunity, strengthened com-
munities, and inspired a culture of 
service that will echo across our Na-
tion for decades to come. 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Hanley, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 5:39 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Alli, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bill, without amendment. 
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S. 331. An act to amend the Controlled 

Substances Act with respect to the sched-
uling of fentanyl-related substances, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bill, in 
which it requests the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H.R. 2056. An act to require the District of 
Columbia to comply with federal immigra-
tion laws. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bill was read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 2056. An act to require the District of 
Columbia to comply with federal immigra-
tion laws; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–1099. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air-
planes; Amendment 39–23033’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2024–2665)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1100. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; MHI RJ Aviation ULC (Type 
Certificate Previously Held by Bombardier, 
Inc.) Airplanes; Amendment 39–23030’’ 
((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2025–0021)) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1101. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Canada Limited 
Partnership (Type Certificate Previously 
Held by C Series Aircraft Limited Partner-
ship (CSALP); Bombardier, Inc.) Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–23023’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2024–2326)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
10, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1102. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Leonardo S.p.a. Helicopters; 
Amendment 39–23027’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2025–0019)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
10, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1103. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air-
planes; Amendment 39–23001’’ ((RIN2120– 

AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2024–1301)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1104. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Canada Limited 
Partnership (Type Certificate Previously 
Held by C Series Aircraft Limited Partner-
ship (CSALP); Bombardier, Inc.) Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–23052’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2025–0920)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
10, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1105. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Leonardo S.p.a. Helicopters; 
Amendment 39–23033’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2024–2665)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
10, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1106. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–23043’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2025–0335)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
10, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1107. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–23014’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2025–0008)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
10, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1108. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–23046’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2024–2718)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
10, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1109. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; ATR - GIE Avions de Trans-
port Regional Airplanes; Amendment 39– 
23042’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. FAA– 
2025–0203)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 10, 2025; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1110. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Bombardier Inc. Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–23011’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2024–2717)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
10, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1111. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 

Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Bombardier Inc. Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–23013’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2024–2720)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
10, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1112. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–23048’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2025–0913)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
10, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1113. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; ATR - GIE Avions de Trans-
port Regional Airplanes; Amendment 39– 
23040’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. FAA– 
2025–0201)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 10, 2025; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1114. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Embraer S.A. (Type Certifi-
cate Previously Held by Yabora Industria 
Aeronautica S.A.; Embraer S.A; Empresa 
Brasileira de Aeronautica S.A. (EMBRAER)) 
Airplanes; Amendment 39–23020’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2025–0010)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1115. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; General Electric Company 
Engines; Amendment 39–23038’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2024–1883)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1116. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–23037’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2025–0205)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
10, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1117. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–23039’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2025–0197)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
10, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1118. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus SAS Airplanes; 
Amendment 39–23041’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(Docket No. FAA–2024–2661)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
10, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:27 Jun 13, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00028 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12JN6.013 S12JNPT1D
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 S3387 June 12, 2025 
EC–1119. A communication from the Man-

ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; General Electric Company 
Engines; Amendment 39–23045’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2024–2721)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1120. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air-
planes; Amendment 39–23047’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2025–0012)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1121. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; The Boeing Company Air-
planes; Amendment 39–23051’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2025–0005)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1122. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Helicopters; Amend-
ment 39–23036’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2024–2663)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 10, 2025; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1123. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; General Electric Company 
Engines; Amendment 39–23049’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2025–0015)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1124. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Pilatus Aircraft Ltd Air-
planes; Amendment 39–23044’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2025–0208)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1125. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Cameron Balloons Ltd. Fuel 
Cylinders; Amendment 39–23056’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA64) (Docket No. FAA–2025–0921)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1126. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Airworthi-
ness Directives; Airbus Helicopters; Amend-
ment 39–23034’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (Docket No. 
FAA–2025–0006)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 10, 2025; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1127. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of Jet Routes J–26, J–64 and J–181, and 
VOR Federal Airways V–10 and V–156; and 
Revocation of VOR Federal Airway V–262 in 
the Vicinity of Bradford, IL’’ ((RIN2120– 
AA66) (Docket No. FAA–2024–2588)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1128. A communication from the Man-
ager of Legal Litigation and Support, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of Class E Airspace; Mineral Wells, 
TX’’ ((RIN2120–AA66) (Docket No. FAA–2024– 
2529)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on June 10, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–1129. A communication from the Legal 
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Draw-
bridge Operation Regulation; Manitowoc 
River, Manitowoc, WI’’ (Docket No. USCG– 
2024–0628) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 10, 2025; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1130. A communication from the Legal 
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Special 
Local Regulation; Ohio River, Cincinnati, 
OH’’ ((RIN1625–AA08) (Docket No. USCG– 
2025–0218)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 10, 2025; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1131. A communication from the Legal 
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Special 
Local Regulation; St. Mary’s River, St . 
George’s Creek, Piney Point, MD’’ ((RIN1625– 
AA08) (Docket No. USCG–2025–0315)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1132. A communication from the Legal 
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety 
Zone; Atlantic Ocean, Cocoa Beach, FL’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2025– 
0321)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on June 10, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–1133. A communication from the Legal 
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety 
Zone; Underwater Lake Bed HAUX/ROV Sur-
vey; Straits of Mackinac, MI’’ ((RIN1625– 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2025–0285)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1134. A communication from the Legal 
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety 
Zone; Edgewater Beach, Lake Erie, Cleve-
land, OH’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG–2025–0385)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 10, 2025; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–1135. A communication from the Legal 
Yeoman, U.S. Coast Guard, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety 

Zone; Gulf of America, Pass A Loutre State 
Wildlife Management Area’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) 
(Docket No. USCG–2025–0435)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on June 
10, 2025; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–1136. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fuels Regulatory 
Streamlining Sampling and Testing Updates; 
Correction’’ ((RIN2060–AV26) (FRL No. 8513– 
03–OAR)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 10, 2025; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–1137. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Utah: Final Au-
thorization of State Hazardous Waste Man-
agement Program Revisions and Incorpora-
tion by Reference’’ (FRL No. 12226–04–R8) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–1138. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Clean Data Deter-
mination and Approval of Base Year Emis-
sions Inventory; California; Los Angeles- 
South Coast Air Basin; 189(d) Plan for the 
2006 24-Hour PM2.5 NAAQS’’ (FRL No. 12322– 
02–R9) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on June 10, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–1139. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Determination To 
Defer Sanctions; California; Eastern Kern 
Air Pollution Control District; Portland Ce-
ment Kilns’’ (FRL No. 12609–02–R9) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 10, 2025; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–1140. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; 
California; Revised Format for Materials In-
corporated by Reference’’ (FRL No. 12400–01– 
R9) received in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on June 10, 2025; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–1141. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; 
Florida; Second Planning Period Regional 
Haze Plan’’ ((RIN2060–AV26) (FRL No. 10403– 
02–R4)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 10, 2025; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–1142. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Implementation of 
Executive Order 12938 Concerning the Pro-
liferation of Weapons of Mass Destruction’’ 
received in the Office of the President pro 
tempore; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

EC–1143. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Extension of the 
Jackson-Vanik Waiver Authority for 
Turkmenistan’’ received in the Office of the 
President pro tempore; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
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EC–1144. A communication from the Senior 

Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 3(d) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed transfer of 
major defense equipment with an original 
acquisition value of approximately $30,000,000 
to the Government of the Ukraine’s Armed 
Forces (Transmittal No. RSAT 25–11021) re-
ceived in the Office of the President pro tem-
pore; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

EC–1145. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed license for the 
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to Turkey 
and Australia in the amount of $100,000,000 or 
more (Transmittal No. DDTC 24–091) received 
in the Office of the President pro tempore; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–1146. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed license for the 
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to the Czech 
Republic and the UK in the amount of 
$100,000,000 or more (Transmittal No. DDTC 
25–026) received in the Office of the President 
pro tempore; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

EC–1147. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed license for the 
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to the Re-
public of Korea in the amount of $100,000,000 
or more (Transmittal No. DDTC 24–103) re-
ceived in the Office of the President pro tem-
pore; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

EC–1148. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed license for the 
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to various 
countries in the amount of $100,000,000 or 
more (Transmittal No. DDTC 25–024) received 
in the Office of the President pro tempore; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–1149. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed license for the 
export of firearms, parts, and components 
controlled under Category I of the U.S. Mu-
nitions List to Colombia in the amount of 
$1,000,000 or more (Transmittal No. DDTC 25– 
006) received in the Office of the President 
pro tempore; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

EC–1150. A communication from the Senior 
Bureau Official, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
section 36(d) of the Arms Export Control Act, 
the certification of a proposed license for the 
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services for the man-
ufacture of significant military equipment 
abroad to Australia, Saudi Arabia, and the 
United Arab Emirates (Transmittal No. 
DDTC 24–118) received in the Office of the 
President pro tempore; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

EC–1151. A communication from the Presi-
dent and CEO, Inter-American Foundation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Founda-
tion’s FY24 Annual Performance Report 
(APR) received in the Office of the President 

pro tempore; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–1152. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 26–75, ‘‘Special Education for 
Young Adults in the Custody of the Depart-
ment of Corrections Temporary Amendment 
Act of 2025’’; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–1153. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 26–73, ‘‘Living Donor Protection 
Amendment Act of 2025’’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–1154. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 26–74, ‘‘Emergency Rental Assist-
ance Program Reform Amendment Act of 
2025’’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–1155. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Agency’s Semiannual Report of the Office of 
Inspector General for the period from Octo-
ber 1, 2024 through March 31, 2025; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

f 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The following petition or memorial 
was laid before the Senate and was re-
ferred or ordered to lie on the table as 
indicated: 

POM—8. A resolution adopted by the Sen-
ate of the State of Ohio urging the President 
of the United States, the United States Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs, and the United 
States Congress to take prompt action to re-
duce the processing time for veterans’ dis-
ability benefit claims; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

SENATE RESOLUTION NO. 22 
Whereas, The service members of the 

United States Armed Forces have bravely 
and selflessly served our country; and 

Whereas, The United States Department of 
Veterans Affairs disability benefits program 
provides monetary support to veterans 
whose military service has caused or aggra-
vated a disabling medical condition; and 

Whereas, According to the National Center 
for Veterans Analysis and Statistics, the 
total number of veterans with a service-con-
nected disability has increased every year 
since 1991 and was 4,944,275 in 2019; and 

Whereas, According to the U.S. Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, the Department 
took an average of 139.3 days to complete 
disability-related claims in November 2024; 
and 

Whereas, The U.S. Government Account-
ability Office made several recommendations 
directed toward improving the U.S. Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs’ capacity to man-
age workload risks, monitor and assess per-
formance, and plan for further development 
of information technology; and 

Whereas, The ‘‘Veterans Appeals Improve-
ment and Modernization Act of 2017,’’ 38 
U.S.C. 7113, made changes to improve the 
U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs’ appeals 
process and also required the U.S. Govern-
ment Accountability Office to assess the 
U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs’ origi-
nal plan to improve the veterans benefits 
claim appeals process; and 

Whereas, The U.S. Department of Veterans 
Affairs has failed to comply with the Vet-
erans Appeals Improvement and Moderniza-
tion Act of 2017; now therefore be it 

Resolved, That we, the members of the 
136th General Assembly of the State of Ohio, 
urge the President of the United States, the 
United States Secretary of Veterans Affairs, 
and the Congress of the United States to 
take prompt action to reduce the processing 
time for veterans’ disability benefit claims; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That we, the members of the 
136th General Assembly of the State of Ohio, 
urge the U.S. Department of Veterans Af-
fairs to adopt policies to ensure that, for 
each applicant, the disability benefits pro-
gram appeals process concludes not later 
than three months following the date on 
which an applicant receives an initial deter-
mination letter from the Department; and be 
it further 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the Senate 
transmit duly authenticated copies of this 
resolution to the President of the United 
States, the United States Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs, the President Pro Tempore 
and Secretary of the United States Senate, 
the Speaker and Clerk of the United States 
House of Representatives, each member of 
the Ohio Congressional delegation, and the 
news media of Ohio. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. CRUZ, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
without amendment: 

S. 1003. A bill to require the Federal Com-
munications Commission to issue an order 
providing that a shark attack is an event for 
which a wireless emergency alert may be 
transmitted, and for other purposes (Rept. 
No. 119–30). 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. GRASSLEY for the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Stanley Woodward, Jr., of the District of 
Columbia, to be Associate Attorney General. 

Thomas Gaiser, of Ohio, to be an Assistant 
Attorney General. 

Ronald A. Parsons, Jr., of South Dakota, 
to be United States Attorney for the District 
of South Dakota for the term of four years. 

Joseph Edlow, of Maryland, to be Director 
of United States Citizenship and Immigra-
tion Services, Department of Homeland Se-
curity. 

John Squires, of Florida, to be Under Sec-
retary of Commerce for Intellectual Prop-
erty and Director of the United States Pat-
ent and Trademark Office. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.) 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. LEE: 
S. 2043. A bill to repeal the Jones Act re-

strictions on coastwide trade, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. MCCORMICK (for himself and 
Mr. FETTERMAN): 
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S. 2044. A bill to require the Secretary of 

Energy to relocate the Office of Fossil En-
ergy and Carbon Management to Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. RICKETTS (for himself, Mr. 
COTTON, and Mrs. FISCHER): 

S. 2045. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to impose an excise tax on 
certain investments of private colleges and 
universities; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. RICKETTS: 
S. 2046. A bill to prohibit index funds from 

investing in Chinese companies, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. RICKETTS: 
S. 2047. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to treat certain gains and 
dividends derived from countries of concern 
as ordinary income; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. RICKETTS: 
S. 2048. A bill to prohibit the purchase of 

certain securities from covered entities, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKENLOOPER (for himself, 
Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. CURTIS, and Ms. 
BLUNT ROCHESTER): 

S. 2049. A bill to amend the National Tele-
communications and Information Adminis-
tration Organization Act to establish the Of-
fice of Policy Development and Cybersecu-
rity, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

By Mr. WARNOCK (for himself, Mr. 
PADILLA, Mr. LUJÁN, Ms. SMITH, Ms. 
ALSOBROOKS, Mr. WELCH, and Mr. 
WYDEN): 

S. 2050. A bill to amend the Social Security 
Act to provide for an increased Federal med-
ical assistance percentage for State expendi-
tures on certain behavioral health services 
furnished under the Medicaid program, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER (for her-
self and Mr. VAN HOLLEN): 

S. 2051. A bill to authorize the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development to trans-
form neighborhoods of extreme poverty into 
sustainable, mixed-income neighborhoods 
with access to economic opportunities, by re-
vitalizing severely distressed housing, and 
investing and leveraging investments in 
well-functioning services, educational oppor-
tunities, public assets, public transportation, 
and improved access to jobs, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Florida: 
S. 2052. A bill to amend the National Flood 

Insurance Act of 1968 to require that certain 
information is made publicly available, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Florida: 
S. 2053. A bill to ensure that Write Your 

Own companies can sell private flood insur-
ance products that compete with National 
Flood Insurance Program products; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Florida: 
S. 2054. A bill to allow National Flood In-

surance Program policyholders who leave 
the program to purchase a private insurance 
flood policy to return to the National Flood 
Insurance Program without penalty, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. BANKS (for himself and Mr. 
KING): 

S. 2055. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to make certain improvements 
to the program of the Department of Vet-

erans Affairs to provide comprehensive as-
sistance for family caregivers of eligible vet-
erans, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUZ: 
S. 2056. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to permanently allow a tax 
deduction at the time an investment in 
qualified property is made, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself, Ms. 
ALSOBROOKS, Mr. WELCH, and Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND): 

S. 2057. A bill to streamline enrollment in 
health insurance affordability programs and 
minimum essential coverage, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself, Mr. 
KAINE, and Mr. PADILLA): 

S. 2058. A bill to impose sanctions with re-
spect to the regime of President Nayib 
Bukele in El Salvador, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Ms. HAS-
SAN, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. BENNET, Mr. 
WARNER, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Ms. COR-
TEZ MASTO, Ms. WARREN, Mr. SAND-
ERS, Ms. SMITH, Mr. LUJÁN, Mr. 
WARNOCK, Mr. WELCH, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mrs. MURRAY, and Mr. 
KING): 

S. 2059. A bill to amend titles XIX and XXI 
of the Social Security Act to enhance finan-
cial support for rural and safety net hos-
pitals providing maternity, labor, and deliv-
ery services to vulnerable populations, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. HAGERTY: 
S. 2060. A bill to prohibit sanctuary juris-

dictions from receiving community develop-
ment block grants; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself and 
Mrs. MURRAY): 

S. 2061. A bill to require the Interagency 
Working Group on Toxic Exposure to con-
duct research on the diagnosis and treat-
ment of health conditions of descendants of 
individuals exposed to toxic substances while 
serving as members of the Armed Forces, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. BUDD, and Mr. 
KAINE): 

S. 2062. A bill to improve supply chain re-
siliency for critical drug products with vul-
nerable supply chains and ensure that re-
serves of critical drugs and active pharma-
ceutical ingredients are maintained to pre-
vent supply disruptions in the event of drug 
shortages or public health emergencies; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself and 
Mr. CASSIDY): 

S. 2063. A bill to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act to reauthorize the Na-
tional Estuary Program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

By Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER: 
S. 2064. A bill to amend title XIX and XXI 

of the Social Security Act to provide cov-
erage of comprehensive tobacco cessation 
services under such titles, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Florida (for himself 
and Mr. GALLEGO): 

S. 2065. A bill to improve border security 
through regular assessments and evaluations 
of the Checkpoint Program Management Of-
fice and effective training of U.S. Border Pa-
trol agents regarding drug seizures; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEEHY (for himself, Ms. HAS-
SAN, Mr. SCHMITT, and Mr. CASSIDY): 

S. 2066. A bill to amend title XI of the So-
cial Security Act to establish a pilot pro-
gram for testing the use of a predictive risk- 
scoring algorithm to provide oversight of 
payments for durable medical equipment and 
clinical diagnostic laboratory tests under 
the Medicare program; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. SCHMITT: 
S. 2067. A bill to rescind certain budget au-

thority proposed to be rescinded in special 
messages transmitted to the Congress by the 
President on June 3, 2025, in accordance with 
section 1012(a) of the Congressional Budget 
and Impoundment Control Act of 1974; to the 
Committee on Appropriations and the Com-
mittee on the Budget, jointly, pursuant to 
the order of 1/30/1975 as amended by the order 
of 4/11/1986. 

By Mr. SANDERS (for himself, Mr. 
KING, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. WELCH, Mr. 
MERKLEY, and Mr. DURBIN): 

S. 2068. A bill to ban drug manufacturers 
from using direct-to-consumer advertising, 
including social media, to promote their 
products; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. LUJÁN, Ms. WARREN, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Ms. SMITH, 
Mr. WELCH, and Ms. ALSOBROOKS): 

S. 2069. A bill to amend title XIX and XXI 
of the Social Security Act to provide for 12- 
month continuous enrollment of individuals 
under the Medicaid program and Children’s 
Health Insurance Program; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, 
Mr. PADILLA, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. BOOK-
ER, Mr. WYDEN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
MARKEY, Ms. HIRONO, Ms. WARREN, 
Ms. SLOTKIN, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. SAND-
ERS, Mr. COONS, Mr. WELCH, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mr. KIM, Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER, and Mr. WARNER): 

S. 2070. A bill to provide limited authority 
to use the Armed Forces to suppress insur-
rection or rebellion and quell domestic vio-
lence; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, 
Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. SCHIFF, Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND, Mr. FETTERMAN, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. LUJÁN, Ms. WARREN, 
and Mr. WELCH): 

S. 2071. A bill to provide Medicaid assist-
ance to individuals and families affected by 
a disaster or emergency, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, 
Mr. FETTERMAN, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. 
LUJÁN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, and Mr. 
WELCH): 

S. 2072. A bill to promote affordable access 
to evidence-based opioid treatments under 
the Medicare program and require coverage 
of medication assisted treatment for opioid 
use disorders, opioid overdose reversal medi-
cations, and recovery support services by 
health plans without cost-sharing require-
ments; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Mr. 
LUJÁN, Mr. MERKLEY, Mrs. SHAHEEN, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. WELCH, Ms. 
ROSEN, Ms. SMITH, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. HEIN-
RICH): 

S. 2073. A bill to establish a State public 
option through Medicaid to provide Ameri-
cans with the choice of a high-quality, low- 
cost health insurance plan; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. KIM, and Mr. DAINES): 

S. 2074. A bill to amend the Fair Credit Re-
porting Act to expand the definition of an 
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active duty military consumer for purposes 
of certain credit monitoring requirements, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUZ: 
S. 2075. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 

the Army to accelerate development and 
procurement of aeromedical evacuation and 
special operations configurations of the Fu-
ture Long Range Assault Aircraft, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. LUJÁN (for himself, Mr. KAINE, 
Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. FETTERMAN, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Ms. WARREN, Ms. SMITH, 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. DUCKWORTH, 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. REED, Mr. WELCH, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, and 
Mr. WYDEN): 

S. 2076. A bill to provide for an emergency 
increase in Federal funding to State Med-
icaid programs for expenditures on home and 
community-based services; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

By Mr. WELCH (for himself, Ms. 
ALSOBROOKS, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. 
LUJÁN, Mr. WYDEN, and Ms. ROSEN): 

S. 2077. A bill to amend title XIX of the So-
cial Security Act to ensure health insurance 
coverage continuity for former foster youth; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. FETTERMAN (for himself, Mr. 
HAGERTY, Mr. PADILLA, and Mr. 
HAWLEY): 

S. 2078. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to increase death gratuities and 
funeral allowances for Federal employees, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY (for himself, Mr. LEE, 
and Mr. MARSHALL): 

S. 2079. A bill to enhance penalties for the 
use of incendiary devices, including burning 
the flag of the United States, in the commis-
sion of Federal offenses, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRUZ (for himself and Mr. 
BANKS): 

S. 2080. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to accelerate the procurement of 
the future long range assault aircraft by ini-
tiating early production of not more than 24 
such aircraft, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Ms. LUMMIS: 
S. 2081. A bill to establish immunity from 

civil liability for certain artificial intel-
ligence developers, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

By Mr. HUSTED (for himself and Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 2082. A bill to amend the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954 to modify the definition of ‘‘pro-
duction facility’’ to exclude an equipment or 
device capable of reprocessing spent nuclear 
fuel in a manner that does not separate plu-
tonium from other transuranic elements; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, and Mrs. SHAHEEN): 

S. 2083. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide increased locality 
pay rates to certain Bureau of Prisons em-
ployees whose duty stations are located in 
the pay locality designated as ‘‘Rest of 
U.S.’’, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

By Ms. ALSOBROOKS (for herself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. FETTERMAN, Mr. 
MERKLEY, and Mr. WELCH): 

S. 2084. A bill to amend titles XVIII and 
XIX of the Social Security Act to provide for 
coverage of dental and oral health services, 

vision services, and hearing services under 
the Medicare and Medicaid programs; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. DAINES (for himself and Mr. 
CRAPO): 

S.J. Res. 58. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States authorizing the Congress to 
prohibit the physical desecration of the flag 
of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

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. BOOKER (for himself, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. DUR-
BIN, and Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER): 

S. Res. 273. A resolution recognizing the 
contributions of Black people to the musical 
heritage of the United States and the need 
for greater access to music education for 
Black students and designating June 2025 as 
‘‘Black Music Month’’; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: 
S. Res. 274. A resolution commending Fed-

eral, State, and local law enforcement for 
their efforts in protecting Americans by 
combating drug trafficking and 
agroterrorism and for their recent actions in 
Kansas and across the country; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Florida (for himself 
and Mrs. MOODY): 

S. Res. 275. A resolution honoring the 
memory of the victims of the heinous attack 
at the Pulse nightclub on June 12, 2016; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Ms. COLLINS, 
Ms. ROSEN, and Mrs. SHAHEEN): 

S. Res. 276. A resolution designating June 
12, 2025, as ‘‘Women Veterans Appreciation 
Day’’; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEE: 
S. Res. 277. A resolution supporting the 

designation of June as Fidelity Month for 
the purpose of rededicating the United 
States to the values of faith, family, and pa-
triotism; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENNET (for himself, Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER, and Mr. SCHUMER): 

S. Res. 278. A resolution condemning the 
violent antisemitic attack in Boulder, Colo-
rado, and expressing support for the sur-
vivors and their families; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. BOOKER (for himself, Ms. WAR-
REN, Mr. COONS, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. PADILLA, 
and Mr. SCHIFF): 

S. Con. Res. 14. A concurrent resolution 
urging the establishment of a United States 
Commission on Truth, Racial Healing, and 
Transformation; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 199 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 

name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. SLOTKIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 199, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide special 
rules for the taxation of certain resi-
dents of Taiwan with income from 
sources within the United States. 

S. 233 
At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN, 

the names of the Senator from Dela-

ware (Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER) and the 
Senator from New Mexico (Mr. LUJÁN) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 233, a 
bill to amend the Office of National 
Drug Control Policy Reauthorization 
Act of 2006 to modify the authority of 
the Office of National Drug Control 
Policy with respect to the World Anti- 
Doping Agency, and for other purposes. 

S. 283 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
WICKER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
283, a bill to require the Under Sec-
retary of Commerce for Standards and 
Technology and the Administrator of 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration to develop a standard 
methodology for identifying the coun-
try of origin of seafood to support en-
forcement against illegal, unreported, 
and unregulated fishing, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 330 
At the request of Mr. CURTIS, the 

name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
SCOTT) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
330, a bill to impose sanctions with re-
spect to persons that operate in a sec-
tor of the economy of the People’s Re-
public of China in which the person has 
engaged in a pattern of significant 
theft of the intellectual property of a 
United States person, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 364 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 

name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
HUSTED) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
364, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to remove silencers 
from the definition of firearms, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 422 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 

name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Ms. ALSOBROOKS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 422, a bill to protect an 
individual’s ability to access contra-
ceptives and to engage in contracep-
tion and to protect a health care pro-
vider’s ability to provide contracep-
tives, contraception, and information 
related to contraception. 

S. 522 
At the request of Mr. HAGERTY, the 

name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 522, a bill to amend the 
Federal Credit Union Act to modify the 
frequency of board of directors meet-
ings, and for other purposes. 

S. 615 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from Louisiana (Mr. 
CASSIDY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
615, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the excise 
taxes on taxable chemicals and taxable 
substances. 

S. 688 
At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the 

name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 688, a bill to combat il-
legal, unreported, and unregulated fish-
ing at its sources globally. 
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S. 802 

At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the 
names of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
SCOTT) and the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 802, a bill to amend 
title 14, United States Code, to make 
appropriations for Coast Guard pay in 
the event an appropriations Act expires 
before the enactment of a new appro-
priations Act, and for other purposes. 

S. 857 

At the request of Mr. CURTIS, the 
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
GALLEGO) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 857, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to expand the ex-
clusion for certain conservation sub-
sidies to include subsidies for water 
conservation or efficiency measures, 
storm water management measures, 
and wastewater management measures. 

S. 1088 

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Ms. ALSOBROOKS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1088, a bill to provide that 
the memorial to commemorate the sac-
rifice and service of the women who 
worked on the home front to support 
the efforts of the United States mili-
tary during World War II may be lo-
cated on the National Mall, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1298 

At the request of Mr. KAINE, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1298, a bill to authorize the con-
tinuation of lawful nonimmigrant sta-
tus for certain religious workers af-
fected by the backlog for religious 
worker immigrant visas. 

S. 1441 

At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the 
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1441, a bill to require the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to award grants to 
nonprofit entities to assist such enti-
ties in carrying out programs to pro-
vide service dogs to eligible veterans, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1521 

At the request of Mr. RISCH, the 
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1521, a bill to amend the United Na-
tions Participation Act of 1945 to pro-
vide for a prohibition on contributions 
to the United Nations related to dis-
crimination against Israel. 

S. 1778 

At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
the names of the Senator from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. MCCORMICK) and the Sen-
ator from Maine (Mr. KING) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1778, a bill to direct 
the Attorney General to prepare a re-
port on the Department of Justice ac-
tivities related to countering Chinese 
national security threats, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1879 

At the request of Ms. SLOTKIN, her 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 

1879, a bill to amend chapter 131 of title 
5, United States Code, to require Mem-
bers of Congress and their spouses and 
dependent children to place certain as-
sets into blind trusts, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1950 
At the request of Mr. HUSTED, the 

name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. SLOTKIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1950, a bill to increase the benefits 
guaranteed in connection with certain 
pension plans, and for other purposes. 

S. 1969 
At the request of Mr. RICKETTS, the 

name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
SCOTT) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1969, a bill to amend the Agricultural 
Foreign Investment Disclosure Act of 
1978 to establish an additional report-
ing requirement, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2005 
At the request of Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, 

the name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2005, a bill to improve the Institu-
tional Development Award program of 
the National Institutes of Health. 

S. 2006 
At the request of Ms. WARREN, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mr. SCHIFF) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2006, a bill to amend title 10, 
United States Code, to prohibit dis-
crimination in the Armed Forces on 
the basis of gender identity, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2013 
At the request of Mr. HAWLEY, the 

name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
GALLEGO) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2013, a bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to provide for in-
creases in the minimum wage, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2029 
At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2029, a bill to protect the privacy of 
personal reproductive or sexual health 
information, and for other purposes. 

S. 2032 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2032, a bill to provide for the establish-
ment of Medicare part E public health 
plans, and for other purposes. 

S. 2035 
At the request of Ms. DUCKWORTH, 

the name of the Senator from Wis-
consin (Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 2035, a bill to establish 
statutory rights to choose to receive, 
provide, and cover fertility treatments, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2042 
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 

names of the Senator from California 
(Mr. SCHIFF) and the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Ms. WARREN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2042, a bill to 
provide lasting protection for inven-
toried roadless areas within the Na-
tional Forest System. 

S. RES. 145 
At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the 

name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
KELLY) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 145, a resolution protecting the 
Iranian political refugees, including fe-
male former political prisoners, in 
Ashraf-3 in Albania. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 273—RECOG-
NIZING THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF 
BLACK PEOPLE TO THE MUSICAL 
HERITAGE OF THE UNITED 
STATES AND THE NEED FOR 
GREATER ACCESS TO MUSIC 
EDUCATION FOR BLACK STU-
DENTS AND DESIGNATING JUNE 
2025 AS ‘‘BLACK MUSIC MONTH’’ 

By Mr. BOOKER (for himself, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. DUR-
BIN, and Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 

S. RES. 273 

Whereas spirituals, ragtime, blues, jazz, 
gospel, classical composition, and countless 
other categories of music have been created 
or enhanced by Black people and are etched 
into the history and culture of the United 
States; 

Whereas the first Africans transported to 
the United States came from a variety of 
ethnic groups with a long history of distinct 
and cultivated musical traditions, brought 
musical instruments with them, and built 
new musical instruments in the United 
States; 

Whereas spirituals were a distinct response 
to the conditions of African slavery in the 
United States and expressed the longing of 
slaves for spiritual and bodily freedom, for 
safety from harm and evil, and for relief 
from the hardships of slavery; 

Whereas jazz, arguably the most creative 
and complex music that the United States 
has produced, combines the musical tradi-
tions of Black people in New Orleans with 
the creative flexibility of blues music; 

Whereas masterful trumpeters Louis Arm-
strong and Miles Davis achieved national 
and international recognition with the suc-
cess of ‘‘West End Blues’’ by Louis Arm-
strong in the 1920s and ‘‘So What’’ by Miles 
Davis in the late 1950s; 

Whereas Thomas Dorsey, the father of gos-
pel music, used his composing talents to 
merge sacred and secular styles that created 
a revolution in music; 

Whereas talented jazz pianist and vocalist 
Nathaniel Adams Coles recorded more than 
150 singles and sold more than 50,000,000 
records; 

Whereas the talent of Ella Fitzgerald, a 
winner of 13 Grammy Awards, is epitomized 
by a rendition of ‘‘Summertime’’, a bluesy 
record accompanied by melodic vocals; 

Whereas Natalie Cole, the daughter of Na-
thaniel Adams Coles, achieved musical suc-
cess in the mid-1970s as a rhythm and blues 
artist with the hits ‘‘This Will Be’’ and ‘‘Un-
forgettable’’; 

Whereas, in the 1940s, bebop evolved 
through jam sessions, which included trum-
peter Dizzy Gillespie and the alto saxo-
phonist Charlie Parker, that were held at 
clubs in Harlem, New York, such as Minton’s 
Playhouse; 

Whereas earlier classical singers such as 
Elizabeth Taylor Greenfield, one of the first 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:58 Jun 13, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00033 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12JN6.021 S12JNPT1D
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 — SENATES3392 June 12, 2025 
widely known Black vocalists, and other 
early Black singing pioneers, including Nel-
lie Mitchell Brown, Marie Selika Williams, 
Rachel Walker Turner, Marian Anderson, 
and Flora Batson Bergen, paved the way for 
the female Black concert singers who have 
achieved great popularity during the last 50 
years; 

Whereas the term ‘‘rhythm and blues’’ 
originated in the late 1940s as a way to de-
scribe recordings marketed to Black people 
and replaced the term ‘‘race music’’; 

Whereas lyrical themes in rhythm and 
blues often encapsulate the Black experience 
of pain, the quest for freedom, joy, triumphs 
and failures, relationships, economics, and 
aspiration and were popularized by artists 
such as Ray Charles, Ruth Brown, Etta 
James, and Otis Redding; 

Whereas soul music originated in the 
Black community in the late 1950s and early 
1960s, combines elements of Black gospel 
music, rhythm and blues, and jazz, and was 
popularized by artists such as Aretha Frank-
lin, James Brown, Ray Charles, Sam Cooke, 
Bill Withers, and Jackie Wilson; 

Whereas Motown, founded as a record label 
in 1959, evolved into a distinctive style 
known for the ‘‘Motown Sound’’, a blend of 
pop and soul musical stylings made popular 
by prominent Black artists such as Marvin 
Gaye, James Mason, and Mary Wells; 

Whereas Go-Go, developed by Black musi-
cians in the mid-1960s, combines funk, soul, 
and Latin music, was popularized by artists 
such as Chuck Brown and Rare Essence, and 
is the ‘‘official music of Washington, DC’’; 

Whereas the National Museum of African 
American Music in Nashville, Tennessee, 
serves as the official home of Black Music 
Month and is dedicated to preserving and 
celebrating the central role of Black music 
in American culture; 

Whereas Harry Belafonte, a singer, actor, 
and activist, and a supporter and confidant 
of Martin Luther King, Jr., throughout the 
civil rights movement, influenced by his Car-
ibbean roots, popularized Calypso music in 
the United States; 

Whereas, in the early 1970s, the musical 
style of disco emerged and was popularized 
by programs such as Soul Train and by art-
ists such as Donna Summer; 

Whereas reggae is a genre of music that 
originated in Jamaica in the late 1960s and 
incorporates some of the musical elements of 
rhythm and blues, jazz, mento, calypso, and 
African music, and was popularized by art-
ists such as Bob Marley; 

Whereas rock and roll was developed from 
Black musical styles such as gospel and 
rhythm and blues and was popularized by 
artists such as Chuck Berry, Bo Diddley, Lit-
tle Richard, and Jimi Hendrix; 

Whereas rap, arguably the most complex 
and influential form of hip-hop culture, com-
bines blues, jazz, and soul and elements of 
the Black musical tradition with Caribbean 
calypso, dub, and dance hall reggae; 

Whereas the development and popularity of 
old-style rap combined confident beats with 
wordplay and storytelling, highlighting the 
struggle of Black youth growing up in 
underresourced neighborhoods; 

Whereas Dayton, Ohio, known as the 
‘‘Land of Funk’’, helped give rise to the 
genre of funk as a mixture of soul, jazz, and 
rhythm and blues and popularized bands 
such as the Ohio Players, Heatwave, Roger 
and Zapp, and Lakeside; 

Whereas contemporary rhythm and blues, 
which originated in the late 1970s and com-
bines elements of pop, rhythm and blues, 
soul, funk, hip hop, gospel, and electronic 
dance music, was popularized by artists such 
as Whitney Houston and Aaliyah; 

Whereas Prince Rogers Nelson, a Min-
nesota native, was a one-of-a-kind artist who 

made ‘‘Purple Rain’’ a household name, First 
Avenue a landmark, and brought inter-
national fame to Minnesota’s music scene; 

Whereas the incredible Billie Holiday cre-
ated a cultural reset by recording ‘‘Strange 
Fruit’’, originally a poem that depicted 
lynching in the southern United States, 
which became the first protest song of the 
civil rights era; 

Whereas the talented jazz artist Duke 
Ellington pushed boundaries with his hits 
‘‘It Don’t Mean a Thing if It Ain’t Got That 
Swing’’ and ‘‘Sophisticated Lady’’ and re-
ceived 13 Grammy Awards and the Presi-
dential Gold Medal; 

Whereas Sister Rosetta Tharpe, known as 
the ‘‘Godmother of Rock ’n’ Roll’’, combined 
her distinctive guitar style with melodic 
blues and traditional gospel music that in-
fluenced the likes of Aretha Franklin and 
Chuck Berry; 

Whereas Tina Turner, known as the 
‘‘Queen of Rock ’n’ Roll’’, stunned audiences 
with her powerful vocals, was the first 
woman or Black musician to be featured on 
the cover of Rolling Stone, and received 12 
Grammy Awards during her lifetime; 

Whereas trailblazer Florence Price was the 
first noted Black female composer to gain 
national status and the first Black woman to 
have her composed work performed by a 
major national symphony orchestra; 

Whereas the classical singer Marian Ander-
son broke down racial barriers by performing 
at the Lincoln Memorial in 1939 after being 
denied the opportunity to sing in front of an 
integrated audience at the Daughters of the 
American Revolution Constitution Hall in 
Washington, DC; 

Whereas country music singer Charley 
Pride was inducted into the Country Music 
Hall of Fame in 2000 and has had more than 
40 hits reach number 1 on the country charts; 

Whereas Nina Simone, one of the most 
prominent and extraordinary soul singers, 
has music spanning more than 4 decades that 
impacted generations with detailed story- 
telling; 

Whereas musician Bobby McFerrin brought 
joy to audiences everywhere with his smash 
hit ‘‘Don’t Worry Be Happy’’; 

Whereas famous saxophone player John 
Coltrane made his impact on genres like 
bebop, jazz, and rhythm and blues through 
his work such as ‘‘A Love Supreme’’; 

Whereas David Jolicoeur, also known as 
Trugoy the Dove, was a founding member of 
hip-hop groups De La Soul and Native 
Tongues and used his passion for rap music 
to spread positive messages within his com-
munity; 

Whereas musical force Marvin Gaye used 
his versatility as an artist to produce hits 
like ‘‘I Heard It Through the Grapevine’’ and 
‘‘Ain’t No Mountain High Enough’’; 

Whereas Sylvia Robinson, a New Jersey 
native, was an American singer, record pro-
ducer, and founder of Sugar Hill Records and 
is widely credited with launching the hip-hop 
genre internationally; 

Whereas New Jersey resident Q-Tip, also 
known as Kamaal Fareed, along with his fel-
low members of A Tribe Called Quest—Phife 
Dawg, Jarobi White, and Ali Shaheed Mu-
hammad—helped define uplifting and con-
scious hip-hop; 

Whereas Camden, New Jersey native Leon 
Huff and his longtime partner Kenny Gamble 
are Grammy-winning songwriters and pro-
ducers, who founded Philadelphia Inter-
national Records and produced over 170 gold 
and platinum records for artists such as 
Billy Paul, Lou Rawls, The O’Jays, Patti 
LaBelle, and Phyllis Hyman; 

Whereas Black Music Month was estab-
lished 46 years ago by songwriter and pro-
ducer Kenny Gamble, broadcaster Dyana 
Williams, and radio executive Ed Wright 

under the auspices of the Black Music Asso-
ciation; 

Whereas a recent study by the National 
Arts Education Data Project found that 49 
percent of all students attending schools 
with a predominately African-American stu-
dent population do not participate in school 
music programs; 

Whereas Black students scored the lowest 
of all ethnicities in the most recent National 
Assessment for Educational Progress arts as-
sessment; 

Whereas Black students often receive a 
music education that does not reflect their 
own culture; 

Whereas students who are eligible for the 
school lunch program established under the 
Richard B. Russell National School Lunch 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1751 et seq.) have significantly 
lower scores on the music portion of the Na-
tional Assessment for Educational Progress 
arts assessment than students who are ineli-
gible for that program, which suggests that 
students in low-income families are dis-
advantaged in the subject of music; 

Whereas a study found that— 
(1) nearly 2⁄3 of music ensemble students 

were White and middle class, and only 15 per-
cent of those students were Black; and 

(2) only 7 percent of music teacher licen-
sure candidates were Black; and 

Whereas students of color face many bar-
riers to accessing music education and train-
ing, especially students in large urban public 
schools: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes— 
(A) the contributions of Black people to 

the musical heritage of the United States; 
(B) the wide array of talented and popular 

Black musical artists, composers, song-
writers, and musicians who are underrecog-
nized for contributions to music; 

(C) the achievements, talent, and hard 
work of Black pioneer artists and the obsta-
cles that those artists overcame to gain rec-
ognition; 

(D) the need for Black students to have 
greater access to, and participation in, cul-
turally relevant music programs in schools 
across the United States; and 

(E) Black History Month and Black Music 
Month as an important time— 

(i) to celebrate the impact of the Black 
musical heritage on the musical heritage of 
the United States; and 

(ii) to encourage greater access to music 
education so that the next generation may 
continue to greatly contribute to the musi-
cal heritage of the United States; and 

(2) designates June 2025 as ‘‘Black Music 
Month’’. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 274—COM-
MENDING FEDERAL, STATE, AND 
LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT FOR 
THEIR EFFORTS IN PROTECTING 
AMERICANS BY COMBATING 
DRUG TRAFFICKING AND 
AGROTERRORISM AND FOR 
THEIR RECENT ACTIONS IN KAN-
SAS AND ACROSS THE COUNTRY 
Mr. MARSHALL submitted the fol-

lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 274 

Whereas the illegal trafficking of drugs 
poses a severe threat to the health, safety, 
and well-being of communities across the 
United States, and contributes to addiction, 
violence, and economic disruption; 

Whereas drug trafficking has exacted a 
devastating human toll, resulting in the an-
nual loss of tens of thousands of American 
lives to drug overdoses; 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:27 Jun 13, 2025 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00034 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12JN6.030 S12JNPT1D
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 S3393 June 12, 2025 
Whereas an American dies from a drug 

overdose every 7 minutes, on average; 
Whereas, Federal, State, and local law en-

forcement agencies have demonstrated un-
wavering commitment, bravery, and dedica-
tion in their efforts to disrupt and dismantle 
drug trafficking networks; 

Whereas Federal, State, and local law en-
forcement also play a vital role in protecting 
our Nation’s food security by preventing the 
intentional introduction of harmful sub-
stances or agents; 

Whereas in May 2025, a joint team con-
sisting of agents from U.S. Customs and Bor-
der Protection, Homeland Security Inves-
tigations, the Kansas Bureau of Investiga-
tion, and the Emporia Police Department ar-
rested 6 individuals who were transporting 
more than 85 gallons of liquid methamphet-
amine from Mexico to Emporia, Kansas; 

Whereas in June 2025, the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation arrested 2 nationals of the 
People’s Republic of China, with alleged ties 
to the Chinese Communist Party and were 
caught smuggling the fungal plant pathogen 
Fusarium graminearum (also known as 
‘‘Gibberella zeae’’) into the United States; 

Whereas this fungus causes ‘‘fusarium head 
blight’’, which devastates wheat, barley, 
maize, and rice crops, and which has caused 
billions of dollars in economic losses glob-
ally; 

Whereas had this fungus been released into 
the Kansas wheat crop, it would have dev-
astated America’s largest wheat producer, 
accounting for between 20 and 25 percent of 
the Nation’s annual wheat production; 

Whereas in June 2025, the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation and the Drug Enforcement 
Administration executed a record drug bust, 
seizing illicit substances in quantities that 
could have killed nearly 50,000,000 people; 
and 

Whereas these Federal agents confiscated 
more than 93 kilograms of fentanyl, 97 kilo-
grams of methamphetamine, nearly 18 kilo-
grams of heroin, and about 10 kilograms of 
cocaine, the combined value of which ex-
ceeds $9,000,000: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) commends Federal, State, and local law 

enforcement agencies and personnel for their 
tireless efforts in combating drug trafficking 
and agroterrorism; 

(2) expresses gratitude for their bravery 
and dedication to protecting American com-
munities, public health, and our Nation’s 
food supply; and 

(3) encourages them to continue their ef-
forts to keep our communities and food sup-
ply safe and secure. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 275—HON-
ORING THE MEMORY OF THE 
VICTIMS OF THE HEINOUS AT-
TACK AT THE PULSE NIGHTCLUB 
ON JUNE 12, 2016 
Mr. SCOTT of Florida (for himself 

and Mrs. MOODY) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 275 

Whereas, on June 12, 2016, a gunman in-
spired by the Islamic State of Iraq and Syria 
targeted the Pulse nightclub in Orlando, 
Florida, where he killed 49 innocent victims 
and wounded dozens more in a despicable at-
tack; 

Whereas the attack at the Pulse nightclub 
was an attack on the LGBTQ community, 
the Hispanic community, the City of Or-
lando, the State of Florida, and the United 
States; 

Whereas the Orlando community continues 
to mourn the tragic loss of life but has dem-

onstrated remarkable strength, unity, and 
resilience in the aftermath of the horrendous 
event; 

Whereas June 12 is designated as ‘‘Pulse 
Remembrance Day’’ in the State of Florida 
to honor the victims and survivors of the 
senseless attack; 

Whereas the people of the United States 
continue to pray for those affected by the 
tragedy; and 

Whereas June 12, 2025, marks 9 years since 
the lives of the 49 innocent victims were 
tragically cut short by this senseless act of 
terrorism: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) commemorates the 49 innocent victims 

killed in the attack at the Pulse nightclub in 
Orlando, Florida, on June 12, 2016, and offers 
heartfelt condolences to the families, loved 
ones, and friends of the victims; 

(2) honors the dozens of survivors of the at-
tack and pledges continued resolve to stand 
against terrorism and hate; and 

(3) expresses gratitude to the brave law en-
forcement and emergency medical personnel 
who responded to the attack. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 276—DESIG-
NATING JUNE 12, 2025, AS 
‘‘WOMEN VETERANS APPRECIA-
TION DAY’’ 

Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Ms. COLLINS, 
Ms. ROSEN, and Mrs. SHAHEEN) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 

S. RES. 276 

Whereas, throughout every period of the 
history of the United States, women have 
proudly served the United States to secure 
and preserve freedom and liberty for— 

(1) the people of the United States; and 
(2) the allies of the United States; 
Whereas women have formally been a part 

of the Armed Forces since the establishment 
of the Army Nurse Corps in 1901 but have in-
formally served since the inception of the 
United States military; 

Whereas 2023 marked the 75th anniversary 
of the signing of the Women’s Armed Serv-
ices Integration Act of 1948 (62 Stat. 356, 
chapter 449), legally allowing women to serve 
in all 4 branches of the military; 

Whereas more than 3,000,000 women have 
served the United States honorably and with 
valor on land, on sea, in the air, and in space, 
including— 

(1) as ‘‘Molly Pitchers’’ during the Amer-
ican Revolution, providing support to the 
Continental Army and taking their place on 
the artillery gun lines as soldiers fell; 

(2) by passing as men to serve as soldiers 
during the Revolutionary War, the Early Re-
public, and the Civil War; 

(3) as doctors, nurses, ambulance drivers, 
and Signal Corps telephone operator ‘‘Hello 
Girls’’ during World War I; 

(4) during World War II— 
(A) as members of the Women’s Army 

Corps (commonly known as ‘‘WACs’’); 
(B) as Women Accepted for Volunteer 

Emergency Service (commonly known as 
‘‘WAVES’’); 

(C) as members of the Coast Guard Wom-
en’s Reserve (commonly known as 
‘‘SPARS’’); 

(D) as Women Airforce Service Pilots 
(commonly known as ‘‘WASPs’’); and 

(E) as nurses; 
(5) as permanent members of the Army, 

Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force, serving 
as nurses, physicians, physical therapists, 
air traffic controllers, intelligence special-

ists, communications specialists, logisti-
cians, and clerks during the Korean War and 
Vietnam War; and 

(6) as fixed and rotary wing combat pilots, 
surface warfare sailors, submariners, 
artillerists, air defenders, engineers, mili-
tary police, intelligence specialists, civil af-
fairs specialists, logisticians, and, most re-
cently, in all combat roles in the Persian 
Gulf, Iraq, and Afghanistan; 

Whereas, as of 2023, women constitute ap-
proximately 18 percent of Armed Forces per-
sonnel on active duty, including— 

(1) 22 percent of active duty personnel in 
the Air Force; 

(2) 21 percent of active duty personnel in 
the Navy; 

(3) 16 percent of active duty personnel in 
the Army; 

(4) 10 percent of active duty personnel in 
the Marine Corps; 

(5) 16 percent of active duty personnel in 
the Coast Guard; and 

(6) 19 percent of active duty personnel in 
the Space Force; 

Whereas, as of 2023, women constitute 22 
percent of personnel in the National Guard 
and Reserves; 

Whereas women were critical to COVID–19 
relief, including as part of the personnel in 
the National Guard and Reserves activated 
to support COVID–19 response efforts; 

Whereas women have been critical to re-
sponding to the unjustified invasion of 
Ukraine by the Russian Federation, includ-
ing as members of the National Guard and as 
active duty personnel in the Armed Forces 
who have been deployed to contribute to for-
eign assistance efforts; 

Whereas 13 members of the Armed Forces, 
including 2 women, were killed during Oper-
ation Allies Refuge, in which more than 
120,000 people were evacuated in the largest 
civilian airlift in the history of the United 
States; 

Whereas, in 2024— 
(1) the population of women veterans was 

approximately 2,100,000, which represents a 
significant increase from 1,100,000 women 
veterans in 1980; and 

(2) women veterans constituted approxi-
mately 12 percent of the total veteran popu-
lation; 

Whereas women are the fastest growing 
group in the veteran population; 

Whereas an estimated 1 in 3 women vet-
erans enrolled in the healthcare system of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs report 
having experienced military sexual trauma 
during their military service; 

Whereas the people of the United States 
are proud of and appreciate the service of all 
women veterans, who have demonstrated 
great skill, sacrifice, and commitment to de-
fending the principles upon which the United 
States was founded and which the United 
States continues to uphold; 

Whereas women veterans have unique sto-
ries and should be encouraged to share their 
recollections through the Veterans History 
Project, a part of the American Folklife Cen-
ter at the Library of Congress, which has 
worked since 2000 to collect and share the 
personal accounts of wartime veterans in the 
United States; and 

Whereas, by designating June 12, 2025, as 
‘‘Women Veterans Appreciation Day’’, the 
Senate can— 

(1) highlight the growing presence of 
women in the Armed Forces and the Na-
tional Guard; and 

(2) pay respect to women veterans for their 
patriotic military service: Now, therefore, be 
it 

Resolved, That the Senate designates June 
12, 2025, as ‘‘Women Veterans Appreciation 
Day’’ to recognize the service and sacrifices 
of women veterans who have served valiantly 
on behalf of the United States. 
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SENATE RESOLUTION 277—SUP-

PORTING THE DESIGNATION OF 
JUNE AS FIDELITY MONTH FOR 
THE PURPOSE OF REDEDICATING 
THE UNITED STATES TO THE 
VALUES OF FAITH, FAMILY, AND 
PATRIOTISM 

Mr. LEE submitted the following res-
olution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 277 

Whereas a recent opinion poll of Americans 
showed support for traditional values has 
significantly declined; 

Whereas a majority of Americans no longer 
view values like faith, family, patriotism, or 
being involved in the community as very im-
portant; 

Whereas these values used to unite Ameri-
cans; 

Whereas the decline in these values has 
corresponded with a rise in crime, drug 
abuse, alienation, and family disintegration; 

Whereas fidelity means dedication to faith, 
spouses and families, and country and com-
munities; 

Whereas citizens of all faiths can join in 
recommitting the United States to fidelity; 

Whereas John Adams, a founding father of 
the United States, said, ‘‘Our Constitution 
was made only for a moral and religious peo-
ple. It is wholly inadequate to the govern-
ment of any other.’’; 

Whereas survival of the United States de-
pends on the shared bonds of faith, family, 
and patriotism; and 

Whereas it is fitting to observe one month 
each year to rededicate the United States to 
its core values: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that June should be designated as Fidelity 
Month for the purpose of rededicating the 
United States to the values of faith, family, 
and patriotism. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 278—CON-
DEMNING THE VIOLENT 
ANTISEMITIC ATTACK IN BOUL-
DER, COLORADO, AND EXPRESS-
ING SUPPORT FOR THE SUR-
VIVORS AND THEIR FAMILIES 

Mr. BENNET (for himself, Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER, and Mr. SCHUMER) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 278 

Whereas, on June 1, 2025, a violent attack 
occurred at a peaceful march in Boulder, 
Colorado, organized by Run for Their Lives; 

Whereas Run for Their Lives is an organi-
zation that facilitates run and walk events 
calling for the release of all hostages Hamas 
kidnapped during the group’s October 7, 2023, 
terrorist attack and continues to hold in 
Gaza, over 600 days later; 

Whereas the attack was carried out with a 
makeshift flamethrower and Molotov cock-
tails and injured men and women, including 
a Holocaust survivor, several of whom suf-
fered serious burns and trauma while peace-
fully exercising their First Amendment 
rights; 

Whereas authorities are investigating the 
antisemitic attack as an act of terrorism and 
a Federal hate crime; 

Whereas this attack occurred amid a dis-
turbing national surge in antisemitic inci-
dents, with reported antisemitic activity in 
Colorado rising 40 percent in 2024 and reach-
ing the highest level nationally in nearly 50 
years, according to the Anti-Defamation 
League; 

Whereas Jewish communities across the 
United States have experienced an increase 
in threats and intimidation in recent 
months, including fatal shootings, arson, and 
harassment at synagogues and on college 
campuses; 

Whereas antisemitic violence threatens 
lives and violates the core values of the 
United States; 

Whereas Federal, State, and local officials, 
along with community leaders, have con-
demned the attack, reaffirming a shared 
commitment to ensuring the safety of Jew-
ish Americans and all communities targeted 
by hate; 

Whereas law enforcement officials, includ-
ing the Boulder Police Department and the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, responded 
swiftly and continue to investigate the inci-
dent to bring the perpetrator to justice; 

Whereas the Boulder- and Denver-based 
chapters of the Run for Their Lives plan to 
continue walking each Sunday, despite the 
terror attack against members of the Boul-
der chapter, to show solidarity and to con-
tinue calling for the release of the hostages 
in Gaza; and 

Whereas elected officials and community 
leaders in Boulder have called on residents 
to unite in support of the survivors and to 
reject antisemitism and extremism in all 
forms: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) condemns the antisemitic attack that 

occurred on June 1, 2025, in Boulder, Colo-
rado; 

(2) expresses solidarity with the survivors 
and their families; 

(3) recognizes the resilience of the Boulder 
community and commends their continued 
efforts to promote peace, safety, and inclu-
sion; 

(4) calls for continued vigilance and Fed-
eral resources to counter rising anti-
semitism, investigate hate crimes, and sup-
port targeted communities; 

(5) stands with the Jewish community, for 
freedom of speech and religion and against 
fear; and 

(6) affirms that hate and violence have no 
place in the United States and that all peo-
ple, regardless of faith or belief, deserve to 
live free from fear and persecution. 

f 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 14—URGING THE ESTAB-
LISHMENT OF A UNITED STATES 
COMMISSION ON TRUTH, RACIAL 
HEALING, AND TRANS-
FORMATION 

Mr. BOOKER (for himself, Ms. WAR-
REN, Mr. COONS, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. PADILLA, and 
Mr. SCHIFF) submitted the following 
concurrent resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judici-
ary: 

S. CON. RES. 14 

Whereas the first ship carrying enslaved 
Africans to what is now known as the United 
States of America arrived in 1619; 

Whereas that event more than 400 years 
ago was significant not only because it ush-
ered in the institution of chattel slavery of 
African Americans, but also because it facili-
tated the systematic oppression of all people 
of color that has been a devastating and in-
sufficiently understood and acknowledged 
aspect of our Nation’s history over those 
past 400-plus years, and that has left a legacy 
of that oppression that haunts our Nation to 
this day; 

Whereas the institution of chattel slavery 
in the United States subjugated African 

Americans for nearly 250 years, fractured our 
Nation, and made a mockery of its founding 
principle that ‘‘all men are created equal’’; 

Whereas the signing of the Constitution of 
the United States failed to end slavery and 
oppression against African Americans and 
other people of color, thus embedding in so-
ciety the belief in the myth of a hierarchy of 
human value based on superficial physical 
characteristics such as skin color and facial 
features, and resulting in purposeful and per-
sistent racial inequities in education, health 
care, employment, Social Security and vet-
eran benefits, land ownership, financial as-
sistance, food security, wages, voting rights, 
and the justice system; 

Whereas that oppression denied oppor-
tunity and mobility to African Americans 
and other people of color within the United 
States, resulting in stolen labor worth bil-
lions of dollars while ultimately forestalling 
landmark contributions that African Ameri-
cans and other people of color would make in 
science, arts, commerce, and public service; 

Whereas Reconstruction represented a sig-
nificant but constrained moment of advances 
for Black rights as epitomized by the Freed-
man’s Bureau, which negotiated labor con-
tracts for ex-enslaved people but failed to se-
cure for them land of their own; 

Whereas the brutal overthrow of Recon-
struction failed all individuals in the United 
States by failing to ensure the safety and se-
curity of African Americans and by 
emboldening States and municipalities in 
both the North and South to enact numerous 
laws and policies to stymie the socio-
economic mobility and political voice of 
freed Blacks, thus maintaining their subser-
vience to Whites; 

Whereas Reconstruction, the civil rights 
movement, and other efforts to redress the 
grievances of marginalized people were sabo-
taged, both intentionally and unintention-
ally, by those in power, thus rendering the 
accomplishments of those efforts transitory 
and unsustainable, and further embedding 
the racial hierarchy in society; 

Whereas examples of government actions 
directed against populations of color (re-
ferred to in this resolution as ‘‘discrimina-
tory government actions’’) include— 

(1) the creation of the Federal Housing Ad-
ministration, which adopted specific policies 
designed to incentivize residential segrega-
tion; 

(2) the enactment of legislation creating 
the Social Security program, for which most 
African Americans were purposely rendered 
ineligible during its first 2 decades; 

(3) the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 
1944 (commonly known as the ‘‘GI Bill of 
Rights’’; 58 Stat. 284, chapter 268), which left 
administration of its programs to the States, 
thus enabling blatant discrimination against 
African-American veterans; 

(4) the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 (29 
U.S.C. 201 et seq.), which allowed labor 
unions to discriminate based on race; 

(5) subprime lending aimed purposefully at 
families of color; 

(6) disenfranchisement of Native Ameri-
cans, who, until 1924, were denied citizenship 
on land Native Americans had occupied for 
millennia; 

(7) Federal Indian Boarding School policy 
during the 19th and 20th centuries, the pur-
pose of which was to ‘‘civilize’’ Native chil-
dren through methods intended to eradicate 
Native cultures, traditions, and languages; 

(8) land policies toward Indian Tribes, such 
as the allotment policy, which caused the 
loss of over 90,000,000 acres of Tribal lands, 
even though 2⁄3 of that acreage was guaran-
teed to Indian Tribes by treaties and other 
Federal laws, and similar unjustified land 
grabs from Indian Tribes that occurred re-
gionally throughout the late 1800s and into 
the termination era in the 1950s and 1960s; 
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(9) the involuntary removal of Mexicans 

and United States citizens of Mexican de-
scent through large-scale discriminatory de-
portation programs in the 1930s and 1950s; 

(10) the United States annexation of Puer-
to Rico, which made Puerto Ricans citizens 
of the United States without affording them 
voting rights; 

(11) racial discrimination against Latino 
Americans, which has forced Latino Ameri-
cans to fight continuously for equal access 
to employment, housing, health care, finan-
cial services, and education; 

(12) the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to execute 
certain treaty stipulations relating to Chi-
nese’’, approved May 6, 1882 (commonly 
known as the ‘‘Chinese Exclusion Act’’; 22 
Stat. 58, chapter 126), which effectively halt-
ed immigration from China and barred Chi-
nese immigrants from becoming citizens of 
the United States, and which was the first 
instance of xenophobic legislation signed 
into law specifically targeting a specific 
group of people based on ethnicity; 

(13) the treatment of Japanese Americans, 
despite no evidence of disloyalty, as suspect 
and traitorous in the very country they 
helped to build, leading most notably to the 
mass incarceration of Japanese Americans 
beginning in 1942; 

(14) the conspiracy to overthrow the King-
dom of Hawaii and annex the land of the 
Kingdom of Hawaii, without the consent of 
or compensation to the Native Hawaiian peo-
ple of Hawaii; and 

(15) the United States history of colo-
nialism in the Pacific, which has resulted in 
economic, health, and educational dispari-
ties among other inequities, for people in 
United States territories, as well as inde-
pendent nations with which the United 
States has treaty obligations; 

Whereas those discriminatory government 
actions, among other government policies 
that have had racially disparate impacts, 
have disproportionately barred African 
Americans and other people of color from 
building wealth, thus limiting capital and 
exacerbating the racial wealth gap; 

Whereas research has shown that the per-
sistent racial wealth gap has had a signifi-
cant negative impact on other racial dispari-
ties, such as the achievement gap, disparities 
in school dropout rates, income gaps, dis-
parities in home ownership rates, health out-
come disparities, and disparities in incarcer-
ation rates; 

Whereas United States civic leaders and 
foundations have spearheaded critical efforts 
to advance racial healing, understanding, 
and transformation within the United 
States, recognizing that it is in our collec-
tive national interest to urgently address 
the unhealed, entrenched divisions that will 
severely undermine our democracy if they 
are allowed to continue to exist; 

Whereas many of the most far-reaching 
victories for racial healing in the United 
States have been greatly enhanced by the in-
volvement, support, and dedication of indi-
viduals from any and all racial groups; 

Whereas, at the same time, much of the 
progress toward racial healing and racial eq-
uity in the United States has been limited or 
reversed by our failure to address the root 
cause of racism, which is the belief in the 
myth of a hierarchy of human value based on 
superficial physical characteristics such as 
skin color and facial features; 

Whereas the United States institution of 
slavery, as well as other examples enumer-
ated in this resolution, represents inten-
tional and blatant violations of the most 
basic right of every individual in the United 
States to a free and decent life; 

Whereas the consequences of oppression 
against people of color have cascaded for 
centuries, across generations, beyond the era 

of active enslavement, imperiling for de-
scendants of slaves and other targets of op-
pression what should have otherwise been 
the right of every individual in the United 
States to life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap-
piness; 

Whereas more than 40 countries have reck-
oned with historical injustice and its after-
math through forming truth and reconcili-
ation commissions to move toward restora-
tive justice and to return dignity to their 
citizens; 

Whereas for 3 decades there has been a 
growing movement inside and outside Con-
gress to have the Federal Government de-
velop material remedies for the institution 
of slavery, including through a Commission 
to Study and Develop Reparation Proposals 
for African Americans described in H.R. 40, 
119th Congress, as introduced on January 3, 
2025, and S. 40, 119th Congress, as introduced 
on January 9, 2025; 

Whereas the formation of a United States 
Commission on Truth, Racial Healing, and 
Transformation does not supplant the forma-
tion of a Commission to Study and Develop 
Reparation Proposals for African Americans, 
but rather complements that effort; and 

Whereas contemporary social science, med-
ical science, and the rapidly expanding use of 
artificial intelligence and social media re-
veal the costs and potential threats to our 
democracy if we continue to allow unhealed, 
entrenched divisions to be ignored and ex-
ploited: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That Congress— 

(1) affirms, more than 400 years after the 
arrival of the first slave ship to the United 
States, that the Nation owes a long-overdue 
debt of remembrance to not only those who 
lived through the egregious injustices enu-
merated in this resolution, but also to their 
descendants; and 

(2) urges the establishment of a United 
States Commission on Truth, Racial Heal-
ing, and Transformation to properly ac-
knowledge, memorialize, and be a catalyst 
for progress toward— 

(A) jettisoning the belief in a hierarchy of 
human value; 

(B) embracing our common humanity; and 
(C) permanently eliminating persistent ra-

cial inequities. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I have 
five 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 BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 

AFFAIRS 

The Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Thursday, June 12, 2025, at 10 a.m., 
to conduct a hearing on nominations in 
open session. 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

The Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation is author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Thursday, June 12, 2025, at 10 
a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 
The Committee on Finance is author-

ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Thursday, June 12, 2025, at 10 
a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
The Committee on Foreign Relations 

is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Thursday, June 
12, 2025, at 10:30 a.m., to conduct a 
hearing on nominations. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
The Committee on the Judiciary is 

authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Thursday, June 12, 
2025, at 9:30 a.m., to conduct an execu-
tive business meeting. 

f 

HOMEBUYERS PRIVACY 
PROTECTION ACT 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of S. 1467 and the 
Senate proceed to its immediate con-
sideration. 

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

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1467) to amend the Fair Credit 
Reporting Act to prevent consumer report-
ing agencies from furnishing consumer re-
ports under certain circumstances, and for 
other purposes. 

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
considered read a third time and passed 
and the motion to reconsider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table. 

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

The bill (S. 1467) was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed as follows: 

S. 1467 

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 ‘‘Homebuyers 
Privacy Protection Act’’. 
SEC. 2. TREATMENT OF PRESCREENING REPORT 

REQUESTS. 
Section 604(c) of the Fair Credit Reporting 

Act (15 U.S.C. 1681b(c)) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘‘(4) TREATMENT OF PRESCREENING REPORT 
REQUESTS.— 

‘‘(A) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph: 
‘‘(i) CREDIT UNION.—The term ‘credit union’ 

means a Federal credit union or a State 
credit union, as those terms are defined in 
section 101 of the Federal Credit Union Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1752). 

‘‘(ii) INSURED DEPOSITORY INSTITUTION.— 
The term ‘insured depository institution’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 3 of 
the Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 
1813(c)). 

‘‘(iii) RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE LOAN.—The 
term ‘residential mortgage loan’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 1503 of the 
S.A.F.E. Mortgage Licensing Act of 2008 (12 
U.S.C. 5102). 
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‘‘(iv) SERVICER.—The term ‘servicer’ has 

the meaning given the term in section 6(i) of 
the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act 
of 1974 (12 U.S.C. 2605(i)). 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—If a person requests a 
consumer report from a consumer reporting 
agency in connection with a credit trans-
action involving a residential mortgage loan, 
that agency may not, based in whole or in 
part on that request, furnish a consumer re-
port to another person under this subsection 
unless— 

‘‘(i) the transaction consists of a firm offer 
of credit or insurance; and 

‘‘(ii) that other person— 
‘‘(I) has submitted documentation to that 

agency certifying that such other person 
has, pursuant to paragraph (1)(A), the au-
thorization of the consumer to whom the 
consumer report relates; or 

‘‘(II)(aa) has originated a current residen-
tial mortgage loan of the consumer to whom 
the consumer report relates; 

‘‘(bb) is the servicer of a current residen-
tial mortgage loan of the consumer to whom 
the consumer report relates; or 

‘‘(cc)(AA) is an insured depository institu-
tion or credit union; and 

‘‘(BB) holds a current account for the con-
sumer to whom the consumer report re-
lates.’’. 
SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act, and the amendments made by 
this Act, shall take effect on the date that is 
180 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

f 

CONDEMNING THE VIOLENT 
ANTISEMITIC ATTACK IN BOUL-
DER, COLORADO, AND EXPRESS-
ING SUPPORT FOR THE SUR-
VIVORS AND THEIR FAMILIES 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of S. Res. 
278, 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. 278) condemning the 
violent antisemitic attack in Boulder, Colo-
rado, and expressing support for the sur-
vivors and their families. 

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

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motions to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table 
with no intervening action or debate. 

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

The resolution (S. Res. 278) was 
agreed to. 

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

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

f 

ORDERS FOR MONDAY, JUNE 16, 
2025 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned until 4 p.m. on Mon-
day, June 16; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the Journal of proceedings 
be approved to date, the morning hour 
be deemed expired, the time for the two 
leaders be reserved for their use later 
in the day, and the Senate be in a pe-
riod of morning business with Senators 
permitted to speak therein for up to 10 
minutes each; further, notwithstanding 
rule XXII, the cloture motions filed on 

June 12, ripen at 5:30 p.m. and the Sen-
ate vote on the motion to invoke clo-
ture on Executive Calendar No. 145, 
Gary Andres. 

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

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 
JUNE 16, 2025, AT 4 P.M. 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask that it stand adjourned 
under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:38 p.m., adjourned until Monday, 
June 16, 2025, at 4 p.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

MICHAEL G. WALTZ, OF FLORIDA, TO BE REPRESENTA-
TIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE SES-
SIONS OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE UNITED NA-
TIONS DURING HIS TENURE OF SERVICE AS REPRESENT-
ATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE 
UNITED NATIONS. 

MICHAEL G. WALTZ, OF FLORIDA, TO BE THE REP-
RESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
THE UNITED NATIONS, WITH THE RANK OF AMBASSADOR 
EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY, AND THE 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
IN THE SECURITY COUNCIL OF THE UNITED NATIONS. 

f 

CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate June 12, 2025: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

WILLIAM LONG, OF MISSOURI, TO BE COMMISSIONER 
OF INTERNAL REVENUE FOR THE REMAINDER OF THE 
TERM EXPIRING NOVEMBER 12, 2027. 
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